VICTORIA.

PARLIAMENTARY

DEBATES~

SESSION 1882.

VOL. ·XXXIX.
(Comprising the period from April 25 to July 6.)

MELBOURNE: JOHN FERRES, PRINTER.

l~.

(;.

PASSED

IN

SESSION 1882.

(XLVI. VICTORIA.)

No. of Act.

1. A" Act to provide/ol' adding cel'tain portions of PaUMall, Sandlwrst, to Rosalind Pa/'k, andfor
setting apart pm'tion of Pall },fall as a site for a Post-office and other public buildings
...
2. An Act to apply out rif tke Consolidated Revenue the swn rif £ 1,038,450 to tlte service of the year
1882-3
8. Afl Act to continue and amend tlte Tobacco Act 1880
4, An Act to amend the Bl6ilding Societies Act 18i4 ,..
5. An Act to apply temporarily 016t of the Consolidated Revenue, 01' out of the Railway Loan Account
1878 certain sums of money for Rolling-stocle, Railway Pla.nt, WOI'kshops, Pel'manent Surveys,
tAe c~nnexion of the Spencer-stl'eet and Flindel's-street Railway Stations, a second line of way
f1'om Essendon to SeymoU1', and for othel' Railway works ...
'..
...
...
...
...
G. An Act to establish and 1'egulate a pe1'manent fund in connexion with the Old Colonists' Associatimt
of Victoria ...
7. An Act to alltend thB Legislative Council Act 1881
8. An Act to apply out of the Consolidated Revenue tlte S16m of £825,000 to tlte service of tlte year
1882-3
9. An Act to amend 'n Act to define the boundaries of Bailiwicks ...
10. An Act to make pl'ovision for enabling Licensees under part 2 of the Land Act 186!) and certain
Joint owne1's,Joint lessees, andJoint assignees to vote at the periodical electionsfor tlte Legislative
Council in the yeal' 1882 '..
11. An Act to pI'ovide for the erection of State School Buildin,qs; for completin,ri the I/ouses of
Pal'liament and Law Cow'ts; fOI' extending the Geelong, Coliban, and Yan Yean Waterworks;
for openin,q the Gippsland Lakes Entrance; andfol' improving the Wm'rnambool, Belfast, and
...
...
...
...
...
•••
...
...
...
...
...
Portland fIarboul's
12. Aft Act to amend the Jfarried Women's Propel'ty Act
13. An Act to apPZ1J telnporm'ily out of the Consolidated Revem6e 01' out of tlte Railway Loan Account
1878, certain swns of money towards the erection of the Houses of Pm'liament and the Law
Co.urts, tlte extension of the Geelong and Coliban Watel'w01'ks, the el'ection of State School
Buildings, and fOI' other lJl61'posei
...
...
...
...
...
..,
...
...
...
14. An Act to apply out of the Consolidated Revenue the swn of £653,785 to tlu~ sel'Dice of t1te yem'
1882-3
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
15. All Act to authorize the 1'aising of money for tlte Redemption or Payment of cel'tain Debentures ,..
16. An Act to providefor tlte ~reation of Victorian Government Inscribed Stock, andfor the Inscription
and Tl'anifer thereof ~n London
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
17. An Act t? p r o.videfol' tlte Redemption and P8,yment qf cel'tain Debentures by increasing tlte amount
of V~ctor~an Government Stock ...
...
...
..,
...
...
...
...
...
...
18. An Act to validate Calls and Forfeitm'es of Shal'es in cel'tain Registe1'ed .Mining Companies
I!). An Act to apply out of tlte Consolidated Revenue the swn of £640,000 to the service of tlte yeal'
1882-3
...
...
...
..,
'..
...
...
...
...
...
..,
...
...
20. An Act to continue vm'ious Expil'ing Laws

RESERVED FOR 'tHE SIGNIFICA'frON OJ!' THE QUEEN'S PLEASURE:-

An Act to re1160ve doubts as to the v(6lidity of the Legislative Council Elections for 1882 Act.
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Anderson, R. S.
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Clarke, Sir W. J.
Coutts, David ...
Cumming, T. F.
Cuth,bert, Henry
Dobson, F. S. . .. ,
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(Resigned, December, 1882.)

Stanbridge, W. E.
Sterry, D. C. ...
Sumner, T. J. ...
Thornley, Nathan

( Vice Hobert Simson, retired by rotation.)

Wallace, J. A. ...
Williamson, James
Young, George
Zeal, W. A .
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... Nelson .
... N orth-Western .
... North-Central.
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Anderson, William ...
Barr, J. M.
...
Bell, Henry ...
...
Bent, Thomas
...
Berry, Graham
...
...
Blackett, C. R.
Bolton, Henry
...
Bosisto, Joseph
...
Bowman, Robert ...
Brophy, Daniel
...
Burrowes, Robert ...
Cameron, E. H.
. ..
Carter, G. D. ...
...
Clark, A. T....
...
Clark, Robert...
...
Clark, W. M. ...
. ..
Connor, J. H....
...

Villiers and Heytesbury.
Maryborough and Talbot.
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Brighton.
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Richmond.
Maryboroughand Talbot.
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Sandhurst.
Evelyn.
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Williamstown.
Sandhurst.
Footscray.
Geelong.

(Vice Charlcs Kcrnot, deceased.)

Cook, W. M....
...
Cooper, Thomas
...
Cunningham, George
Davies, D. M....
...
...
Deakin, Alfred
...
Dow, J. L.
...
Duffy, J. Gavan
Fincham, G. R.
...
Fisher, John...
...
Francis, J. G....
...
Fraser, Simon
...
...
Gardiner, John
...
Gibb, James...
Gillies, Duncan
...
Grant, J. M....
. ..
. ..
Graves, J. H. ...
Hall, G. W....
...
Harper, Robert
...

East Bourke Boroughs.
Creswick.
Geelong..
Grenville.
West Bourke.
Kara Kara.
Dalhousie.
Ballarat West.
Mandurang.
WarrnambooI.
Rodney.
Carlton.
Mornington.
Hodney.
Avoca.
Delatite:
Moira.
East Bourke.

(Vice Robert Ramsay, deccased.)

Harris, Joseph
Hunt, Thomas
James, John ...
Kerferd, G. B.
Keys, John
Lalor, Peter...
Langdon, Thomas
Langridge, G. D.
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St. KHda.
Kilmore and Anglesey.
Ballarat East.
Ovens:
South Bourke.
Grant.
Avoca.
Collingwood.

SPEAKER: MR. LALOR.
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Laurens, John
...
Levien, J. F....
...
Longmore, Francis ...
...
McColl, Hugh
Macgregor, Robert ...
...
McIntyre, John
...
McKean, James
McLean, Allan
...
Mac Mahon, Sir Chas.
...
Madden, John
Madden, Walter ...
Mason, F. C....
...
Mirams, James
...
Munro, James
...
...
Nimmo, John...
O'Callaghan, William
...
Officer, C. M. ...
O'Loghlen, Sir Bryan
Orkney, James
...
O'Shanassy, Sir John
Patterson, J. B.
...
Pearson, C. H.
. ..
. ..
Quick, John...
Rees, John
...
Richardson, Richard
Robertson, William ...
Shiels, William
Smith, L. L ... .
Smith, W. C... .
Toohey, James
Tucker, A. L ....
Wallace, P. B.
Walker, W. F.

...
...
...
...
...
...
...

North Melbourne.
Barwon.
Ripon and Hampden.
Mandurang.
Emerald Hill.
Maldon.
North Gippsland.
North Gippsland.
West Melbourne.
Sandridge.
Wimmera.
South Gippsland.
Collingwood.
North Melbourne.
Emerald Hill.
Wimmera.
Dundas.
West Bourke.
West Melbourne.
Belfast.
Castlemaine.
Castlemaine.
Sandhurst.
Grant.
Creswick.
Polwarth and South
Grenville.
Normanby.
Richmond.
Ballarat West.
Villiers and Heytesbury.
Fitzroy.
Benambra.
Boroondara.

(Vice R.llIurfay Smith, resigned.)

Walsh, Frederick
Wheeler, J. H.
Williams, H. R
Wilson, William
Woods, John ...
Wrixon, H. J.
Young, Alexander
Young, Charles
Zincke, W. L....
Zox, E. L.

...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
...
. ..

East Melbourne.
Creswick.
Mandurang.
Ararat.
Stawell.
Portland:
Grenville.
Kyneton Boroughs.
Ovens.
East Melbourne.

CHAIRlIIAN OF COllI!IITTEES:

ME.

COOPED.

ATTORNEY-GENERAL AND TREASURER THE HON. SIR BRYAN O'LOGHLEN,
CHIEF SECRETARY AND MINISTER OF}
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION...
......
SOLICITOR-GENERAL ...
MINISTER OF RAILWAYS
MINISTER OF TRADE AND CUSTOMS .••
MINISTER OF PUBLIC WORKS, AGRICUL- }
TURE, AND WATER SUPPLY...
•..
MINISTER OF LANDS ...
MINISTER OF MINES ...
POSTMASTER·GENERAL
WITHOUT OFFICE

... {

" J . M. GRANT.

"
"
"

"
"
"
"

"
"

F. S. DOBSON.
THOMAS BENT.
J. H. GRAVES.
CHARLES YOUNG.
WALTER MADDEN.
ROBERT BURROWES.
HENRY BOLTON.
JAMES MACBAIN•

L. L. SMITH.

BART.

VICTORIA.

PARLIAMENTARY DEBATES.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
T,ltesciay, A1J1'il 25, 1882.
Opening of the Session: The Govemor'sSpeech-South-Western Prontice Election-Privileges of Parlia.ment 'BillAttempted Assassination of the Queen: Address of Congratulation-Sessional Arrangements: Days of Sitting:
Standing Committees-Chairman of Committees - Ad·
dress in Reply to the Governor's Speech-Representation
of the North-Western Province: Resigna.tion ofthe Hon.
W, Campbell.

The Third Session of the Eleventh Victorian Parliament was opened this day.
At two o'clock p.m., the Clerk of the
Parliaments (Mr. John Barker) read the
following
PROCLAMATION.
" By His Excellency the Most Honorable
George Augustus Constantine, Marquis of N ormanby, Earl of Mulgrave,
Viscount Normanby, and Baron Mulgrave of Mulgrave, all in the county
of York, in the Peerage of the United
Kingdom; and Baron Mulgrave of
New Ross, in the county of vVexford,
in the Peerage of Ireland; a Member
of Her Majesty's Most Honorable
Privy Council; Knight Grand Cross
of the Most Distinguished Order of
Saint Michael and Saint George;
Governor and Commander-in-Chief in
and over the Colony of Victoria and
its Dependencies, &c., &c., &c.
" WHEREAS by the Constitution Act it
was among other things enacted that it
should be lawful for the Governor to fix
such places within Victoria and, subject to
the limitation therein contained, such times
for holding the first and every other session
of the Council and the Assembly, and to
vary and alter the same respectively in such
manner as he might think fit ; and also from
time to time to prorogue the said Council
and Assembly, and to dissolve the said
SESe

lSS2.-B

Assembly, by Proclamation or otherwise,
whenever he should deem it expedient:
And whereas the said Council and Assem..
bly, called 'The Parliament of Victoria,'
stand prorogued until Tuesday the twentyeighth day of February instant, and it is
expedient further to prorogue the same, and
to fix the time for holding the next session
thereof: Now therefore I, the Governor of
Victoria, in exercise of the power conferred
by the said Act, do by this my Proclamation further prorogue the said Parliament
of Victoria from Tuesday the twenty-eighth
day of February instant until Tuesday the
twenty-fifth day of April next ensuing; and
also I do hereby fix Tuesday the twentyfifth day of April aforesaid as the time for
the commencement and holding of the next
session of the said Council and Assembly,
called the Parliament of Victoria, for the
despatch of business, at two of the clock in the
afternoon, in the Parliament Houses, situate in Parliament-place, Spring-street, in
the city of Melbourne: And the honorable
the Members of the 'Legislative Council and
the Members of the Legislative Assembly
are hereby required to give their attendance
at the said time and place accordingly.
" Given under my hand and the seal of
the colony, at Melbourne, this twentyseventh day of February, in the year of our
Lord One thousand eight hundred and
eighty-two, and in the forty-fifth year of
Her Majesty's reign.
" NORMANBY.
" By His Excellency's command,
"J. M. GRANT,
" Chief Secretary.
"GOD SAVE THE QUEEN !"
The Usher announced the approach of
His Excellency the Governor; and immediately afterwards His Excellency entered
the chamber, attended by his suite.
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Governor's Speech.

[COUNCIL.]

The members of the Legislative As,
sembly having been summoned,
His EXCELLENCY addressed the
following speech to both Houses of Parliament:,

GoVel'n01"S Speech.

" Last year the Amending Land Bill was
postponed under the exigencies of a short
session. This Bill will be now re-submitted
to you. Its provisions deal comprehensively
with the future tenure of the remaining Crown
"MR. PRESIDENT AND HONORABLE GENlands of the colony.
TLEMEN
OF
THE LEGISLATIVE
" The Extension of Railways Bill of last
COUNCIL:
session will also be laid before you, and I
"MR. SPEAKER AND GENTI"EMEN OF THE
trust that you will be able satisfactorily to
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY:
dispose of the various practical questions
" I have called you ~ogether after a short
that must arise in its discussion. My adrecess, which I am happy to say has 'been
visers also consider that, owing to the magcharacterized by political quiet and increasnitude which the railway system of this
ing prosperity, to obtain your early considecolony has now assumed, the time has arration of questions of pressing and practical
rived for, submitting proposals to provide for
jmportance.
a more efficient system of management of our
"The attempt on the life of Her Most State railways.
, Gracious Majesty, which under the blessing
," It is considered desirable that, in conof Divine Providence has been so happily
sequence of the abolition of pensions, the
frustrated, has evoked a widespread expresposition of the County Court Judges should
sion of feelings of loyalty and thankfulness,
be placed on a more satisfactory footing. A
which have been heartily shared in by her
Bill to secure them a better'tenure of office
Victorian subjects.
will therefore be introduced.
" Although the empire is at peace with
" You will be glad to hear that all steps
foreign nations, we cannot calculate on the
requisite to ensure the proper representation
continuance for many years o~ this happy
of the colony at the Exhibition of 'Vines
state of things. Our defences demand an
about to be held at Bordeaux have been duly
earnest effort at completion.. Legislation
taken. Proposals will also be submitted for
will be therefore proposed authorizing imthe due representation of Victoria at an Inmediate steps to be taken for that purpose,
ternational Exhibition for all colonies, to be
~ith the object not only of warding off
held next year at Amsterdam.
attacks, but also of preventing any panic
arising from a defenceless state of the sea- "MR. SPEAKER AND GENTLEMEN OF THE
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY:
board.
"
Returning
to the constitutional practice
" The importance of water conservation
of
discussing
the
Estimates before the comhas been further impressed upon all classes
mencement
of
the
financial year, the Estiby the long-continued drought in the northfor
1882-3
will
be forthwith laid bemates
ern districts. This calamity has necessitated
fore
you.
They
have
been framed with a
the. carriage of water for long distances, at
due
regard
to
economy
and
tlie requirements
great expense to the country, and has inof
the
public
service.
flicted serious losses on the agricultural
" The surplus of revenue over expenditure
classes. .A Bill wi,ll be submitted to you
eniarging the powers of the Government as has enabled the Government to anticipate
to the expenditure of moneys for the erection the due date of the Treasury-bonds, due in
of works under the W ~ter Conservation Act next November and in November twelveof last session, and providing for the princi- month, and, by paying them off to a large
pal works in the northern districts being con- extent, to practically extinguish the revenue
structed forthwith at the expense of the deficit of past years.
" The buoyancy of the general revenue enState in proportion to the extent of the
cOUl'ages the Government to submit for your
outlay. '

Governor's

Speec1i~

[APnIL 25.]

:~onsideration a proposal for a large reduction
in postage, establishing what is known as the
Penny Postage System. This will entail a
present loss, but with every prospect of the
postal revenue recoveriilg in the course of a
few years.
" The conversion of the debentures falling
due will be the subject of another measure to
be submitted to you, in which power will be
taken to substitute for such debentures a
new series of equal amount for an extended
period, and at a lower rate of interest.
"MR. PRESIDENT AND HONORABLE GENTLEMEN

OF

THE

LEGISLATIYE

COUNCIL:
"MR. SPEAKER AND GENTLEMEN OF THE
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY:

"A Bill embodying important law reforms in matters of procedure, and following
the English precedents, which have been
found to work advantageously, will be brought
under your consideration at an early period.
"An amendment of the Companies Statute will be introduced to enable the banking corporations not incorporated thereunder
to take advantage of its provisions; at the
same time subjecting them to the duties and
obligations imposed by that Statute.
"Many urgent reforms connected with
the marine service of the colony will be proposed to be dealt with in a Bill which will
be laid before you. This measure will embody the latest Imperial precautionary provisions for the preservation of life and property.
"There will be also submitted to you a
Bill to amend the laws relating to public
health, dealing principally with the adulteration of food and drugs offered for sale. Its
provisions will be aimed at ·remedying what
is generally admitted to be a great defect in
our sanitary laws.
"A Bill to regulate mining on private
property on the principle of giving facilities
to the miner for the search of gold, while
protecting private rights from undue infringement, will be submitted for your consideration.
n2

GOl.,'el''it01''S Speech.

s

" Your attention will also be invited to a.
Bill to further amend the Police Offences
Statute, conferring greater powers on the
magistracy in cases of offences causing personal injury.
" Some of the existing electoral districts
for the Legislative Assembly are inconveniently large, and, having become more closely
settled since the last Electoral Act was
passed, are entitled to a larger share of representation. A Bill to remedy the anomalies
which have arisen will be laid before you.
" The amendment of the Civil Service Act,
which has been long felt as a public want,
will be also brought under your consideration.
" A measure consolidating and amending
the laws with respect to the manufacture,
importation, sale, storage, and calTiage of
gunpowder, nitro-glycerine, and other explosive substances, will also be introduced,
based on recent Imperial legislation.
"The Harbour Trust Bill has already passed
through several stages in the Legislative Assembly, and my advisers propose to give
their assistance in passing it through the
remaining stages, with such amendments as
may be necessary.
" Legislation to amend the Local Government Act and to continue the endowment
of municipalities will be introduced. Concurrently with its consideration you will be
asked to pass a measure amending the taxation of landed property. This will be based
on the principle of charging an annual
poundage on a reasonable percentage of the
fair capital value of land, the established
exemption being still continued.
"A Bill to amend the laws relating to the
Post-office, a State Forests Bill, a Diseases
in Stock Bill, a Factories and Workshops
Bill, have been prepared, and will be submitted for your consideration.
" I confidently commit the great interests
of the country to your wisdom and care, and
trust that your labours may, under the blessing of Divine Providence, conduce to the continued prosperity of the country and to the.
happiness of the people."
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Copies of the speech were handed by the
Governor's private secretary to the President and to the Speaker.
The members of the Assembly then with'drew, and His Excellency and suite also
left the chamber.
At twenty-seven minutes"to three o'clock,
the PRESIDENT (Sir
H. F. Mitchell)
took the chair and read the prayer.

"V.

DECLARATIONS OF
QUALIFIOATION.
The following members delivered to the
Clerk the declarations required by the 7th
seCtion of the Legislative Council Amendment Act (32nd Vict., No. 334) :-The
Honorables the President, G. F. Belcher,
,H. Cuthbert, F. S. Dobson, J. Graham,
1V. E. Hearn, C. J. Jenner, .J. Lorimer, J.
MacBain, W. Pearson, F. Robertson, P.
Russell, R. Simson, Sir C. Sladen, 1V. E.
,Stanbridge, and J. A. 1Vallace.
SOUTH-1VESTERN PROVINCE
ELECTION.
The PRESIDENT announced that he
had received a return to the writ issued for
the eleCtion of a member of the Legislative
Oouncil, to serve for the South-Western
Province (in the room of the Hon. James
Henty, deceased), showing that Mr. Francis
Ormond had been elected.
Mr. Ormond was then introduced and
sworn, and presented to the Clerk the declaration required by the 7th section of the
Legislative Council Amendment Act (32nd
Vict., No. 334).
PRIVILEGES OF PARLIAMENT
BILL.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON moved, without notice, for leave to introduce a Bill to
preserve the privileges of Parliament.
Leave was given, and the Bill was brou-ght
in, and read a first time.
.
ATTEMPTED ASSASSINATION OF
THE QUEEN.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON gave notice
that, on the next day of meeting, he would
move for the appointment of a select committee to prepare " an address of congratulation to Her Most Gracious Majesty the
Queen on her happy preservation from the
danger to which Her Majesty has been exposed, and to express the abhorrence of this
House at the late treasonable attempt against
Her Majesty's sacred person." He remarked
-Mr. President, I wish to say a few words,

at the present stage, upon this subject,
which is of great importance to us all.
Since the House last met we have heard that
another attempt-the seventh, I believe-has
been made on the life of Her Most Gracious
Majesty the Queen, and I do not think we
should lose any time in expressing our sense
of gratitude for her providential escape, and
our unaltered loyalty and affection with
respect to her, both as a Sovereign and as a
woman. Her Majesty has now reigned
over the British Empire for nearly half a
century, and the loyalty which the conduct
of her reign has produced has ceased to be
that which is usual between a constitutional
Sovereign and the subjects of the Crown,
but has become almost a matter of personal
affection with every individual throughout
her dominion. When we hear of attempts
upon the life of the Ozar of Russia, or the
Emperor of Germany, or some one of the
other Sovereigns throughout the world, we
are not wholly actuated by astonishment;
but our feelings become entirely those of
astonishment mixed with horror when we
read of an attack on the life of one who has,
during nearly fifty years, done so much to
elevate the morality and political status of
the dominions over which she has been
happily called upon to reign that they
occupy the highest and foremost position
among the nations of the earth. I don't
wish to detain the House with any platitudes, because we are all loyal, and must
all have experienced a thrill of horror when
we read the account of the attempt of the
man McLean. There is, however, one
satisfactory consideration in connexion with
the subject, independently of what we must
all have felt when reading the telegram
which informed us of McLean's insanity
being beyond all doubt. Those who have seen
the newspapers which arrived in the colony
by the last mail must have been delighted to
observe that expressions of congratulation at
Her Majesty's fortunate escape were universal
throughout the world. It is indeed pleasant,
for example, to notice the feeling evinced in
the United States, with which country our
relations have, from time to time, been not
altogether completely friendly or courteous.
Perhaps the origin of its separation from
the mother country may be said to have led
in great measure to fostering a feeling of
something like hostility towards the British
Empire. Nevertheless, no warmer message
of congratulation has been received by Her
Majesty than those which emanated from
not only the President of the United States,
but almost every st.ate of the Union.

Governor's

SjJeec7~.

[APRIL 25.J

SESSIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON moved"That Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday
in each week be the days on which the Council
shall meet for the despatch of business during
the present session; that half-past four o'clock
be the time of meeting on each day; and that
on Wednesday in each week the transaction of
Government business shall take precedence of
all other business."

The motion was agreed to.
STANDING COMMITTEES.
On the motion of the Hon. F. S. DOBSON, the standing committees for the
session were constituted as under : STANDING ORDERS COMlIIITTEE.-The
Honorables the President, C. J. Jenner,
Sir C. Sladen, W. E. Hearn, and F. S.
Dobson.
P ARLIAlIIENT BUILDINGS COMMITTEE
(JoINT).-The Honorables the President,
Sir C. Sladen, J. Lorimer, J. MacBain,
and J. Balfour.
LIBRARY COMMITTEE (JoINT).-The
Honorables the President, VV. McCulloch,
F. Robertson, J. Graham, and W. E.
Hearn.
PRINTING COllIlIIITTEE.-l'he Honorables J. Balfour, T. F. Cumming, J. G.
Dougharty, F. Ormond, and W. Pearson.
REFRESHlIIENT
RoollIS
COMMITTEE
(JoINT).-The Honorables VV. E. Stanbridge, G. F. Belcher, P. Russell, J.
Buchanan, and J. A. Wallace.
CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON observed
that one of the fu'st duties of the session
was to appoint the Chairman of Committees, and he had much pleasure in moving
that the Hon. C. J. Jenner be again placed
in the office, seeing it was one which he had
for several years very ably filled. Indeed,
every old member must be aware of the
extreme attention Mr. Jenner had always
given to the business of the House, and of
the great amount of intelligence he had
always brought to bear upon any disputed
point of order or procedure arising while he
occupied the chair.
Sir C. SLADEN said he had the
greatest pleasure in seconding the motion.
The motion was agreed to.
The Hon. C. J". JENNER thanked
honorable members for their continued confidence. He sincerely hoped that much
useful and practical legislation would be
accomplished during the present session,
and that the peace and prosperity the country enjoyed last year would be long continued.
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THE GOVERNOR'S SPEECH.
ADDRESS IN REPLY.
The House proceeded to the consideration of the speech delivered by His
Excellency the Governor to both Houses of
Parliament.
The Hon. VV. E. STANBRIDGE
moved"That a select committee be appointed to
prepare an address in reply to the speech of
His Excellency the Governor; and that such
committee consist of the Honorables F. Ormond,
Sir C. Sladen, H. Cuthbert, J. Lorimer, J.
MacBain, G. F. Belcher, F. S. Dobson, and the
mover."
.

The motion was agreed to.
The committee retired, and were absent
some time. On their return, they brought
up the following report, which was read by
the Clerk:"To His Excellency the Most Honorable George
Augustus Constantine, Marquis of Norman by, Earl of Mulgrave, Viscount Normanby, and Baron Mulgrave, of Mulgrave,
all in thE\ county of York, in the Peerage of
the United Kingdom; and Baron Mulgrave
of New Ross, in the county of Wexford, in
the Peerage of Ireland; a M.ember of Her
Majesty's Most Honorable Privy Council ;
Knight Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished Order of Saint Michael and Saint
George; Governor and Commander-in-Chief
in and over the Colony of Victoria and its
Dependencies, &c., &c., &c.
"May it please Your Excellency"We, Her Most Gracious Majesty's most
dutiful and loyal subjects, the members of the
Legislative Council of Victoria, in Parliament
assembled, beg leave to approach Your :Excellency with renewed expressions of our loyalty
and attachment to Her Majesty's throne and
person.
"We thank Your Excellency for having called
us toS"ether for the consideration of questions of.
presslllg and practical importance.
"We share in the widespread expression of
feelings of loyalty and thankfulness for the preservation of Her Majesty from the recent attempt on her life.
"We concur with Your Excellency that our
defences demand an earnest effort at completion, and we thank Your Excellency for informing us that legislation will be proposed
authorizing immediate steps to be taken fOl'
that purpose, with the object not only of wardinS" off attacks, but also of preventing any panic
arIsing from a defenceless state of the seaboard.
"
"We thank Your Excellency for illforming
us that Bills will be submitted amending the
Water Conservation Act of last session, for
amending the Land Act, and for the extension
of railways; and we agree with Your Excellency's advisers in considering that, owing to
the magnitude which the railway system of this
colony has now assumed, the time has arrived
for submitting proposals to provide for a more
efficient system of management of our State
railways.
"We concur with Your Excellency that it is
desirable that, in consequence of the abolition
of pensions, the position of the County Court
Judges should be placed on a more satisfactory
footing; and we thank Your Excellency for
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informing us that a Bill to secure them a better
tenure of office will be introduced.
"We thank Your Excellency for informing
us that all steps requisite to ensure the ~r0l>er
representation of the colony at the ExhIbitIOn
of Wines about to be held at Bordeaux have
been duly taken, and that proposal~ will be submitted for the due re:eresentation of Victoria at
an International Exhibition for all colonies, to
be held next year at Amsterdam.
" We thank Your Excellency for informing us
that Bills will be introduced embodying important law reforms in matters of procedure;
for the amendment of the Companies Statute j
for reforms connected with the marine service
of the colony; for the amendment of the laws
relating to public health; for regulating mining
on :private property; for further amending the
PolIce Offences Statute; for remedying anomalies in connexion with the existing electoral
districts for the Legislative Assembly; for the
amendment of the Civil Service Act, and the
laws with respect to the manufacture, importa·
tion, sale, storage, and carriage of gunpowder,
nitro-glycerine, and other explosive substances;
for the amendment of the Harbour Trust Act
and the Local Government Act; for amending
the taxation of landed property; for amending
the laws relating to the Post·oflice, State forests,
diseases in stock, and factories and workshops;
and we beg to assure Your Excellency that all
these measures will receive our most earnest
consideration.
" And we trust that our labours may, under the
blessing of Divine Providence, conduce to the
continued prosperity of the 'country and to the
happiness of the people."
.
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than at other times. H· we have regard to
the history of the nation, it seems to be
most prosperous when governed by a Queen.
With regard to the measures indicated in
His Excellency's speech, they appear to me
to be of a very comprehensive character.
Many of them are much needed, and will,
if carried out, supply wants which have
been long experienced by the colony. The
Water Conservation Act will be of immense benefit to the N orth-Western Province, which I have the honour of representing. If it be carried out by competent
and disinterested persons, it will open up an
immense tract of conntry able to bear a
large population. A scheme, however,
such as was formerly brought forward, to
make a broad canal extending through
the mallee country would, according to my
experience, prove a failure, owing to a great
deal of that country being extremely
sandy. Many years ago, I, myself,' bored
in a number of places in the mallee
country in order to obtain water, but we
never could get below 100 feet on account of
the immense quantity of sand which filled in
the holes faster than we could get it out
again. The attempt to carry a canal through
l\Ir. STANBRIDGE moved the adoption such country would, therefore, in my opinion,
of the report. He said-Mr. President, be quite abortive. The extension of railways
I regret that the task of proposing tlus proposed by the Government will also be a
motion has not fallen into abler hands than great boon to those far-away districts which
those of one unaccustomed to address a are at present unsupplied with railway com~
grave a.ssembly like this, but I should be munication. The proposed Land Bill will
untrue to the constituency which has placed certainly reqture very grave consideration,
me in the honorable position of its repre- the various parts of the country being of such
sentative if I declined to perform any duty a widely different character. For instance,
which fell to my share. I must at the out- in themallee country people can scarcely grow
set compliment the Government upon the anything except by watering it, whereas in
very satisfactory position in which they Gippsland, this year, I believe that in some
seem. to have placed the country. The places they are realizing 80 bushels of maize
motto of " Peace, progress, and prosperity," to the acre, and I am informed that as much
with which they started, certainly appears as £2,000 worth of hops have been gathered
to have been wonderfully carried out. The from two or three acres. Those differences
metropolis of a country may be almost show that legislation for the management of
looked upon as the pulse of that country, and the lands in one locality would be unsuitable
when we see so many immense structures to the lands in other localities. There is a
going up in the metropolis as are now large number of other measures mentioned in
being erected in Melbourne, the fact must His Excellency's speech, which are apparently
be taken as evidence of public confidence in such as the country requires, but it is unnethe future prosperity of the country. I cessary for me to refer to them in detail.
cordially join with the Solicitor-General in The measure which I am most acquainted
the expressions he has used with reference with is the Local Government Act, an amend·
to the recent attempt to assassinate Her ment of willch I notice is promised. From
lVlajesty the Queen. It is, indeed, a great the agitation which has been started for the
blessing that Her Majesty escaped from reform of the existing Act, it would appear
that attempt-indeed a subject of congratu- that some changes in it are necessary, but
lation, even greater than at first sight I trust the subject will be very carefully conappears, for the English people seem really sidered, because, from my experience of the
to be more progressive under female rule Act-and I have had a long experi~llce in
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connexion with it-it has, as far as I am
aware, worked satisfactorily, and, indeed,
wonderfully well. The system of local government is, to my mind, one of the great
sources of the people's liberty, and decentralization is, I think, one of the most
valuable features in our government. With·
these few inadequate remarks, and with the
expression of a hope that when I become
more accustomed to the forms of the House
I may be able to take a more efficient part
inits debates, I have much pleasure in moving
the adoption of the address which has been
brought up by the committee.
The Hon. F. ORMOND.-Mr. President, in attempting to perform the honorable task 'assigned to me, namely, that of
seconding the adoption of the address in
reply to the Governor's speech-being new
to this House, its surroundings and practice-I must beg the generous forbearance
of honorable members while I venture to
make a few remarks on some of the impOliant topics embodied in the speech. The
mover of the address has dealt with so
many of the questions that I fear I may
have to cover the ground already trodden by
him; but, if I do, I shall do so lightly, fOl'
it is not my purpose on this occasion to
make a lengthy speech. With reference to
the attempt on the life of our Most Gracious Sovereign, in offering my heartfelt
congratulations for the providential and
happy escape of Her Majesty, I cannot
refrain from expressing a feeling of indignation and horror at an attempt to injure
one who is so well beloved, and who in every
relation of life has set so bright and noble
an example to her subjects. On the question of the defences of the colony I need
say little, for I feel assured honorable
members will be agreed as to the desirability
of our being prepared for the contingency
of an enemy approaching our ahores. It is
matter of congratulation that the long-continued, and, in many parts of the country,
disastrous drought has passed away, and
that rain has fallen in sufficient abundance
to refresh the thirsty land. The drought
we have passed through will be long remembered, especially by those engaged in
country pursuits; and it will be patent to
us all that there is an absolute necessity for
storing our winter and storm rains so as in
some measure to mitigate the disastrous
effects of recurring dry seasons. Honorable
members will therefore hail with pleasure
the announcement of the intention of the
Government to introduce a Bill to amend
the Water Conservation Act, 'Yith .~. view to _
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more fully meet the requirements of the
country and the necessities of the people.
The subject of our land law holds a prominent place in the Governor's speech) and, as
it is urgently important that some arrangement should be speedily arrived at for the
disposal of the unalienated lands of the
colony, I hope the Government will be
successful in preparing a scl~eme which will
be acceptable to the Legislature. I think
that those portions of the unalienated lands
which are of less value than 21s. per acre
might be leased for a term of ·years on such
conditions as to encourage the holders to
improve them and make them yield a
revenue to the State as well as increase the
exports of the colony. In regard to agri- '
cultural lands, the area of selection might
be increased, for I am persuaded that those
lands can only be profitably utilized when
farming is combined with grazing. I am
glad that legislation will again be brought
to bear on the important question of mining
on private property, for I am of opinion that
every reasonable facility should be afforded
for the development of the mineral resources
of the country. I trust that this .session
will be distinguished by the settlement, in a
fair and equitable way, of this long-vexed
question. In the Bill to amend the Police
Offences Statute, honorable members will
recognis~ with satisfaction the intention to
deal with an evil which is rampant in our
midst-I refer to larrikinism-a festering
sore, which is a disgrace to this country and
a blot on our civilization. I view with
satisfaction the proposal to amend the Local
Government Act, and I hope the amendment will bein the ::lirection of an extension
of the powers of local bodies. I thoroughly
believe in the policy and wisdom of assisting
properly constituted local bodies in carrying
out works for the benefit of the country.
Legislation is also proposed by the Government in regard to other important questions,
but I will not refer to them at present, beyond congratulating honorable members on
the fact that so many important measures
are to be submitted to their consideration.
The motion for the adoption of the address
was then agreed to, and it was resolved
that the address should be presented to the
Governor in such manner as His Excellency
might be pleased to receive it.
REPRESENTATION OF THE
NORTH.WESTERN PROVINOE.
The PRESIDENT announced that he
had received a communic~tion from the
private s~cretary to His Excellency the
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Governor, intimating that His Excellency
had received the resignation by the Hon. W.
Campbell of his seat for the N orth-Western
Province. The President also stated that
he proposed to issue, on the following
Thursday, a writ for the election of a
member to supply the vacancy. .
The House adjourned atfour o'clock, until
Tuesday, May 2.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Tuesday, April 25, 1882.
Opening of the Session-New Members-The Wallis Board
. -Amendment of the Public Health Statute-Irish
Autonomy - Petitions-Wahgunyah Bridge - Railway
Junction at Albury-Companies Sta.tute Amendment
Bill-Visitor: Mr. W. Moore-Address in Reply to the
Governor's Speech.

The SPEAKER (the Hon. Peter Lalor)
took the chair at two o'clock p.m.
The CLERK (Mr. G. H. Jenkins) read
the Governor's proclamation convoking Parliament.
Immediately afterwards, the Usher of the
Legislative Council brought a message from
His Excellency the Governor, requesting the
attendance of honorable members in the
chamber of the Legislative Council.
. The members present, headed by the
Speaker, and attended by the Clerk, the
Clerk-Assistant, and the Serjeant-at-Arms,
proceeded to the chamber of the Legislative
Council.
Business was afterwards suspended until
half-past four o'clock, when the Speaker
again took the chair.
NEW MEMBERS.
The SPEAKER informed the House that
during the recess (in his absence from the
colony), His Excellency the Governor issued
a writ for the election of a member for
Boroondara, in the room of Mr. R. Murray
Smith, resigned, and that a writ was also
issued for the election of a member for Geelong, in the room of Mr. Kernot, deceased.
He further intimated that the returns to the
writs showed that Mr. 'Villiam Froggatt
Walker had been elected for Boroondara,
and Mr. Joseph Henry Connor for Geelong.
Mr. Walker and Mr. Connor were then
introduced and sworn.
MR. A. R. 'VALLIS.
Mr. RICHARDSON asked the Minister
of Public )Vorks whether he would be kind
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enough to lay on the table the evidence
taken by the Wallis Board?
Mr. C. YOUNG said he would be prepared
to do so the following evening.
PUBLIC HEALTH STATUTE.
Mr. LAURENS inquired of the Premier
whether a Bill to amend the Public Health
Statute would be one of the first Government measures proceeded with this session?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stated that such a
Bill would be submitted to the House as·
soon as possible, but not before other
measures of a more urgent character had
been introduced.
IRISH AUTONOMY.
Mr. HUNT asked the Premier whether,
in view of the precedent set by the Parliament of Canada, he intended to propose an
address to the Queen, praying that autonomy
be granted to Ireland?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he was
thoroughly in accord with the action
referred to, but he thought the matter
might be left in the hands of the honorable
member for Williamstown, who had already
given notice of motion on the subject.
PETITION.
A petition was presented by Mr. GILLIES,
from residents of Heathcote, praying for
the establishment of an insolvent court in
that district.
The SPEAKER.-I desire to make a
suggestion with regard to the presentation
of petitions. It will be recollected that,
last session, after a petition had been
presented and received, it was deemed
necessary to discharge the order for receiving
the petition. To avoid a similar difficulty
in the fllture, I think it will be well if
honorable members who have petitions to
present to the House will first lodge them
with the Clerk, so that it may be ascertained
whether they are in order or not.
'VAHGUNYAH BRIDGE.
Mr. McINTYRE asked the Premier
whether the Government were prepared to
enter into negotiations with the New South
Wales Government with a view to the
purchase of the bridge over the Murray
connecting 'Vahgunyah with Corowa? The
bridge was in the hands of private proprietors,
but he believed it could be acquired for a
small sum. It was important that the
structure should become public property,
because, owing to the high tolls imposed at
present, traffic between the two colonies was
much impeded.
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stated that he was
favorable to the purchase, if it could be made
at a reasonable figure, and he would be glad
to open communication on the subject with
the Government of New South Wales.
RAILWAY JUNCTION AT
ALBURY.
Mr. MUNRO inquired of the Minister of
Railways whether it was true, as reported in
the newspapers, that an arrangement had been
entered into with the Government of New
South Wales, whereby the terminus of the
Great Southern line of the sister colony would
be at W odonga, and the terminus of the
North-Eastern line of Victoria would be at
Albury?
Mr. BENT stated that he proposed to lay
on the table, next day, the papers relating to
the matter.
EVANS v. THE QUEEN.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN laid on the table
(in response to an order of the House, dated
December 14, 1881) papers relating to the
case of Evan8 v. The Q~teen.
COMPANIES
STATUTE AMENDMENT BILL.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN moved, in order to
protect the privileges of the House, for leave
to introduce a Bill to further amend the
Companies Statute 1864.
Mr. GRANT seconded the motion, which
was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
VISITOR.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN mentioned that the
Hon. William Moore, Colonial Secretary of
Tasmania, was within the precincts of the
House, and moved that he be accommodated
with a chair on the floor of the chamber.
The motion was agreed to.
THE GOVERNOR'S SPEECH.
ADDRESS IN REPLY.

The SPEAKER reported that, pursuant
to the Governor's summons, the members of
the Assembly attended in the chamber of
the Legislative Council that afternoon, when
His Excellency delivered his speech on
opening the session.
The speech having been read,
Mr. BLACKETT moved"That this House do now resolve that a
respectful address be presented toHis Excellency
the Governor, expressive of our loyalt;r to our
Most Gracious Sovereign, and thankmg His
Excellency for having called us together after
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a short recess, which we are happy to say has
been characterized by political quiet and increasing prosperity, to obtain our early consideration of questIOns of pressing and practical
importance. Concurring with His Excellency
that the attempt on the life of Her Most
Gracious Majesty, which under the blessing of
Divine PrOVidence has been so happily frustrated, has evoked a widespread expression of
feelings of loyalty and thankfulness, which have
been heartily shared in by her Victorian
subjects. Agreeing with His Excellency that,
although the empire is at peace with foreign
nations, we cannot calculate on the continuance
for many years of this happy state of things, and.
that our defences demand an earnest effort at
completion. Expressing our thankfulness that
legislation will be proposed a.uthorizing immediate steps to be taken for that purpose, with
the object not only of warding off attacks, but
also of preventing any panic arising from a
defenceless state of the sea-board. Agreeing
with His Excellency that the importance of
water conservation has been further impressed
upon all classes by the long-continued drought
in the northern districts. Concurring with His
Excellency that this calamity has necessitated
the carriage of water for long distances, at great
expense to the country, and has inflicted serious
losses on the agricultural classes. And thanking
His Excellency for informing us that a Bill will
be submitted to us enlarging the powers of the
Government as to the expenditure of moneys
for the erection of works under the Water
Conservation Act of last session, and providing
for the principal works in the northern districts
being constructed forthwith at the expense of
the State in proportion to the extent of the
outlay. Thanking His Excellency for informing
us that the Amending Land Bill, which was
postponed last y'ear under the exi~encies of a
short session, WIll be now re-submitted to us;
and that its provisions deal comprehensively
with the future tenure of the remaining Crown
lands of the colony. Thanking His Excellency
for informing us that the Extension of Railways
Bill of last session will also be laid before us,
and acquiescing in his expression of trust that
we will be able satisfactolily to dispose of the
various practical questions that must arise in its
discussion. Thanking His Excellency for informing us that his advisers also consider that,
owing to the magnitude which the railway system
of this colony has now assumed, the time has
arrived for submitting proposals to provide for a
more efficient system of management of our
State railways. Agreeing with His Excellency
that it is desirable that, in consequence of the
abolition of pensions, the position of the County
Court Judges should be placed on a more
satisfactory footing, and thanking His Excellency
for informing us that a Bill to secure them a
better tenure of office will therefore be introduced. Informing His Excellency that we are
glad to hear that all steps requisite to ensure the
~roper representation of the colony at the
Exhibition of Wines about to be held at
Bordeaux have been duly taken and that
proposals will also be submitted {or the due
representation of Victoria at an International
Exhibition for all colonies, to be held next year
at Amsterdam. Thanking His Excellency for
informing us that, returning' to the constitutional
practice of discussing the Estimates before the
commencement of the financial year, the
Estimates for 1882-8 will be forthwith laid before
us; and that they have been framed with a due
regard to economy and the requirements of the
public service. Expressing our gratification that
the surplus of revenue over expenditure has
enabled the Government to anticipate the due
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date of the Treasury-bonds due in next
November and in November twelvemonth, and,
by paying them off to a large extent, to practically extinguish the revenue deficit of past years.
Thanking His Excellency for informing us that
the buoyancy of the l:reneral revenue encourages
the Government to submit for our consideration
a proposal for a large reduction in postage,
establishing what is known as the penny postage
system; and that although this will entail a
present loss, there is every prospect of the postal
revenue recovering in the course of a few years.
Thanking His Excellency for informing US that
the conversion of the debentures falling due
will be the subject of another measure to be
submitted to us, in which power will be taken
to substitute for such debentures a new series
of equal amount for an extended period and at
a lower rate of interest. Expressmg our satisfaction that a Bill embodying important law
reforms in matters of procedure, and following
the English precedents, which have been found
to work advantageously, will be brought under
our consideration at an early period. Thanking
His Excellency for informing us that an amendment of the Companies Statute will be introduced to enable the banking corporations not
incorporated thereunder to take advantage of
its provisions; at the same time subjecting them
to tbe duties and obligations imposed by that
Statute. Expressing our gratification that many
urgent reforms connected with the Plarine
service of the colony will be proposed to be
be laId before us,
dealt with in a Bill which
and that this measure will embody the latest
Imperial precautionary provisions for the
preservation of life and property. Thanking
His Excellency for informing us that there will
be also submitted a Bill to amend the laws relating to public health, dealing principally with
the·adulteration of food and drugs offered for
sale; and that its provisions will be aimed at
remedying what is generally admitted to be a
great defect in our sanitary laws. Tha.nking
His Excellency for informing us that a Bill to
reg\11ate mining on private property on the
principle of giving facilities to the miner for
the search of ~old, while protecting private
rights from undue infrin~ement, will be submitted for our consideratIOn. Expressing our
satisfaction tbat our attention will also be invited to a Bill to further amend the Police
Offences Statute, conferring greater powers
on the magistracy in cases of offences causing
personal injury. Agreeing with His Excellency
that some of the existing electoral districts for
the Legislative Assembly are inconYeniently
large, and that, haying become more closely
settled since the last Electoral Act was passed,
they are entitled to a larger share of representation; and expressing our gratification that a
Bill to remedy the anomalies which have arisen
will be laid before us. Expressing ·our thankfulness that the amendment of the Civil Service
Act, which has been long felt as a public want,
willl be also brought under our consideration.
Thanking His Excellency for informing us that
a measure consolidating and amending the laws
with respect to the manufacture, importation,
sale, storage, and carriage of gunpowder, nitroglycerine, and other explosive substances, will
also be introduced, based on recent Imperial legislation. Thankillg His Excellency for informing us that the Harbour Trust Bill bas already
passed through several stages in tbe LegislatiYe
Assembly, and that his advisers propose to give
their assistance in passing it through the remaining stages, with such amendments as may
be necessary. Expressing our satisfaction that
legislation to amend the Local Government A ct
and to continue the endowment of municipalities
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will be introduced; and that concurrently with
its consideration we will be asked to pass a
measure amending the taxation of landed property; and informing His Excellency that we
are pleased that this will be based on the prin·
ciple of charging an annual poundage on a
reasonable percentage of the fair capital value
of land, the established exemption being still
continued. Thanking His Excellency for informing us that a Bill to amend the laws relating to the Post-office, a State Forests Bill, a.
Diseases in Stock Bill, a Factories and Workshops Bill, have been prepared, and will be submitted for our consideration. Thanking His
Excellency for committing the great interests
of the country to our wisdom and care, and expressing our trust that our labours may~ under
the blessing of Divine Providence, conauce to
the continued prosperity of the country and to
the happiness of the people."

The circumstances under which I address the
House to-night (said Mr. Blackett) are, perhaps, somewhat unusual, inasmuch as I am
not the most recently elected member. I
therefore hope to obtain the indulgence of
honorable members while I offer a few remarks
on some of the subjects referred to in the Governor's speech. The programme comprised
in the speech is, certainly, a very extensive
one, and I trust that honorable members will
use their best endeavours by industry, and by
avoiding all unnecessary debate, to pass
such measures into law as they think will
be conducive to the best interests of the
people of Victoria. After the recess they
have enjoyed, I hope that honorable members
will undertake their duties refreshed, and t.hat
their actions will be thoroughly in unison
with the regarnished, redecorated, and ornamented walls by which they Rl:e surrounded.
I trust that their attention to the requirements of the country will be such that in
future the people will say that no board of
bank directors could be more in earnest in
their labours than are the members of the
Legislative Assembly in their efforts to promote the welfare of the colony. It is the
fact, Mr. Speaker, that the people watch all
our movements very closely. Our actions
are carefully scanned - microscopically
examined-by 'our constituents; and if we
only remembered that our duties are very
solemn and important, I think we would
bring to our work a determination to make
it perfect and worthy of this great country.
I am very pleased to see that the Government are fully seised of the importance of
the question of the defences. Nothing can
be of greater necessity than that we should
be protected against all foreign attackthat no enemy shall be able to come suddenly
upon us; but I think that the recent panic
was somewhat childish. The people of
Victoria are not so easily frightened as to
suppose that a war could commence between
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England and Russia without any casus belli,
and at present there is none, nor has anything occurred in the way of correspondence
or diplomacy to cause any ground for apprehending that war will break out. N otwithstanding that the late panic was unfounded, the Government would not be
doing their duty unless they placed the
defences of this colony in a perfect and
complete state, and they are to be commended if they carefully, without extravagance or waste, but after statesmanlike
consideration, Call'y out the scheme of
defence' devised by Sir vVilliam J ervois.
That scheme, I believe, was commenced
during the time that a former Ministry, of
which the !lOnorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) was Premier, were in office;
and I trust that money will be provided on
the Estimates for giving full effect to it.
Any expenditure for defence purposes should
be regarded as an insurance payment. I do
not think the colony will grudge money properlyand efficiently expended for the purpose
of making our hearths and homes secure.
Again, I am very much pleased to see that
the great question of water supply has a
prominent place in the speech from the
Crown. Great distress has been experienced
during the last few months; and the
farmers and industrious selectors who have
gone upon the land with but little capital
have suffered privations which very few of
us who live in suburban retreats, 01' other
comfortable and quiet homes, can in the
slightest degree realize. The Government,
therefore, would not have been doing their
duty jf they had not placed the question of
water supply prominently before Parliament
this session. I do not know if there are
any hydraulic engineers in the House, but
the colony can always obtain the highest
ability-it can get the best men, and it can
afford to pay the best price for those men.
After we have decided upon a great scheme
of water supply, and determined that the
settlers on the' northern plains shall not
want for water, we should place that scheme
in the hands of first-class hydraulic engineers. ])0 not let honorable members
imagine that they are engineers, and that
they know better than professional men. If
the House is guided by the advice of any
honorable member who may think he is an
engineer, instead of by that of propedyqualified men, the country will be saddled
with an enormous and frightful expense.
Let us trust to professional guidance and
follow it, as men do when conducting private
affairs which requir~ professional advice.
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'I am glad to see that the Government
intend to re-introduce the Land Bill which
was postponed last session. Of course, honorable members do not know what is the nature
of all the measures which the Government intend to submit, but if the very comprehensive
list of proposals contained in the Governor's
speech, or half of it, is realized, the country
will have reason to be satisfied, and the
work of the present session will probably go
down to posterity marked with a red letter.
The land question, after years of discussion
-after much acrimonious debate in Parliament and excitement out-of-doors-has
been settled on certain lines, and I trust
that those lines will not be interfered with
by any additional legislation that is adopted.
I hope that we shall adhere strictly to the
lines of the present system, which give agriculturists every opportunity of taking up the
land that they require. Men who have travelled through the country must be convinced
that the adoption at the present time of a
visionary scheme of land legislation would
not only throw the colony back, but complicate our relations with the neighbouring
colonies. I therefore ask honorable members to be exceedingly careful before thcy
alter the policy which the Parliament of
Victoria has favoured for many years pastthat of giving every person an opportunity
of getting land in a proper and accessible
manner. I believe in the possession of property. Those who have studied the land
laws of other countries, and know how much
importance is attached to the possession of
property, will realize the wisdom of our adhering as much as possible to the policy
which has prevailed in the past in this
country. At the same time, those who have
travelled through Victoria must know that
in such districts as the Omeo a small quantity of land is almost useless to selectors.
Men must have larger areas of land, both for
agricultural and pastoral purposes, in the
remote portions of the colony than they
would be likely to require in the immediate
vicinity of Melbourne or other large cities.
I need not enlarge upon this subject, however, because it will come before us in due
course; but I lllay express the hope that it
will be treated in a broad, wise, and statesmanlike way. I trust that, whether we sit
to the right or to the left of the Speaker,
we are all true Victorian liberals. I am
glad to see that the railway question is to
be dealt with, and that the Government intend in some way to pl::tc,e the railways out
of the reach of political influence and disturba,nce. Whether a board of commissioners,
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or some such body, will be appointed
the House has not been informed, but I
hope that the plan adopted will result in
the railways being managed efficiently and
economically, and in the interests of the
travelling public. The wine exhibition
about to be held at Bordeaux is perhaps a
question of minor interest, but still to
Victoria it must always be a matter of importance to know that our Government are
on the alert and ready to take advantage of
everything which will tend to the advancement of our great staple industries. A
French gentleman, who had lived for a
long time in the south of France, told me
a quarter of a century ago that when our
gold is exhausted, and when all our other
industries have been developed to the fullest
extent and "played out," to use a familiar
expression, the wine industry will be the
means of giving incredible riches to Victoria.
We ought to take the fullest
advantage of the opportunity which the
Bordeaux Exhibition will afford us to
display the produce of our vines before
European vignerons. One important circumstance ought to be borne in mind.
In Australia the vintage is gathered some
months before the grapes ripen in France.
The must obtained from our grapes can
therefore be delivered in France in time to
be mixed with the French must of the
ensuing season. This will probably give
rise to an enormous trade between Victoria
and France; and how much better it will
be for the vignerons of France to make
their wines from Victorian juice rather than
from dried raisins, glucose, and other
rubbish. I think that Victoria ought to
be thankful to the Government for doing
all they can to advance its interests in this
direction. Sir, there are a great many
points in the Governor's speech which I
will leave untouched, as it is not my intention to weary honorable members by
going through the whole of the topics
seriatim, but I may remark that the Government have boldly faced the great
question of penny postage, and I think
that their proposal in that regard will
meet with the approval of Parliament.
There is no doubt that we ought not always
to look upon great national undertakings
as simply mercantile transactions-as mere
questions of immediate profit. vVhen Sir
Rowland Hill first started the penny postal
system, it was scouted by many people as
ridiculous and impossible, but he lived to
see it realized, and to get a large sum£20,000 - voted to him by the English
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Parliament in recognition of his services.
The proposal of the Government is merely
a continuation of the reform carried out by
Sir Rowland Hill. There is one point
connected with the postal charges wherein
I differ a little from the Government. I
think that newspapers sent through the
Victorian Post-office to the other colonies
should be carried free of cost. At present
the revenue which the Government derive
from this source is about £300 a year.
This is a mere bagatelle, not worthy of
consideration; and in view of the importance of Victorian newspapers being circulated throughout the neighbouring colonies, the retention of the postage is too
trivial a matter to be insisted on. I would
therefore be glad if the Government would
propose that, in future, Victorian newspapers sent through the Post-office to any
of the ot4er--Australian colonies should be
carried free, as is the case with respect to
newspaPers published in New South Wales
and other colonies, which can be sent here
without charge. In regard to the question of a loan for the conversion of the
debentures which will shortly fall due,
it is a very important one, and I trust
that it will be dealt with in a business-like
and comprehensive manner. I may remark
that the Government deserve great credit
for the fact that during the recess they
have paid off a large proportion of the
temporary loan, obtained to tide over a
temporary difficulty. They might have
used the money at their disposal for the
sake of gaining political popularity, but the
result of their devoting it to payoff a
portion of the Treasury-bonds will be to
improve the :financial position of the colony
in the London market, and to show that
if the people of Victoria borrow money for
a temporary purpose, they are ready to
pay it back again. I believe that the
business-like and prudent conduct of the
Government in this matter will facilitate
the work of the new Agent-General, in
England, in floating the loan authorized
last session. I am pleased to see that the
Oompanies Statute is to be amended in
such a manner that it will not be necessary
for a company to ask Parliament to pass a
fresh Bill every time it wants to make an
alteration in its deed of association. I am
also pleased to see that a Marine Bill is
promised, and I hope that the efforts of Mr.
Plimsoll, the great philanthropist, to prevent the overloading of ships, or the sending to sea of vessels which are not seaworthy, and so protect life and property
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will be followed up in the measure which is
to be introduced here. There is also to be
legislation on the question of mining on
private property. During the recess several
honorable members have visited different
parts of the colony, .with the object of acquainting themselves with its resources and
ascertaining wha tis requisite to develop them.
Amongst other places, I visited the Omeo
district, where I found the people exceedingly anxious to have a Mining on
Private Property Bill passed. The question has been many years before Parliament, and a vigorous effort ought to be
made to get it definitely settled. I am
quite convinced that, unless such a measure
is passed into law, the country will be
exceedingly dissatisfied with the legislation
of the session. The amendment of the
Harbour Trust Act is another of the questions which, I am quite sure, will have to be
dealt with, and I hope that the honorable
member for Emerald Hill (Mr. Nimmo)
will display his usual energy and industry
in order to get a measure placed on the
statute-book of such a character that it
will be satisfactory to members on both
sides of the House. Another thing which
I am delighted to see-and it is a matter
which, at one time, I was afraid the
Government would· not undertake-is the
intention to amend the Civil Service Act.
Honorable members all know how difficult
it is to avoid using their influence, when
asked to do so by some of their constituents, in order to obtain appointments
for persons in the civil service. Under
a proper Civil Service Act, political influence in connexion with the civil service
will be no more-it will be a thing unknown. Look at the civil service in
England, how pure and how perfect it
is! Why even Mr. Gladstone, the First
Lord of the Treasury, has no patronage
in his hands beyond the appointment of
his own private secretary. Again, any
one who has paid attention to the civil
service of India must see that the system
which obtains there, as well as in connexion with the civil service in Great
Britain, is much superior to what prevails
here. I trust that the Government scheme
will be complete and comprehensive, and
that the result of it will be that, in future,
merit alone will enable people to enter the
civil service and obtain promotion therein.
I would like to see a system adopted by
which State school children, as a reward for
their intelligence and good conduct, would,
after passing a competitive examination, be
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selected to occupy positions in the civil
service; and I would also like every man
in the service to feel that he had a fair
chance of rising to the highest office in the
State which his abilities qualified him for,
and that when he got his foot on the first
rung of the ladder, so long as he behaved
himself properly, and performed his duties
honestly, faithfully, and well, his position
was an assured one, and that he would
never be turned adrift. I trust that these
great reforms will be realized; and I am
sure that if Parliament will carry a proper
Bill for the amendment of the Civil Service
Act this session, it will have the gratitude
of succeeding generations. The proposal
to amend the Local Government Act will
be a matter of great interest to country
members, and I trust that the question
will be carefully considered. In whatever
way it is dealt with, I hope that the result
will tend to decentralize the bureaucratic
power of Melbourne. Unless this is done,
the government of the country will, in a
few years, become a bureaucracy-everything
will be centered in Melbourne-in fact,
Melbourne will be Victoria, just as Paris is
said to be France. I would like to sec
decentralization carried out in other directions besides an extension of the powers of
the local municipal bodies. In connexion
with the public school system, I would like
to see greater powers given to the local
boards. Instead of the political head in
Melbourne controlling everything according
to his own sweet will, and being able to act
on the principle of saying to one man go
and he goeth, and to another come and he
cometh, it would be a great deal better for
the teachers, and for the educational system generally, if the local boards had some
more effective voice in the management of
the schools. I am glad to see that something is to be done to prevent young people
working in factories from being oppressed by
mercenary employers. I am sure thathonorable members on both sides of the House
will sympathize with all measures calculated to improve the social, political, or
moral well-being of the people of the colony.
lVIr. Speaker, I will not detain the Honse
any longer. I trust we shall go to our work
with a thorough determination to do it well,
liberally, and impartially, behaving as fairly
to each other as we possibly can.
Mr. CONNOR.-Sir, I have much pleasure in seconding the motion. I think we
may congratula.te ourselves that the Governor's speech refers to no burning questions,
and ihat honorable members on all sides of
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the House appeal' to wish to set to work
to pass measures calculated to advance the
best interests of the country. I am glad
to see that the Government intend to propose
that the defences of the colony shall be provided for this session, because I am sure there
is no honorable member who does not desire
to see our defence works completed. For
my own part, I hold that early action should
be taken to re-organize the volunteer corps,
and, if possible, to secure the formation of
a body of trained veterans-I mean, of the
old soldiers resident in the colony, who are,
I believe, quite willing to join together, if
necessity requires them so to do, to ensure
the safety of the colony. I am also of
opinion that more should be done by our
State schools to give our boys a thorough
military training.
Mr. vVILSON.-We are a peace community.
Mr. CONNOR.-I too am in favour of
" peace" together with H progress and prosperity," but does not the press tell us that
in time of peace we should prepare for war ;
and would it not be well if our boys were
trained to be able, if required, to defend the
colony from foreign attack? I am also
very glad to see that the Government
propose to take action with reference to the
conservation of water. The proper conservation of water is a. matter of immense importance to the people of not only the
Northern Plains, but many other parts of
the country. In my opinion, all the shire
councils and other municipal bodies of the
colony ought to be encouraged by endowment, or in some other way, to conserve the
rainfall in their respective localities for the
public good. Doubtless, in parts of the
Northern Plains, even more assistance from
the State for the same purpose will be required. I venture to urge the House to
take the whole question of the water supply
of the country so thoroughly into consideration that we may not in future years be
periodically subject to a water famine; and
I 'will also express the hope that, whatever
the Government do, they will not forget to
immediately complete one important work,
namely, the Stony Creek reservoir. I am
very pleased to think Parliament will
be asked to deal with the land question this
session, because the subject is of such moment that it is scarcely possible to introduce to Parliament one more pressing. On
this point I may say that I hope honorable
members will never think of agreeing with
the "leasing craze," as it is called. I rejoice that the Government propose to· deal
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liberally with the remnant of the public tel'ritory left in the hands of the State, with a
view to encourage permanent settlement
upon it. I am convinced no mall with allY
practical experience of the difficulties the
settlers in the interior have to contend
against would ever dream of taking up
Victorian land on lease, while he could get
as good land in any of the adjoining colonies on freehold. It is also one of my views
that the Government ought, in connexion
with the land question, to take special
means to call the attention of the people of
the old world to the great advantages this
colony offers to capitalists and skilled
labourers. No doubt our new Agent-General will do something in this direction, but
I think the Government should do something more, and I trust they will. The
extension of our railway system is, in my
opinion, very necessary to procure the permanent settlement of the people of the
country, and I hope the Ministry will see
that, under their railway scheme, the construction of main trunk lines will be first
attended to.
There is no denying that
all parts of the colony, except the western
district, are now either provided, or being
provided, with main trunk lines, and I
hold that, before anything further is done
in the way of authorizing the construction
of new railways, the line from Geelong
via Colac to Camperdown ought to be continued to the South Australian border.
Such a railway would pass through some
of the best lands in the country, and
prove one of the best paying enterprises
of the kind we could enter into. It
is with pleasure I observe that the
Ministry propose to introduce the penny
postage system, for I am convinced it
will be a great boon to the public,
and that under the new arrangement the
correspondence carried on through the Postoffice will so rapidly increase that in a short
·time any revenue deficiency ci'eated at first
by the change will disappear utterly and
for ever. I think it is about time some
legislation was adopted with reference to
mining on private property. The greatest
possible facilities ought to be afforded to the
mining community in order to enable them
to utilize to the utmost the mineral resources of the country, the private rights
and interests affected being of course at the
same time carefully considered. I notice
that the Government also intend to deal
with the Local Government Act, and I
trust that among the amendments they will
propose there will be one to enable local
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municipal bodies to construct tramways as
feeders to main trunk lines of railway. I
believe that were local bodies authorized
to undertake such works a great many
of them would do so very readily, with
the restilt that the traffic of some of
the State railways would be very largely
increased. For instance, I may state,
with respect to the district I formerly
had the honour of representing here for a
number of years, namely, that of Pohvarth
and South Grenville, that there can be
little doubt that a tramway from Colac and
Birregurra to Cape Otway would open up
an immense tract of country of great value.
I know that the present honorable member
for the district will bear me out in this
statement. For myself, I feel strongly on
the subject, because I am satisfied that the
territory I allude to would support an enormous population. Especially is the landat least a large portion of it-adapted for
the growing of fruits. Mr. Speaker, I will
conclude by expressing, in the language of
the final paragraph of the Governor's
speech, the sincere hope that our labours
"may, under the blessing of Divine Providence, conduce to the continued prosperity
of the country, and to the happiness of the
people."
Mr. BERRY said he presumed the Govermnent would have no objection to follow
the usual plan, namely, to let the debate be
now adjourned.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN observed that he
was not aware that the usual plan was as
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) described it. Did the honorable
member intend to propose an amendment
llpon the address?
l\fr. BERRY moved the adjournment of
the debate.
A division having been called for,
Mr. FRANCIS said he thought the Government should not let the commencement
of the session be distinguished by a departure
from what had hitherto been the invariable
practice, namely, that, when the leader of the
Opposition asked, under circumstances of
the present kind, that the debate should be
adjourne,d, his request was complied with.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN remarked that one
of the oldest members of the House had informed him that it was by no means the
invariable course for the Government of the
day to grant what the honorable member for
Geelong (Mr. Berry) now asked for. Nevertheless, although Ministers were very anxious to go on with the business of the session,
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inasmuch as a considerable number of members appeared to desire that the debate
should be adjourned, they would give way.
The motion for the adjournment of the
debate was agreed to, and the debate was
adjourned until the following day.
The House adjourned at six minutes past
six o'clock, until four o'clock p.m. next day.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
TtVeclnesclay, April 26,1882.
Railway Carriages-Serpentine Weir-Bad Spirits-Railway
Brakes-Auriferous Land-Charitable Institutions: Mr.
Neal's Reports-Kerang Railway-Railway PassesMiners' Lien Bill-Sale of Customs Seizures-Codification: Judicature Bill-Richmond and Alphington Rallway-Reserves-Crown Land at North Carlton-Carlton
Post and Telegraph Oflice-North-Western Canal-Railway Communication with Sydney: Return TicketsBallarat and Scarsdale Railway - Magistrates - Explosives - Phosphorized Grain-Municipal Loans-Stone
for Parliament House-Melbourne Hospital-Gippsland
Lakes-Cattle Grazing on Railway Reserves-The New
Loan-Mr. Wallis-Address in Reply to the Governor's
Speech: Mr. Berry's Amendment: First Night's Deba.te.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half.
past four o'clock p.m.
RAILvVAY CARRIAGES.
Mr. FINCHAM asked the Minister of
Railways whether British manufacturers
had been intrusted with an order for the
supply of a large number of railway carriages, and whether the order could be
cancelled?
Mr. BENT stated that a small contract had
been entered into with British manufacturers
-a contract for the construction of 20 firstclass and 50 second-class carriages. The order
was given in January, and the carriages were
expected in the colony towards the latter
eud of September or the beginning of
October. It having been stated that, by
this proceeding, the wage earnings of the
commuuity would be reduced by something
like £35,000, he thought it only right to
inform the House that when he took office
in July he found the rolling-stock at the
command of the Railway department so
low as to be really dangerous to the travelling public. (Mr. R. Clark-" That has
been the case for years.") In the face of
that statement, he thought he ought to be
congratulated, rather than blamed, for
adopting the course he did. Certainly he
felt bound to take prompt action when he
found 50 or 60 people travelling in a
railway carriage which was built to accommodate only 25 or 30.
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Mr. FINCHAM inquired whether the
Minister would appoint a board (to consist
only of experts) to ascertain, by various
experiments, the best .kind of timber
grown in the Australian colonies, adapted
for the construction of railway vehicles?
He was led to put the question by the
stat,ement of competent men that the complaint as to the scarcity of timber suitable for
the construction of rolling-stock had no
foundation in fact.
Mr. BENT said if the honorable member
for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham) would
name two or three experts, he (Mr. Bent)
would be only too happy to afford them
every facility for experimenting on any kind
of timber which the Australian colonies
might produce.
SERPENTINE WEIR.
Mr. FISHER asked the Minister of
Water Supply whether the Government
would provide for the permanent reconstruction of the Serpentine weir, as one of
the principal works in the northern district
,yhich, according to the Governor's speech,
the Government were for proceeding with
forthwith "at the expense of the State in
proportion to the extent of the outlay"?
Mr .. C. YOUNG said that, according to
Messrs. Gordon and Black, the Serpentine
weir was not a "principal work" in the
sense used in the Governor's speech. Mr.
Black reported-

AW'iferous Land.

in order that inferior articles might be
stopped from going into consumption?
Mr. GRAVES said the Bill would CoIlloo
tain a provision of the kind referred to.
RAILWAY BRAKES.
Mr. W. M. OLARK asked the Minister
of Railways whether, in view of the disas ..
trous calamities at Jolimont and Windsor,
he would take immediate steps to apply
the efficient automatic brake power at his
command to all railway trains, without
running further risks by waiting for experiments with unknown brakes?
Mr. BENT stated that, before the last
session closed, he promised not to do anything in this matter until he had consulted
the Assembly j and he intended to submit
a proposal in the course of a few days.

AURIFEROUS LAND.
Mr. WILSON asked the Minister of
Mines if the Government would take into
consideration the present high rent for
auriferous land, and reduce the same at least
one-half on and after the 1st July next?
He remarked that many persons had formed
themselves into companies for the working
of leads supposed to have been lost, and
with this object had taken up larger areas
than usual, but their operations would be
greatly impeded if the present high rentlOs. per acre per annum-were insisted
upon. Such a rent waS almost prohibitive
"Mr. Gordon and myself are quite agreed
about the Serpentine weir. If a general scheme in the case of a purely prospective company,
of supply, such as we have sketched out in our and seemed scarcely equitable in view or
report on the locality, is adopted, this weir is not the fact that adjacent land, not deemed
required. We recommend its repair, in the first
instance, as an expedient ,for givmg a temporary auriferous, could be taken up on the paysupply to part of the district, pending the initia- ment of Is. per acre per annum for twenty
tion of a comprehensive permanent scheme, but years, when the selector, without any further
only as a temporary expedient and no part of
our general scheme, in connexion with which it payment, would become a freeholder.
is not necessary. Besides being unnecessary, I
Mr. BURROWES observed that, while
look upon the site as a bad one for a weir, from he sympathized with the honorable member
the velocity of the current in the river at the
point durinll floods, and the rotten friable nature for Ararat, he could not see his way, at
of the banks. Indeed, I doubt if it would be present, to recommend the reduction asked
possible to make the structure permanent except for. He was aware that there was a great
at great cost."
Mr. Gordon also declared that the weir was desire on the part of mining companies to
not required, and particularly if the Bridge- acquire large areas of land j but it was not
water weir was constructed. He (Mr. Young) the policy of the Mining department to
desired to add that certain of the statements grant large areas. He might mention that
which had been printed with respect to the the Government had dealt very liberally with
the mining community, as the Estimates
Serpentine weir were a tissue of falsehoods.
would show. In fact, all the revenue received
BAD SPIRITS.
from the mining community was expended
Mr. BOWMAN inquired of the Minister in protecting their interests. However, at
of Oustoms whether the Bill to deal with some future time-when, for example, an
the adulteration of food and drugs which amendment of the Mining Statute waS
the Government proposed to introduce under consideration - the Government
would contain provision for the testing of might be in a position to propose the reimported spirits by a ~uly authorized officer, duction of the rent of auriferous land.
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CHARITABLE INSTITUTIONS.
Mr. ZOX asked the Treasurer whether
the Government intended to give attention
to the reports of Mr. Nealon the charitable
institutions of the colony, with the view of
initia#ng' immediate legislation on the
subject?
Si,r B. O'LOG HLEN remarked that
every credit was due to the honorable member for East Melbourne (Mr. Zox) for the
interest which he took in this particular
matter, the importance of which the Government fully realized. The Government
intended to give attention to Mr. Neal's
reports, and to consider the whole question.
In view of the legislation indicated in the
Governor's speech, he was afraid· that it
would be la,te in the se.ssion bef01'e a Bill
dealing with the charitable institritions could
be introduced. However, as soon as possible, ,the Government would submit a measure
dealing comprehensively with the subject,
though not exactly on the lines proposed in
Mr. Neal's reports.
KERANG RAILWAY.
FISHER said he begged to ask the
l\fulister of Railways, for something like
the twentieth til).le, when the railway to
Kerang would be proceeded with ?
Mr. BENT remarked· that he thought it
must be admitted that good progress had
been made so far as the section from Eaglehawk to Mitiamo was concerned. Tenders
for the consiPuction of the section from
Mitiamo to Kerang would be called for on
the 1st June.
Mr. WILLIAMS inquired when the section from Eaglehawk to Raywood would be
open for traffic?
Mr. BENT said the works had been
delayed for want of permanent-way material,
and it was uncertain when a supply would
be available.
RAILWAY PASSES.
Mr. LAURENS asked the Minister of
Railways how it was that, long after the
order went forth against the issue of tickets
at half-fare to employes in the railway
workshops at Williamstown residing in
Melbourne, free passes were issued to employes who resided at Williamstown?
Mr. BENT said it was the fact that,
after the order refert'ed to was made, a few
free passes were issued, but, as had been
already explained to the honorable member,
those passes were issued by mistake. No
frce passes of the kind referred to were now
~fr.
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MINERS' LIEN BILL
Mr. FINCR.A.1VI .asked the Minister of
Mines whether he would fulfil the promise
made last session that, at an early period,
he would introduce a Lien Bill, to enable
miners to have a preferential claim for one
month's wages over the assets of milling
proprietors ?
Mr. BURROWES said it was his
intention to introduce a Miners' Lien Bill,
as soon as the state of public busines.s
would allow him to do so.
CUSTOMS SEIZURES.
Mr. BROPHY inquired of the Minister
of Customs how it was that he employed
Melbourne auctioneers to travel a hundred
miles to Ballarat, to sell goods seized from
Chinese, when the services of competent
local men were available?
Mr. GRAVES observed that, of the
smuggled Chinese goods, seized recently,
some were found at Ballarat, but the large
proportion were in :Melbourne.' The Customs department advertised for tenders
from auctioneers for the sale of the goods.
The tenders of two firms-Messrs. Fraser
and Co., and Messrs. :McClure, Valan-tine, and Co., which were equal-were ltCcepted as being the most advantageous
to the Government. He did not think
any tender was received from a Ballarat
auctioneer.
CODIFICATION.
Dr. QUICK asked the Attorney-General
what steps had been taken, since last session, towards the codification of the law in
accordance with the provision made in the
Appropriation Act for 1881-2 ?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stated that, early
in the year, Dr. Hearn forwarded to the
Crown law offices, a general code, with
respect to which the following memo. had
been furnished:- .
"The copy, consisting of 788 sides, reached the
Goyernment Printer's hands on the 8th of
March last, of which oyer half has been set in
type; the other portion, with the men available,
will take about three weeks to set up. When the
whole is in print, it will consist of about 500
pages."

Mr. McKEAN inquired what steps the
Government intended to take with reference
to the Judicature Bill and measmes of a
cogna te character?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said the SolicitorGeneral had taken charge of the Judicature
Bill, and would shortly submit it to the
. consideration of the Legislative Council.

.

is .

Crown Land at dariton.

tASSEMBLY. ]

RICHMOND AND ALPHINGTON
RAILWAY.
Mr. RAMSAY asked the Minister of
Railways when it was expected that tenders
would be opened tor the construction of the
Alphington Railway?
Mr. BENT stated that he found that, as
far back as the 28th August last, he gave
instructions for tenders to be called for. He
repeatedly requested the Engineer-in-Ohief
to have the plans and specifications prepared, and after a great deal of trouble they
were prepared. As the honorable member
for East Bourke had declared that he would
not again visit the Railway department
while he (Mr. Bent.) presided over it, he
had brought the plans and specifications to
the House. Those plans provided for a
line of railway S feet below the Yarra flood
level, with gradients of 1 in 40. The line
as planned was like the teeth of a saw.
Never had there been such a disgraceful
piece of work. It had been said that he had
done all he could to keep back the construction of the Alphington Railway. But, as
a matter of fact, he had done all that mortal
man could to push it f.orward. He had put
no limit to men or money in the matter, for
the reason that every day's delay in the
construction of a suburban railway meant
an increase in the value of the land required by the Railway department. He
would ask the present Engineer-in-Ohief to
do all he possibly could to facilitate mattel's; but the honorable member for East
Bourke would gather from what he had
stated that he was not in a position to say
when tenders would be called for.
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locality which needed reclaiming, or upon
which there were quarry holes that requIred
filling up. If the officer reported in the
affirmative, the work would be proceeded
with.
OARLTON POST OFFIOE.
Mr. GARDINER asked the PostmasterGeneral whether a sum of money for the
erection of post and telegraph offices at Oarlton would be placed on the Estimates for
1882-3 ?
Mr. BOLTON replied in the affirmative.
NORTH.WESTERN OANAL.
Mr. McOOLL asked the Minister of
Water Supply whether he had put a stop
to the contour survey for a surface canal in
the N orth-Western district, for which £500
was voted by the Assembly last session; and
what was the extent and result of the survey
from the Goulburn made by Mr. Murray?
Mr. O. YOUNG observed that the vote
referred to was passed on the 6th December,
1881, on which occasion he stated, in reply
to the honorable member for Sandhurst (Mr.
Olark), that it was "for the purpose of
making a contour survey from the Goulburn
towards the Oampaspe." On that occasion,
the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr.
McOoll) intimated that he "thoroughly approved of what was being done in the matter."
Previously, a letter had been forwarded to
the honorable member from the department,
conveying the following intimation : " I am desired by the honorable the Migister
of Water Supply to inform you that he will
cause a contour line with a rise of about 4 inches
to the mile to be levelled and marked at every 5
chains distance between Rochester and the
Goulburn."

RESERVES.
With reference to the second part of the
Mr. O'OALLAGHAN asked the Minis- question, he begged to submit the following
ter of Lands if the Government would, by memorandum : Order in Oouncil, make shire councils the
"Mr. Murray's contour survey commences on
legal custodians of the 110th section re- the bank of the Goulburn, at the Toolamba preemptive section, with an alternative off-take from
serves?
the Goulburn river, near the southern angle of
Mr. W. MADDEN observed that the , allotment
5, North Murchison, the two uniting at
matter was one which would have to be dealt the 878-feet level in the parish of Toolamba
with by legislation; and the Government West. The survey terminates on the bank of ~he
Campaspe, at the 338-feet level (about mIdwould give their attention to it at the earliest river
way between Rochester and ~chuca). T!J.e w.ork
possible moment.
was carried out by the levellmg of longltudmal
OROWN LAND AT OARLTON.
Mr. GARDINER inquired of the Minister of Public Works whether a sum of
money would be placed on the E stima tes for
the purpose of reclaiming land and filling in
quarry holes at North Oarlton?
Mr. O. YOUNG said he intended to send
an officer to North Oarlton to ascertain
whether there was any Orown land in that

lines about one mile apart, and with cross sections
at about every mile connecting them, and embracing a line supposed to be adapted for the
construction of a eanal with a general rate of
fall of 8 inches to the mile, but in places with
falls varying from 9 inches to. I) feet per mile.
Lines of 225 miles in length were levelled and
dealt with in connexion with this work."

Mr. McOOLL (who, to put himself in
order moved the adjournment of the House)
obser~ed that the explanation of the Minister of Public Works was unsatisfactory.
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The vote of £500, to which the Minister had
referred, was carried by the House unanimously, with the object of a ~urvey being
made for a surface canal in the northwestern district. The survey had been begun in the north-eastern portion, and carried
down to the Campaspe, and he (Mr. McColl)
was glad to hear from the document which
had just been read that the result went conclusively to show the soundness of the project of the N orth-Western Canal. He did
not wish to attribute motives, but he feared
that the survey had been stopped because it
was proving how sound were the ideas of
those who advocated the much-maligned
scheme of the N orth-Western Canal, and
the Minister was trying to entangle the
shires to the west in his miserable abortion
of a Waterworks Trust Act, not one of
whom had yet been found willing to accept
it. The vote having been passed for the
survey of a canal in the north-western portion of the colony, he was determined not to
allow the Minister to be a law-breaker by
overriding the decision of the House on his
own authority. The House, if it did its
duty, would compel the Minister to carry
out this great work, which alone would be
the salvation of Victoria. To show the importance of an undertaking of this character,
he would read the following extract from a
report which was recently presented to the
Imperial Parliament, and had just arrived
from England : "Englishmen interested in India, having got
rid of the idea that India is a very rich country.
are now in danger of falling into the equally
mischievous error that all inhabitants of India
are equally poor. Taking the agricultural population of the Madras Presidency generally (excluding the peollle on the west coast), there is
a broad line of dlvision between the thoroughly
prosperous and well-to-do, and those who are
but little removed from poverty. To the former
class belong those who hold permanently irrigated land; that is land which is to all human
calculation secure of water supply from channels, reservoirs, or wells: to the latter belong,
in varying gradations, the far larger class of all
who do not."

Mr. WILLIAMS (who seconded the
motion for adjournment) expressed the hope
that the Minister of Water Supply Iwould
see his way to complete the contour survey,
as there were a very large number of people who
were of opinion that, whether his honorable
colleague's scheme was adopted or not, there
would ultimately be a scheme of canalization east of the Loddon to irrigate that portion of the country. Even if only for the
purpose of satisfying the large population
in that part of the colony, it would not be
too much to ask the Minister to continue
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the contour survey, at any rate as far as the
Avoca river. He believed the Minister had
sufficient money available for that purpose.
Mr. C. YOUNG reminded the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr. Williams)
that he had been asked a certain question,
and had simply replied to it. He had been
charged with stopping short a survey which
the House had authorized, and he had
shown from Hansard that, when the vote
was passed, he made a distinct statement
that the money was to make "a contour
survey from the Goulburn towards the Campaspe." He thus clearly intimated where
the. survey would begin and end, and the
honorable member for Mandurang (Mr.
Mc ColI) intimated that "he thoroughly
approved of what was being done "-in
other words, of the survey terminating at
the Campaspe. (Mr. Mc Coll-" No, of
commencing at the Goulburn and going on
as long as the £500 lasted.") Moreover,
subsequently the honorable member, in reply
to an application, received a formal letter
from the department, stating where the
survey would commence and terminate.
D nder these circumstances it was scarcely
fair to assume, as the honorable member
had done in a question he had put, that
he (Mr. Young) had altered the tenor of a
vote of the House. With respect to continuing the survey further, he thought it
would be very unwise to do so until it was
found whethet the portion already surveyed
could be utilized. That question was now
under consideration in the department.
Some persons in the district desirous of
adopting the contour survey line forwarded
an application to the department, but it
was of so vague and crude a character that
no opinion could be formed on it, as no information was given as to the dimensions
of the work, &c. Since then further particulars and plans had been received, which
he asked for at the request of Mr. Gordon;
and although the information was still of a
meagre character, he had submitted this
scheme to Mr. Gordon for his report. When
that report was furnished the matter would
receive further consideration. (Dr. Quick"When do you expect to receive the report ?") It might come to hand next day.
The motion for the adjournment of the
House was then put and negatived.
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. RAMSAY asked the Minister of
Railways under what circumstances the rate
for return tickets from Sydney to Melbourne
had been increased from £5 5s. to £6?

Magi8'1:i~ate8.
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'Mr. BENT said the change had beell
Dr. QUICK asked the Attorn(\y-Geneml
made at the request of the New South if he would bring under the notice of the
Wales railway authorities, and on commer- Solicitor-General the desirability of relievcial principles. Previol.'l.s1y to the alteration, ing Mr. vVebster, the police magistrate at
the thl'O\lgh return ticket was cheaper than Sandhurst, of some of the ontfying portion
a return ticket from Sydney to Albury, and of his very large district? Mr. Webster
the New SO\lth vVales Railway department could now only sit at Sandhurst one day
was got the better of by Albury passengers in each week, which was considered insuffifrom Sydney purcha~ing through tiGlmts, cient, and advantage might be taken of the
whi,le the Viptol'ia."ll department was being redistribution of districts iu oonnexion with
pa.id fer passe},lgets who never came on the the appointment of new police magistrates
,lines of this colony.
to ~na.ble him. to devote :1U{)re attention to
Mr. McLEAN asked the Minister of that dty.
Raiiways if he would take the necessary
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN observed that he
steps to prevent railway officials from graz- thought the matter had been already brought
ing cattle within railway enclosures, and under the notice of the Solicitor-General,
thereby endangering traffic?
bnt if not he would call his colleague's at.
Mr. BENT 'remarked that it had been tentioll to it.
usual 'to permit gatekeepers and others to
Mr. FISHER suggested that arrange.
have It cow Or goats to graze within the rail- ments should be made by which a polioe
way enclosures, but in conseqnence of what magistrate might visit Kerang at leasi
eccu.rred t.he other day, when a cow was every second week.
nearly the means of smashing a whole train,
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he would inhe was compelled, very reluctantly, to with- quire as to whether the suggestion could be
draw the permission, at any rate as far as carried out.
cattle were concerned.
EXPLOSIVES.
SCARSDALE RAILWAY.
Mr. VV. M. CLARK asked the Premier
1v1r. DAVIES asked the Minister of if the promise given to Parliament last
Railways when he would be in a position to session relative to the cartage of explosives
.call for tenders for the construction of the through the borough of Footscray had been
carried out?
line from Ballarat to Scarsdale?
Mr. G RAVE S 0 bserved tha t, as the
Mr. BENT stated that tenders for the
construction 'of this line would be called for matter belonged to his department, he would
'about the 20th June and received about the reply to the question. It was true that the
Mh Jt'1ly next. At present there were no Premier promised last December that the
rails ill the colony, and it was doubt- Government would step in and prevent the
ful whether it was wise to call for further cartage of explosives through Footscray,
tenders until more rails had arrived, as and, in accordance with that promise, notice
contractors, when they had finished the was given immediately afterwards that ex.earthwork, complained if they could not get plosives would not be allowed to be landed
at the Government powder dock, the only
rails.
place over which the Government had any
MAGISTRATES.
control. Subsequently, however, he underMr. BOWMAN asked the Attol'lley- stood that merchants of Melbourne had an
General whether it was the intention of the interview with the Footscray Council on the
Government to comply with a requisition subject, and a deputation waited on the
which ~ad recently been received from the Premier, during which it was an'aI'lged that
Majorca Shire Council with reference to the as trade would be greatly inconvenienced by
,appointment of one or two magistrates the carrying out of the prohibition, the
there? A bench could not be formed for council would point out a way.through the
,months at a time, and a .stipendiary magis- borough along which explosives would be
trate only visited the place once in two or allowed to pass. The matter appeared to
three months. A failure of justice had have rested there, but, if the honorable
taken place owing to the existing state of member still insisted upon the powder dock
things, and he hoped .the nu~tter would be being denied to the use of the public, he
,llolonger delayed.
,
(Mr. Graves) presumed that the Premier
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN observed that he would carry out his promise. But he must
would take an early opportunity of remedy- repeat what he stated last session, namely,
_that the ·Vootscray Oounoil ha~l ppw~ :tQ do
ing. t4e ~i~C\11~y :'Yh~q4 !lad arise~.
.
'
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themselves what the Government were asked
to do for them. The Act o£ Parliament
empowered the council of any borough to
regulate by by-law the carriage and keeping of gunpowder within their jurisdiction,
and the Law department were of opinion
that the Footscray Council could exercise
this power.

Melbottr1te iIo9p~'tal.
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MELBOURNE HOSPITA:L.
Mr. LAURENS asked the Premier the
following question :,.'

"If, pursuant to the verdict of 'he jury whicb
investigated the cause of the death of Heury
Jones in' the Melbourne Hosllital in March last.
his attention has been officially called to the
alleged 'insanitary condition of the hospital' ;
if 80, will he, when consideriD~ that matter, also
consider the following undlsput,ed fact~ :.-1,
That for over four weeks there has not been a
PHOSPHORIZED GRAIN.
!:lingle case of erysipel~s in the hospital, although
Mr. O'CALLAGHAN af3ked the Minis- some three hundred patients, includin'g a very
large number of surgical cases, have been present
ter of Land.s the following questions : throughout therein. 2. That~attberecenttria.lof
"1. If it has been reported to him that, owing James Clark for the manslaughter of the un£Oi'tu..
to the alleged careless use of phosphorized nate Jones, abovementioned,tbe mediMI evidence
grain, the cattle of a selector at Coonooer, in clearly showed that when Jones was admitted
the Donal.d district, and also the cattle of a into the hospital, 'he was not in a good ~t-a.te of
selector at Wonwondah, in the Horsham district, health. and that he was then Bufferiog ·from
have been poisOned?
disease of the kidneys, and therefore mote sus"2. Have such persons sent in claims for ceptible than he otherwise would have been to
oompensation ?
an attack of erysipelas.' 8. That the medical
"3. If conclusive and satisfactory evidence is evidence also showed that tbe defects of the
tendered, will the department recognise a right ~ worst ward' in ,the hospital were simply. similar
to reasonable compensation ?"
to those found • III Some of the best English hos..
Mr. VV. MADDEN stated that claims pitals,' as reported in the A,'g'U$ of the 20th
April instant. 4. That the hospital committee
had been received from the persons referred has
recently taken a ,large amount of medica.l
to by the honorable membel' with respect to evide'Q"ce on ib sanitary condition, and htts iust
brought
up an elaborate re~o..t. to which the
the poisoning of some cattle, but they could
very special attention of the Premier is ca.lle·d.
not be .entertained by the department. 5. That the walla of the hospital are precisely'in
The grain was laid only on Crown land, and the same condition (not a single \lric~ \la.!\pg
been touched) fiS they were when a vublic oflici~l
every care was taken to avoid accident. Of made
the most alarming statement tb,at. they
course, if selectors' cattle were allowed to were wholly satura.ted with erysipelali t>oi~~,
wander on to Crown land and were poisoned, and that 'the only remedy' for the pro-lI¥ d,s.position of erysipelas cases was to p~ll dQwq the.
that was not the fault of the department, whole
building at once" ?

although he regretted tlui.t any such accident
should have occun-ed.

MUNICIPAL LOANS.
Mr. WALSH asked the Treasurer when
lIe would lay upon the table the list of municipalities referred to in the motion which
was agreed to by the House on the 25th
October last?
.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN observed that there
was some difficulty' in procuring all the information desired by the honorable Il,lember,
but the return would be furnished as soon as
possible.
MOUNT ABRUPT STONE,
Mr. ANDERSON asked the Minister of
Pubiic Works whether, in view of the difficulty of obtaining stone of good quality at
Mount Difficult, he would place a sum of
£500 on the Estimates for the purpose of
opening a quarry at Mount Abrupt, Dunkeld?
Mr. C. YOUNG remarked that he did
not think the time had yet arrived for the
opening of another quarry. They had one
quarry open already, and they had found so
much difficulty in getting on with it that he
did not think it was likely they would get
anotherl

He remarked that he. had nqt,. in putting
,question, the remotest thf}ught of dt>ing
any.injury to any official, however indistmeet
hi5)auguage might have been. He thol.lght
it necessary to make this statement, ~s the
contrary had been alleged ill one. of the
: newspapers. It had.also been stated that
. he placed ·the question on the I\otice-pa:eer
. in pursuance of a promise he m,a,de to the
committee of the Melbourne Hospital, but
he desired to say that the committee had
never asked him to bring forward the watt"er
in Parliament, and he did S9 altogether qll
his own responsibility. The jury, in Hie
case of Henry Jones, attached a riqer to
their verdict requesting the coroner "to
bring nnder the notice of the Government
the insanitary condition .of the Melbourne
Hospital," and, the Governm~nt being·t4erefore officially seised of the matter, he (Mr.
Laurens) was quite justified in directing
the Premier's attention to the' oircumstances in connexion with it. It was certainly a matter of great public interest to
know whether the walls of an institution
which had cost some £50,000 or £60;000
to erect were in such a condition as to
necessitate the entire demolition of the
building.
tl~e
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN observed that his
attention had been officially called to the
alleged insanitary condition of the Melbourne Hospital, by having had forwarded
to him the rider attached to the verdict of
the jury in the case of Henry Jones. When
he came to consider what steps the Government ought to take in the matter, the facts
which the honorable member had mentioned
in his question would receive every consideration. It was quite evident that there
was a difference of opinion on the subject.
Some of the public seemed to be of opinion
that the hospital was not in a satisfactory
condition sanitarily, but the facts which the
honorable member had brought forward
certainly went to show that, whatever might
have been the case previously, it was in a
satisfactory state now. When doctors
differed, it was hard to say who was right.
One solution of the difficulty would be to
provide separate wards or tents for those
affected with erysipelas.
Mr. LAURENS remarked that, if the
Premier would read the report just issued
by the hospital committee, he would see
that two tents for erysipelas cases were
erected years ago in the grounds of the
hospital. (Sir B.. O'Loghlen - "And
used? ") They were not being used because there were no cases.
GIPPSLAND LAKES.
Mr. McKEAN asked the Minister of
PublicWorks what action he intended to take
with reference to the permanent opening of
the Gippsland Lakes? He observed that
the two principal works which he had sought
to have carried out for the benefit of North
Gippsland were the railway to Bairnsdale
and the permanent opening of the Lakes'
entrance. The line to Bairnsdale had been
authorized, but the second work yet remained
to be done. (Mr. Wilson-" Do you mean
to retire after that ?") He thought it
was possible that he would retire from'
political life as soqn as the second of the
objects which he had had in view was
accomplished, because he found that attention to the wants of so large a constituency
trenched too much upon the time he should
devote to his profession.
. Mr. C. YOUNG remarked that he
would be sorry if the opening of the Gippsland Lakes had the effect of excluding the
honorable member from political life. He
(Mr. Young) recently paid a visit to the
lakes, and during the short time he was
there, he saw enough to convince him of the
necessity for improving the entrance. The

Governor'8 Speech.

matter would engage the attention of the
Government.
THE LOAN.
Mr. LAURENS asked the Treasurer if
debentures of the value of £4,000,000 had
been prepared under the authority of the
Loan Act 1881, and, if so, whether such
debentures had been forwarded to London?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN stated that no
debentures had been signed by him, and
consequently none had been forwarded to
London.
MR. A. R. WALLIS.
Mr. RICHARDSON moved"That there be laid before this House the report of the board appointed by the Governor in
Council on the 27th day of February, 1882, to
inquire into and report upon charges preferred
against Mr. A. R. WallIs, Secretary for Agriculture, and all papers connected therewith."

Mr. PATTERSON seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
Mr. C. YOUNG laid the papers on the
table.
WHARFAGE RATES.
Mr. GRAVES laid on the table a return to an order of the House (dated
December 22, 1881) relating to the receipts
during certain months from wharfage rates.
ADDRESS IN REPLY TO THE
GOVERNOR'S SPEECH.
FIRST NIGHT'S DEBATE.

The debate 'on Mr. Blackett's motion for
the presentation of an address in reply to
the Governor's speech (submitted the previous day) was proceeded with.
Mr. BERRY.-Mr. Speaker, it is not
my intention to occupy very much of the
time of the House in dealing with the
rather lengthy speech read to us at the
opening of the session. It is quite true
that it promises us a large number of Bills,
but it is also true that the most important
of them have already been before us at least
once, the Ministers now on the Treasury
bench having formerly endeavoured, under
really very favorable circumstances, to pass
them into law and not succeeded. Moreover, I do not suppose they anticipate that
any very large proportion of these Bills will
be successfully carried through this session.
At the same time I may promise that those
of the number that are not objectionable will
receive the support of this (the opposition)
side of the House. There can be no doubt
the Governor's speech is very carefully
framed to avoid as far as possible all debatable points, and, in consequence, I may
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congratulate the Premier upon having succeeded tolerably well in preparing an address
which really means nothing, Still, if
honorable members look closely into it,
reading somewha t between the lines, they
will see that it contains a good many things
upon which we ought to express an opinion
,at once, lest we should be again thrown into
the position in which we stood last session,
when, because the address in reply was
allowed to pass as a matter of course, the
House was held to have really consented to
the policy of the Government. For instance,
almost the very first paragraph of the speech
is, I think, a very dangerous one, and not
at all justifiable-I mean the one relating
to placing the colony in a complete state of
defence. I don't believe there will be any
difference of opinion on either side of the
House with regard to the desirability of a
rational and propel' outlay forthe substantial
defence of the colony against any attack
that may be reasonably expected, but never.theless I assert that we should not indulge in a defence expenditure, entailing future annual disbursements, for which
there can be no real justification. Of course
I am looking at the subject in the light of
a good deal of information which the Governor's speech does not offer, but we may
assume that the intentions of the Ministry
upon the point have been pretty fairly detailed by the public press, and on that
ground I may contend that, in preparing
to expend annually a much larger amount
on our defences than probably the revenue of
the colony in ordinary years will be capable
of standing, they have allowed themselves
to be somewhat can-ied away by what I
regard as a very unjustifiable scare. In fact,
to depart from a fixed plan of defence that
,has been well considered and well matured
is always a mistake. . Let me remind honorable members of what took place three or
four years ago, when, as well as anyone can
reasonably judge, there was really far more
danger of immediate hostilities with respect
to England than any existing now. Because what is the fact? I understand a
telegram has been recently received in Melbourne, stating that so good and friendly
are the relations between England and
.Russia-the only country with which, so
far as anyone can form a rational opinion,
we are likely to come into collision-that
the English Government are going to send
one of the Royal princes to be present at
the coronation of the Emperor. That does
not look like war. Although we may now
have an overflowing treasury, it will be
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wise for honorable members to bear in mind
how our revenue has stood in past years, and
that future years will certainly yield the same
experience, and to refrain from rushing into
an extravagant defence expenditure merely
because a large quantity of money happens
to be pouring into the public exchequer.
I know that when honorable members were
before their constituents at the last general
election, they did not venture to tallr of
anything like the defence expenditure we
now heal' of. In fact, every honorable
member then appeared to argue that there
was an absolute necessity for an almost
universal retrenchment. Probably, however, the Premier was an exception to the
rule. I do not know, for a fact, that he
was, but I know that individually he was
not very much in favour of the policy I
allude to, and also that subsequently, under
peculiarly favorable circumstances, he
managed to convert a considerable section
of the House to his views. I dare to say
the proper policy and also the real opinion
of the country is that in times of prosperity
the public money should be dealt with as
carefully as in less favorable times. When
there is a SUl'plus revenue we ought to meet
it by repealing the matters of taxation
which press on the community, no doubt not
so heavily as they do in other countries, but
which, if really unnecessary for protective
purposes, must be more or less severely felt
by our poorer classes. I only allude in
passing to this defence business because,
after all, nothing can be done in it without
the consent of the House. I simply throw
out my present remarks because, while there
can be no want of willingness in any part of
the House to carry out fairly any scheme for
the defence of the country that may be
legitimately required, we ought not to allow
ourselves to be led by a mere scare, or by
the favorable state of the public treasury,
into an undue expenditure in that direction.
I may remind honorable members that a
Government of which I was the head
brought in a Bill to carry out from time to
time, as the state of the revenue would
allow, the defence recommendations of Sir
William J ervois, and that the measure was
rejected elsewhere.
Mr. FRANOIS.-Sir William Jervois
did not recommend dis banding the paid
artillery corps.
Mr. BERRY.-Nevertheless the Government accepted the scheme of Sir
William .Jervois as one that had been well
thought out, that emanated from a competent authority, and that, if carried out in
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fis entirety, would be equal to the wants
of the colony with respect to it being
put into a sufficient state of defence
against any possible- enemy. We proposed to give practical effect to that gentlemall~S report, but the Bill to enable us
to do. so which we introduced, and which
vassed this Chamber, was rejected elsewhere.
.
lVIr. BLACKETT.-With what sort of
preamble did you introduce it ?
Mr. BERRY.-I hope that question
will not be brought up just now. It has
nothing to do with the point at issue. If the
honorable member for Fitzroy (Mr. Blackett)
thinks the preamble of a Bill of more consequencethan the defence of the colony, I don't
care to argue with him. I am not to be diverted
into a new discussion. The preamble was
the usual preamble, and I am quite, sure the
Premier would not be one to objeot to. it.
Well, we subsequently placed £100,000 o.n
the Estimates in order to carry out as far as
possible an instalment of these defence preparations. vVe were not in the fortunate pecun:iary position of the present Government,
but it cannot be said that we flinched from
do.ing our duty as far as our circumstances
would allow. We provided so far fo.r the defence of the colony, and what did our action
result in? Admirable defences erected at
Queensoliff, the constructiOli of the batteries
at Point Nepean, the commencement of the
fortifications on Swan Island, and, I may add,
the purchase of Swan Island, for defence purposes, ~. under Sir William J ervois' advice.
The foundations of channel forts were also
laid, and the only suitable vessel we had
at the time, the Nelson, was placed in a
position to taclde any enemy's ship with a
similar weight of nietal. All this was done,
and it was as much as any previous Governmeilt ever did. I think that if the forts are
completed and the torpedo defences are properly attended to, all that is necessary f01'
the reasonable defence of the colony against
any possible aggression will' have been
achieved. Departing fl'om that topic, I
come to the next paragraph of the speech,
and it is a most extraordinary one. The
Minister of Public Works 'must be aware
that the circumstances of last session were
most favorable to the Ministry, because
they had no organised Opposition-(" No.")
-a t least no organized Opposition worthy the
name. Thel"efOl;e, they were masters of' the
situation, and it rested 'with them so to conduct business as to obtain some tangible
result. They had no burning questions to
deal with, nothing stood in. their way, bu~

what did they aehieve? The paragraph to
which I allude is as follows : "
"The importance of water conservation has
been further impressed upon all classes by the
long-continued drought in the northern dish'iets.
This calamity has necessitated the carriage of
water for long distances, at greatexpens. e. to the
country, and has inflicted seriou!i losses on the
agricultUral classes. A Bill will he submitted
to you enlarging the powers of the Govern-

~ent-

For my part, I don't think the Government require any enlargement of theil'
powers.
" as to the expenditure of moneys for the erection of works under the Water Conservation Act
of last session, and providing for the :pr~neipal
works in the northern districts beingconstrucfed
forthwith at the expense of the State in proportion to the extent of the outlay."
That is rather a mixed paragraph; it does
not exactly indicate what is meant. But
honorable members must be: aware that last
session the Government carded a Water
Conservation Bill--..ihe only Bill of any impor.tance they succeeded in passin~·:-the one
solitary swallow that made up their summer. That Bill had a prinoiple, and Ministers were most determined in asserting
that it was a right one, and that no other
should be adopted. I told them at the time
-for I was most friendly to them a.nd' to
the northern country districts getting water
-that the Bill would not work, because the
expected water trusts would not be formed
under it, and what is now the case? As a
matter of fact, the Government are not able
to point to a single water trust in existene~.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-vVe have not been
asked a question on the subject.
Mr.BERRY.-If a trust has been formed,
the House is entitled to be made acquainted
with the circumstance. The vice-regal speech
ought to have announced the success so :far
of the Act. Ministers should not hide theil'
light under a bushel. .Indeed; they are not
in the habit of doing so. As a matter of
fact, we know that not a single water trust
has been formed. We are told now that this
vVater Oonservation Act-the sole result
of a long and favorable session-is to be
amended, and how? In the very direction
the Opposition advised the Go~ernment last
session to follow. Honorable members on
this side of the Chamber then urged upon
Mi1listers, over and over again, that to provide for permanent water trusts empowered
to cut up the water supplies of the country
into different sections, each local body dealing exclusively with its ow~ section, would
never answer. '\Ve contended ~hat, although
the plan might convenience some districts,
it would injUl'e others, and that the gneat

water sources of the colony were not safe in spend SOllle £300 or £400 in reoonstructing a
the hands of local bodies-in fact, that the
whole policy of water distribution could only
be safe in the hands of the Central Government. That was what I and many of my
friends sitting with me urged on the Govermnent last session, but in vain. Ministers felt so secure of their majority, and
were so positive in their wisdom, that they
would not give way. They persistently as'sured the House that the people were only
too eager to form water trusts under the
proposed system-were anxiously waiting
for the opportunity to do so-but what is
the result? After a long recess, we have
not a single trust formed, and now the Government ask for an amending Bill to give
them large powers to be used in the very
direction reoommended by the Opposition..
I don't think any Government could occupy
a more humiliating position. It is the more
humiliating because on what ground did the
Premier and those who then backed him
displace the late Government? Finding it
a task of the utmost difficulty to support
the motion against the Ministry, of which
I was the head, by anything like argument,
except the argument of numbers, which, I
admit, if that is any satisfaction to the
honolable members on the Treasury beuch,
I have not in my favour now-probably on
the present occasion it is the only argument
on our side that will be wanting-they
did not hesitate to contend that the late
Government were deficient in legislative
capacity. But what can be said of the
legislative ability of the present Govel'llment? Having practically carried but one
solitary measure, because we have just heard
it admitted, with respect to the new loan,
not only that it is not yet floated, but that
the new debentures are not yet signed, although the Government were so Ul'gent in
the mn.tter last session that we were told
there could be no recess until the Loan Bill
as well as the Water Conservation Bill was
passed into law-that, in fact, they would
resign if so much was not accomplishedwe now find that their legislative ability has
simply produced legislation which is a dead
letter. Furthermore, we know that the
administration of the Water Supply department 'has given in many respects great
dissatisfaction.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Yotl do not know
anything of the kind.
Mr. BERRY.-I saw yesterday a deputation of farmers who had come to town
on purpose to point out the loss, they were
suffering because the Govel'.lll;llent would not

weir across, I think, the Serpentine. It is
undoubted that the reconstruction of that
weir would satisfy the water requitements
of a large district, populated by a considerable number of settlers, and that the work
would only cost about £400.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Was not the money
refused?
Mr. BERRY.-It was not offered in
the way that was wanted. It was not
likely that those concerned would accept
the money when their doing so wonld place
them in the position of having to contribute to another scheme which, although
favoured by the vVater Supply depar.tment,
would not serve them so well, while it would
involve an outlay of not £400, or even £700,
but something like £30,000, of the interest
upon which they would have to pay their
full share, although the main portion of the
expenditure would go rather to benefit
another class of the community, far mOl'e
wealthy and not nearly so numerous .. In fact,
to the modest proposition of the farmers who
asked for the Serpentine weir, which would
give them what they desired, the Water
Supply department opposed the Bridgewatel' scheme. I believe there are other
instances of a similar kind, Surely then
I am justified in saying that the administration of the department has not given
satisfaction generally to the settlers in the
more arid districts of the colony, although
circumstances were eminently in favour of
such satisfaction being afforded. I come
next to almost -the next paragraph of the
speech, which is to the following effect : "The Extension of Railways Bill of last session will also be laid before you, and I tr1,lst that
you will be able satisfactorily to dispose of the
various practical questions that must arise in its
discussion. My advisers also consider that,
owing to the magnitude which the railway system of this colony has now assumed', the time
has arrived for submitting proposals to pro-vide
for a more efficient system of ma.nagement of
our State rail ways."

Did Ministers intend that paragraph to be
a kind of vote of no-confidence in their colleague, the Minister of Railways? Do they
suppose they can obtain a better management of the Railway department, which it
is admitted has of late been exceedingly unfortunate, by means of a Bill? Does any
one believe that such an end could be gained
by such means? If the State railways are
to be better managed, the thing will have to
be done by brains-by system, and the introduction of something like order into the
Railway department. The railways have
peen reasonably well ma.u!J.ged until recently.
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Until quite lately we have never heard complaints with respect to them like those now
made. I am not going into all the charges
against the Minister of Railways which we
,have seen in the press and heard elsewhere.
Indeed, I am in the habit of thinking, when
I see a man very much abused, that he cannot
possibly deserve all the objurgation heaped
upon him-that newspaper writers and others
are too fond,when they get hold of a victim, of running him to death. For my
part, I will not say anything against one
Minister more than another.
So far
as I know, the Minister of Railways has
always been very courteous and willing to
oblige. Lots of honorable members on the
opposition side of the House will give him
credit for that. I am simply quoting the
language of the Ministry themselves. Surely
they must be deeply struck with the mismanagement of the Railway department
when they put the paragraph I have read
into His Excellency's mouth. It appears
like a blow at one of themselves, whom
they practically charge with mismanagement. Because I don't think even the Pre'mier will say the State railways cannot be
managed properly unless a new Bill with
respect to them is carried into law. For my
part, I assert that there is nothing to pre,vent their being properly managed. Nothing
but discipline, order, and a proper regard for the public welfare are required for
the purpose. If the permanent heads of
the department do not satisfy the Government, the proper course is to change them
for others, but, as long as they remain in
office, the Ministry are responsible for the
.consequences. It is most extraordinary for
a Government to state, at the commencement of the session, apparently as an excuse
for the attacks that have been made upon
-the Railway department, that a Bill will be
brought in to secure an improvement in
its management. But that sort of thing
seems to be with the present Ministry their
favorite panacea, their chosen method of
avoiding what they want to avoid-of evading assaults upon them which they deem
-inevitable~ The next paragraph of the speech
apparently embodies a censure or vote of no'confidence in another Minister, namely, the
Chief Secretary. It is in the following
terms :"It is considered desirable that, in consequence of the abolition of pensions, the position
.of the County Court judges should be placed
on a more satisfactory footing. A Bill to secure
them a better tenure of office will therefore be
introduced."

·Who was it that once dismis~ed the County
Mr. Berry.

Address in Reply.

Oourt judges but the present Ohief
Secretary?
Mr. GRANT.-But that was in a Berry
Ministry.
Mr. BERRY.-I remember that when
that Berry Ministry wanted to reverse their
so-called illegal action, and put matters
right again, they discovered that the honorable member had been suddenly seized with
a desire to visit his constituents at Avoca,
and could not be found. Does the paragraph mean that the Premier is so afraid
to trust at least one of his colleagues with
the Oounty Oourt judges that he deems
it requisite on that account to place them
"on a more satisfactory footing"? However, when the time comes to take the
matter in hand we shall know more about
it. I am, upon the whole, not at all surprised, the Premier being himself a barrister, to find the legal profession bei~g
brought to the front-that it is thought
that if all the civil servants appointed in
the future are to do without pensions or any
consideration whatever, provision must be
speedily made that the Oounty Oourt judges,
at all events, should have some solatium for
the loss. In passing, let me ask why, if
additional County Court judges are required
at the present time, those former members
of the Oounty Court bench who were removed
from office on the ground of retrenchment
alone, and not because of any want of
efficiency, have not been invited to come
back? For example, I venture to say that
Mr. Rogers would be infinitely better employed sitting as a County Court judge
than in doing the work upon which he is
at present engaged. Turning to another
subject, I may remark that the Government
are now in the possession of the advantages
resulting from our policy-the policy of
their predecessors-which, having had time to
fructify, has brought about what we always
said it would, namely, an overflowing treasury. Not only that, but they have come
into all-a large proportion at all events. ·the arrears due from the land selectors,
which money we had to do without. All
that has placed the Premier in a position
to payoff the debentures belonging to the
£500,000 loan, and he has paid them off.
But, although I will not express a very
strong opinion on the point, I am disposed
to think that in taking that step he performed an illegal act. I don't think he
was empowered to pay those debentures off.
If he looks at the Act authorizing their
issue he will see that they were issued for
a certain term, which I imagine he was not
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entitled, without the authority of Parlia- further. I venture to assert that if they
ment, to shorten. The policy of his step are going to alter any of the electoral
may be good or bad, but I think Parlia- boundaries of the country in order to remedy
ment ought to have been consulted on the inequalities, the question of the whole of
point, especially in view of the existing the boundaries will have to be taken in hand
necessity for carrying on water conservation in order to remedy inequalities all round.
works with something like speed and on a The Government will not be allowed to
large scale. Parliament might possibly favour one or two districts by re-adjusting
have preferred to allow the debentures to their electoral limits, without doing the
mature, and to devote the money to meeting same thing all through the colony. Passing
certain pressing needs. Supposing the pro- from that, I find that we are promised that
ceeding of the Premier to be advantageous, the Railway Bill of last session shall be
the fact would not settl~ the question of its again brought forward. But let me ask
illegality. It is alway~well to take note of the Government why, instead of flourishing
an illegal act on the part of the Government a Railway Bill in the face of the House and
of the day, even though its effect might be the country, do they not make the railways the
regarded as beneficial. Certainly, it is construction of which was authorized two
utterly impossible to watch Ministers too years ago? Why do they not, by taking
closely,when they cannot be said to have either contracts for those works, show that they
a following or a plan of action of their own. have as much desire to construct railways
What policy of their own can they be said as to bring in a Bill promising them in the
to have? By whom are they supported? future?
Mr. MUNRO.-How can they go on
By a party who will no doubt keep them in
office, but who, nevertheless, consider it with railways when all the railway officials
necessary to have their own opinions, and are hung up with boards?
Mr. BERRY.-That is another point
their own policy, perfectly independent of
Ministers. How, while that is the case, which I propose not to forget. And now let
can the Premier be regarded as the real me refer to a matter of administration by
leader of the House? Another paragraph the present Government which I really feel
of the speech intimates that the Government deeply grieved at. I allude to the action
will reduce the postage rates-adopt, in taken by the Minister of Agriculture with
fact, the penny postage system. Well, I respect to Mr. A. R. Wallis, Secretary for
venture to say that that is a subject which Agriculture. I do not think that, since
is bound to receive very grave consideration, I have been in public life, I ever saw anyand that there will be a vast difference of thing more arbitrary done by any Victorian
opinion as to whether the surplus revenue Government. I have paid great attention
should be devoted to any such purpose. I to the whole affair. I know Mr. Wallis as
am disposed to think that some of the the official who carried out the Phylloxera
exceptional taxation which was formerly Act, and I found him, while I was in office,
imposed in a time of need, and which evincing a vast amount of intelligence, and
necessarily presses on the working classes, showing great diligence. In fact, I never
ought to be removed before any alteration had the least reason for the slightest want
like that now shadowed forth is made. I of confidence in him. As for the business
will say more. We find that the classes I that resulted in his virtual dismissal, I feel
refer to submit to fiscal burthens with a that all that Mr. Wallis did was only what
much better grace than the wealthier sections an upright and conscientious officer of the
of the community, and on that ground I Government should have done. Even if he
hold that we ought to relieve the former of happened to be, in the opinion of the
the taxes that touch them peculiarly before Minister, somewhat in the wrong, an official
we benefit the mercantile classes by diminish- trying to guard the public revenue ought to
ing the postage of their letters. There is receive every consideration. I think the
another matter that will have, I imagine, suspension of Mr. Wallis, and the appointto be dealt with in a way different from that ment of a board to investigate the trumpery
intended by ~he Government-I allude to allegations against him, constitute an in-:their projected alteration of certain electoral jury upon a public officer that ought not to
boundaries. What Ministers have in view have been inflicted. I will go further.
appears to be a mere patch-work arrange- Notwithstanding all that has been said or
ment, and, judging the matter in the best way written as to what was done by the Govern",:
I can, I would think that they cannot go a ments of which I was the head, I can
little way in the business without going affirm that it never included a proceeding
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so harsh or unjust as that of the present
Government towards Mr. Wallis.
Mr. ANDERSON.-You forget Black
Wednesday.
Mr. BERRY.-At the time the honor.
able member alludes to tliere was never any
feeling displayed towards any public officer.
It was the political exigency of the period,
or else a thoroughly honest desire to bring
about retr.ellchmellt, that caused the action
the Government then took. No public
servant was ever dismissed, while I was
in office, because he happened to be
impolite to the Minister of the day.
It seems that Mr. Wallis, having
offended a Minister, had to be got rid
01, although the board appointed to try
him for his alleged misdemeanors acquitted him of the charges brought against
him. I say that if there is to be fair play
all round,· the censure passed upon one
Ministry ought, when at least equally
deserved, to be dealt out equally unsparingly
upon other Ministries. If the action of
previous Governments towards public
officers has met with the disapproval of
public opiniol). through the press, the same
disapproval ought to be visited upon the
head of every Minister taking a similar
course. I shall not say much about the
board now trying Mr. Ford, his case being to
some extent 8~tb judice, but I feel bound to
make some reference to the subject, because
it comes within the same category as the
Wallis case. How can the Railway department be expected to carryon with anything
like reas·onable order; if officers in it of the
standing and length of service of Mr. Ford
are to be, for a second and third time,
hauled up for trial on charges like those
brought against him, some of which were
disproved long ago, while others are in
cour~e of disproof by the evidence now
being taken respecting them? The Railway
department do not charge Mr. Ford with
anything. As I understand, the accusations
against him come from the honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Fraser).
Mr. GILLIES.-Don't discuss this matter at the present stage of affairs.
Mr. BERRY.-I am not discussing nor
going to discuss the evidence taken by the
board. I am simply criticising the act. of
the Executive by which the board was ap.
pointed. I say it never ought to have been
appointed after the honorable member for
Rodney declined to go on with his charges.
I admit that, had he carried out the promise he made when he brought them forward,
~he Government might have- ordered an

.
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inquiry into them, but when an accttser i'e..
fuses to go on with his aecusations-Mr. McKEAN.-Mr. Rennick is proceeding with his charges.
Mr. GILLIES.-How does the honor·
able member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) know
that there is any refusal to go on with
the charges against Mr. Ford ?,. The honOl'able member has no official report to go
upon, and is simply making statements
without evidence to support them.
Mr. BERRY.-Will the honorable mem
ber for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) say that his
honorable colleague did not decline to go on
with his charges?
.
Mr. GILLIES.-That is taking up different ground altogether.
Mr, BERRY.-I wish only to say nowat the earliest possible moment-that I
consider the appointment of the Ford Board
to be, under all the circumstances, a very
arbitrary proceeding. Putting a public officer to a very large amount of expense in
order to justify something that was known
to have taken place years ago looks very
like persecution. I don't wish to go further into the matter in any way.' There is
another affair to which I must refer, although
I admit that we are not fully informed with
respect to it, and have this difficulty in our
way, that we cannot point to chapter and
verse-we cannot allude to the several items
of the business in the way we would like.
One thing is, however, quite certain, namely,
that no one can read the newspapers without becoming aware that the Government
have lately made a large number of new appointments in all directions; and it is believed that they are about to make more.
In addition, the appointments I allude to as
already made were completed while the
House was not sitting-beforc it was possible for Parliament to vote any salaries for
the new officers. So far as I can see, we are
entering upon a career of extravagance in
connexion with the public service that will
result ere long in a public outcry. The first
time the revenue experiences a depression,
and new taxes are proposed, there will be an
increased demand for reform in the civil
service, which reform the appointments
made by the present Ministry will render
even more difficult than it was beforc.
I can scarcely avoid alluding also to the
slow action of one of the Royal commissions
appointed by the Government-I mean the
Education Commission. It appears to me as
though that body were playing with the
House, the Ministry, and the country. I say
that without any hesitation whatevel', Seeing

:Aft'.,
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that the Goverm;l1ent have given them two
secretaries, one would expect them to work
almost night aJ;l.d day. No commission I ever
heard of have had two secretaries-certainly
not one at so high a salary as £600 a year,
with another to help him. And to help in
what? In attending to a commission who
sit only two hours a week, dragging their
slow length along apparently for political
reasons. That is a state of affairs that
:wou.ld not :be allowed were I in office. But,
J suppose the old saying is true, namely,
that one man may steal a horse while
Rnothern;:\aumay not even look over the
hedge. I think a commission of inqu.iry
like the Education Commission ought to
go on with their work, and bring up a
report, and that one secretary ought to
be enough for their purposes. But giving
them two secretaries is only on a par with
other expenditure by the Govel'llment which
I imagine arises mainly from the known
beneficence of the Premier-his abundant
liberality with the public funds. I don't
wish to insinuate that he is not also liberal
,with his ·own funds. I mean simply that
he is too liberal with the public money, and
that that sort of thing will assuredly
bring about in due course its natural punishment. I have now run cursorily through
the Governor's speech, making such remarks
as I thought necessary on its salient points,
and also on the events of the recess. But
there is'another matter to which I am bound
to refer.
I think the greatest of all
the mistakes the Government have madedoubtless, however, there may be some diff~rence of opinion on the subject in certain
ql!--arters-is the action taken by the Minister of 'V~ter Supply in ordering from England certain iron pipes that could have been
manufactured here, and the :action of the
Minister of Railways in ordering from home
certain railway cari'iages that also might
have been made here. I feel that sort of
proceeding to ·be a direct attack on the
policy, custom, and usage that bave prevailed in this country for many years past.
It will be remen1ber-e<.t that when, some
years ago, the Railway department sent
home for locomotives, so strong was the
indignation of -the House, the matter
. being viewed from a protectionist stand. point, that the Government of the day
were actually told to countermand the
order, and they did so at once. 'Vith
that fact staring the present Government in th~ face, it is unaccountable to me
how they sent home these two large orderf'.
,~ -}JelieY-e. ·tPe_lV.tinis~~r .Qf Rail'Yays fipeaks
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of the order for carriages as a very small
one, but it nevertheless includes the con·
struction of 20 first-class and 50 second.
class carriages, and I believe it means
some £30,000 or. £40,000 completely lost
to the colony. The whole question involves
a principle which is heartily believed in by
the great bulk of the community, and which
they are determined to maintain mOl'e than
any other. That principle is that the work
required by the country, and which can be
done in the country, shall be done in the
country.. For the present I merely express
the opinion that the course taken by th~
Government in this matter is thoroughly
wrong, I believe that all the different re·
quirements of the Railway department could
be supplied from our own workshops and by
our own workmen. We have the material,
labour, and tools, and, if proper notice was
given, the work could be performed her.e
as promptly, as quickly, and as satisfactorily as in England. Under these circumstances, I feel compelled to move, as an
amendment upon ih~ motion of the honorable member for Fitzroy, that, aftei.' the
last sentence but one, the following words be
inserted ~.e Informing His Excellency that the administration of the public departments during the
recess does not meet with our approval, especially in sending orders to England for railway
plant and water pi~es, which could ha.ve been
ma.nufaotured here. '

Major SMITH seconded the amcud·
ment.
After a pause,
Mr. C. YOUNG rose and said-Mr.
Speaker., the reason why I hesitated for a
moment to reply to the attack which has
been made upon me is that an honorable
member intimated to me that he intended
to ~peak ,on the question of water supply,
and I desired to affolld him an opportuuity
of doing so before I addressed the House.
However, as he has not done so, I will
proceed to make a few remarks in reply to
some of the statements of the honorable
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry). In the
first place, I desire to say a word or two
with reference to the charge which the
honorable member has levelled against me
in connexion with the 'Vallis case. 'Vhen
I took office it was my desire-as it is still
-to get on as well as possible with all the
officers of my department. If I know
myself, I certainly have no wish to fall foul
of any of the officers, or that there should
be any strained relations between us; but,
in regard to Mr. vVallis, I had no alternative:'hl.1t. to act as I.did. :Mr. Wallis made

so
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a distinct statement in my presence, and in
the presence of the honorable member for
Barwon and representatives of the press,
that he had given certain instructions to a
board of valuators appointed to assess the
amount of compensation to be paid to the
owners of some vineyards in the Geelong
district which were ordered to be destroyed
under the provisions of the Vine Diseases
Eradication Act. As to the position of
that board, I may explain that it was the duty
of Mr. Wallis, in the first instance, as the
certifying inspector, to estimate the amount
of compensation which vignerons whose
vineyards had to be destroyed were entitled
to, and to offer them that sum. If a
vigneron agreed to accept the offer made to
him, it would have to be submitted to the
Governor in Council.for approval; but if he
declined to accept the amount the matter
would be remitted to a board of valuators,
who would sit as arbitrators between him
and the department, as represented by Mr.
Wallis. When the board arrived at a
decision, their award F0uld be submitted to
the Governor in Council, who would either
approve of it, or determine to increase· or
decrease the amount of the award. When
.the deputation of vignerons alluded to by
the honorable member for Geelong waited
upon me, and stated that the board of
valuators had been directed by the
Secretary for Agriculture as to what
-amount of compensation they should
award, I naturally felt that such a direction was so unreasonable that the
.statement of the deputation could not
possibly be true; but on Mr. Wallis
attending, and being interrogated by the
honorable member for Barwon as to
whether he had given instructions of the
kind, he said he had done so. I then
asked him to show me the instructions, and
.he said that he had given them privately.
Such a proceeding was so. extraordinary
that I felt compelled to take action in the
matter. I told the deputation that I
thought they had been unfairly dealt with
-that a board who sat as arbitrators
between them and the Government ought
not to have been influenced by any officer of
the Government, and that I would send
back their cases to be again adjudicated
upon by the board, free from any instructions whatever. A few days afterwards I
addressed a memorandum to Mr. Wallis,
asking him to explain by what authority
he had given the instl~uctions to the
valuatOl:s, and Mr. Wallis, in reply, sent
baok a memorandum couched in terms
Mr. C. Young.

which I do not think any honorable meniber
would approve of, saying that what I had
stated was perfectly untrue. He did not
use those precise words, but his memorandum
was to the effect that he had made no such
statement as I imputed to him. I ask
honorable members whether, under the
circumstances, I could have taken any other
course than that of suspending Mr. Wallis?
The honorable member for Geelong has
expressed his regret at the suspension. I
am also sorry that I had to suspend Mr.
Wallis, but it was perfectly impossible that
proper relations could exist between us when
the head of a department distinctly told
me that what I stated was false. Surely
the case was then one for inquiry. I heard
Mr. Wallis make the statement which he
afterwards repudiated, and the reports in
the A1'gu8, Evening Mail, and Age would
have confirmed my recollection if I had
had any doubt on the subject. The
matter was remitted to a board of inquiry
after the officer was suspended, and I
suppose it will be contended that the board
exonerated Mr. Wallis; but they declared
that he did make the statement attributed
to him. The finding of the board, however,
was a very curious one, as they--or rather a
majority of the members of the boardfollowed up that declaration by saying they
did not believe that Mr. Wallis was
conscious of what he said before the
deputation, because he had not given the
instructions to the valuators which he said he
had given. One of the members of the board,
Mr. Templeton, dissented from the finding
of the majority, and declared that the evidence showed that Mr. Wallis had given
the instructions. The course which the
Government adopted on the receipt of the
report of the board must, I think, commend
itself to the judgment of every member of
the House. It was distinctly and plainly
shown that Mr. Wallis had made a statement, which, in what I must call an impertinent memorandum, he denied to me
that he had made. At the same time,
the Government were desirous of treating
Mr. Wallis with all fairness and leniency,
and, instead of allowing him to resign-in
which case he would have left the service
without getting any retiring allowancethey dispensed with the office of Secretary
for Agriculture, and thereby allowed him to
receive a retiring allowance amounting to
about £500. The Government therefore
did not deal illiberally with Mr. Wallis. I
have no desire to say anything against that
gentleman, and I will not express any
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opinion as to his efficiency or otherwise. I
will. content myself ~y saying that he took
up a position which made the relations
between the Minister and himself, as the
head of a department, such as could not be
continued. On several occasions, while
Mr. Wallis was Secretary for Agriculture,
when I desired to see him I was informed
that he was absent from the department.
Ultimately I addressed a memorandum to
him, couched in very civil terms, requesting
to know how it was that he was so often
absent from the office, without leaving any
intimation as to where he was, and Mr.
Wallis replied in terms which I think would
have justified his being dispensed with at
once. He stated that it was not usual for
an officer in his position to account to the
Minister for every time he was absent from
the office. I am sorry that I cannot read
Mr. Wallis' memorandum to the House,
'because that gentleman has it, not having
returned it, though twice requested to do
so. But in the memorandum Mr. Wallis
assumed a position which I, as Minister,
'could not tolerate. In fact, he set the
Ministerial head of his department at
defiance; he claimed the right to go in
and out of'the department at his own sweet
will, and, when asked to explain the reason
of his absence when wanted, he declined to
give any satisfactory answer to the question.
If that is a position which, honorable
members desire a Minister to be placed
in, all I can say is that it is one I will
not occupy, and it is a position that
no Minister should be asked to occupy.
Nothing can be further from me than a desire to be rude or brusque to any officer of
any department over which I preside. I
have to deal with, a very large number of
officers, both of the higher and lower grades,
and I venture to say that I have not at any
time, in any shape or form, treated them with
the slightest rudeness. But if an officer of
a depart~ent assumes to be over the Minister, it is plain to any man of common
sense that he must leave the service. I was
placed in a very unpleasant position. I was
sorry to be the cause of an officer losing
his situation, and the desire, both on my
part and that of my colleagues, was that
Mr. Wallis should be let down as easily as
possible. I must also say thi,tt I think he
has been let down quite as easily as he haP.
. any right to expect. I will nowalluq,e to
the charge of maladministration of the
Water Supply department, maq,e against
m.e· by the honorable member for Geelong.
The honoraple membel' has referred to the
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Serpentine weir. Last session the question
as to whether Messrs. Gordon and Black's
schemes should be adopted in their entirety
was frequently discussed. The honorable
member for Creswick (Mr. Richardson), who
took great interest in the matter of water
supply, desired that those schemes should be
added as a schedule to the W ater Conser~
vation Bill; but I pointed out that, while
I cordially approved of those schemes, and
desired to see them carried out as far as
possible, the local waterworks trusts might
not desire to adopt them absolutely and in
their entirety, and that, therefore, it would
be unwise to tie those bodies down in the
way proposed. The honorable member evidently saw the wisdom of that remark, for
he did not press his suggestion that Messrs.
Gordon and Black's schemes should be made
schedules to the Bill. It was, however, the
desire of the House that those schemes
should be carried out as far as practicable, and
over and over again honorable members expressed the hope that, in any action I took
with respect to water supply to the Northern
Plains, I would, to a large extent, be guided
by the opinion of Messrs. Gordon and Black.
That being the case-having given a pledge
that I would endeavour to have Messrs.
Gordon and Black's schemes carried out as
far as possible-was I to ignore that promise?
Was I to throw overboard the opinions of
the best hydraulic engineers in the colony?
Was I to consider myself a heaven-born
engineer, and override the opinions of the
professional men connected with the department, fly in the face of their reports, and
adopt a scheme which had been .condemned
over and over again? The honorable membel' for Geelong has censured me because I
did not accept the views of half-a-dozen
men-I would be nearer the truth if I said
three or four-with respect to the Serpentine
weir, as against the opinions repeatedly
expressed by Mr. Gordon.
Dr. QUICK.-Messrs. Gordon and:Black
reported in favour of the Serpentine scheme.
Mr. McCOLL.-I can read their own
words in favour of it.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I will be happy to
hear any remarks which honorable members
desire to make on the subject at the proper
time, but I assert that, with regard to the
district in question, Messrs. Gordon and
Black recommended two weirs-one at
Bridgewater and the other at Kinypaniel.
The Bridgewater weir was to be made for
the purpose of taking water ~o tbe country
east of the Loddon, and the Kinypaniel
wejr was. ~or t4e p~pose of supplying th,e
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country west of the Loddon. Those two weirs upon p.s a .temporary expedient, and I respectsubmit .that the time for so considering it
were recommended by Messrs. Gord~n and ~ully
IS DOW past, masmuch as the Bridgewater weir
Black to supply all the wants of the district. could be made available for distributiD.B' water
In referring incidentally to the proposed as soon as the Serpentjne weir, and would benefit
Scrpen tine weir, Messrs. Gordon and Black a far greater extent of country."
Mr. BERRY.-What is the date of that
said that if anything should occur to prevent the prompt construction of the Bridge- report?
Mr. C. YOUNG.-It is dated the lSth
water .weir, so as to supply water on the
December, 1881.
.
ea~t sl~e of the Loddon, the Serpentine
Mr.
BERRY.-The
House
was
sitting
well' mIght be made in the meantime
then, and the Water Conservation Bill was
pending the construction of the other.
deputation waited on me on the subject not passed.
Mr. -C. YOUNG.-I am quite aware of
some months ago-I believe in December.
the
fact. I have nothing to conceal in the
BefOf(3 that, in. th~ month of July, I went
matter.
I want to show that Mr. Gordon
up to the locality m question, accompanied
by Mr. Oa;le, an officer of the depar.tment. told me that the time had gone past for
I attended a public meeting held there on constructing the Serpentine weir.
An HONORABLE MEMDER.-As atem~he question of water supply, and I also
porary
expedient.
mspected the Serpentine weir. At that
Mr. C. YOUNG.-And in his original
tirne there was a good strong cun'cnt in
the Loddon ; and, to show how desirous I report he recommended it only as a temwas that the district to the east of the! porary expedient; he condemned it altoLoddon should be supplied with water during : gether as a permanent work. At that time
the ensuing summer-which proved to be a - in December, the weir, if constructed, could
season of even greater drouo-ht than was not have given one single drop of water to
anticipated-I offered the shire council as the people, as the Loddon had stopped runa free gift from the Government £150 or n~ng, and I the~efore offered to supply them
whate~er the requisite amount ~ight 'be, WIth two centnfugal pumps, to lift water
tor the 1iHlrpos~ of -temporarily repairing the out of the river and pour it down the creek
Serpentme weIr. There was then sufficient which offer they did not accept. HowevCl?
water to have supplied the whole district it w.as accepted by the inhabitants of Kiny~
pamel, and proved an inestimable boon in
r~ght down th.e entire course of the Sel'pentme j and Mr. Gale estimated that the supplying both people and stock with water
expense of repairing the weir so as to make during the whole of the drought. A short
the water available would be £150 or £200. time afterwards another request for the
Even if the cost would have been £250, the Serpentine weir to be constructed was made
Government would have cheerfully given and it was submitted to Mr. Black, Mr~
the money. I naturally expected that my Gordon having over and over again exoffer would. be accepted, but it was not pressed himself adversely to it. Mr. Black
as follows : accepted j and the next I heard of the matter reported
"Mr. Gordon and myself are quite agreed
was in the month of December when the about the Serpentine weir. If a general scheme
drought promised to become very ~evere. A of supply. _such as we have sketched out in our
repo~t on the locality, is adopted, this weir is not
dep~ltation then waited upon me, and asked reqUired.
We recommended its repair in the first
me If I would give them money, not to tem- lDstance as an expedient for giving a tempo'la;ry
supply
to
part
of the district, pending the initia·
porarily repair the weir--which was what
of a comprehensive permanent scheme but
Mr. Gordon suggested should be done-but tion
only as a temporary expedient, and no pa~t of
to erect a permanent weir at the Serpentine. ~)Ur general scheme. in connexion with which it
IS
not necessary. Besides being uimecessary
They asked me to erect a weir at an expense
I look upon the site as a bad one for a weir fro~
of £1,300 or £1,400 .as part of the penua- th~ velClc!ty of the current in the river ~t the
nent scheme.to be carried out by the local pomt durmg floods and the rotten friable nature
of t~e banks. Indeed, l doubt if it would be
water trust. As I desired to be fortified by pOSSIble
to make the structure permanent
the opinion of Mr. Gordon, I got a report except at great cost."
J
~rom that gentleman on the subject, which I ask the attention of the honorable memIS as follows : ber for Mandurang (Mr. vVilliams) to this
"S~rpentine Weir.-I have, as requested,
report. There is no member of the House
e~an;llneu the plan! and specifications of the
who more impressed me with the desirability
repalr~ proposed to be done to this work. Before
ref.errmg t<? them, I beg to remark that if the of having Gordon and Black's s'cheme
weIrs at ~rldg-ewater and Kinypaniel or the for- adopted than the honorable member for
mer of t'bese works only is to be constructed as Mandurang, and I think he ought to endorse
~ecommelldetl by the WJl.ter Conservancy Board
this work at the Serpentine can oilly be-looked the course which I have taken.
'
Mr. C. Young.
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Mr. WILLIAMS.-I refer the honorable gentleman to Mr. Gordon's first report.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Honorable members
are perhaps not aware that, prior to this,
floods had on two occasions swept away a
portion of the Serpentine weir, and Messrs.
Gordon and Black declared tha~, no matter
how it might be constructed, it would again
be swept away in like manner. Even one
of the gentlemen forming the very deputation which has been referred to stated that
the banks of the creek at the place in question were like brown sugar-that directly
the water touched the earth it melted away.
In the face of the repeated reports of Messrs.
Gordon and Black, and also the verbal communications which passed between me and
Mr. Gordon, I dared not attempt to use
the money of the Government, placed for
the time under my charge, in the construction of this weir. I made a personal
examination of the place, but I don't profess
to be a professional engineer. The wiser
course for me was to follow the advice of
those who have made the construction of
waterworks a lifelong study. If I had
acted contrary to that advice, I would have
made myself a laughing-stock, and brought
myself under the just censure of this House.
As it is, instead of being censured, I t,hink
I have a right to ask the House to approve
of and endorse my action. But some
honorable members may say that the Serpentine weir might be const.ructed as a temporary expedient, as the Bridgewater weir
will take a long time to construct. In answer
to that, I will remind honorable members
that only 3 feet of concrete is required to be
laid down at Bridgewater. Mr. Gordon, in
the presence of a deputation, said that the
Bridgewater weir could be completed within
three months, whereas the other one, although only to be made available as a temporary expedient, would occupy a much
longer period. I believe that a majority of
the proposed trust who have made application for the loan are opposed to the construction of the Serpentine weir; indeed, I
am informed on the best authority that only
two or three of them are in favour of the
work. However, to show how anxious I
was to meet the views of the inhabitants of
the district, I may mention that I submitted the matter again to Mr. Gordon
about a week or ten days ago, and I received the following memorandum from
him:"On the 18th December last I reported on the
plans now submitted, and pointed out that if the
Bridgewater weir were constructed this work
would not be necessary. As the plans for the
SES. lSS2.-D
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Bridgewater weir are now ready. and as it is the
expressed intention of the shires that both it
and the Kinypaniel weir are to be built as soon
as possible, both of which with their respective
cuttings will afford means of supplying the
Serpentine in a more permanent, and probably
less expensive, way;than by a weir at Serpentine,
I am of opinion that this work should not be regarded as one which will be included in the
proposals of the Loddon trust when formed,
and that therefore I need not at present discuss
the plans.
"The honorable the Minister having requested
me to reconsider the question of the Serpentine
weir in the light of the decision which seems to
have been come to by the Water Conference,
that the Bridgewater weir and channel are not to
be made available for the supply of water before
next summer, I have the honour to say that,
assuming the conference to have some valid
grounds for their decision, of which I am not
informed, I think, as before reported, that the
repairs to the Serpentine weir, if not costing
more than £1,350, would so benefit the country
bordering on the creek that as a temporary and
local work they are worth undertaking. From
an engineering point of view, I do not approve
of a weir in that situation when the desired
supply can be otherwise obtained; as a work of
expediency it may be approved. I would also
remark that no applicatIOn has yet been received from the shires interested to be formed
into a trust for the Loddon, and that it is possible a majority of such a trust, if formed, might
object to a work of doubtful permanence, as this
'will be, being made a part of their scheme, and
I think the shires of East Loddon and Swan Hill
should give some guarantee that should such objection be made the cost of the repairs will be borne
by these shires. If the works are immediately
tendered for, I presume they can only be undertaken as shire works, independently of any
trust, and not under the Act, as the Act requires the formation of a trust, and no steps
have yet been taken towards the formation of
a trust."

I think I have now satisfied the House
that I have referred the matter to Mr.
Gordon over and over again, and that Mr.
Gordon has repeatedly reported against the
Serpentine weir as part of a permanent
scheme. I have shown plainly that I have
not acted on my own judgment in the matter.
I had no opinion of my own to bolster up,
and no theory to establish. In every step
I have taken I have acted. on the opinion
of Messrs. Gordon and Black, and I gave
every faciIity for the adoption of their
recommendations. I offered. the people of
the district money to repair the Serpentine
weir so as to provide a temporary scheme of
water supply, and, in consequence of my
offer being refused, they have suffered immense injury aud loss.
The honorable
member for Geelong has stated that not a
single trust has yet been formed under the
Act. The measure only became law at
Christmas, and, during the month of January and part of February, the farmers were
harvesting their crops. Though the honorable member is technically correctthough 110 trusts have yet actually been
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proclaimed-applications have been sent in
to the department for nearly a million of
money, and works are already in progress
to be paid for by money advanced by the
Government under the Act. I state emphatically that nothing which could have
been done has been left undone by the
Water Supply department to meet the
wants of the people, and to try and relieve
the sufferings consequent upon the drought.
Not a single application which could have
been granted has been refused. I dare any
honorable member to get up and show, in
the face of the reports which I have read,
that the Serpentine scheme could have been
adopted. I will be in a position shortly to
lay on the table of the House a list of the
applications for money made under the
Water Conservation Act, and to show the
amount of money which has been expended
in boring for water and in supplying pumps.
I will now refer to another indictment made
against the Government by the honorable
member for Geelong, namely, his accusation
with respect to the tenders for iron pipes.
It will be remembered that last session
there was a constant outcry about the
deficiency in the Yan Yean water supply.
The answer was that the main bringing
the water from the reservoir was not
sufficient for the requirements of Melbourne and the suburbs, and the House
allocated a sum of money for the purpose of
providing an additional main. That being
the case, it was my duty to take steps to
carry out the wish of the House, and, as
soon as I was in a position to do so, I
called for tenders for the new main. It has
been stated in the press that there was some
delay in calling for those tenders, but I can
assure honorable members that there was no
delay. I instructed the engineer of the
department to furnish me as speedily as
possible with a report of the number of pipes
required, and when I received the report I
forthwith advertised for tenders. One or
two gentlemen-the Hon. C. J. Jenner and
Mr. Shaw, manager of the Langlands
Foundry Company-called upon :me, and
asked for an extension of the time which
had been fixed for the reception of the
tenders. I communicated with the engineer
of the department, and found out the very
latest date at which the pipes could be
received, and I then extended the time for
sending in the tenders to the very utmost
limit. Tenders were also invited for pipes
of various sizes, so as to allow the local
manufacturers to compete for one or more of
the contracts; but when the tenders were
M7'. C. Young.
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examined it was found that the only colonial
tender sent in was considerably higher than
the price of the tenders for imported pipes.
A still more serious difficulty was that the
tender of the colonial manufacturer did not
comply with the advertised conditions. In
those conditions a certain day was fix:ed for
the delivery of the pipes, but the colonial
manufacturer aske'd. that the date should be
altered to a considerably later period. If
that request had been complied with, and
the delivery of the pipes postponed to the
time suggested, it would have prevented any
benefit being derived from the additional
main next summer. Under the circumstances, the colonial tender was not in the
running at all. A few days before the
tenders were opened, a deputation waited
upon me, introduced by the honorable
member for Emerald Hill (Mr. Macgregor),
asking that a still further time might be
allowed for the reception of tenders than
that stated in the conditions. I asked the
deputation if they would guarantee the
delivery of the pipes at the specified date if
the time was further extended; and I was
informed that the only manufacturer of
pipes in the colony, if he obtained the
contract, would have to begin de novo;
he would have to erect new workshops and
to put up new machinery-in fact, he
would have to create a new manufactory.
Mr. GARDINER.-Hear, hear. A new
industry.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-He told me that four
months must elapse before he would be in a
position to cast a single pipe ; but I did not
feel justified in extending the time for the
supply of pipes beyond the time mentioned
in the conditions. Before the honorable
member for Emerald Hill introduced his
deputation, I had been applied to by the
Corporation of Emerald Hill, and by 20
residents in various parts of that municipality, for an extension of the Yan Yean
system; and everyone of those applications
I had to refuse for want of pipes.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-You will have
applications under those circumstances for
years to come.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Then it is all the
morp necessary-the House having placed
funds in the hands of the department, and
having virtually directed it to provide a new
main-that there should be no delay in extending to those who pay for it the full
benefit of the Yan Yean. I say distinctly
that I would have considered myself highly
culpable if I had refused to use the means
placed at my disposal to get the Yan Yean
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water distribnted as widely. as possible. I
believe some honorable members are of
opinion that the contI'act should have been
confined to the colony.
Several OPPOSITION MEl\iBERs.-Hear,
hear.
Mr. O. YOUNG.-I ask those honorable
members who say" Hear, hear," what right
had I, by a side-wind, to alter an Act of
Parliament-the Act which states that 40s.
per ton shall be the protective duty on iron
pipes? This Honse, in its wisdom, after
considering the question in all its aspects,
determined upon allowing iron pipes to be
admitted into the colony subject to a duty
of 40s. per ton; and what right had I to
say-" I am not satisfied with the decision
of the Legislature, and I will prohibit the
admission of pipes altogether"? If Parliament is of opinion that no iron pipes
should be imported into the colony, I am
prepared to bow to the will of the majority,
but the majority having decided already
that iron pipes shall pay 40s. per ton and
no more, what right had I to interpose and
say I would prohibit altogether the importation of this article? That would have
been arrogating to myself functions which I
have no right to assume. Had I ventured
to do anything of the kind, it would have
been competent-it would have been only
right-for Parliament to call me to account.
Then again it should be recollected that a
customs duty of 40s. per ton is not the only
protection accorded to the colonial manufacturer, because the freight on holloware
of from 18 inches to 30 inches in diameter
is three times that on pig-iron. Oertainly
it is the business of every Minister to treat
what Parliament has done as a direction to
him. No Minister has any right whatever
to increase the amount of a duty by one
penny-pieee, or to do anything to prohibit
the admission into the colony of an article
which Parliament has said shall be admitted
on certain terms. On these grounds I
consider that the charge made against me
and against the Government of which I am
a member of not prohibiting the introduction of iron pipes and confining their supply
to the colonial mahmacturer, whereby an
entire season would have been lost with the
result of producing an outcry for water
from Emerald Hill and other places, can in
no way be justified.
Mr. PATTERSON. - Mr. Speaker, I
think the House was somewhat surprised
that members of the Government should
have shown such hesitancy in rising to reply
to the very moderate and excellent speech
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of the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) ; and I consider that the honorable
gentleman who ultimately did rise to vindicate the Government, took up a position
with respect to the Wallis case which can
scarcely be justified. As I understand, Mr.
Wallis' offence was that he endeavoured to
conserve the public fnnds.
Mr. O. YOUNG.-No.
Mr. PATTERSON. - The maximum
compensation for the destruction of vines
under the Vine Diseases Eradication Act
was the value of three years' crops; but
the interpretation which Mr. Wallis put
upon the Act was that if, before a vineyard
was destroyed, the owner reaped a crop, it
would be sufficient compensation to pay him
the value of two years' crops. I believe such
an interpretation must commend itself to the
judgment of the House, and also show that
what Mr. Wallis did was in accord with his
public· duty. Mr. Wallis' case has been tried
, by a board. Now what is the object of submitting an officer's case to a board? Is it
not that, if the officer be found guilty, he
shall be pumshed? But, according to the
idea of justice entertained by the Minister
of Public Works, a man declared by a board
to be innocent ihall be punished. The
impression in the public service hitherto
has been that, if the case of anyone of them
were submitted to a board, upon the decision
of that board would his fate depend; and
it is perfectly in accord with the British
sense of justice that before such a tribunal
each party may be represented by a professional adviser. In the Wallis case, the
Minister of Public Works had the whole
Law department at his disposal, while Mr.
Wallis had to engage the services of professional gentlemen. It is very seldom that
a public officer comes into such direct conflict with his Ministerial head that a board
is required to settle the case. Indeed, I do
not remember an instance of the kind before.
But, let me ask, when an officer does come
into direct conflict with his Minister, is itin
accordance with common sense and justice
that the Minister should nominate his own
board-should have the selection of the jury
-to try the case? In this matter the
Minister of Public Works was not over
scrupulous in the appointment ofl the gentlemen selected.
Mr. GRANT.-He did not appoint
them.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-Onememberofthe
board, before entering upon the inquiry, felt
it necessary to explain to Mr. Wallis tha.t
he bore a certain business relation to Mr.
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Young; but, with the instincts of it gentlemau, Mr. vYallis said-" I have not the
slightest distrust of your impartiality; I
am fully satisfied you will do justice."
Mr. GRANT.-vVhat is the name of the
member?
Mr. PATTERSON.-Mr. Templeton.
The Minister of Public Works appointed
on the board a gentleman who, before he
would proceed with the inquiry, had to
declare that he bore such a relation of a
business character to Mr. Young that he
would not take part in the inquiry unless
Mr. Wallis was a consenting party thereto.
Now Mr. 'Yallis having been tried by a
board of the Minister's own selection, and
the board having declared him innocent of
the charges brought. against him, I ask on
what principle of justice, on what public
ground, could the Government dispense
with that gentleman's services? The proceeding cannot be defended. Nothing like
it has been heard of in this colony before.
But I say that whatever power a Minister
may have, and however little sense of justice
he may possess, the public expect that
Parliament will redress wrongs and not
confirm them. The most the Minister of
Public Works could say to-night is that
the relations between himself and Mr.
'Vallis were not of that amicable description which would enable them to act
together; but I think the evidence will
show that, from the very commencement,
Mr. Young did not treat Mr. 'Vallis in a
way in which a Minister ought to treat civil
serva.nts in the presence of deputations. I
say, further, that Parliament will not do its
duty if it does not insist upon the reinstatement of Mr. Wallis. 'Vith respect to
the Governor's speech, I need not tell
honorable members that the framing of such
a document is a very ingenious piece of
work. The impression which its framers
seek to convey is generally that Ministers
will be very good boys in the future if you
will forgive them all they have done in the
past. At the same time a Governor's
speech may be composed without any very
great amount of care or \3tudy. I read in the
newspapers, on Monday morning, a review of
this speech, and I noticed an expression of
regret that reference to one particular
matter should be left out; but I found, on
Tuesday morning, that the omission was
supplied. So that it is the easiest thing in
the world to doctor up a Governor's speech
to suit the occasion. The first paragraph
of the speech makes alluBion to the" increasing prosperity" of the Golony. I would
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he very glad indeed if I could concur in the
expressions of congratulation on that
subject which have been indulged in; but I
believe, from the evidence derived recently
from the country districts, that whatever
prosperity has prevailed has been more
around Melbourne thau in the interior. I
am inclined to think that if any 'one had
gone to the Plains, during the last six
months, and been audacious enough to discourse on the prosperity of the colony, he
would soon have made acquaintance with
a water-hole if any water could be found
in one.
Mr. 'V. MADDEN.-The country is more
prosperous than it has been for many
years.
Mr. PATTERSON.-That there has
been prosperity I am prepared to admit, but
you cannot always live on the prosperity of
the past. I am sorry to say the Government have set at defiance and ruthlessly disregarded everything that has been ad voca ted
with regard to retrenchment and economy
in the public service. I am not one of those
who take a doleful view of the condition of
the colony, because I believe the enterprise
of the people is sufficient to enable them to
pull through any temporary depression; but
I hold that it is only prudent to look to the
future, and not safe to rely upon a continuance of prosperity, especially when we hear
from various quarters that the next season
is not likely to be as profitable as the past.
Indeed, we have it on the highest authority,
both lay and clerical, that the condition of
the settlers up-country is of such a character
that it is probable that hundreds, if not
thousands, of them will be driven from the
land. How then can Ministers be continually prating about the prosperity of the
colony? I say it behoves us to seek to
provide for the contingencies of the future.
It would appear that the abundant revenue
which has 'marked one season has had a
similarly intoxicating effect upon Ministers
that a lucky find of gold has upon a thoughtless digger, whose delight is to spend his
money as fast as he can. Visions of everlasting prosperity float before the imagination, but the result is as inevitable as the
laws of nature. The individual has to suffer
for his extravagance. And to repair what
the present Ministry have done, their successors, on the one hand, will have to save,
which is most unpopular, and, on the other
hand, will have to tax, which is worse.
And yet, during the late recess, Ministers
were carousing half their time, and slumbering off the effects during the other half.
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looked with droll satisfaction upon tho
Ministerial carousals and pranks, apparently thinking that it was quite as well
that the hospitality to the visitors should
take such a shape rather than a review
of troops and a rattle of muskets. But
what happened afterwards? 'Vhen the
Russians had departed, the Ministry did
indeed show their valour, by sending a
telegram to the Imperial Government declaring that the Russians had designs upon
Melbourne, and that Melbourne was ready
for the fray. How unkind was it of the
British Minister to reply to that intimation
with a telegram of one word, but a worel
full of meaning-the word "Incredible."
Indeed it is incredible that any Government
should have indulged in such preposterous
proceedings-should have made such an
exhibition of themselves. As the Government profess peaceful proclivities, it was
scarcely to be expected that they would
make a declaration of war. Perhaps, however, the Premier is disposed to act upon
the advice of King Henry IV that, when
domestic affairs are going wrong, it is well
"to busy giddy minds with foreign quarrels."
I am not one of those who would refuse, in
time of peace, to take all reasonable precautions against war. But we are not a
military nation. The ardour of conquest
does not burn in our breasts. )Ve merely
wish to guard our own, and there is a concurrence of recommendations, on the part of
authorities, as to the means of accomplishing that end. That means is what is known
as the Jervois scheme, in which gun-boats
and the establishment of a navy have no
place. 'Vith fortifications at Port Phillip
Heads and a proper system of torpedoes,
this port may be made as impregnable as
any of the Russian ports in the Black Sea
were against the Turkish fleet in the late war.
But, I would ask, what will this war scare
cost the country? 'Ve are invited to concur
in the expenditure of a very large sum of
money-contracts for which, I believe, have
already been entered into; but why should
we rush into an expenditure of the kind
just now, when there are indications of a
continuance of peace? 'Vhy commit the
monstrous folly of creating a navy here?
Not only will there be an enormous outlay
to begin with, but there will be a future
annual cost of considerable amount to keep
up the navy and the fortifications in fighting trim. Then, again, if the proposecl
expenditure is sanctioned, and another Government should neglect to maintain the
taken in sufficient quantity; and the public defence arrangements, the colony will not be

One reason why the colony has enjoyed considerable prosperity is that it has had the
benefit of the expenditure of considerable
money which has been raised by loan. But
with respect to that matter we ought to
profit by the example of New Zealand.
That colony was prosperous during the expenditure of a large amount of loan moneys
by means of which many public works which
fall far short of being reproductive were constructed ; but the result was to incur a large
public debt, and, when the money was expended, the muscle and sinew to which it gave
employment departed from the colony, leaving the settled population to pay the taxes.
In this colony, there are people of a similarly
migratory character. There will be enough
muscle and sinew here while loans are being
expended, but, when that is done, they will
leave you to pay the interest on your loans.
Sir, I concur with the honorable member
for Geelong (Mr. Berry) that the present
Ministry have been extravagant beyond all
precedent in the management of the public
departments, and in dealing with the public
money. "Then I was in office, my colleagues and myself endeavoured to save
money in every shape and form, but what
we saved is now being squandered without regard to the future; and I mention
the matter because the time undoubtedly
will come-a time when our financial condition will not be as favorable as it is at
present-when wonder will be expressed
that Parliament should have stood quietly
by and allowed the gentlemen now on the
Treasury bench cw·te blanche to spend
money right and left, just at their own
sweet will. Sir, I consider that the Government have also contributed very much to
make the colony look ridiculous in the eyes
of the world. One dav we find Ministers
marching down Collins-street, sandwiched
with officers· of Russian fame-forming a
spectacle rivalling in magnificence the march
of the great Indian corn doctor. Conspicuous
amongst them was, of course, a gentleman
whom we know, upon his own authority,
has descended straight down a line of naval
ancestors. And here I must say that I
believe the honorable member for Richmond
(Mr. Smith) had a better notion of how to
deal with the Russian visitors than any
other of his colleagues. He induced them
to visit the cellars in the market, and there
he showed how much more effectual is the
bang of cork than the roar of cannon. I
believe that nothing is more calculated to
unman an enemy than wine, provided it is

38

Governor'8 Speech.

[ASSEMBLY.]

protected in a military sense, and yet it will
be subjected to a great financial burthen. I
say that it would be far better to apply the
money proposed to be dedicated to warlike
preparations to industrial and peaceful pursuits. I believe it would go a long way
towards conserVing water, and even irrigating our plains. For my part, I believe that
our best defence lies in the fact that we are
removed-by the breadth of the world-a
long way from the scenes of international
conflicts, and by our not meddling in international diplomacies. Let us have plenty
in every house and peace in every home. In
that way we will make our country worth
fighting for, and then it will be found that
the valour of the British race has not been
impaired by removal to this region. But if
I read the signs of the times aright, the
enemies both of Great Britain and of Russia
are those of their own household. I ask the
Premier to mark that, for I think he understands what I mean.
Mr. SHIELS.-" Another injustice to
poor Ireland. "
Mr. PATTERSON.-Whilst uncompromisingly condemning an impetuous expenditure of unknown magnitude, I admit
it is possible for a Government, oppressed
with a desire to show its loyalty, to make a
mistake by omitting to allow the English
Government credit for knowing something
of the movements of other powers. Any
colonial Ministry may err by meddling with
.such matters, and therefore a Government on
that not over-high standard of capacity may
be excused j but there are other questions of
local, and therefore more immediate, importance upon which it is expected the Government should display not only energy but
judgment and economy. I regret to say
that I can find no evidence of economy
in anything whatever that the present
Ministry have done since they entered
upon office.
Take the men who have
been dismissed from the public service.
I have already referred to the case of
Mr. Wallis j I will now mention that
of Mr. Elsdon. What justification has the
Government for paying Mr. Elsdon £3,050
to leave the Government service? Will any
one say that that gentleman was not careful
of the funds of the Railway department?
Why, if any fault could be found with
him, it was that he was too particular in
that respect. Sir, I appointed lVIr. Elsdon to
the Qffice of Engineer-in-Ohief of Railways.
Mr. Elsdon was for 24 years the engineer
and general manager of the late Hobson's
Bay Railway Company, and here is the
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testimony as to the worth of that gentleman
given by the chairman at the meeting of
shareholders at which the sale of the .company's property to the State was sanctioned :"Mr. Elsdon, the engineer, was a pupil of the
celebrated Hobert Stephenson, by whom he was
sent out to this country for the purpose of show!ll_g the value to the colony of a skilled engineer.
Well has Mr. Elsdon justified the recommendation! Nothing that I may say can do justice to
his talents and energy. This line has carried
many millions of passengers, and I believe there
is none in the world which, in proportion to the
vast traffic, has had so few aCCIdents. I can
assure the shareholders and the public that this
happy result has been mainly due to the
extreme watchfulness, great ability, great
power of arrangement, and the discipline of
Mr. Elsdon."

I can say from personal knowledge that
Mr. Elsdon took exceeding great care of
that large department of the State which
was placed under his control-a department
where care is so much required. If I understand aright, it is pretty much because of
the caution which he displayed that Mr.
Elsdon has been called upon to leave the
Railway department. I would like to know
what anybody can say against that gentleman?
Mr. WOODS.-No challenging.
Mr. PATTERSON.-The case will bear
challenging in every respect; and I would
advise the honorable member for Stawell
not to attempt to set up his puny opinions
against such an honest and able professional man as Mr. Elsdon. I say that
the railways authorized by the Act which
was passed by Parliament at my instance
were brought out at a rate never equalled
in the colony before. The Minister of
Railways placed upon the table to-night a
plan showing what an extraordinary line
had been surveyed between Richmond and
Alphington j but I may remind the honorable gentleman that that plan was made
not by Mr. Elsdon, but by officers who are
still in the Railway department. Mr.
Elsdon's business was not to act as a
draughtsman and make plans. That is not
the work of an Engineer-in-Ohief. I understand the Minister intimated that a portion
of the Alphington line was designed to be
carried 8 feet below the Yarra water level.
What an absurdity I )Vhy the complaint
of Oollingwood and Richmond pe.ople has
been that the line would cross the streets
of those municipalities on the level. And
surely the houses in Oollingwood and Richmond are on a level with the streets, and not
8 feet below the level of the Yarra. If
that is not so, the railway will have. to be
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built on stilts. Sir, I have already said
something with respect to officers who have
been got rid of. I now desire to speak of
appointments which the Government have
made. I ask what justification is there for
the appointment of Mr. Mc Cormick as a
police magistrate? How can that proceeding be defended?
Mr. DUFFY.-He was chairman of a
bench of magistrates for ten years.
Mr. PATTERSON. - At Wandong,
where I am told that the number of cases
averages about three in the year.
Mr. DUFFY.-No, at Epping.
Mr. PATTERSON. - What I say is
that this House has hitherto approved of
the idea that clerks of petty sessions should
be promoted to the position of police
magistrates. Clerks of petty sessionsmen like Mr. Campbell, of the Melbourne
court-are the men who teach justices of
the peace how to perform their duty; and
they are the men from whom police
magistrates should be selected. What
evidence have we that Mr. McCormick
knows anything of the duties he will be
called upon to perform? Police magistrates,
it should be recollected, have also to act as
wardens; and the officer who presides in
the warden's court should be a person of
special ability and great experience in connexion with mining law, and particularly
as the warden's court has unlimited jurisdiction. There is no public ground whatever
for Mr. McCormick's appointment, and, in
my humble judgment, it ought to be cancelled. I cannot understand the Government making such an appointment. There
is' no justification for it in the fact that
Mr. McCormick has contested one or two
elections. Nor do I understand the appointment of Mr. Hare and Mr. Nicolson as
police magistrates. Much as we may admire
those gentlemen as officers of policeand I believe better officers are not to be
found anywhere-I don't see why, because
of a mere paltry expediency suggested by
somebody or other, those gentlemen should
be put into a position for which they are
not fitted. I believe it is intended to extend
the jurisdiction of police magistrates in order
to relieve the County Courts. That being
so, how important it is that none but duly
qualified persons should be made police
magistrates. The appointments I refer to
are a manifest injustice to the police
magistrates already in the service of the
State, who have discharged their duties in a
manner which reflects credit not only upon
themselves, but upon the Governments that
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appointed them. Another appointment which
cannot be justified is one recently made by
the Minister of Railways-that of inspector
of refreshment-rooms. I would like to know
what are the duties of that officer? When
I presided over the Railway department, I
appointed the station-masters to supervise
the refreshment-rooms; and I am at a loss to
understand how a railway refreshment-room
can bB properly supervised except by a man
upon the spot. Take, for example, the
refreshment-room at Horsham. The inspector may be there to-day, but he is gone
to-morrow, and the caterer knows he will
not again have the pleasure of the inspector's
company for a couple of months. Is the
refreshment-room, during the interval, to be
left without inspection or control? When
the Minister of Railways sat in opposition
he was ,remarkably fond of characterizing
this, that, and the other as a "political job,"
and I ask him, with his well-known abilityin
that direction, to give a designation to this
appointment of Mr. B. G. Davies. Coming
to the administration of the Railway department, what a catalogue of delinquencies is
presented to our view. The history of the
management of the railways upon "commercial principles," as understood by the
present Minister of Railways, will rival the
raciest novel ever penned. Regulations have
been issued and cancelled in a way to gladden the heart of the most despotic autocrat.
The mode adopted by the Minister of receiving and dealing with deputations has
formed a lively subject for the pencil of Mr.
Carrington. The" I will" and" I won't"
of the honorable gentleman surpass in petulance the alternate whims of the most spoiled
coquette. The prophetic declaration of the
Minister, "Brighton first and the colony
nowhere," has been a more correct "tip"
than was ever given by any other sporting
gent. The honorable gentleman, throughout, seems to have been actuated by two
moods-the one favoritism, and the other
spite. I have looked in vain for what the
Minister calls "a fair field and no favotn'."
I t has been all favour and no fair field.
From the very beginning of his connexion
with the Railway department, the honorable
gentleman seems to have labotn'ed under
the impression that he was intrusted with
the administration of the national property
in the interests of that suburb of the
metropolis which enjoys the privilege of
being represented by him in Parliament.
How else can he explain the favoritism of
running bathing trains from Melbourne to
Brighton at five o'clock in the morning,
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when other districts were crying out for
railwayaccommoc1ation, although the takings
at the Melbourne station amounted to only
18s. lId. per month? How otherwise can
he explain the delays in constructing lines
to northern suburbs, first for one reason and
then for another? At one time the honorable gentleman declared the land was too
dear; at another, he excused himself on the
plea that the plans were not ready; and
finally he declared that he would. send
the people interested to the Assembly, notwithstanding that Parliament had given
authority for the construction of the
works. During the recess, the Minister of
Railways has been for postponing this thing
and postponing the other, first under one
pretence and then under another. The
honorable gentleman, with more candour
than caution, has made it quite clear that
Brighton, and not Parliament, rules the
railways. He told a deputation from Mordialloc, that waited upon him to request
that the shabby treatment meted out to
that locality might be somewhat amended,
that he quite concurred in their request,
but could not concede what they asked
without consulting his Brighton constituents.
Was a more audacious statement ever made
in this country? But perhaps the honorable
gentleman was too much engrossed in what
have been facetiously called" turkey trips"
to properly consider such small matters.
Certainly most of his time seemed to be
occupied in making promises which could
not possibly be fulfilled, and causing officers
of the department to cancel regulations
made only the day before. Under his rule
the Railway department has become a perfect pandemonium-it has drifted into a
state of complete disorder and chaos. Is it
to be wondered at that with officers interfered with in a senseless manner by those
who had the power, but had neither the
practice nor the common sense to know how
to deal with them, the department should
get into thorough disorder? That it did
get into disorder is manifest. Will any
man who witnessed what took place in
connexion with the railways during the
Easter holidays venture to say that with
anything like proper organization such
scenes could be possible? The railway arrangements in connexion with the volunteer
encampment at Dandenong-the great national festival, when the volunteers mustered
for the first time under Colonel Hutton as
their acting commandant-ought to have had
first consideration. Surely the whole energy of
the department ought to have been directed
Mr. Patterson.
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to see that everything in connexion with
that event went right, and that nothing went
wrong. Yet the management, or rather
mismanagement, on that day wa" most disgraceful. Men, women, and children were
packed in cattle trucks like herrings in a
barrel, and there they had to remain in the
dark for two hours and a half-the time
occupied in the journey from Dandenong
to Melbourne. I travelled by the train, and
therefore I speak of what I know. I say the
arrangements were most disgraceful. The
perpetual plea that there is not adequate
rolling-stock is raised by the department
merely to cover its own mismanagement. It
has rolling-stock in great abundance, though
perhaps not in sufficient quantity to meet
all the exigencies of the Easter holidays, and
it is unreasonable to ask Parliament to authorize the purchase of rolling-stock which,
though it might be in use in holiday time,
would for ten months of the year be lying
idle in the sheds. There is plenty of rollingstock if it was properly utilized; but the
cry of the want of rolling-stock always forms
an excuse for blundering; It is unreasonable
to expect the House to consent to the purchase of a large number of carriages only for
holiday seasons, to remain idle for the rest
of the year. In other respects the Minister
of Railways has also shown culpable neglect. At a time when thousands of tons of
wheat lay unsheltered at up-country platforms-when any fall of rain might have
nearly ruined hundreds of selectors-when
the department ought to have exerted its
utmost to relieve this dead-lock, and every
officer should have been at his post, the
principal officers were taken on a holiday
trip to Sydney, under the guidance of their
chief, and the railways were left to take care
of themselves. But it is not alone for injurious meddlesomeness that the Minister of
Railways has been distinguished. 'Yhat can
be said with respect to the brake question?
In spite of an agreement just concluded
with the vVestinghouse Brake Company, to
accept their generous offer of fit~ing up some
trains at their own expense to institute trials,
and to await the result before deciding upon
the brake to be generally used 011 our railways, a board was appointed, and recommended an award of some £5,000 or
£8,000 for the use or purchase (it was not
quite sure which) of the 'Yoods brake. U nfortunately for this little project, it was
knocked on the head by a spirited protest
from the vVestinghouse Company, but for
which the Woods Brake Company might
be in possession of that nice little sum. I
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come now to a part of the Minister's career
where there can no longer be a question of
blundering or incapacity, and where he has
failed, according to the test this House has
so often applied to Ministers dealing with
State money, namely, whether a Minister
would deal with it as he would with his own.
It will be remembered that a small shopkeeper
in Brighton, named Ruddle, a constituent
of the Minister's, gave evidence before the
Supreme Court, that has never been contradicted, somewhat to this effect :-Mr.
Rudelle was a passenger by the train that
met with the unfortunate accident at J olimont. After the accident he returned
to his business as usual, without feeling much hurt. The Minister of Railways
called upon Mr. Ruddle, at his place of
business in Brighton, and in the course of
conversation asked him what amount would
satisfy him. £25 was named, whereupon
the Minister said "Double it." It was
doubled, and an agreement was made that
that amount would satisfy his demand. Mr.
Ruddle afterwards called upon the Minister.
In the meantime there had been a great
deal of writing and talking of enormous
sums by way of damages to injured passengers. Mr. Ruddle asked permission to
allow the agreement to be annulled, with a
view to prefer a claim for £250, and the
Minister ga ye the necessary permission.
Mr. Ruddle afterwards sued the Government for £500, and got it. 'Yould the
Minister of Railways have so acted had he
been dealing with his own money? Let us
put it in a business way. One man asks an. other-" What shall I give you to settle your
account?" The reply is-" £25." Would
it not be an unprecedented piece of generosity for the debtor to say-" Oh, make it
£50"; and even if the case were possible,
let us suppose an agreement had been
signed to that effect, for a settlement in full
for £50. A week after, the creditor calls
again and asks for the agreement to be
torn up, in order that he may sue for £250.
,Can the House imagine any man, in his
senses, consenting to such a proposition ?
I repeat the question-'Yould Mr. Bent have
so acted with his own money? And this
most questionable proceeding is not ill any
way qualified by the fact that l\h. Ruddle
is a Brighton resident.
. Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It was only
honesty.
Mr. PATTERSON.-But was the same
thing done with regard to the Beaufort accident? The claims in respect to that accident
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the people, noticing the enormous damages
in other cases, some of them applied to
have their contracts annulled also, but did I
allow it? Certainly not. Something similar
to lVIr. Ruddle's case occurred in the case of
Mr. Jones, another sufferer by the Jolimont
accident. I confess I cannot see how the
Minister of Railways can reconcile his conduct in these cases with his duty to conserve
the money of the State. If I had committed
such acts, the press would have howled at
me for months. Throughout the career of
this Government, however, they have been
most extravagant in squandering, in every
way, the money saved by their predecessors.
I said, at the commencement of myobservations, that prosperity did not spring up like
a mushroom in the night, nor was the full
effect of extravagance felt at once. In that
remark I only quoted the expressions of Mr.
Gladstone, who, in speaking at Edinburgh
during the Midlothian election, used these
words :"There is one preliminary observation, gentlemen, with which I will trouble you, and it
is this-that when you are dealing with the
proceedings, either of an economical or of an
extravagant Government, the present circumstances never set forth the whole case. In this
country our economies are eminently prospective, because for a very long series of years, in
fact ever since economies began-I may say
about half a century ago-the wise practice has
been to carry them into effect with the most
liberal consideration for individual interests.
The consequence is that the savings that they
make accrue progressively, and Dot at once;
and therefore, whenever by a happy combination there is an economical Government in
office, that economical Government invariably
leaves to its successor a harvest of economies,
and the succeeding Government derives from
time to time a large portion of the benefit of
what the economical Government has done, but
of what that economical Government never profited by, as far as public reputation is concerned.
And, gentlemen, the very same thing is the case
,yith regard to the extravagant Government.
Extravagance, also, is prospective as well as
economy:"

I have endeavoured to establish the fact that
this Government, having had a long recess,
have been carousing and wasting time until
the last week or two. Then they made a
rush, and they come down with a whole lot
of Bills which no one believes they can, by
any possibility, pass into law. The Bills
themselves, as far as they go, are a direot
reflection on the members of the Goyernment. 'Yhat is the good of the Minister of
Public 'Yorks telling the House that the
'Yater Gonseryation Act has been a great
success when, at the same time, he asks us
to repeal that Act and establish another?
Last session, Ministers threatened us that,
if we delayed the passing of that Act five

had been settled as quickly as possible, but minutes, we would be responsible for the
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drought and all the serious consequences
which would follow. Now we find that that
measure is of no practical use because the
Government say they must have another
Bill on a totally different principle. The
principle of the first was that the people
benefited should pay the interest on the
money expended; the principle of the forthcoming Bill is to be that the State shall
undertake the whole work itself.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Then, forsooth, we
have it announced that the railways are to
be managed under a different system. The
political system is to be done away withhow? By having three political Ministers
over the Railway department instead of one.
This is the method by which the Government are going to cure the evil of too much
political interference with the railways!
The great object, on the contrary, should be
to eliminate the political element as much
as possible, and put the management of the
railways into the hands of a board of practical sensible business men. It seems to me
the gentlemen sitting on the Treasury bench
think rather cheaply of members of this
House, because, I believe, this proposal has
been brought forward on no higher principle
than that of catching votes. In fact the
proposition is indirectly a bribe to the House;
and several other of the Government's proposals are equally bad and unjustifiable.
How are the present Government kept in
office ? Not by their own supporters, for
they have no supporters of their own. No
one ever heard of a meeting of Ministerial
supporters. There may be a meeting of
conservatives'to say who shall lead themthey leading the Ministry--but if the
present Government are kept in office,
it is not because they are considered
the best and most capable men, but for the
one solitary object of keeping the honorable
member for Geelong out of office. That
is the whole secret, and I believe the public
see through that small arrangement, and
have not a very lofty opinion of the
tactics. I venture to say of the honorable member for Geelong that he is a
man fit to occupy any position in this
country. No man has been more grossly
maligned; but no man is more sound and
honest in his nature; and no J.uan, as a
Minister, has ever been more careful of
the public money. That honorable member
has a character in every respect to be
admired, and no honorable member can
address the Assembly in a manner that
reflects greater. credit on himself. As to
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the present Government, I see no good
in them at all. I declare myself against
this Government, rump and stump. Now
is the proper time for the House to express
its opinion; and I maintain that it is the
duty of moderate men on both sides to
coalesce and form a proper Governmenta Government that will have a following
of its own, and in which the country will
have confidence. With regard to the
amendment submitted by the honorable
member for Geelong, as to ordering railway
carriages and water pipes from England,
I must say I never dreamed of doing anything like that. Mr. Service never did
anything of the kind. He was the leader
of the great party on that (the Ministerial)
side of the House; but he over and over
again declared publicly that he would never,
either directly or insidiously, interfere with
the settled policy of the country, which was
protection.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Who has interfered with it?
Mr. PATTERSON. - The present
Government. The Minister of Public
Works argued to-night that if the importation of any article was to be stopped, the
duty on it should be raised. But surely the
honorable member must see that in imposing
a duty of 40s. per ton on pipes it was intended that the duty should be prohibitory,
and the object was to enforce the protective
policy. Protectionists will tell you that the
. object of that policy is to give employment
to our own people, and, though I do not
speak as a protectionist myself, in that respect I cordially agree with them. When
I was in the Railway department, the
question was not whether I would have
carriages made in this country or in England, but whether they would be made
in Melbourne or Sandhurst and Ballarat.
I was requested to call for such contracts
as would enable the up-country towns to
come in, which I agreed to. A gentleman
in the Railway department was continually
reminding me that he could have carriages
made in the department as fast as they
were wanted, and he promised to put 25
carriages on the Hobson's Bay line in as
many weeks.
Several HONORA.BLE MElIiBERS.-Name.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-I refer to Mr.
Mirls. He promised to produce two carriages
per week, and I am told that 25 carriages
of that pattern have never been made to
this day. I repeat that it is necessary that
there should be a sensible board-I mean
something the very opposite to what the
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Government propose-for the management
of these railways. Noone in this House
or oQ.t of it can tell what is the cost of that
extravagant workshop at Williamstown,
and it is proposed now to put up additional
workshops there, when it is doubtful whether
it is the right place for shops. Now that
we have in view a different management of
the railways, I trust that no extravagant
expenditure will be incurred to placate
Williamstown, Footscray, or any other
place, until a board is appointed which will
be removed from political influence, and
will have such security of office as will
enable them to resist any political pressure, and shall have reported on the whole
question of workshops. Mr. Elsdon, who
was lately removed from his office, is
a man eminently qualified to form part
of such a board. Such a man is a
credit to this country, and he should have
been left in his position, instead of being
paid £3,050 to retire while he was a thoroughly useful man. It is now in the hands
of the House to deal with the Government
as they think proper. For my own part, I
see no redeeming feature in their career, or
in anything they have done since they have
been in office. If they are allowed to continue their prodigality and spendthrift proclivities, the time will inevitably come-and
that before two or three years have passedwhen we shall have to retrench again on the
one hand, and tax on the other. When that
time does come, the colony will call to
account those honorable members who, for
the miserable object of keeping one man out
of office, refused to select the best and most
capable men to carryon the business of the
country. That is the miserable ground on
which the present Government are supported.
I dare say they are willing to sit and enjoy
that support, and I do not say that other
men would not do the same, for there is a
great deal in the sweetness of office. I am
not speaking of the Government themselves
in that aspect of the matter; the blame lies
more in the Ministerial corner than on the
Treasury bench. I cannot think that such
a course of conduct is for the public good.
My own impression is that every day the
present Government remain in office is a
loss to the public interest. In fact, they
have been misusing and discounting the
prosperity of which they boast.' That
prosperity, which, in better hands, would
have been a national blessing, has, in their
hands, merely proved a means of extravagance, and of utterly demoralizing the
public service. For all these reasons, I
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cannot see how the Government can possibly have the confidence of this House.
Mr. BENT.-Sir, I think the Government are very much obliged to the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) for
the manner in which he proposed this
amendment, and I, personally, am obliged
to those honorable members opposite who
took the opportunity of approving of my
conduct. But who, hearing the way in
which the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) has spoken about
the mismanagement of the railways, would
have thought that that gentleman kept carriages running on the Hobson's Bay lines
until the tires were worn down to five-eighths
of an inch? Who killed the four mel). at
Jolimont? I feel delighted to think that
the present Government are charged with
having been humane enough to take steps
to improve the Yan Year water supply, and
thus prevent disease, and with having improved that railway management which was
such as to lead to the death of four men and
the maiming of over 20 others at Jolimont.
Will anyone venture to say that I was
. responsible for that accident? Yet the
honorable member for Castlemaine is the
man who caused it to be stated in the Age
next day that the accident was due to my
action in accelerating the speed of the
trains. Who was responsible if I did not
accelerate the speed of the trains? It was,
if anyone, the honorable member himself,
who, as Minister of Railways, allowed the
wheels to be worn down until the tires were
only five-eighths of an inch in thickness. I
have no desire to say a word about Mr. Elsdon,
but who gave him the £3,033 which he received when retiring from the Government
service? It was the honorable member for
Castlemaine. The late Mr. Thomas Higinbotham, one of the best engineers and
honestest men the colony ever saw, reported
that if the Hobson's Bay rattletrap railway
was bought by the Government, £120,000
would be required to put it in repair. Mr.
Elsdon, however, was the man who was used
by the Hobson's Bay Railway Company,
and it was on his reports that the Government bought the lines; and Mr. Elsdon
and the honorable member for Castlemaine
managed them with such a result as occurred
at Jolimont. As to Mr. Ruddle's case, it
is not true that that gentleman agreed
to take £25, and that I said-" Make it
£50." Mr. Ruddle agreed to take £50
and signed a paper to that effect, but subse.
quently, when he found his injuries more
serious than he at first thought them, he
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sent me a letter saying that the agreement
was not a fair one. I consulted my col.
leagues, including the law officers of the
Crown, and they told me I had no right to
keep Mr. Ruddle to his bargain if he did
not think it was a fair one. Mr. Ruddle
considers now that be was treated badly by
the department, and when he went to the
Supreme Court the jury awarded him £500
damages. Then the honorable member for
Castlemaine talked about people having to
travel in cattle trucks. This gentleman,
who told the Balla1'at Cow'ier that he had
a lot of timber supplied to the department
when he never supplied a stick, talks about
the mismanagement of the del)artment,
when he was disorganizing the department
the whole time he· was in it. Look at the
evidence given before the Ford Board.
Mr. R. CLARK.-Don't discuss that
until the report is sent in.
Mr. BENT.-Reference has been already
made to that inquiry, but I have no desire
to allude to it. The honorable member for
Castlemaine also said I made regulations one
day, and cancelled them the next. I defy him
to prove that statement. I did nothing of
the kind. During the time Mr. Elsdon
was Engineer-in-Chief, I challenge him to
say that I ever interfered with him professionally in any way beyond carefully inquiring into and considering any matters he
brought before me. I ask the honorable
member for Castlemaine to say what I have
done.to cause disorganization in the department?
Mr. PATTERSON.- vVhat have you
done to cause anything else?
Mr. BENT.-Everything that it WaS
possible for a man to do. As to my visit to
Sydney, I did not go gallivanting to Sydney, as the honorable member said, but I
went there to settle a matter which had been
going on between the two colonies for years
and years, and, in the opinion of the press· of
both colonies, I made a fair bargain. If I
had done nothing else since I have been in
office, I think I am entitled to credit and not
censure for my action in that matter. Since
I have been in the Railway department, I
have devoted my whole time to the business
of the country, and I venture to say that in
matters of business I am as good a man as
the honorable member for Castlemaine, and
as honest a one. I claim at least not to have
run the tires of wheels down to five-eighths
of ·an inch, as he has done. As to travelling in cattle trucks, it is well known that
during the Easter holidays there was a great
strain on the department. I think it will be
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admitted by all honorable members that Mr.
Anderson, the traffic manager, is as good a
man as could be got for the position, and he di.d
all that it was possible to do to cope with the
traffic. It was no slight matter to convey
the volunteers and the public to Dandenong,
on a single line, in addition to all the other
holiday traffic, but Mr. Anderson said that
sooner than the volunteers should lose their
outing he would do his best, anq. I consider
that, under the circumstances, he did very
well. I understand that one of the grave
charges against the Government on the present occasion is with respect to sending to
England for some railway carriages. I may
say that, so far as I was concerned, the question of free-trade and protection never entered my head in the matter at all. First of
all, I considered public safety. The wretched
condition of the rolling-stock was brought
under my notice, and, on consulting with the
officers, I was told that the requisite number of carriages could not be obtained in the
colony in time.
Ml:. R. CLARK.-All wrong.
Mr. BENT. - It was all right. The
honorable member brought down a deputation from Sandhurst, but I say that Mr.
Pickles could not make the carriages now.
He would first have to send to England for
the machinery.
Mr. R. CLARK.-You did not give
him a chance.
Mr. BENT.-I have given him a chance.
Why did not the protectionists, when they
were in office, t,hink of giving employment
to carriage builders four or five years ahead? I
claim that without any suggestion from any
protectionist in this House I came to the
conclusion, after consultation with my colleagues, that the proper way to get rollingstock-engines and carriages-for the colony
was to give a contract which would enable
men to go into an enterprise of this kind
and carry it out thoroughly. I contend
that, in the matter of carriages, we can
make them ch.eaper and better in the colony
than they can be obtained from England.
Therefore it was not from any desire to
interfere with protection that I took the
course I did, but I maintain that no honorable member, whether a free-trader or protectionist, unless he can supply the names
of contractors willing to carry out the work
within a reasonable time, has any right to
vote against me because, in the interests of
public safety, I ordered a small supply of
carriages from England. On the Hobson's
Bay line there were 50,000 more people
carried this year than last year, and yet
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there was not half a mile of the Brighton
line fit to put an engine upon. I believe
there are members present in this House
who heard the evidence placed before me
that on the whole of that line, on which
thousands of people travel-not only Brighton people, but the industrial classes from
Carlton, Fitzroy, and Melbourne - there
is not half a mile fit to run an engine
upon. I would ask any man if, having
that knowledge, I would not llave been
guilty of murder if I had not taken the
earliest steps to provide for the safety of
the travelling public? What would honorable members think if there was a barrel of
gunpowder under the seat of the honorable
member for Portland, for instance? The
honorable member's position would then be
something like that of the people travelling
on the Brighton line. vVhat were the
carriages like? I will inform honorable
members from some of the reports which
were furnished to me after the J olimont
accident. Had I known this motion of want
of confidence was coming on to-night, I
would have been prepared with more reports,
but I think I have sufficient material with
me to show clearly what was the position of
affairs when my so-called bad management
commenced in August last. These reports
were furnished by Mr. Solomon Mirls, the
Locomotive Superintendent of the Victorian
Railways, under whose charge the whole of
the rolling-stock was placed after the J olimont accident, when it was removed by the
Cabinet from that of Mr. Elsdon. Since
that time, Mr. Elsdon has not been backward in circulating statements about me
which he cannot prove. On the 8th September last, Mr. Mirls wroteU Sir,-In deference
to your instructions, I
have the honour to report that I have this day
made an inspection of the rolling-stock of the
late Hobson's Bay Railway. I have examined
the carriages and vans laid up for repair at the
Sandridge sheds. These consisted of 16 first
class and 5 second class carriages, and three vans,
which may be fairly taken as representing the
general character of the old stock formerly belonl?,ing to the company.
"The running gear appears to me to be of a
varied character, no uniformity in relation to
standard sizes. Thus there. are four different
sizes of axle bearings in carriages, namely, six,
seven, eight, and nine inches long by three
inches diameter. The buffing and draw gear,
axle guards, and other parts are in my opinion
very weak, the wheels with few exceptions are
formed of a cast-iron centre or "boss," with
wrought-iron spokes and rims, and the tires
secured to the rims by either rivets, bolts, or
studs. The timber in the carriages appears to
sound; I found no rotten or dosey wood. I would
recommend that upon all the older carriages of
this line a stronger and uniform system of running gear be substituted, that the whole of the
wheels be taken out and utilized in trucks.
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To-morrow I will make a more detailed inspection of carriages, waggons, Ilnd locomotives.
The company's rolling-stock consists of 124·
carriages and vans, and 198 trucks.
"Yours obediently,
"S. MIRLs, Locomotive Superintendent."

On the 10th September, he reported as
follows : " Sir,-In continuation of my preliminary examination of rolling-stock upon the Hobson's
Bay lines which I had the honour of reporting to
you yesterday, and which referred only to carriages, I have to state, in obedience to your
request to be furnished at once, and daily till
further orders, with the result of my inspection,
that I have this day examined a few of the engines laid up for repair, and inquired from the
foreman of the shed generally as to the system
and conduct pursued in relation to the engines.
There is no system, no convenience for repairs,
no furnaces for springs or for tiring, nor anything to enable a man to do work efficiently.
"I found there was no periodical cleaning of
safety valves of engines; no testing of pressure
gauges; no records of conditions of boilers;
no history of the repairs or condition of each
engine.
'
"I have given directions that no vehicle is to
leave the shop without my personal approval,
and that three of the locomotive engine8 and a
number of carriages be sent to me at Williamstown on Monday next.
"Yours obediently,
" S. MmLs, Loco. Supt."

On the 14th September, Mr. ~Iirls furnished
the following additional report : " Septem ber 13, 1881.
"Sirt-Additional report as requested re Hobson's Bay Railway rolling-stock.
"Sunday.-Accompanied by Mr. Dobney, carriage foreman, and Mr. Jackson, shop foreman,
Williamstown, I inspected some of the carriages
standing at rest at Flinders-street station. I
also took with me Mr. Sadler, yard inspector
(traffic), and an engine. I found and took away
10 vehicles in very bad condition in the running
gear, brought them over the tramway, and sent
them to the workshops. I also sent two carriages to my foreman (Gippsland line) at Prince's
Bridge, with draw-bar hooks nearly worn through
and defective bearing springs. I sent over from
these lines some American and ordinary carriages to take the .place of those I took away.
.. On the 14th September your attention was
called to the absolute necessity of obtaining
some more tank engines. Six are now under
manufacture.
"The waggon rolling-stock generally is very
bad; they are only allowed to run from Sandridge to Melbourne.
"As interch:lJ1geability of rolling-stock is
very necessary, I recommended you to offer most
of these waggons for sale, thinking they might
be made use of by contractors in the construction of new lines, but you declined to do so. I
do not think any more money should be spent
on most of them in repairs.
"Your third question-What is the present
state of the rolling-stock upon those lines ?-is
answered, as regards the carriages and vans, in
a report made to you on the 20th in st., wherein
it is stated that out of a total number of 124
vehicles belonging to the late Hobson's Bay
Hailway, 68 have had a thorough overhaul in
the Williamstown and Yarra-bank works, new
wheels and axles, axle-boxes, axle guard-irons,
draw-bars, and running gear, also general repairs
to bodies. There are at present 27 vehicles laid
up at the Yarra-bank works, leaving only 29 still
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employed in running to complete. These and all
the other carriages on the south suburban lines
are perfectly safe for traffic as far as it is possible
to ~udge.
, I may be allowed to remark here that when
this work is finished there will be only one class
of wheel and one size of axle bearing upon all
the passenger stock on the Victorian Railways;
the tires are so secured to the rims of the
wheels that, in the event of fracture, they cannot
fly off.
" As regards the condition of the engines, the
only parts that I have any doubts about are the
boilers of some of the older ones, as there are no
records or shop books showing what has been
done to them. Until such time as we can complete the three entirely new boilers now nearly
finished at Williamstown for engines to run
on the St. Kilda line, and until we get some of
the new tank engines now under construction, it
is impossible to ascertain the condition without
stopping the traffic. The department is unfortunately tied to small engines on the St.
Kilda line, in consequence of their having to
undergo the ancient operation of traversing at
St. Kilda to get round the train. I have asked
several times for this traverser to be pulled up,
and a cross-over road put in so that the
bogie tank engines could run to St. Kilda, but
nothing has been done in this direction. I have
some months since given instructions to reduce
the pressure in some of the older engines temporarily.
"Yours obediently,
"S. MIRLS, Loco. Supt."

On the 29th March last, he supplied a further report, in which he says"Sir,-In answer to your questions-Why
have I had to take the wheels off 64 carriages,
and why is it necessary to virtually make the
remainder almost afresh?
"The wheels are of a pattern condemned by
the inspectors of the .Board of Trade, England,
for use in passenger trains. The tires are
secured with either bolts, rivets, or screws, and
the axles are light, and vary in size of journals.
In respect to these I cannot do better than refer
you to the following extracts from the reJ?ort of
the Royal Commission on Railway ACCIdents,
England (1877); also of the Inspectors, Hailway
department, Board of Trade.
"The Royal commissioners say-' It has been
already noticed that of the investigated train
accidents, those caused by defects in rollingstock have been exceptionally serious in their
consequences. Casualties of this class are principally due to the failure of axles or tires. It
is not to be expected that immunity from danB'er
in this respect can be attained, but much Improvement may doubtless be looked for, and we
notice with satisfaction that great attention is
being bestowed upon the subject, in proof of
which we refer to the full record and analysis
of the returns made under these heads by the
companies in 1875 contained in Captain Tyler's
general report of the year.'''

After some further remarks, he goes on to
say"I think I have said sufficient respecting
wheels and axles to justify my action in taking
the whole of them from underneath the carriages
of the late Hobson's Bay lines, and substituting
solid wrought-iron wheels with the tires secured
by a circular retaining-ring (Gibson's patent)
and axles of the same size as those employed on
the Victorian Hailways. Many of the wheels
taken from underneath these carriages could be
used in H.B. trucks, but 28 have their tires so
thin (ranging from~, the thickness of those in

Mr. Bent.

.Add1'e88 in Reply.

the Jolimont accident carriage, up to lk) that I
do not think they should receive new tires.
The minimum thickness of tires last time of
turning upon the Victorian lines is til to lk in
tread New South Wales a, and South Australia,
the latter colony condemns all steel tires at
116 in., but they are not allowed to run to
this thinness under carriages upon the Victorian
lines. They are generally taken from underneath carriages at lMn. thick, and placed under
waggons until worn to the minimum thinness
allowed. Thus there is another great advantage
in having uniformity of axles and wheels, viz.,
interchangeability.
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" Of the very dangerous tires on wheels underneath the 68 vehicles alluded to, there were, in
addition to those in the J oIimont carriage, two
I~ thick, one tire spreading, one !in. t.hick, with
another I~ thick fixed upon the same axle; two
!in. thick, two l~ thick, two tin. thick, four U
thick, one wheel having a dangerously thin
flange; and four lin. thick.
" The carriages upon the south suburban lines
will be required in excursion seasons of the year
to run to Gippsland, or perhaps to any part of
Victoria."

On the 20th March, Mr. Mirls also
furnished the following return : "March 20, 1882.
"Return showing what alterations and improvements have taken place on the south
suburban lines in relation to the locomotive,
carriage, and waggon branch, since its amalgamation with the Victorian Railways last September; also report as to works contemplated.
" Total number of carriages and vans of every
description belonging to the late Hobson's Bay
Railway-124.
" Of the above there have been 39 first class,
21 second class, 3 smoking, and 1 composite, or a
total of 64 carriages, which have had a thorough
overhaul in the Williamstown and Yarra-bank
works-new wheels and axles, axle boxes, guard
irons, draw-bars, and running gear, also general
repairs to the bodies of vehicles. These have
now been replaced on the lines. Also four brake
vans, with general repairs to the bodies of vehicles, and altered with raised ends and glazed
lights for guards. The remainder of the stock
will be similarly treated as quickly as possible.
There are at the present moment 27 vehicles
in the Yarra-bank works. The workshops at
Yarra-bank and the carriage-shops at Williamstown have been almost blocked with this work.
The following additional rolling-stock has been
placed on the south suburban lines :-Thirteen
entirely new carriages, seven new composite
brake vans and carriages, six American carriages, and a number of the ordinary Victorian
railway carriages. Of what is contemplated
with regard to new carriage rolling-stock for
these lines, you are aware that 30 first class
carriages of my own design (13 of which have
been delivered with semi-American roofs, sidedoors, and low-back compartments, with ample
breathing capacity; short carriages upon four
wheels, bearing springs 7 ft. long, for easy
riding and easy friction upon curves); and 20
second class of a similar design are in course of
construction, together with J5 new vans and
carriages combined, with raised canopy and
glazed lights in the guard's compartment. Seven
of the latter have been delivered. When the
remainder of the new vans have been completed, and the old vans are altered, illere will
then be sufficient and prop.er vans to work
each train with two vans, one at each end;
and until such time as there will be a
sufficiency of these properly construcbed vans,
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it is impossible for the traffic branch to always
:place a van at the rear of the trains upon each
Journey, there not being time enough at the
terminal stations to allow of the shunting operations required for reversing the vans; neither
is there station accommodation, especially at
Flinders-street, suitable for such shunting
operations. When the alterations to the old
stock are completed, and not until then, will it
be possible to attach continuous pressure brakes
to the wheels of the passenger vehicles. The
importance of brake power is well recognised
by the department. The many different forms
and inventions of continuous brakes in various
parts of the world have been well published and
ventilated by various authorities, but the result
up to date is the non-recommendation of any
one in particular. There is, however, no doubt
that there exists an illsufficiency of controlling
power in trains on the late Hobson's Bay Company's lines. With regard to the locomotive
power there is a great deficiency. Immediately
recognising this, a contract was entered into
with a colonial firm, on the 6th October last, for
the supply of six bogie tank engines. There are
also three entirel~new boilers now under construction at the Williamstown workshops; and
one almost entirely new at the Sandridge shop,
to renew condemned ones. Provision has also
been made for the erection of a new running
and repairing shed at Sandridge. the present
shop being inadequate and unsuitable for the
execution of repairs. These erections are now
being proceeded with. I hope within six months
to complete the transformation of the passenger
rolling-stock of the late Melbourne and Hobson's Bay United Railway.
"Yours obediently,
"S. MIRLS,
" Locomotive Superintendent."
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to England for carriages, but not a similar
kind of thing-language like that we have
heard to-night for instance-from honorable
members who are even more familiar with
the working of the Railway department and
its defects than I am, and who know full
well that new colonial-made carriages could
not possibly have been ordered so as to come
in before November or December next, and
that even then not half the number wanted
would be available. Is it for party purposes,
or for what, that I am accused of wishing to
send money out of the colony? I venture
to say that there is no man in the colony
who has the interests of the working class
in it more at heart than I have. It is well
known that when employment was wanted
for tliem, 'I worked day and night in order
to find it; I did all that possibly could be
done by anyone to get rolling-stock made
in the colony. I placed advertisements in
all the papers stating that up to a certain
date I would receive tenders for carriages,
taking any number from one to twenty, and
also supply ~imber, but what reply did I
get? None whatever. Not a single cal1.iage
was offered me. Since August, 1881, I have
invited tenders for 140 carriages, 900 waggons, and 100 cattle trucks.
lVIr. FINCHAlVI.-But in what separate
So that nearly everyone of the 124 numbers?
.
carriages had to be taken off the lines, and
lVIr. BENT.-In any number that might
nearly every man in the Williamstown and be found convenient. lVIoreover, I have,
Yarra-bank workshops is now, and will be since I have been in office, called for tenders
for the next four months, engaged in re- for six locomotive engines, and also for a
pairing them and rendering them fit for the supply of carriage timber. I would have
public service.
taken all the blackwood that could be oblVIr. FINCHAlVI.-It would have been tained in the colony. Last January I calleel
better had that been done at first.
for and accepted tenders for teal\:. Again,
lVIr. BENT.-The honorable member is how much money do honorable members supquite right. The condition I have described pose has to be spent per carriage in labour?
is that in which these lines were handed Just £160. How much then, after all,
over to me last July, the honorable member would be the cos t of la bour in making
for Castlemaine having then been lVIinister seventy carriages? I think I have conof Railways for a very considerable time pre- clusively proved that it was dangerous, as
vious. To show the desire I had to get new things stood, for the public to travel on
rolling-stock made in the colony, I may the suburban lines. Why, last Easter
mention that immediately after I took office twelve months, when the honorable member
-within a fortnight-I called for tenders for Castlemaine was in office, people had to
for carriages, and ordered a number from travel in cattle trucks as they did last
lVIr. Johnson, of the Yarra-bank works, not Easter.
one of which has, from that day to this,
lVIr. PATTERSON.-No.
been supplied. It is said that lVIr. HarklVIr. BENT.-I say, without fear of sucness, of Sandhurst, could have supplied cessful contradiction, that what I have just
carriages, but, as a matter of fact, he has not stated is the simple fact. When the honortendered for the construction of such things able member was in office he was not refor eighteen months past. I can under- sponsible for anything, and he really did
stand men not familiar with the trouble in- nothing.
volved in obtaining new rolling-stock getMr. PATTERSON.-You would have
ting up indignation meetings about sending been a wise man if you had done nothing.
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Mr. BENT.-I did not, however, as the
honorable memberfor Castlemainedid, sign a
letter enabling Mr. Elsdon at his retirement
from the Government employment to claim
a month's salary for every year of service,
he having been awarded £2,000 when the
Hobson's Bay lines were handed over to the
Government.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-vVhen the
Hobson's Bay lines were handed over, the
honorable member for Stawell was Minister
of Railwavs.
Mr. WOODS.-Allow me to state, for
fear of mistake, that I did not know that
Mr. Elsdon received £2,000 from the Hobson's Bay Company.
Mr. BENT.-Mr. Elsdon made sure of
the £2,000 first, and then obtained the
letter signed by the honorable member for
Castlemaine, which practically put him in
the position of a classified civil servant.
He would not have got into that position
under his new masters but for the letter I
allude to, and I call his getting it an unfair
job. And what did he do af~erwards? I
never put him out of office. He came to
me and told me he was ill, and then he was
allowed to retire. Yet when he had got
his £3,033 he was as well as anyone-as any
one of the people in the Jolimont accident
was after he got his verdict. I can show
that, three weeks after I came into office,
I instructed Mr. Elsdon to put in an advertisement to get the Coburg line started.
I told him to take any men he wanted, and
spend any amount he thought was required,
but, at all events, to get the line ready. I
said he might even take local surveyors for
the work. Was that bad management?
Was that throwing obstacles in Mr. Elsdon's
way? Notwithstanding, very little could
be accomplished. Talk about disorganization in the Railway department! Why,
during the last three weeks, under Mr.
Watson and Mr. Greene, more has been
done there than was done during the previous three months. vVhat was Mr. Elsdon's position there? Every man in the
place was against him. The department
was so carried on that affairs which could
have been settled in five minutes were left
standing over for fiye months. vVhy should
I be blamed for doing nothing? As for my
going about "junketing," what did my
travels result in? Have I not brought in
a Bill for the construction of 800 miles of
new lines, not one mile of which will, I
venture to assert, be disapproved of by
Parliament? Honorable members say"Why not construct the lines already

Adell'es8 in Reply.

passed? " Because the honorable member
for Castlemaine left me no rails to go on
with. In fact, he called for tenders for the
construction of lines without haying a rail
to put on them. Am I to blame because,
owing to the honorable member, not a rail
01' a fish-plate could be got in the colony?
As soon as I entered office, I called for
tenders for 25,000 tons of rails. I am
stating facts that cannot be contradicted.
Let me tell the honorable member for
Castlemaine, who talks about my annulling
a regulation, that I never made a regulation
which I had afterwards to cancel. I challenge him to prove that I did. And then
he talks about my appointing Mr. B. G.
Davies-a former member of this House
for don't know how many years-inspector
of refreshment-rooms. But was not such
an appointment necessary? Has not almost
eyery country member complained of the
want of inspection of that sort? I was in
need of a refreshment-room inspector, I
appointed Mr. Dayies to the place, and I
am glad I did RO. He was no friend of
mine. As for his having been a Member
of Parliament, have I not always maintained
that that circumstance ought never to be a
disqualification for office?
An HONORABLE ME?tIBER.-vVhat about
Mr. Sergeant?
Mr. BENT.-About Mr. Sergeant I
know nothing. Mr. Davies was clear of the
Officials in Parliament Act. Have I not, indeed, always contended that that Act ought
to be repealed? As for the station-masters
looking after the refreshment-rooms, what
business have they with anything of the kind?
Station-masters should not be looking after
grog. It ought not to beanypartoftheirduty
to go about tasting it. Besides, generally
speaking, at the time passengers are in the
refreshment-room of a station, the stationmaster has something else to do than be
watching how they are attended to. I
repeat that I am glad I appointed Mr.
Davies. I glory in the appointment. If I
am to walk out of office for that piece of
work, I shall be content to do so. I don't
think I need take up much more of the
time of the House in answering the charges
made against me here and by the press.
What the press have said about what they
call my " vagaries" I shall let alone. For
the rest, let the documents I have read
speak for themselves. But what shall I
say about the conduct of the honorable
member for Castlemaine-the gentleman
who continually professed to be my friend,
and that he would do all he possibly could
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forme, whom I never in my life did an injury
to, and who of all other men in the colony
had the greatest right to assist me if he saw
I was doing wrong? This gentleman goes to
a newspaper, and tries to render me blamable
for the Jolimont accident by getting a story
published about my accelerating the speed of
trains. I can prove that the tale came from
him, and that it was untrue. I never accelerated the speed of the trains at all.
Mr. PATTERSON.-You did.
Mr. 'BENT.-All I say is that, if the
honorable member will prove that I did,
I will resign my seat to-morrow. The
honorable member offered to assist me as a
friend. Pretty friendship to say that, and
then slip behind my back to circulate
insidious poison against me! I don't want
friendship of that kind. Such friendship I
never met before, and I am glad to say, for
the credit of the country, that I don't think
it is very common here. As to my working
with my coat off, at the time of the Jolimont
accident, I am not ashamed to avow that I
did work then like a slave. It is well known
that I injured myself by the lifting I did.
vVould the honorable member have me
standing still when men were suffering
around me? Of what sort can the indus. trial classes of the colony be if they follow
the lead of one who goes about from place
to place circulating unfounded slanders?
As to what has happened between my constituents and myself, I beg to deny in toto
that I ever consulted them about what I
was to get for them. The electors of
Brighton, whom I have represented for ten
or a dozen years past, do not want me to
do anything of the sort. , They don't want
me to unfairly favour them, or to be unfair
to any part of the colony. They have
never asked me to do a single thing that I
ought not to do, or that I could not get
Parliament to sanction. Man for man, I am
at least as good as the honorable member
for Castlemaine; and as to all he can say
about railway management and regulations,
I make him a present of it. No doubt he
thought he made a great hit when he talked
about the honorable member for East Bourke,
and the deputation from Coburg respecting
the Coburg Railway. "\Vhat are the facts?
Previous to the deputation coming, I had advertised for tenders for the construction of the
line. vVell, this being the case, a number of
people who had land to sell here, or houses
to rid themselves of there, got behind my
back to try to pull the intended railway this
way and that way. As for deputations on
the subject, I repeatedly declined to see them.
SES. 1882.-E
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I did not conceive it to be my duty to alter
a route determined upon by Parliament.
Then came this particular deputation, the
members of which were, I could see, interested in the business up to the eyes, and
when they accused the Premier of having
worked his utmost to prevent the line being
proceeded with, I was, I admit-knowing
he had done nothing of the kind-not in a
good humour, and I spoke in language more
forcible, perhaps, than polite. The honorable member for East Bourke wal not then
present, for he did not enter the room until
after the business of the deputation was
over, so he could not know what had happened. The only complaint that honorable
member can make against me is that I
would not give him information which I had
refused the deputation, and, from my knowledge of him, as a member of the House, and
a former colleague, I don't think he will
make what then took place a ground of
grievance or ill-will against me. He
knows that I would at any time do all
I possibly could for him, but he also
knows that I was bound to act perfectly
fairly to all classes of the community. I
think I have already shown pretty conclusively that I did not call for English
tenders for these carriages until I saw that,
unless I did so, there would be danger to
life and limb. I had a great, I may say overpowering, desire to have the suburban lines
put in a safe condition, and holiday-keepers
not obliged to travel in cattle trucks. It was
no pleasure to me to see them riding in such
vehicles, but truly I had no others to give
them. Surely my anxiety for the welfare
of the travelling public is not to be made a
reason for turning me out of office. At the
same time, let me state that if my l'etiring
from office would relieve my colleagues from
any difficulty, I would gladly leave them tomorrow. I don't say I have never made a
mistake, because everyone makes mistakes,
but I know enough of political life to be
able to assert that,if I everintcnded to interfere with the recognised protectionist policy
of the country, I would havc been careful, in
the first place, to go on to the public platform, and openly state what I had in view.
If I was indiscreet in ordering carriages from
England I am sorry for the indiscretion,
and, having said that, I feel sure honorable
members will look over the act. Office has
been no pleasure to me, but while I have
held it I have worked for the public faithfully and honestly, and, notwithstanding
all the newspapers have said, and the
direction affairs have taken, if I were to
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resign to-mon'ow, I would do so with a clear
consciousness that I had done my duty.
Even in the matter of the railway carriages,
I feel that I did my duty when I sought to
protect the lives and limbs of the suburban
travelling public. If I had wished to interfere
\ with the protective policy of the country,
would I have done what I did with reference to the coal contracts? I will now
thank honorable members for the attention
they have kindly given me, and conclude by
saying that, if I go out of office, I shall
leave my department with clean hands,
which is more than one honorable' member,
at all events, could say.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-Mr. Speaker,
discussion is never assisted by bluster or
recrimination, and, therefore, it is not too
much to affirm that the closing sentence of
the Minister of Railways' speech took away
a good deal of the value of what he said
previously. He bandied with the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson)
words which he should not have used, and
made insinuations respecting corruption-I
mean, about leaving office with clean hands
-which were not -becoming. As to the
Minister of Railways personally, I admit that
he deserves from me great respect and consideration' although I will not say that he
is entitled to more than ought to attach
to any other Member of Parliament who is
a Minister of the Crown. So the honorable
members on the Treasury bench may see
that, with respect to what I am about to
utter, reasons and motives of a personal
character will have no influence with me.
I will commence by remarking tha t the
Minister of Railways made out a strong case
in support of his assertion that the Railway
department is in a condition of the greatest
possible disorganization. The statements
he offered and the reasonings he put forward
on that head are indeed conclusive. But
let us look at the affair from another standpoint. He complained about the appointment of Mr. Elsdon, and the conduct of the
honorable member for Castlemaine in appointing him, and then he told us that it
was not he who dispensed with Mr. Elsdon's
services. But let us also notice that until
Mr. Elsdon left the Railway department
we heard of no complaint against him, and
that the moment after his departure up
came damaging assertions of his incapacity
and unfitness for the position he held.
Now I don't think those assertions can be
justified. As to the alleged disorganization
ill th9 Railway department, is there the
slightest doubt about it? If it did not
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exist, would the Government propose to
come down wi th a Bill for the better management of our railway system? In fact, they
appearto have arrived at the conclusion that
the disorganization is so great that it cannot
be dealt with by the Executive, but must
be taken in hand by Parliament. If that.
idea is correct, what we want to see is the
remedy for the disease which the Government will propose. At the same time, if I
were giving them advice, I would say that
certainly parting with Mr. Elsdon is not
likely to mend matters. The best cure for
disorganization in a public department is
not dispensing with any of its heads so
much as enabling them all to work together
harmoniously. I don't blame the Government for some of the changes they have
made in the Railway department, but I do
censure them for dispensing with Mr.
Elsdon's services in the manner they
adopted, and for allowing him to take away
with him, as we are told he did, a sum
of money he ought not to have taken. The
Minister of Railways makes his taking that
money a kind of charge against the honorable member for Castlemaine, but I don't
see how such a charge can be justified. In
the first place, when the arrangement under
which certain money was to go from the
Hobson's Bay Company to Mr. Elsdon
was arrived at, the fact does not seem to
have been made generally known. And
then as to the purchase of the company's
lines by the Government, did not the
Minister of Railways do as much as anybody
else did, if not more, to bring it about? The
honorable gentleman, referring to the case of
the Jolimont accident, namely, the thinness
of a certain wheel-tire, asked to-night"Who murdered the four men at J olimont?"
But, surely, if the honorable member has
ground for believing that no charge on that
point rests against himself, he ought to
have ground for refraining from making
such a charge against his predecessor. I can
tell him that if such an accident occurred
in the United Kingdom some one would be
held responsible for it, and placed on his
trial before a jury on its account. I don't
blame the Minister of Railways for the
accident, but I assert that some one ought
to be held responsible for it. How is it, I
ask, that there was not, at the time it occurred, a single man in the Railway department whose duty it was to see to the fitness
of the rolling-stock?
Mr. ORKNEY.-Should not the Engineer-in-Chief be held responsible for such a
sta te of things?
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Mr. RICHARDSON.-That is a question which has two sides. I think the
Minister of Railways ought to be particularly
careful in making statements against Mr.
Elsdon, because what are the facts connected
with that gentleman taking the position he
has just left? In the first place, the peculiarly favorable terms on which Mr. Elsdon
entered the Government service were unknown to the House generally; and, in the
second place, it must be remembered that
when he was appointed there was a general
consensus of opinion that he was a man who
had served the country, and was pa1' exce llence
the fittest person for the post. I know it
was thought, when the Hobson's Bay lines
were taken over by the Government, that the
bargain would not be complete unless Mr.
Elsdon came over with them. Again, the
Minister of Railways ought to be particularly
careful how he charges his predecessors with
corruption, because he must be conscious
that his own Rppointment of a particular
gentleman to be inspector of the refreshment-rooms on the railway lines may be
11eld to bear a very peculiar complexion.
The Minister of RaihWtys, in referring to the
appointment of Mr. Davies, should have
remembered certain circumstances connected
with his own career, and with the career of
that gentleman. He should have remembered how the Reform Bill of 1879 was lost
by a single vote. It was Mr. Davies, then
member for the Avoca, who, at the very last
moment, gave his vote against the third
reading of the Bill, and thereby the measure
was lost. I would like to ask the Minister
of Railways how much he had to do with
securing Mr. Davies' vote against the Bill
at that particular juncture? I am not going
to insinuate that there was anything improper
in connexion with the appointment of Mr.
Davies as inspector of railway refreshmentrooms, but, as the honorable gentleman
charged the honorable member for Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson) with corruption in
the appointment of Mr. Elsdon, I wished
to remind him of the circumstance to which
I have alluded in connexion with Mr. Davies'
career. The argumentswhich have been offered
to justify some of the acts of the Minister of
Railways are simply a number of assertions
and counter-charges that can have no influence with the House, and it is hardly
worth while to notice personal recrimina tions,
for they can only give rise to feelings of
private hostility amongst honorable members.
A more serious question is as to how the
Minister of Railways has attempted to
justify the course he has taken in ordering
E2
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railway carriages from England. Has there
been any attempt to justify it? I would like
to hear the Premier, when he addresses the
House, give some justification of it. The
Mimster of Railways has certainly done
something to redeem his mistake, for he has
stated that he had no intention of interfering
with the settled policy of the country. If
the honorable gentleman had gone a step
further-if he had said he regretted what
had been done, but that the agreements had
now been made, and that they could not be
rescinded, or he would cancel the orders-I
would have been better pleased, and would
have refrained from making any remarks on
the subject. However, the honorable gentleman almost went that length, and, in
doing so, he to a great extent disarmed
criticism; but the Minister of Public Works
defended his action in ordering iron pipes
from England for water supply purposes. The
Minister of Public Works contended that the
40s. duty on imported pipes should be sufficient to justify his action; but I don't know
whether the Premier thinks that is an argument which can properly be advanced on
this occasion. I hardly believe he does. I
submit that there is good cause for the
House to ~ondemn the action of the Government in sending orders to England
for railway plant and water pipes. The
Premier shakes his head, but the honorable
gentleman must see that when it is sought
to justify the sending to England for water
pipes on the ground that they will have to
pay an import duty of 40s. per ton-when
that is given as a reason for interfering with
the settled policy of the country-honorable members have good grounds for disapproving of the action of .he Government. The
Premier must know that the course which
the Government have pursued does an
injury to the country. He must know that
when labour is trained in one given direction
it becomes so much capital, and that it is only
by being trained and used that it can become
capital and efficient for the service of the
country. But what do the Premier and his
Government do? They prevent that training being effected which is necessary to be
of service to the country. The argument
of the Minister of Railways as to depriving
the wage fund of this country of so much
money only goes to show the necessity of
calling for tenders for the work in this
country-having it done here, and the nonnecessity of having it done in England.
The honorable gentleman said that only
£160 is expended in labour on each carriage,
but that amounts to£l1,OOOon 70 carriages.
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Moreover, the less sum there is to be expended in labour, the less necess~ty was there
to send to England for the carriages. I
contend that the Government are to blame,
and that the House cannot approve,
and the country will not approve, of the
course they have adopted. I trust the
Premier will say that the steps taken will
be retraced, and that the Government will
not attempt a similar line of action on any
future occasion. The Minister of Railways
inquired if the amendment of the honorable
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) was proposed for party purposes. . To that I will
reply that as soon as ever the Government
took the steps they have taken in these
matters, they called into existence a party
that would oppose them in their action.
It is the public feeling of the country which
has been aroused, as witness the large
meeting held at Ballarat the other day.
That meeting, where 2,000 or 3,000 people
assembled together on a few hours' notice,
is a proof that the opposition to the action
of the Government was not initiated by
any party of politicians, but by a genuine
expression of the opinion of the working
men and industrial classes of the country.
I think the Premier must see that the
course which the Government have pursued
is not justified, and that if they persevere
in that policy the inevitable consequence
will be that they will have to vacate
their seats on the Treasury bench.
Personally, I have no wish that the Government should leave office at the present time.
I desire to see them do the business of the
country, and to help them in doing it;
but I have no desire to see them do
the business of the country in the way
that I am complaining of, and, if they
will not be restrained from doing it in
that way, then I, for one, will do my best to
displace them. I will now refer to another
subject. I think that the Minister of Public
'Yorks has done very great injustice to Mr.
'Vallis, the late Secretary for Agriculture,
not only by the course he has taken in regard
to him, but also by the statement which he
has made to-night concerning him. I would
be very sorry to suppose that the Minister
of Public 'V orks would make any statement
which he did not believe himse1f warranted
in making, but I think I shall be able to
satisfy the House and the country that he
is entirely mistaken -that not only has he
done Mr. 'Yallis an injustice, but that he
ought to seek the earliest possible opportunity to undo that injustice. The Minister
said that the late Secretary for, Agriculture
Mr. Richardson.
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refused to work in harmony with him, and
was in some way impertinent, or displayed a
want of courtesy in· his dealings with him.
Now it is quite possible that an officer may
be goaded into making a curt or a pert
reply. There are some circumstances under
which men would be something more than
men if they did not speak curtly, or give it
pert answer; and I submit that the circumstances in which Mr. vVallis was placed not
only justified him in making it curt reply,
but were so outrageous that he would have
been more than human if he had done otherwise than he did. I could understand an
officer being dismissed for discourtesy to the
Ministerial head of his department, but,
though the Minister of Public Works tonight complains that the late Secretary for
Agriculture was discourteous to him, it must
be remembered that the charge which was
remitted to the board of inquiry was a charge
of untruth, and the board acquitted Mr.
'Yallis of that charge. I, therefore, submit
that the Minister was not justified in dismissing him. Mr. 'Vallis was a ppointed inspector
of vineyards under the Vine Diseases Eradication Act of 1880, and it was his duty to
come to terms, if possible, with the owners
of the vineyards which were ordered to be
destroyed; but in cases in which he was not
able to come to an agreement with the vignerons a board of valuators was appointed.
The members of that board were not, as the
Minister stated to-night, to be a board of
arbitrators, but were to take upon themselves
the responsibility of deciding the amount of
compensation to be paid for the destruction
of vineyards whose owners had not come to
terms with the inspector. There were five
disputed cases, if I am correctly informed,
remitted to the board, and with the disposal
of those five cases the work of the board
under the Act of 1880 was completed. That
Act was amended by a measure passed in
1881, and valuators were again appointed,
but, previous to their being appointed, certain
vignerons requested to be allowed to gather
the vintage' before their vineyards were
ordered to be destroyed. That permission
was granted to them, but, when the application was made,.Mr. 'Vallis, looking after the
interests of the Government, placed on the
papers a memorandum to the effect that if
the vignerons in question were allowed to
gather the vintage they ought to have so
much less compensation paid to them on that
account, and that was agreed to.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-No.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I think I can
prove that waE the case, At a place called
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Highton, where certain vineyards were
destroyed, the valuation was made on that
basis-it was made after the understanding
was arrived at that the vignerons were to
gather the vintage and to be paid so much
less compensation in consequence. "Vith
regard to the "Vaurn Ponds case, a portion
of the W aUl'n Ponds vignerons petitioned
that their vineyards should be destroyed,
and that they should be paid compensation
as provided under the Act. The inspector
visited those vineyards, and wished to come
to an agreement with the vignerons as to
the basis on which compensation was to be
paid. The services of the board of valuators were called in, and the board came to
the conclusion that the vintage that year
was unusually large-in fact, there had not
been such a good vintage since the year
1860. They estimated the value of the
crop for a period of six years, and they
found that the crop for three years of that
period would only be equal to two years of
the crop which was then hanging upon the
vines. They accordingly came to the conclusion that the value of two years' crops
on the basis of the approaching vintage
would be equal to that of the crops for any
three previous years, and that, if they
awarded the value of three years' crops on
the basis of the crop of that particular
year, the Government would have to pay
more money than the value of the vineyards, which was contrary to the intention
of the Act. Hence the board estimated
the compensation on the basis of two years'
crops rather than three. The first charge
which the Minister made against Mr.
'Vallis was that he gave the valuators instructions to estimate the compensation on
the basis of two years' crops, and that he
thereby overrode an Act of Parliament.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-He told me himself
that he had given such instructions.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-The honorable
gentleman is mistaken. Mr. "Vallis denies
that he stated that he had given such instructions. "Vhen the V{ aurn Ponds case
was postponed, and the vines were not
destroyed at the time expected, certain
other vignerons in the neighbourhood complained that favour was shown to the
Waurn Ponds vignerons. A public meeting of vignerons was called, which was
attended by Mr. "Vallis, who stated that
no favour had been shown to the VVaul'll
Ponds vignerons, but that an agreement
had been made by which they were to be
allowed to gather their vintage on the

\lUclerstanding that the compensation to be

53

paid to them was to be somewhat reduced.
That is the only foundation which the
Minister has for making the statement that
Mr. "Vallis told him that he had given the
valuators certain instructions.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I never before heartl
of the statement which the honorable member says Mr. 'Vallis made at Geelong.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-My statement
is based on the evidence given before the
board of inquiry. "Vill the Minister tax his
memory, and say whether that is not what
Mr. Wallis told him in his room in the presence of the deputation?
Mr. C. YOUNG.-It is not.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I want to· show
the honorable gentleman that he is mistaken. The honorable member has a peculiar habit when receiving deputations. I
don't think he intends to be offensive,
arbitrary, or despotic, but I have myself
observed that he has a peculiar mannerism.
Before a statement is half made to him he
jumps at a conclusion as to the speaker's
meaning, and, when he has once jumped at a
conclusion, it is impossible for the speaker
to alter it by any explanation he may
attempt to make. In fact, the honorable
gentleman regards any explanation that
may be offered as simply confirming the
conclusion he has already arrived at. No
doubt he jumped at a conclusion as to wlmt
Mr. 'Vallis intended to convey by the st.atcment he made in the presence of the deput.at.ion, and he refused to allow tlIe impression he had formed to be changed by any
subsequent explanation. Now this is what
occurred on the occasion in question : "Mr. Wallis was called to the Minister's room
by telephone, but without being informed on
what business he was required. He answered
the call in lerson, and on entering the room
was charge by Mr. Young with having instructed the board as alleged. :Mr. Wallis denied the charge, whereupon Mr. Young said
passionately-' But these men say you did give
instructions.' A nd Mr. Levien added-' There
must be something in it, Mr. Young, for it is
evident to me that the board have been restricted
in their operations in some way.' Mr. Wallis
said he would fetch the papers, which would
prove his statements, and left the room for that
purpose. The deputation remained."

I

Mr. C. YOUNG.-I don't know what
documeilt the honorable member is reading
from, but what he has read is directly cont.rary to the sworn evidence taken before the
board of inquiry.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-The report of
the board of inquiry confirms this account
of what occurred at the interview. I am
simply trying to show that the Minister is
mistaken in his opinion as to the f3tatclllC.llt
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Mr. BERRY.-Why did you not go as

the room to get the papers, which the

a witness?

Minister will admit would contain all the
instructions which that gentleman gave to
the valuators.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-The instructions were
not upon the papers. Mr. Wallis, when
asked to produce the instructions, stated
that he had given them verbally.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-The honorable
gentleman's remark goes to show that the
explanation which I am trying to put on the
matter is the only explanation which can be
given. The papers were produceq, but he
did not look at them. Had he examined
the papers, as he should have done, and
taken Mr. Wallis into consultation, the
Minister would have seen that no such instructions could have been given, and his
wrong impression would have been removed.
The dismissal of Mr. Wallis, after the finding
of the board of inquiry, was an act which
is without a parallel in this country, and I
trust that in no other country would a
Government do such an injustice as has
been inflicted on Mr. Wallis.
Three
charges against Mr. Wallis were remitted to
the board for investigation. The 1st was-

Mr. COOPER.-I was not asked.
Mr. BERRY.-The honorable member
could have tendered his evidence.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I don't think
the honorable member would be an impartial witness. The finding of the board
as to the 2nd charge against Mr. Wallis
was as follows :-

"That the Secretary for Agriculture, in September, 1881, gave private instructions to the
members of the board appointed under section
10 of the Vine Diseases Eradication Act that they
were not to allow more than the value of two
years' crops as compensation for vines destroyed
under section 8 of the Act above mentioned."

The finding of the board as to this charge
was as follows : " With reference to this charge, the board find
that it is unsupported by any evidence with the
exception of that which is alleged to have been
Mr. Wallis' own statement, which is found to be
inconsistent with facts, as elicited by evidence.
In the face of this evidence, it is apparent that
Mr. Wallis, in making his statement to the
Minister on the occasion referred to, was confused between the instructions he gave to his
valuators and his desire to impress upon the
board a due regard to an understanding arrived
at between the vignerons and the late Government, which had been approved by the Chief
Secretary in certain correspondence produced
by Mr. Wallis, and placed in the hands of the
Minister for Agriculture. The board find that
the charge is unsustained."

The 2nd charge was" That the Secretary for Agriculture denies, in
an official memorandum, dated 10th February,
1882, that he so informed the Minister of Agriculture, in the Minister's room, on the 1st of the
same month, on the occasion of a deputation of
vignerons waiting on the Minister; and such
denial is contrary to the fact and truth of the
matter."

The simple fact is that Mr. Wallis did not
make the statement imputed to him.
Mr. COOPER.-I heard him make the
statement.

"It is observed that the whole of the evidence
in support of the statement alleged to have"been
made by Mr. Wallis in the presence of the
Minister on the occasion referred to is unopposed save by Mr. Wallis' a.enial, and also by improbability. It is impossible to reconcile his
alleged statement with the evidence given in the
course of this inquiry. It is shown that he did
not give private instructions to the board, but
that he unreservedly intimated that an understanding existed between the vignerons and the
Government to the effect that, in consequence of
their being allowed to take a crop of grapes
from the vines before they were uprooted, they
could not claim compensation for three years'
crops as the Act provided. Nor can he be said
to have acted without authority as alleged."

The improbability pointed out by the
board of Mr. Wallis having made such a
statement as that attributed to him ought
to have suggested itself to the Minister, for
the papers in the department contained all
the instructions given by Mr. Wallis to the
valuators. I repeat that a great injustice
has been done to Mr. Wallis. How has
the Premier dealt with Mr. Blair, the late
Registrar of Probates? Mr. Blair was
found guilty of misconduct by a board, but
was allowed to retire from the public service
with the usual compensation, and he has
since been restored to the service by the
Premier. In the case of Mr. Wallis, the
boa'rd deliberately, and in the clearest manner, decided that he was not guilty, but
nevertheless his services were dispensed with.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I desire to make
an explanation. It will be remembered that
last session the question was asked in the
House whether or not employment could be
found in the public service for Mr. Blair,
and I promised to consider the matter. The
board that inquired into his case had stated
that there was nothing to prevent him
being employed again, and accordingly he
was replaced in the service.
Dr. QUICK.-Did he return his compensation ?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No j decidedly
not.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I am not complaining because Mr. Blair has been reappointed to the public service, but because
Mr. Wallis was dispensed with-compelled
to retire on compensation-after a board had
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reported in his favour. A slur has been cast negligent of his duty-that he had swindled
on his character under circumstances which the National Agricultural Society out of so
must damage him. He has been dispensed much money-and stated that he ought to
with on a charge of doing something which have considered it his duty to reply to a
he did not do. He has been compelled to letter which had been sent from the society.
retire in a way which amounts to a dis- The honorable gentleJ;Ilan further said that
missal. To administer any department in if he found any officer guilty of such a course
that way is disgraceful not only to the as Mr. Wallis had pursued he would take
Government, but also to this House and to care to get rid of him. The very first day
the country. I am not sure that there was the Minister of Agriculture was at his office,
not a foregone conclusion from the first to he gave the Secretary to understand that if
get rid of Mr. Wallis, and that pressure he was guilty again of conduct of which the
was not brought to bear on the Minister of Minister said he had been guilty, he would
Agriculture.
be dismissed. The Minister, no doubt,
Mr. C. YOUNG.-The honorable member recollects that in another case, connected
may be quite sure that there was no pressure. with the State forests, he dealt in a similar
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I think I am manner with Mr. Wallis.
Under the
justified in saying that pressure was brought circumstances, I cannot help thinking that
to bear on the honorable gentleman. The the honorable gentleman went to the dehonorable gentleman has obtained, as partment of Agriculture with a foregone
successor to Mr. Wallis, a Mr. Martin, who conclusion against· the Secretary, and that
.was brought specially from Horsham for that foregone conclusion led him into the
that purpose. In a Horsham paper of error of charging Mr. Wallis with making
September 20, 1881, it was mentioned that statements which he never intended to
Mr. Martin was leaving the district land make-statements which, if made, were
office for the purpose of succeeding Mr. absolutely false. I cannot understand how
Wallis as Secretary for Agriculture.
honorable members on the Ministerial side,
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-Was that be- and especially members of the Government,
fore Mr. Wallis was dispensed with?
are going to justify this course. I cannot
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I believe it was understand how the Premier, who has been
before the Minister of Agriculture took the champion of the civil servallts, and who
office. The first occasion on which the Min- has stood by them in every change, can give
ister met Mr. Wallis was the day after the his sanction to the course. There can be
honorable gentleman was re-elected for Kyne- only one reason for the proceeding, and
ton after accepting office. A deputation, re- that reason is that pressure was brought
presenting the National Agricultural Society, to bear upon the Ministry to get rid of :1\11'.
waited on the Minister, and the honorable Wallis. I believe I can prove tha t the
In a Minister of Agriculture received, a few days
gentleman sent for Mr. Wallis.
Geelong newspaper there was a report of a before the conversation took place, a letter
conversation which took place between the from an important constituent insisting
Minister and Mr. Wallis on that occasion. that :1\h. Wallis should be removed. The
Before asking Mr. Wallis any questions, the honorable gentleman knows that pressure
Minister made one of those statements which was brought to bear upon him.
he can make, and which no explanation can
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I do not.
induce him to alter. In fact, the honorable
Mr. RICHARDSON. - Certainly the
gentleman regards any explanation as only action of the honorable gentleman cannot
a confirmation of the truth of his statement. be justified on the evidence given before the
That is the way he conducts his business. board; it cannot be justified by any imHis manner was described as overbearing, proper conduct on the part of Mr. Wallis,
tyrannical, and despotic. The honorable or on any ground of reason or justice. There
gentleman inquired of Mr. Wallis why £300 is sufficient walTan t in the C011rse pursued by
had not been paid to the National Agricul- the honorable member to justify the House in
tural Society, and Mr. Wallis told him the displacing the Government on that ground
reason. It appeared that a previous Min- alone. I feel the injustice done to Mr.
ister had promised that £300 would be put Wallis is such that I cannot find terms
on the Estimates for the society, but it was strong enough to convey my impressions
struck off by the Cabinet, and no provision respecting it, and yet be within the bounds
was subsequently made for the society. The of proper discussion. I would have referred,
honorable gentleman (Mr. Young) gave Mr. had time allowed, to the remarks made by
Wallis to understand that he had been the Minister of Agriculture with reference
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to the arguments of the honorable member
for Geelong (Mr. Berry) on the subject of
water supply. I consider that those remarks are no reply to the very courteous
and fair criticisms on his administrationcriticisms so mild that I am surprised the
honorable gentleman was not glad to accept
them. I don't wish to detain honorable
members further. I desire to say, in conclusion, that I shall be prepared to aSl:ist
the Government in the course they appear
to indicate with respect to the water supply
question. In my opinion, the Government
are only now taking the step which they
should have taken last session. I say this
not with the desire of obtaining any kudos
on the subject, but from the experience of a
number of years, during which I have paid
great attention to the water supply question. I believe it will be an advantage to the
country if the course now proposed by the
Government is adopted.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-Mr. Speaker, I
desire to offer a personal explanation. The
remark of the honorable member for Creswick (Mr. Richardson) that Mr. vVallis
was removed from the department of Agriculture in order that Mr. David :lVIartin
might be appointed is calculated to create
the impression that there was some sinister
design in the arrangement; but the fact is
that the appointment of Mr. Martin was
really made at the instance of Mr. 'Vallis
himself. Soon after I took office, I was
waited upon by the Minister of Agriculture and Mr. Wallis. The Minister of
Agriculture said-" I don't want to appoint
anyone outside the service, and therefore if
you can spare me a man from your department I would be glad." I intimated to my
honorable colleague that I would be pleased,
if I could, to meet hiA wishes. The names
of several officers were mentioned, and
among them Mr. Martin. Mr. Wallis said
that Mr. Martin was the man to suit him.
I said that ].\'11'. Martin was stationed at
Horsham, where he was doing good work,
and that he could not well be spared. Mr.
Wallis replied-" Let me have Martin, and
I will be satisfied; he is just the man I
want." I rejoined-" vVell, as it seems
promotion for him, I won't stand in his
way; I will let him go." That is how the
appointment was made. It really was the
act of Mr. vVallis himself. The Minister
of Agriculture made no suggestion with
regard to Mr. Martin, one way or the other.
I may add that what I have said can be
borne out by Mr. Morrah, the Secretary for
Lands.
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Mr. RICHARDSON.-What I said
was founded simply on what appeared in
the I-IOI'sham Times.
].\'11'. W. MADDEN.-Thatwas merely a
complimentary par.agraph, published on the
occasion of Mr. Martin leaving the district.
On the motion of Mr. LONGMORE, the
debate was adjourned.
The House adjourned at twenty-six
minutes past eleven o'clock, until the following day.

LE G ISLATIVE ASSEMBL Y.
Thursday, April 27, 1882.
Railway Department: Colour Blindness: The Eight Hours
System: Manufacture of Locomotives: Caniage of Stone
for Parliament House-Albert Park Lake-University
Reserve-Places of Public Amusement: Means of
Egress-C(i)uncil Elections (1882) Act-Public Instruc·
tion: Progress Reports of the Education Commission:
State School at Ascot Vale-Personal Explanation: Mr.
C. Young-Mr. Elsdon-Address in Reply to the
Governor's Speech: Mr, Beny's Amendment: Second
Night's Debate.

-----

The SPEAKER took t.he chair at halfpast four o'clock p.m.
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. DUFFY asked the Minister of
Railways if his attention had been called to
a new and efficient plan for examining
engine-drivers, guards, and gatekeepers as
to colour-blindness? The honorable member remarked that colour-blindness was an
affection of the optic nerves which rendered
people quite incapable of correctly knowing
a red colour when they saw it or a green
one. I t was, therefore, necessary before
persons were employed on the railways as
engine-drivers or guards that they should be
examined to ascertain whether they were
colour-blind or not. Moreover, the examination ought to be renewed from time to
time while they remained in the service.
He had read an article in the Age of the
8th of March last, copied from the London
Times, about a very efficient system for
testing colour-blindness, invented by Dr.
vVilliam Thompson, of. Philadelphia; and
he desired to know whether the attention of
the Minister of Railways had been called
to that system, which seemed to be far more
effective than the one at present adopted in
the Railway department, and whether the
honorable gentleman would order one of the
machines from America ?
Mr. BENT said he was very much obliged
to the honorable member for placing the
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question on the notice-paper. He had referred the matter to Dr. Shields, the Chief
Medical Officer, and would probably be informed of that gentleman's opinion about it
in a few days.
Mr. R. CLARK asked the Minister of
Railways if he would extend the eight hours
system to all the employes on the Victorian
Hailways, as he promised last session; and,
if so, when?
Mr. BENT said that on the 23rd of
March last he caused the following memorandum to be issued to the heads of the
different branche~ of the Railway department : "Minister directs that the eight hours system
is to be brought into operation in all branches
on and after the 21st April next."

The memorandum was noted by the various
officers and then returned to him. The late
Engineer-in-Chief (Mr. Elsdon) was the first
who noted it, and he made the following
minute : "Is this to apply to gatekeepers, and to others
like them, and to survey.ors ; also to officers in
the Engineer-in-Chief's office? "

vVhen he took office he found that there
were gatekeepers who were employed 16 or
17 hours a day, and that was one of the first
things he attended to. He said that those
people were not to be employed more than
eight hours a day, and he intended to insist on that. The next officer who signed
the memorandum was Mr. Mirls, locomotive superintendent, who made the following
minute : " The time tables will require immediate alteration."

The traffic manager wrote"Noted. Please see previous correspondence
on this subject. The eight hours system cannot
be applied to any railway in the world."

He afterwards brought the matter before the
Cabinet, and the result was that on the 18th
April an order was made that the eight hours
system nlust be carried out as far as practicable.
Mr. R. CLARK (in the absence of Mr.
HUNT) asked the Minister of Railways if
he, or any of his predecessors, instructed the
locomotive superintendent to prepare plans
and specifications for about 60 locomotives;
and, if so, Why tenders had not been already
invited for the construction of the same?
Mr. BENT said, from inquiry, he found
that none of his predecessors gave instructions for the preparation of plans for 60
locomotives. The Cabinet authorized him
to call for tend~rs for 50 locomotives, of the
estimated value of £150,000. Tenders had
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already been invited for 25, and tenders for
the remaining 25 would be advertised for
next day.
Mr. R. CLARK (in the absence of Mr.
HUNT) asked the Minister whether the calling for 20 locomotives only, was giving effect
to the promise reported in the papers to
enter into large contracts, so as to make the
same worthy of the attention of intending
contracting firms, by enabling them to aell{
to present premises, or erect new ones worthy
of the colony?
Mr. BENT remarked that he thought
the answer he had given to the previous
question was a reply to tIllS one also. He
might mention that the Railway department
was a progressive and prosperous department.
Its receipts were now £2,000 more per
week than they ever were before. The locomotive superintendent estimated that
within the next five years 100 new engines
would be required. It was therefore necessary for the Minister of the department,
whoever he might be, to look ahead. The
Government, as he had already stated, had
authorized him to call for tenders for 50
locomotives at present, and no doubt the
House, when it passed the Railways Construction Bill, would' give power to get any
number that might be requisite. When the
100 were obtained, and 150 new carriages
and 1,000 trucks were supplied, he hoped
there would be no further complaints as to
insufficiency of rolling-stock.
Mr. BLACKETT asked what rate per
ton per mile the contractor for the completion of Parliament House was charged
for the carriage of stone from the Grampians
to Spencer-street railway station ?
Mr. BENT said the rate charged was
1d. per ton per mile. The ordinary rate
was l!d., and it was reduced before he took
office. Mr. Amess, the contractor, had
asked that 15 cubic feet of stone should be
carried as one ton, and stated that the late
Minister of Railways verbally promised to
allow that measurement to be counted as a
ton. However, as 15 feet of dressed stone
was more than a ton, he (Mr. Bent) declined
to do anything in the matter until Mr.
Amess submitted a written application,
which would be referred to the Cabinet.
ALBERT PARK LAKE.
Mr. NIMMO asked the :Ministel' of
Lands whether the machine employed in
cutting the weeds in Albert-park Lake was
set to work by the Lands department? The
machine was doing good work, and giving
sa tisfactioll.
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Mr. W. MADDEN stated that, at the
suggestion of the honorable member for
Emerald Hill (Mr. Nimmo), he had taken
action to clear the Albert-park Lake of
weeds, and .he was glad to say that the
operation was proving thoroughly successful.

UNIVERSITY RESERVE.
Mr. GARDINER asked the Minister of
Lands when he intended to open the avenue
through the University grounds from Madeline-street to Sydney-road, or whether it
would be necessary to introduce a Bill to
enable him to carry out his" promises given
to several deputations upon this subject?
Mr. W.l\{ADDEN replied that arrangements were now nearly completed for opening the road referred to by the honorable
member. The Univel1sityauthorities would
give the land, the Melbourne City Council
proposed to make and maintain the road,
and the Government were asked to fence it.
Negotiations were going on with a view to
make the road wider than was at first contemplated, and he hoped that they would
terminate satisfactorily in the course of a
few days.
PLACES OF PUBLIC RESORT.
. MEANS OF EGRESS.

Mr. ZOX asked the Chief Secretary
whether his attention had been called to the
means of ingress and egress to and from
the various places of amusement; and,
should the la w rela ting thereto require
amendment, if he would give attention
to the same with the view of introducing
legislation to provide for the public safety?
One or two terrible catastrophes had lately
occurred in places of public amusement in
Europe in consequence of fire breaking out,
and the means of egress being inadequate,
and there was reason to believe that some
of the places of amusement in this country
were at least equally defective in this
respect.
Mr. GRANT said he had received the
following memorandum from the U nderSecretary, in reply to the honorable member's question : " The duty of seeing that sufficient egress is
provided at theatres and places of public amusement is, by section 84 of the Public Health Act,
imposed on the Central and the Local Boards of
Health, the latter being empowered to direct, in
any case where they deem it necessary, that
'other and better :provision' be made for means
of egress, extinctIOn of fire, &c. No theatre or
place of the kind can be newly built, opened, or
extended without the written consent of the
Central "Board, who have for years past insisted
that all doors open outwards, that gallery
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stair-cases are fireproof, and that sufficien t escape
doors be provided before they give their consent.
Shortly after the late catastrophe at Vienna, the
Chief Secretary's attention was drawn to the
common practice of blocking up the gangways
of theatres by additional seats on crowded nights,
and of keeping the escape doors locked; and as
it is just on those nights that there is the greatest
danger of accident through alarm of fire or other
panic~ instructions on the subject were at once
lssuect to the Central Board of Health, and
directions were given to the police to make
nightly inspections, in order to see that the
gangways and passages are always kept free of
obstruction and the escape doors open, and to
report the result regularly to the Central Board
of Health. The board now report that these instructions ha.ve since been carried out, and that
they are informed by the superintendent of the
city police that the theatres have since been
nightly visited, and that in every instance the
police found the escape doors open; that there
was no obstruction whatever in the different
means of egress, and that the gangways were
kept clear of additional seats. The law as it
stands seems to be adeq nate for the purpose,
and directions have been given to the Central
Board of Health and to the police that in future
its provisions areto be stringently and systematically enforced in every instance."
He would take care that the provisions of
the existing law were strictly enforced, and,
if the law was insufficient, he would consult
the Attorney-General with the view to its
amendment.
COUNCIL ELECTIONS (1882) ACT.
Dr. QUICK asked the Attorney-General
whether he was aware that the Legislative
Council Elections (1882) Act, amending the
Reform Act of 1881, and enlarging the
tenure of office of certain members of the
Council who would retire by rotation in 1882,
was not passed on its second and third
readings in the Assembly by absolute majorities ; and, if so, whether he adhered to
his opinion, as expressed last session, that
it would be necessary for the second and
third readings of the said amending measure
to be carried by absolute majorities? Unless
a Validating Act was passed, it was quite
possible that it might turn out, at a future
time, that some members of the Council were
sitting illegally, and had rendered themselves
liable to penalties.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said it was true
that last session he expressed the opinion
attributed to him by the honorable member,
and, technically and strictly, that opinion,
he believed, was correct. But the matter
in question was a very small one, relating to
the extension of the tenure of the seats of
some members of the Council by six weeks.
Strictly a Bill, containing such a provision,
required to be carried in each House on its
second and third readings by an absolute
majority, but the "rest of this particular
measure dealt with matters in regard to
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which the concurrence of absolute majorities
was not necessary. As the Council wished
to have all doubts set at rest, a short Bill
for the purpose would be introduced in that
Chamber by the Solicitor-General.
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
Mr. R. CLARK asked the Premier if he
would furnish members of the House with
printed copies of the progress reports of the
evidence given before the Education Commission?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he thought
the suggestion was a very proper one to
comply with, nond he would consult the
members of the commission on the subject.
The Treasury department would give every
facility for the printing of the reports.
Mr. DEAKIN asked the Minister of
Public Instruction. when the erection of
the State school at Ascot Vale would be
commenced?
Mr. GRANT said the Education department were negotiating for the purchase of a
site, and he hoped the matter would be
concluded in a few days. The erection of
the school would be commenced as soon as
a site was obtained.
MUNICIPAL LOANS.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN, pursuant to order
of the House (dated October 25, 1881),
laid on the table a list of the municipalities
which have borrowed money under the
provisions of the Local Government Act,
but have not kept up their investments for
a sinking fund in compliance with the provisions of that Act.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Mr. Speaker, I desire
to say a word or two by way of personal
explanation. Last night, when I was
absent from the chamber, the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson)
stated that I appointed the Wallis Board.
I beg to inform. the House that I had
nothing to do with the appointment of the
board. It was appointed by the Cabinet in
my absence. I purposely abstained from
being present on the occasion,. and I knew
nothing as to the constitution of the board
until I read the names of the members in
the newspapers. The honorable member
for Castlemaine also said that I was under
some peculiar business or other relations
with Mr. Templeton which should have
prevented the appointment of that gentleman as a member of the board. I will explain the only relations which exist between
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Mr. Templeton and myself. Mr. Templeton is the managing director of the Trustees,
Executors, and Agency Company, and
when that company was started he asked
me if I would allow my name to be put
down as agent for them at KYneton. I
consented, but I have never done any business for them-I have never received a
single shilling for or from the company-and
I have had no other transaction with Mr.
Templeton.
MR. ELSDON.
Mr. R. CLARK asked the Minister
of Railways whether he stated, the previous
night, ~hat Mr. Elsdon, late Engineer-inChief, asked permission to retire from the
service?
Mr. BENT said the statement he made
was that Mr. Elsdon told him he was sick.
ADDRESS IN REPLY TO THE
GOVERNOR'S SPEECH.
SECOND NIGHT's DEBATE.

The debate on Mr. Blackett's motion for
the presentation of an address in reply to
the Governor's speech, and on Mr. Berry's
amendment thereto, condemning the administration of the public departments during
the recess (adjourned from the previous day),
was resumed.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Mr. Speaker, I am
astonished at some of the passages in the
Governor's speech, and also at certain thing.
which have occurred during the recess. I
want to draw the attention of the House to
those things, so that I may be justified in
the action I shall take. One matter I will
briefly refer to in the first place, and that is the
intimation given in the speech that a Bill
will be introduced to effect urgent reforms
in connexion with the marine service of the
colony. Some time ago I was on board a
steamer in the Yarra, and there were two
men on a float painting the side of another
steamer which was lying in the river. The
screw of the steamer that I was on board of
was worked at full speed, and the two men
were precipitated into the water, one of them
being drowned. In the proposed Bill provision ought to be made to prevent human
life being sacrificed in that way. As to the
Loan Act passed last session, I think it is
a very great calamity that not a penny of
the £300,000 appropriated by that measure
for water conservation has yet been spent.
Another great calamity~and one which I
think the Government are to blame for-is
that railway extension has been very much
delayed. The Government have not made
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the efforts in that direction which might
reasonably have been expected; and, though
they have been in office nearly twelve
months, we do not hear anything of rails
being obtained for the lines that are already
prepared for them. I do not appreciate
such a system of managing the business
of the country. I do not understand how
it is that there are no rails in the colony
to lay down when everything is in readiness
for them. ""Ve have heard enunciated in this
House the policy that the labour market
must not be interfered with violently by the
employment of too much labour at one time,
but I am doubtful whether the Government
are following that policy, for, if they were,
they would have rails here ready tolay down
as soon as the roads are made for them.
Mr. MACGREGOR.- Have them manufactured in the colony.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I would be glad to
see the rails made in the colony, if that
could be done, but it cannot be done at
present. The question of the defences is
prominently referred to in the Governor's
speech, and statements have appeared in
the press about volunteers to be permanently
paid by the country, and volunteers to be
partially paid, and about torpedo corps, and
the purchase of gun-boats, and a variety of
other things. It is evident, therefore, that
an expenditure on defences is contemplated
which the colony cannot stand at all. U ndoubtedly, there has recently been a short
period of prosperity, but perhaps that prosperity will not continue without interruption,
and I believe it will not. The fact of the
Government having money in hand is no
reason why they should lavishly expend it.
It is wrong to do so-it is a thing which
should not be tolerated by this House or
the country. ""Ve have plenty of power in
the harbour at the present moment to meet
any force that may, by any possible means,
be brought against this country. The present Government are now initiating the first
principle of a standing army, which is the
curse of liberalism in any country. The
House ought to set its face, in the sternest
manner, agaiilst the people being taxed to
keep men in arms which may be turned
against the taxpayers at any moment when
it may suit the wealthy classes to do so.
The Premier ought to know that in his
own cotmtry-Ireland-50,OOO soldiers,
paid by the people, are, at the present
moment, being employed to gather rents for
a lot of landlords who have no right to
them. The honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson), ~hen he referre.d to
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the state of Ireland, should have alluded
more particularly to the state of the law
there-to the condition of the land question
-before supposing that there was any fear
whatever as to the security of the British
Empire, so far as that country is concerned.
There is nothing of the sort. The people
of Ireland are simply fighting against what
we, in our own quiet way, have been fighting
against during the last 20 years; and if we
did not fight against it now, the battle
would have to be fought out with rifles in
the future. A scare about the invasion of
this country by Russia was got up the other
day by an infamous ruffian, who has robbed
everybody he could in and about Melbourne. He represented himself as "Dr.
de Beaumont," and got twelve months'
imprisonment for some of his crimes. If
he had got seven years, which would have
been a proper sentence, he would not have
been able to "have" Mr. Syme, of the Age.
I think that was the greatest catch ever
known in this country, and the proprietor
of the Age had not the manliness to acknowledge that he had been" had," but
tried from day to day, and from week to
week, to make the public of Victoria believe that Dr. de Beaumont, or Bryant, was
a very nice sort of fellow. The detectives,
however, got upon the man's track, and
exposed what sort of character he was.
Bryant even proposed that he should only
receive half of whatever reward he was to
get for the information he gave to the Age
until the Russian attack was made. Half
the reward was to be paid to him at once,
and the other moiety when the Russians
came. The scare got up through the instrumentality of the man Bryant is the
principal reason why the Government are
sending home for gun-boats, but perhaps
that is the most unexceptionable portion of
their policy in regard to the defences. These
gun-boats, however, cannot be brought out
here much sooner than the Cerbe1"/.t8 can be
put in order, and the Ce1'bent8, when put in
proper order, will be able to sink in five
minutes any vessel that is likely to enter Port
Phillip. There was nothing further, in my
opinion, from the mind of the Russian Admiral who visited this port the other day
than the idea which was put so forcibly before the public by the Age. I don't thi.nk
Russia has the slightest intention of ever
appearing in the southern hemisphere
against England. If Russia goes to war,
she will have plenty to do at her own door
without sending ships of war to this port.
Sir,. lavish expenditure on defence works.
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and a standing army this House ought to
object to, and I hope it will. The Premier,
when sitting on the" opposition side of the
House, demanded night after night that the
expenditure should be increased. Whenever a civil servant was supposed to be too
highly paid, the honorable member was always that man's advocate, whether he knew
him or not. The honorable member sees
things from one point of view. Legal gentlemen often earn money very rapidly, and
spend it just as rapidly; but in regard to
the public expenditure there is the taxpayer's point of view to be considered. I
would ask the Premier to place himself in
the position of the farmers on the Plains,
who have got only about five bushels of
wheat to the acre per annum for the last
seven years; and what would he then say
nbout the enormous expenditure he proposes, and the consequent taxntion? It is
not fair that money should be spent in the
way it is about to be spent. Farmers and
others cannot get the means to pay the
taxes which are being imposed upon them.
If through prosperity the coffers of the
State begin to get full, the Government
should at once set themselves to relieve
the taxpayers in every possible way. The
Government have announced their intention
of bringing in a Bill to endow local bodies.
That is right enough, because local bodies
should be endowed for some time longer;
but in such a Bill there is the knell of the
closed roads question. The Government
now have it in their power to demand that
the closed roads shall be opened, but by
passing the proposed measure they will be
putting it out of their power, or the power
of this House, to have any closed road in
the colony opened, unless the council in
whose shire it is choose to open it of their
own accord. It has been said that closed
roads are always opened by the shire councils when they are asked to open them, but
I tell honorable members that hundreds
of letters have been sent to shire councils
asking for the opening of closed roads,
which letters have never been replied to.
The people are treated with perfect scorn by
men who nre holding the public property
dishonestly. It is the province of this
House to protect the people against the
selfishness of the great landed proprietors,
who ~re locking up the public roads over
which the people have a right to travel. In
many places a man has to travel ten miles
to reach a point a mile distant, owing to the
shutting up of the public roads. The
Premier, however, has forsaken his desire
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to have the roads opened. He voted against
the only way in which it can be done, and
I have very little confidence indeed in the
present Government with reference to the
closed roads question after what has taken
place. The municipalities will be placed in
a position to defy this House by the measure
which the Government propose to bring
forwnrd. Then there is the peculiar land
tax which is to be proposed. 'Vhen Sir
James McCulloch submitted a land tax
which was based on the capital value of the
land, it was resisted in this House to the
very utmost and defeated, because he proposed to take the shire valuntion, which
valued the improvements as well as the land
in its natural state. The Premier is now
going to propose {t tax upon, as nearly as
possible, the same lines as that of Sir James
McCulloch which was objected to by this
House. The present method of levying the
land tax may not be very scientific, but there
is a principle in it, and, upon the whole, it
works fairly as between those who pay the
tax, and I think it should be left alone.
Mr. CONNOR.-No, it does not work
fairly.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I know the honorable member was unfortunate enough
to take up a lot of rocks instead of
earth.
I think he is the one solitary
instance of a gentleman who had the
opportunity of getting good land and
went and took stones. The Government
also propose to make some alterations in the
electoral distribution of the colony, but they
only intend to deal with the matter piecemeal. 'Vhat is wanted in the colony at
the present moment is single electorates.
The census has just been taken, and the
Government have the most favorable opportunity for obtaining the requisite information on the subject, and for bringing forward
a proper Electoral Bill. In the House, at
this moment, we have instances of the
working of the present method. Three or
four gentlemen, r~presenting one electorate,
are at daggers drawn with one another, and
more time is wasted over their quarrels in
the House than is devoted to legislation.
Districts represented by two members are
practically disfranchised by the representatives sitting on opposite sides of the House
-the one seeking to prevent what the other
is striving to do. For example, we have
the Premier sitting on the Treasury bench,
and his colleague in the representation
of West Bourke voting against him on
every occasion. Then there is the honorable member fOl' Geelong (Mr. Berry)
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sitting on the front opposition bench while the Minister of Water Supply, who has not
his two colleagues occupy seats behind the spent one shilling in trying to bring water
Ministry. The real method by which the to those farmers? The honorable gentleman
people can be fairly represented is by allow- can show no justification to the House for
ing each electorate to return one individual, his absolute idleness with reference to those
and to have no side issues whatever. waterless districts. He talks of leaving it
Under such a system this House would to the local bodies to move in the matter,
represent the country, which I am sorry to but the men who compose most of the local
say it does not do at present. There are bodies do not want the water conserved for
electorates consisting of 8,000 or 10,000 the people-they want the people driven
electors, returning only two members, while away. I submit that the honorable gentlethere are other constituencies with not a man has not administered his department
third of that electoral strength represented in this matter so as to meet the exigencies
by as many memb~rs. The Government of the case. The carcasses of cattle are
propose to remedy some of these inequalities, lying over the plains, and the people are
but in my opinion they should deal with the being driven off their lands for want of
whole electoral system and introduce a Single water, and yet the honorable member sits
Electorates Bill. It is well known that the there and thinks he has done his duty. He
Assembly formerly agreed to such a Bill. has not realized to this moment what his
It was thrown out in the Council, but I duty is.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-He is sure he has.
think another attempt of the kind should
Mr. LONGMORE.-No man is so
be made to place the electoral system on a
proper basis. The Minister of Water difficult to deal with as one who is sure he
Supply was exceedingly anxious at the end has done his duty after what I have related.
of last session to get the Water Conser- With regard to the water pipes for the Yan
vation Bill passed straight away. The Yean, I must say that the circumstances
principal districts of the colony, he said, were are of the most astonishing character. There
famishing for water, and we were asked to was not a word said about the necessity for
let the Bill go through almost without those water pipes until it was too late to
discussion. The honorable member who make them in the colony. I must remind
ventured to object to or even to discuss the the honorable member that he has always
Bill was" looked upon as an enemy to the resisted the policy of protection. in this
country, and the measure did pass with a House to the very utmost, and how can he
rapidity that was astonishing. This House ask us to believe that he has been doing his
did its duty in that respect, but what has duty to the country from a protective point
the Minister of Water Supply done? He of view when he allowed this contract to
has run up and down the country with one stand over until the officers told him there
or two engineers, but not a drop of water was not a minute to spare, and the order
has been conserved. He has told us now must be sent home, because, if there was
that at Bridgewater, on the Loddon, the another month's delay, Melbourne WlOuld be
building of a wall 3 feet high would afford without water? Why should the order be
a splendid supply of water for hundreds of sent home? Are there not people here to
families, but yet he has also told us that do the work? Have not people imported
that wall was not erected. Even if he had machinery to enable them to do it? When
exceeded his powers in executing that work, Sir James McCulloch sent home an order
would the House have said a word to him for a few engines, the House resisted his
except in the way of praise? There have action, and he had to telegraph to England
been reports and re-reports going on for the countermanding the order. What justifilast six or seven months, but not a solitary cation can the Minister of Water Supply
thing has been done. That Serpentine weir offer to the working classes of this colony
may have been a bad one, but an expenditure for sending work out of the country? None
of £150 wm:tld have placed the popuhi:tion whatever. The manufacturers here were
there in possession of a full supply of water. prepared to perform the work in a workmanI can tell honorable members that many of like manner, and jn proper time, if the
the very best men of the colony-the bone honorable member had done his duty and
and sinew of the country-have had to called for tenders at the right time. Either
leave their houses and go mHes away from he is to blame, or his officers if they kept
their farms, to live in tents for the purpose back from him the information as to the
of being near a supply of water. That being pipes being required until it was too late to
the case,_ what can we say of the doings of have them made in the colony.
Mr. Long"more.
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Mr. WOODS.-That is where the mischief lies.
Mr. LONGMORE.-If the Minister is
to blame it is his duty to bear it, and if not
he should put the blame on the right
shoulders. There has been nothing more
calculated to shake confidence in the Government than this action of sending to England
when the work could have been so easily
performed in the colony. It simply means
that large freights have been given to a
lot of shippers for bringing these pipes into
the country. The work we get from England is not equal to the work done here,
and it is not cheaper when we consider how
much of the imported work is condemned.
When the pipes are cast in the colony, the
work, if bad, is condemned in the yard, and
the Government never take the pipes, so
that the colonial article is cheaper.in the
end than the English. A great deal of
reference has been made to the case of Mr.
Wallis, and the Minister of Public Works
has stated that he did not deal harshly 01'
hastily with that officer. I think the
Government had a perfect right to abolish
Mr. Wallis's position if they chose, and to
give him compensation, 01' place him in
some other position; but they should have
done that before the inquiry was held by
the board. The board exonerated Mr.
Wallis, 01' as nearly so as it was possible
for them to do, and it was then that his
office was abolished. When I went into
the department, I might have been supposed
not to be particularly favorable to Mr.
Wallis. He came originally from the
A1'g~t8-though I am glad to say he was
not long there, for it would be difficult for
any human being to remain a just man after
being long in that office. Under the circumstances, I was not supposed to be particularly favorable to Mr. 'Vallis, but I can
bear my testimony, after being three years
at the head of the Lands department, that
Mr. Wallis was a most reliable officer. And
what is more, I thought the honorable
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) would
have told the House that in this disputed
case about the two or three years' compensation to the vignerons, the honorable
member himself made the arrangement with
a certain number of vignerons that if they
got the vintage that year, and their vines
were afterwards destroyed, they would only
receive two years' compensation instead of
three.
Mr. L. L. SlVIITH.-That is not so.
Mi'. LONGMORE.-That is the positive fact as far as I know, and I think the
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Minister should have satisfied himself by
seeing the honorable member for Geelong
on the matter before he dealt with it. I
believe the honorable member for Geelong
would have put him right on that subject
without reference to Mr. Wallis, the
vignerons, or anyone else. Nothing has
appeared to me so sad in the whole of the
Governor's speech as the statement that a
Bill would be brought in "for the better
management of the railways." I don't
think the Minister of Railways' colleagues
should have put that sentence in the Governor's speech, or, at least, they might
have worded it in some different way.
After all, the honorable gentleman who
has charge of the railways, whether he has
done right 01' wrong, has certainly been
very energetic. He has attended to his
business at the Railway department late
and early. But what sort of office is this
which the Government are about to create
by bringing in a Bill to appoint three members of this House to be a board to sit at
the Railway department? I do not understand the arrangement, I do not think it is
constitutional, and it would, in my opinion,
be a very grave matter for this House to
depart from the usual custom in that
direction. I can assure honorable members
that mismanagement of the railways has
resulted more from attempts at over-.
management than from anything else.
The Minister ought certainly to know
everything that is going on, but he ought
not to take a threepence off here and a sixpence off there and change the trains at his
plea~mre, because, although it is easy to
write a memorandum, there are hundreds of
officers who have to be initiated into any
alteration, in order to carry it out, and the
danger to the public increases very much by
these constant changes. Every change that
takes place on the railways ought to be
well thought out, and no change ought to
be made until there is conclusive evidence
that it will be an advantage, and until
plenty of notice has been given so that the
officers can carry it out without the danger
of any accident 01' confusion. I think it is
in this respect that the present Minister
has erred. He has also been making proposals, which I think this House would not
tolerate, to carry people to Brighton and
elsewhere for 3d. It is all very well to
make a general charge for very short dis
tances, but there is no reason why wealthy
people, who are able to find comfortable
homes a good way out of the city, should
~ot pay a little more t~an people who have
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to be cooped up in the city and its neighbourhood, and have to pay doctors' bills on
that account. There are places like Emerald
Hill for instance, where laboring people,
being able to live cheaply, are crowded
together, and why should they have to pay
more in proportion than the nabobs who go
and settle about Brighton?
Mr. BOSISTO.-The Hobson's Bay
Company offered inducements to people to
live at Brighton.
Mr. LONGMORE.-The Hobson's Bay
Company agreed to give a ticket to any
man who built a house at Brighton, enabling
11im to travel free for a certain time, so that
they might be able after that period to
make him payeighteenpence for his journey.
They did that to bring traffic, not to carry
passengers at a loss.
Mr. BENT.-I have never reduced the
fares to Brighton since I have been Minister of Railways.
Mr. LONGMORE.-No, the honorable
gentleman only made a proposal to do so,
and threw out a lot of feelers in the press.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-It was I who
reduced the fares on the Brighton line when
the honorable member for Ripon was a colleague of mine.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I know the honorable gentleman reduced the fare to a shilling,
and in that he did wrong. He made the
reduction in the absence of the then Minister
of Railways, who, when he returned, had too
much generosity in his disposition to do
more than tell the honorable gentleman he
thought he had done wrong. But the proposal recently suggested was to reduce the
fare to 3d., and I think the country cannot
afford to carry the wealthy people 9 ~ miles
at that price. If such a thing is done, I
suppose the country will have a right to expect that passengers on the other lines will
be carried at the same rate.
Mr. BENT.-Hear, hear.
Mr. LONGMORE.-If that principle
of reducing fares were adopted, the Minister
of Railways would not long be able to boast
that the railways were making £2,000 a week
more than ever they did before. It is all
very well to give cheap travelling where
there are very large populations, but there is
not the population in this colony to justify it,
and we have to pay the interest on a large
public debt. The Minister of Railways
stated that 50,000 more people were carried
thi.s year on the suburban lines than were
conveyed last year, and yet that there was
not half a mile of the line fit to ride on.
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It is very strange that the company worked
the lines safely for a great many years.
Mr. vVOODS.-They worked the railway
to death and then sold it-and us.
Mr. LONGMORE. - I know they
worked it low, but the rails on those lines
are good and heavy, and are calculated to
carry the heaviest traffic that is ever likely
to be put upon them. Up to the day the
company sold the lines, they kept them in running order and conveyed their passengers in
safety. Then there was the accident at
Jolimont. I do not think the present
Minister of Railways is to blame for that
accident in any shape or form. It resulted
from the tire of a wheel being run too thin,
and consequently breaking. The officers of
the department, however, should have
known-and, what is more, I understand they
did know-that the wheels had been run
so thin. When it was proposed to send
some of those carriages to the vVilliamstown
line, they were refused by those who had
charge of the traffic, because they knew the
carriages were not safe. I think the expression
used by Mr. Mirls was that he did not want
any "coffins on wheels" on the Williamstown line. It is .a great calamity that such
wheels were continued to be used, particularly when we know thfit wheels and axles
can be prepfired and easily fitted on to carriages. The expense to the country of not
obtaining new wheels at the proper time has
been something like £100,000 or £150,000,
because the .Jolimont accident has been made
the excuse for at once spending an immense sum of money upon those lines
which was not required. The Minister
of Railways shakes his head, but I have
travelled on the main lines, and I hfive seen
sleepers on those lines ten times fiS bad as
the sleepers which have been thrown aside on
the Hobson's Bay line. It is all very well
to tfilk about making lines perfectly safe.
The Hobson's Bay Company ran their
lines perfectly safe until the last day they
occupied them, and I think the Minister of
Rfiilways could have put them in order for
very much less than he has expended on
them. vVhat has been done with regard
to the rolling-stock? vVhy these lines have
been loaded with palaces for people to ride
in. Every carriage is being put into splendid order on the Hobson's Bay lines, but
not a word is said of the carriages used by
the general public on the other railways.
I have been told by engine-drivers that one
American carriage requires greater haulage than three of the ordinary kind. And
then we have to supply the finest of velvet
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cushions for the St. Kilda and Brighton
gentlemen to sit upon. I maintain that
extravagance of the worst character has
been committed in connexion with a railway that does not pay, and the country will
have to suffer for it. We shall be required to continue expiring taxes, whereas,
with the Customs revenue coming in as it
has been doing, the question should be
" What shall we take the tax off'?" Instead of considering that question, however,
we are going on spending money as if there
was never to be any more money wanted in
the colony. That is the kind of management
which I object to. Then the Minister of
Railways sent to England for 70 carriages,
although I am prepared to say that he could
have got them here. Moreover, I submit
that the number of railway passengers does
not warrant the sending out of the country
for such a number of carriages. The public
can be properly accommodated at ordinary
times, and, when certain great crushes occur,
people must expect to put up with inferior
accommoda tion. When these carriages
come they will be lying out in the sun getting destroyed during the greater portion of
the year, yet we are going on getting new
carriages continually. On the Hobson's
Bay lines every train has one, two, or three
of these grand American carriages.
Mr. BENT.-I beg to inform the honorable member that there is not an American
carriage on the Hobson's Bay Railway, and
I have never had an American carriage
made since I have been in office.
Mr. LONGMORE.-It may not be
quite correct to describe them as American
carriages, but the objection is only a quibble.
Why was the honorable member in such a
hurry in sending to England for 70 oorriagei '?
The same remark applies to the Minister of
Railways as to his colleague, the Minister of
Public Warks. He always opposed protection in this House, and it is too great a
strain on our faith to ask us to believe that
the question of free-trade and protection
never entered his head when he ordered
these carriages. The honorable member
and his colleague have no right to ask the
House to believe that they would not carry
out their free-trade notions whenever they
got a chance. The Minister of Railways has
done an injury to the administration of his
department by interfering too much and
without sufficient cause-in fact, by being
too active in his management of the railways. A great national concern cannot
be kicked about with impunity by writing
memoranda. I believe that the honorable
SES. lS82.-F
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member has also spent a large sum of
money unnecessarily about the city, and
that sufficient care has not been taken to
bring out rails for the new lines in the country
' districts. I have been astonished to find
that there is not a rail to go on the new
lines, and that several are being delayed in
consequence. The Minister of Railways has
been in office nine months.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-And ordered
25,000 tons of rails.
Mr. LONGMORE.-The rails should
be on the lines now. The Minister of Railways told a deputation the other day that
the order was sent home for these carriages
more than four months before. The House
was therefore sitting when they were ordered,
and yet never heard anything about the
matter.
Mr. BENT.-The date was the 13th of
January.
Mr. LONGMORE.-How then could
the honorable member say a fortnight ago
that the order had been sent home four
months previously?
Mr. BENT.-January, February, March,
April.
Mr. LONGMORE.-The Minister of
Railways is not much out-not very far
astray. I suppose the reason why he
counts so accurately is that he has practice
in compiling railway time-tables. N evertheless he must unquestionably have known,
some time before the House rose for the
recess, what his intentions in the matter
were, and he ought to have given Parliament a hint beforehand that he was about
to send such a contract out of the country.
He should have intimated that an emergency was arising which he could not meet
by relying upon only Victorian resources,
and then almost all responsibility in the
matter would have been taken off his
shoulders. What surprises me more than
anything else is that ordering these carriages from England was acquiesced in by
two former colleagues of my own.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Who take the
whole responsibility of thl? affair.
Mr. LONGMORE.-It is very easy to
allot the responsibility. What I want to
point out is that the action of those former
colleagues of mine practically places them
in the conservative ranks, and that I cannot follow them into those ranks. I cannot
consent to the industries of the country
being interfered with as they have been
interfered with. Before the money for those
oorriages was sent to England there ought
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to have been some thought for the taxpayers of the colony. The wage-earners of
the community had a right to be considered
in connexion with the matter, and I say
that if they and those who represent them,
as the farmers do, turn against the present
Government, Ministers can have no reason
to complain. I don't think it is necessary
for me to go further through the Governor's
speech. I don't think that I and other
honorable members like me, who have
hitherto given the Government at least a
moderate support, have been treated fairly
by them. For my own part, I am utterly
astonished to find them putting totally on
one side, without the slightest reason, the
policy which I have always tried to follow,
and which I have asserted in this Chamber
ever since I have been a member of it.
Being separated, to some extent, from the
party with which I have worked for many
years, because they carried an Act-the Reform Act-which I regard as a disgrace to
the colony, I was prepared, last session, to
aid Ministers to the utmost of my ability,
but how can I be so prepared any longer?
I thought they would carryon the business
of the country for a wIllie in a moderate and
business-like way, not interfering with its
industries, but what, when they got the opportunity, did they do? Parliament did not
hear a word respecting the wonderful carriage
contracts that were to be let until there was
a row about calling for tenders for them at
home. Ministers should realize to themselves that they ought to have a higher
object than merely to sit on the Treasury
bench in order to serve those who cannot
be patriots, or they would not desire to
send the business of the country away. In
any case, members of the present G~)Vern
ment having done violence to the opinions
they have repeatedly expressed in this
House, I will not only not follow them, but
I will vote against them.
Mr. WHEELER. - Mr. Speaker, it
seems to me that the explanation of the row
over these pipe and carriage contracts is not
very hard to find. The Opposition are bound
to get up some agitation. Last session they
attempted to work up a cry about the Education Act being in danger, but where is that
cry now? It appears to me, from the evidencethe Education Commission have taken,
thatthose who agitated against the appointment of that body find now the tables turned
upon them. The eyes of the public are being
opened to the way in which the Education
Act has been administered, and instead of
"Down with the commission" being in
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people's mouths, the case is quite the reverse. Well, what, under these circumstances, have the Opposition done? They
are shrewd enough to see that their former
cry will do no longer, and therefore they raise
a new one, namely, that protection is in
danger. They go about saying that the
industrial classes of the colony are to be
deprived of the work required by the Government in the shape of making water pipes
and railway carriages. I have, however,
carefully investigated this water-pipe business, and can give honorable members, by
means of an excellent illustration, a very
fair notion of how the colonial manufacturers
stand with respect to it. Some time ago the
borough council of Daylesford applied to the
Government for aid with respect to a local
water supply, and,they got a sum of money
in that behalf allotted to them. They then,
after adopting Mr. Gordon's plans and specifications, thought of ordering the pipes,
valves, &c., they required-about 1,000 tons
altogether - from England, from whence
they could get them in about seven months,
and they came down to the Minister of
Water Supply to ask him if the money they
were about to bOlTOW from the State would
be available for payment when the articles
were delivered. Well, what was the Minister's reply? He pointed out to the deputation that the pipes they wanted were of
the ordinary 8-incll size, the one most convenient for the Victorian pipe-makers, who
have not the apparatus for making the large
sizes, and he wound up by asking them" Why send to England? Why not give
the local manufacturers a chance?" Does
that look like an intention on his part to
destroy or interfere with the fixed protectionist policy of the country? He then
said-" I am extremely sorry I am unable
to order from the Victorian makers the new
Y an Yean pipes that are wanted, but the
fact is I cannot give time enough." He
further explained that the pipes he required
for the Y an Yean were practically mains of
the larger sizes-from 18 to 24 inches in
diameter-the machinery for making which
it would not pay the local manufacturers to
procure, because it would probably be a great
number of years before mains of a similar
diameter would be again required; and he
also said-" I would gladly, for the sake
of local industry, extend the period within
which the mains must be delivered, but I
really dare not do so, because if I did I would
not be in a position to supply the suburbs
with water next summer, and then there
would probably be a water famine there."
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At the same time, he pointed out most
clearly that with respect to 8-inch or 9-inch
pipes the case was very different, inasmuch
as not only can they be conveniently made
by the local makers, but there is no doubt
an enormous quantity of them will be required in the colony during the next few
years. Maryborough will soon need four or
five miles of such pipes; and other localities
are in a very similar position. Well, the
Daylesford Council adopted the view the
Minister had placed before them; and they
instructed Mr. Gordon to alter the specifications of the intended water supply contract,
so that the pipes might be made in the colony,
under his inspection. On the one hand, he
was to inspect them before passing them, and,
on the other, the contract time was extended
to suit the local manufacturer. Thus everything that could be done was done by both
the Minister of Water Supply and the Daylesford Council in order to throw the work
of making these pipes into local hands.
Tenders for the pipes were then called for
in Melbourne to be received a fortnight
afterwards; and what was the result? Five
tenders were sent in, but not one on behalf
of the colonial manufacturers. True, one
local manufacturer tendered; but he only
offered to supply English pipes, which he
proposed to import. What I am speaking
of occurred during the present month. In
fact, the tenders were made returnable by
the 12th inst.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Everything was done,
save allowing sufficient time for the work.
Mr. WHEELER.-I don't know what
the honorable member means by "sufficient
time." The time offered was about eight
months; and the Daylesford Council volunteered to pay for the pipes as fast as they
were delivered, so that the local manufacturer
need not be crippled for want of means.
Therefore, I think it most unfair of honorable members to attempt to make capital
out of the Minister of Water Supply sending
home for the pipes wanted for the Yan Yean.
If the colony cannot supply 1,000 tons of
pipes of the size most convenient to the local
makers, and so much in demand that it is
certain that many thousands of tons of them
will be required within a very brief period,
how could it be expected to supply mains of
a size so large that similar piping is not in
the least likely to be wanted here for many
a long year to come? It appears to me,
and I am sure the country will say the same
thing, that this cry is got up merely to raise
a wave of sympathetic feeling among the
working men of the colony on behalf of a
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certain section of politicians. I am a protectionist-a moderate protectionist-I never
owned to any other principle in connexion
with our fiscal policy; but I consider it
most wrong and unjust to attempt to cast
censure upon the Government for doing
what they have done, seeing that, when the
facts of the case are fairly looked at, abundant justification appears for every step they
have taken. What would be said of the
Governmeht if next summer came and found
the new Y an Yean mains not laid, and a
portion of the metropolis virtually without
water? As a matter of fact, if those mains
were made in the colony, they could not be
delivered before the end of March, 1883.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Why were tenders for
them not called for earlier?
Mr. WHEELER.-Why did not the
late Government order the rails they wanted
earlier? The honorable member who interrupts me knows that the present Government have only recently come into office,
and I think he will admit that since they
have been in power they have acted like
prudent men. I wonder what the late
Government would have done in the same
time. Did not the honorable member for
Geelong (Mr. Berry) talk last night of it
being right and proper for Ministers to have
devoted the surplus revenue in their hands
to extending the waterworks of the colony,
instead of to paying off the Treasury-bonds?
What would honorable members say if they
discovered, when Parliament met, that the
Government had, during the recess, spent
a heap of money upon supplying different
districts with water, without being legally
authorized to devote a single penny to the
purpose ? Would not a Ministry who did
that sort of thing be promptly condemned
for their action? Furthermore, supposing
the money in question had been spent during
the recess upon waterworks, what good would
have been done? Constructing waterworks
will not bring rain. Do we not know that
since the Water Conservation Bill became
law hardly a drop of rain has fallen, although
we have had prayers for it? However, the
drought has now broken up, and I hope we
shall be able, before long, to do something
useful under the new Water Oonservation
Bill. As for the existing Water Conserva.tion Act, I must say I never quite approved
of it. I thought that, at all events, the
principal works of the great water schemes
of the country ought to be carried out by
the State, as the Geelong and Coliban
schemes were. I also foresaw that great
difficulties would arise in connexion with
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the intended water trusts, because it would
be hardly possible to prevent one trust from
taking water from a particular point of a
stream, to the injury of another trust. No
doubt, however, the proposed amending Bill
will guard against any complications of the
kind. I wish to say, also, that no water
trust should have it in its power to levy the
same amount of taxation upon both the
people whom it supplies with water and
those who are unable to get it. For my
part, I can in no way blame the Government
for the fact that they did not, during the
recess, spend upon waterworks money which
they were not authorized by Parliament to
devote to any such purpose. Indeed, having
before their eyes the severe censure formerly
passed upon a Minister who constructed
railway works without the authority of this
House, I scarcely think they would be at all
inclined to err in the same direction. To
my mind, they have done all they could do.
They have met Parliament as early as possible, and come down with a programme
that looks like business-like good practical
legislation. They may have done things
which some honorable members regard as
not quite correct, but the House ought to
be generous. Trifles ought to be forgotten,
and we ought to get on with our work. I
would like, before I go further, just to call
attention to the steps taken by Ministers,
during the recess, in order to meet the case
of the drought that has been so keenly
felt in the northern districts of the colony.
I venture to say that those steps were very
right and proper. They sent parties about
with water-boring rods; they furnished
districts with pumps and pumping gear;
and they supplied the pressing wants of
many parts of the colony by means of water
trains. I think they did all they could, and
that no Government could have done more.
Next, I will say a word or two about the
Government dispensing with the services
of Mr. Wallis, for which step they have
been taken severely to task. It appears to
me, however, that his services were not dispensed with altogether on the grounds raised
by the inquiries of the board appointed to
look into the case concerning him. A variety
of surrounding circumstances had to be taken
into consideration. For instance, there was
the question of his ability generally, and,
besides, his want of attention to his department. All these points doubtless weighed
with the Minister of Agriculture. Again, it
is my opinion that the late Secretary for
Agriculture, by the obstacles he raised, rendered it utterly impossible for himself and
Mr. Wheeler.
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the Minister to work together. I know that,
some short time ago, I went to the department of Agriculture to do business, and
Mr. Wallis was not to be found. The Minister inquired whether he had left any note
in his office as to his being away, but it
appeared that he was absolutely absent without leave, and had left no trace of his whereabouts. Well, the same night I met the
gentleman at Daylesford, to which place he
had gone to attend a mining meeting.
Was that propel' conduct on the part of the
head of an important branch of the public
business?
Mr. FINCHAM.-That is a most improper charge to make under existing circumstances.
Mr. WHEELER.-It seems to me that
when the Minister of Agriculture is attacked for his conduct to Mr. Wallis is the
proper time to mention Mr. Wallis' conduct to the Minister of Agriculture. Fancy
Mr. Morrah or Mr. Labertouche being absent in the same way, and what the result
would be. Would either of them do such
a thing a second time and not incur dismissal? I say that there is no hardship in
Mr. Wallis' case. In the first place, he
was not dismissed at a moment's warning,
as the victims of Black Wednesday were.
I don't see why a Minister should be taken
to task for not feeling disposed to retain the
services of a secretary who does not discharge the functions of his office in a satisfactory manner, and who is not respectful
to his Ministerial head. I consider it the
duty of a Minister of the Crown to act as
the Minister of Agriculture acted. As I
have already said, the case of the Black
Wednesday victims was utterly different.
The treatment many of those poor people
received sent them to a premature gravea wretched and untimely end. Let those
who now blame the Minister of Agriculture
bear that in mind. Not a word do they say
respecting the gross injustice that was then
committed. They can cry out, however,
when a gentleman who is very well-to-do,
having means at his disposal, is simply
relieved-not dismissed-for good and sufficient cause, and awarded every particle of
compensation he could possibly claim. I
don't know how the Government could have
done more for Mr. Wallis than they have
done. And now a few words about the
Minister of Railways. I think the criticisms
passed upon that gentleman by the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) were altogether too severe. Indeed
they were unfair, ungenerous, and unjust.
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In my opinion, no Minister of the Crown
ever had greater difficulties to contend with
than the present Minister of Railways has
had. It is notorious that when he went to
his department it was in a state of utter
disorganization - that throughout officers
were working against officers, and striving
to throw obstacles in each other's way.
How not to do things appeared to be their
great aim. Time after time have I been to
the Railway department about business,
which it then appeared would be put through
immediately, but which was stopped almost
directly my back was turned by some official
putting in his oar. To my knowledge, that
sort of thing has happened over and over.
again. A stroke of the pen would be
almost all that was needed to comply with
the urgent requirements of a local body;
but some officer would set up an impediment, and then the whole affair
would hang over for months, if not years.
For instance, after two years' waiting, the
people of Daylesford have not yet got their
railway station. I assert 'that the present
Minister of Railways is in no way responsible for the want of rolling-stock in his
department, or for the accidents that have
occurred in consequence. He has not been
long enough in office to have got fresh rolling-stock made. The fact is that for a long
time pa~t Ministers of Railways have been
extending the lines-constructing fifty miles
here and fifty miles there-without making
any provision for the engines, carriages, and
trucks required to work them; and that sort of
thing has resulted in tremendous loss to the
country. I know one individual who regularly loses £1,000 a year in his private business because there is not sufficient railway
rolling-stock to carry his goods to market.
As for sending home for rolling-stock, I think
it would be much better if the Government
tried to get all the work of the Railway department done in the colony, and I am satisfied there are in Ballarat and Sandhurst, as
well as in Melbourne, a sufficient number of
large firms to transact the whole business,
if proper inducements were offered them,
and proper consideration was afforded them.
But where is the use of calling for tenders
for three or four locomotives when, perhaps,
fifty are really wanted, and the patterns for
one would serve for fifty, being equally expensive in either case? What, however, we
have to remember at present is that the
honorable gentleman who is now Minister
of Railways was placed in a position of
emergency. It being imperative, in order
to save risk to life and limh, that carriages
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should be promptly procured, he took the
step of sending home for a few, letting
the colonial manufacturers tender for the
balance wanted; and I think he did perfectly
right. What would have been said had he
let the public go on travelling in carriages
so worn-out that they were little better than
infernal machines?
Mr. JnNOHAM.-Why did he not consult the House on the point?
Mr. WHEELER.-I don't think it reasonable to expect the House to be consulted
on such matters. I say it was essential,
no matter whether new carriages were got
from England or in the colony, that at
all events they should be obtained within
the shortest possible time, and I consider the
censure heaped upon the Minister of Railways for the steps taken by him for the
protection of the travelling public to be excessively unfair. He did his utmost to get
the carriages he wanted constructed in the
colony, and, be it remembered, the tenders
he called for from local firms were the largest
of the kind ever known in the colony. I
wish also to speak as to the appointments
made by the present Government. Have
we not heard something about the vast
number of appointments made by the late
Government? What did the late Minister
of Railways-I allude to the honorable
member for Castlemaine, one of the best
Ministers of Railways we have known-do
in that direction? Why he nearly cleared
Castlemaine of its able-bodied men. So
much was that the case that the Castlemaine girls complained of being extremely
badly treated, inasmuch as all the young
fellows were drafted away. I fail to see
that the present Government have exercised
a greater amount of patronage than their
predecessors did. The difference with the
latter was that they simply set themselves
to putting out their enemies and putting in
their friends. That was the plan they were
prepared to carry out at any risk.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-Never were fewer
public appointments made, within a given
period, than were made while the late Government were in power.
Mr. WHEELER.-Let honorable members all round reckon up that statement for·
themselves. I have no desire to extend my
remarks. I believe that, in laying stress
upon the two points they have specially put
forward, the Opposition are acting most
unfairly towards the Government. So far
as was consistent with the public safety,
Ministers have dorie their utmost to assist
the industrial classes of the country, and I
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am satisfied that had the Opposition been
in power, they would have taken the same
steps. Indeed they could scarcely have
taken any other.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-Mr. Speaker, perhaps the House will allow me to make a
short explanation with regard to a matter
which I consider of some importance. The
Minister of Railways stated, in the course
of his speech last night, that although Iobtained the passage of a Bill authorizing the
construction of a considerable number of
miles of railway, I omitted entirely to make
provision for the rails necessary for those
railways. Now the Government of which I
was a member left office on the 9th July
last, and on the 16th July-seven days
afterwards-tenders for rails, advertised for
six months before in European and other
newspapers, were dealt with. In announcing the acceptance of the tenders, a daily
newspaper remarked" The specification set forth that tenders were
wanted for the supply of 18,250 tons of 50Ib.,
60Ib., and 751b. steel rails and fish plates. Ten
tenders were sent in, all from English firms, and
that of Messrs. Bolckow, Vaughan, and Co.,
extensive iron masters, of Middlesborough, England, was accepted, the amount being £130,03l
5s., or at the rate of £7 2s. 6d. per ton."

Two months earlier, an order was given for
5,000 tons of rails, representing an expenditure of something like £40,000. Under
these circumstances, I can scarcely trust myself to reply to the assertion made by the
Minister of Railways last night.
Mr. BENT.-What I said, and I now
repeat it, was that for the lines let during
the last two months there have not been
rails.
Mr. KERFERD.-That is not the point.
Mr. BENT.-What, then, is the point?
Mr. KERFERD.-TheMinisterofRailways made the assertion last night that the
late Government went out of office without
making provision for the rails necessary for
the railways authorized by Parliament.
Mr. BENT.-I say so yet.
Mr. KERFERD.-But what the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) has read directly contradicts the
assertion.
Mr. BENT.-I say without fear of successful contradiction that lines have been
let, and that the construction of those lines
is now stopped for want of rails.
Mr. KER1?ERD.-That is not the
question at all.
Mr. FISHER.-Mr. Speaker, as a
member of the liberal party, ~ am glad to
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hear the statement just read by the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson), because it throws some light on what
seemed rather an involved and intricate
matter. I am glad to find that no blame
can possibly be attached to a liberal Minister
or to the liberal party; and that if any
injury has been done to protection, it has
been done not through any fault or laches
of that party, but through the action of
honorable members on the Ministerial side.
I am not going to touch upon the theoretical
or professional side of the Railway department, nor am I prepared to give an opinion
upon the administrative acts of the Minister of Railways, but, inasmuch as that
honorable gentleman has been assailed on
many hands for want of courtesy and lack
of decent civility to individuals and deputations, I feel bound to say that I have
always found him most civil and eourteous.
From no previous Minister did I ever receive more courtesy or more civility, or more
real help in carrying out the affairs I had
to bring under his notice. At the same
time, I must say the Minister of Railways
has not altogether pleased me with regard
, to some things, and notably in not having
the line to Keralltg somewhat further
advanced than it is. Some excuses about
the matter were put forward last nighi, but
I am not disposed altogether to accept
those excuses, because we are about to have
another Railway Bill, and I think that
before the construction of some hundreds
of miles of more railway is authorized
we should turn our attention to the completion of lines already oommeneed or
which are partly under surveyor in other
stages of progress. With regard to the
case of Mr. Wallis, I must say that I feel
grieved and ashamed that such a thing
should be discussed in this House as the
dismissal of one civil servant. Such a
thing ought not to come before us. At
the Same time, I can quite understand that
it was necessary, on account of the peculiar
action of the Minister of Agriculture in
appointing a board, that the matter should
be brought under our notice. If the
Minister had appointed no board, and had
dismissed Mr. Wallis summarily, I
would have nothing to say, because I
hold that it is not the business of this
House to interfere with the appointments, dismissals, or suspensions madG by
any individual Minister. If a Minister
does anything displeasing to the Assembly,
he must bear the brunt of his action. But
to be con~tantly attacking a Minieter on
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account of some peccadillo in his department-because he dismisses one man, or
appoints another, 01' suspends a third-is
altogether beneath the dignity of Parliament; it is calculated to convert Parliament
into a parish vestry. With regard to the
Wallis business, I think we must all be of
opinion, after what the honorable member
for Ripon has told us, that Mr. Wallis was
a valuable .public servant, for, although the
honorable member for Ripon was severely
prejudiced against Mr. Wallis because he
was formerly connected with a particular
newspaper, yet it is the fact that Mr. Wallis
served for three years under the honorable
member. But I don't agree with the honorable
member in objecting to Mr. Wallis because
he was formerly on the staff of a certain journal. On the contrary, if I had the selection
of a gentleman for the secretaryship of any
public department, I would prefer above all
others a gentleman of the press, for the reason
that he has to go through a certain ordeal;
he must possess a certain knowledge of the
business of the world, and he must have the
capacity of writing down and describing
what he sees and hears. Therefore, while
I disagree with his objections to Mr.
Wallis, I agree with the honorable member
for Ripon in the opinion that, seeing that
the Ministry appointed a board to investigate the Wallis business, they were not
justified in going, by a side-wind, dead
against the board's report, as they did by dismissing Mr. Wallis, I think it would have
been much better-it would have contributed
more to their own honour and to their stability
on the Treasury bench-if after the report
of the board they had retained Mr. Wallis
in his position. Moreover, the way in which
the report of the Wallis Board has been
treated will lead the members of existing
and future boards and commissions-and
no Ministry ever appointed more boards or
commissions than this Ministry - to the
conclusion that, notwithstanding the time
and trouble they may take in investigating a particular matter, there will
be no sort of security that their recommendations will be carried out. With
regard to the Governor's speech, which is
the immediate subject of this debate, I
must say that it seems to be composed of
too many neutral tints, and in consequence
the aspect of the whole document is somewhat colourless. From another point of
view, the speech looks like a political old
curiosity shop, filled with all sorts of
abortive legislative measures-measures we
have heard of before, but which have failed,
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or been carried through certain stages and
then been dropped. All these legislative
wares are arranged on the shelves-there is
a display of all sorts of things-and yet no
particular attention is directed to anything.
Not only is the speech remarkable for what
it does say, but it is equally remarkable for
what it does not say. One thing which
certainly ought to have been mentioned is,
for some reason, utterly omitted. In fact,
the speech is a sort of hotch-potch. And
this reminds me of the story of the Englishman who came from Scotland so pleased
with a dish of hotch-potch of which he had
partaken tha t he determined to have a
similar dish at home. However, when the
dish was prepared, it was found to be
utterly insipid; there was something lacking; and investigation showed that the
dish had been made without the meat-the
beef or mutton-which is the foundation of
the whole thing. I call the speech a hotchpotch of the kind I am illustratmg, because
it contains no reference to the fact that
Ministers have sent to England for railway
carriages and water pipes, which articles, in
the interests of our own artisans, ought to
be made in the colony. Last night, the
Minister of Railways made an almost abject
apology-and the honorable gentleman is
the last to make an apology if there is not a
necessity for it-for having sent to England
for carriages. He tried to minimize the
damage he has done by seeking to make out
that the cost of labour will be only £160 per
carriage. Even at that rate, the transaction
will involve an expenditure of £11,000 or
£12,000. But look at the violation of
the principle of protection which is involved
in the proceeding, and the evil effect it is
likely to have, more or less, on trades in the
colony. Look at the evil effects which the
sending to England for iron pipes is likely
to have upon the establishment of the pipe
manufacturing business in Victoria. Why
should not that business be established in
the colony? The honorable member for
Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson) has shown
that the late Ministry were not to blame in
the matter. They gave sufficient warning,
and there was ample time to obtain tenders,
and have the whole work done by local
artisans. Now I say that, it being plain
and palpable that the Ministry made a
grave mistake in this matter, they ought to
have included in the Governor's speech
some sort of explanation about these pipes
and carriages. Another omission is the
absence of allusion to any determination on
the part of the Ministry to maintain the
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protectionist policy upon which the country
has thriven, and without which the country
could not thrive. I may mention that,
to-night, a most painful feeling oppressed
me when I saw the countenance of every
occupant of the Treasury bench beam a
sort of assent to the remark of the honorable member for Creswick (Mr. Wheeler),
which tended to show that the present
Ministry are not going to support protection to native industry-that, on the
contrary, they are for undermining the very
basis and foundation of the prosperity of
the country. That feeling oppresses me
now, and I don't think I shall be rid of it
when I have finished my speech. Two of
the first subjects referred to in the Governor's
speech are land and water; but I am not
satisfied with either of the references. It
appears that the Land Bill of last session
is to be again submitted; but I am utterly
opposed to the policy of that measure. I
am utterly opposed to an increase of the
area which a man is allowed to take up. I
am sorry the liberal party has not yet promulgated, as a party, what seems to be the
advanced thought on the land question. I
don't advocate the leasing system at all in
the interests of posterity. I am looking at
the immediate present; and I say, in view
of the immediate present, that it would be
a pity even for the same number of acres to
be open for selection by one individual that
have been open for the last few years. All
those who possess land at the present timeand unfortunately there is an abundance
of land in the northern and other districts
of the colony to be had from selectorswill have the value of their land enhanced if the leasing system be adopted.
My chief desire for the adoption of the leasing system proceeds from a wish to see the
process stopped of land passing from the
selector to the large landowner. There can be
no doubt that if we increase the area of land
which anyone man may take up from 320 to
640 acres, we shall only be encouraging the
selector to sell his land as quickly as he
can, and clear out to another colony, where
he can get a larger area for the same amount
of money. That certainly is not the way
to increase the number of our farmers-the
bone and sinew of the country. It will thus
be seen that I am opposed to the policy of
the Ministerial Land Bill; and I will do my
very best, when the time comes, to have
that Bill put aside for ever. With regard
to the water policy of the Government, it
seems fair, but it is altogether too vague
and misty. The other evening, I put a
Mr. Fisher.
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question to the Minister of Water Supply with
regard to the Serpentine weir; and I contend,
let the Minister say what he likes, that the
Serpentine weir is one of the "principal
waterworks for the northern districts." The
reply of the Minister was that the Serpentine weir is not a principal waterwork-that
it is only a subsidiary work of a temporary
character, and will be absorbed in the
arrangements connected with the Bridgewater weir. But it appears that the people
who have benefited by the Serpentine weir
-people occupying an area of country some
60 miles long by from 5 to 15 miles broad
-have been at the pains to prepare a memorial showing how iRconsistent has been the
action of the Water Supply department in
dealing with that weir; and I find this statement about the work in one of Messrs.
Gordon and Black's reports : " This weir is of such local importance in the
absence of other provision~ and in view of the
delay which must necessarIly take place before
a complete scheme can be authorized and carried
out, that we are unwilling to throw any obstacle
in the way of its being repaired, believing, as
we do, that the advantages to be derived from
a good supply of water being sent down the Serpentine Creek during one dry season would in itself justify the outlay on repairing this work ."

That the outlay would be justified even
if it secured a good supply of water for
only one year was the opinion of the Water
Supply department a very short time ago.
Since then, however, some change seems to
have come over the spirit of the dream of
the Water Supply department, and now
there is to be no Serpentine weir. It is now
declared that the Serpentine weir is a mere
temporary expedient, a mere subsidiary
work, and we are to have only the Bridgewater weir. That would be all very well if
we had the Bridgewater weir; but the
Ministry have been in office nine months,
and nothing has been done in the matter of
the Bridgewater weir. The fact is that the
Water Conservation Act, which was passed
last session, is utterly unworkable. A t the
time the measure was under the consideration of this House, I said it would be unworkable, and what has transpired sincethe quarrels between local bodies, and the
deputations to the Minister, some of which
I have accompanied-satisfies me that what
I said on the floor of the Assembly is just
as true now as it was then. The Ministry
now realize that the Water Conservation
Act won't work, that the public will never
get water under it, and for the reason that
trusts cannot be formed under the measure.
Of late, there has been a great and most
deserved outcry on account of the drought,
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and in consequence the Governor's speech
contains the assurance that the Government
are going to do something. But this something ought to have been done months ago.
It would appear that everything is being
done by the Water Supply department except the supplying of water. With regard to
the Serpentine weir, the inhabitants of the
neighbourhood-the Swan Hill shire and
the East Loddon shire-do not come in the
guise of mendicants before the country.
They spent hundreds of pounds of money on
theweir,and the weir, when it was in work, was
a wonderful benefit. Unfortunately an accident occun'ed to the weir-it was not constructed in the strongest way possible, and
it gave way some time ago. The Minister
of Water Supply went and inspected the
place, and offered to give £150 or £200
for some temporary repairs. I would have
accepted that offer, and looked for more
money afterwards; but it so happens that,
for Rome reason or other, the offer was not
accepted. I believe it was not accepted from a
pure motive-because the persons immediately interested felt that the effect of allowing a mere temporary an-angementtotake
place would be to hinder the construction of
a permanent weir. The matter now stands
in this position-that although there is a weir,
there is no water. I learn from a telegram
which has been shown me by my honorable
colleague that, in spite of the rain which has
fallen, there is no water down the Serpentine
yet. If I were to judge of the Ministry by
their dealings with the Serpentine weir, I
would be disposed to judge them rather
harshly. Some time ago the Water Supply
department wrote to the shire councils
interested intimating that if they would
prepare proper plans, and if those plans
were accepted and approved of by the department, the weir would be executed. The
councils set to work and prepared plans, and
sent the plans to the department, but up to
this day no report has been made upon those
plans. I ask whether this course of conduct
-this pushing aside of the plans and taking
no notice of them-was treating the local
bodies properly? Mr. Gordon was telegraphed to about the matter, and his reply
was most offensive. It wasPlans were not submitted to me for detail
approval."
What does that mean? The plans having
been prepared, and in detail, it was the
business of the Water Supply department
to submit them to its engineer. But this
was not done, and the Minister of Water
Supply now turns round and says-" You
H
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can have a pump." However, the people
are determined not to have pumps. They
find, from the experience of Kinypaniel, that
the working of a pump costs more than the
erection of a weir. After all, all that is
asked for from the Government on account
of the Serpentine weir is £1,000. Why
cannot this amount be supplied, and the
question of the Serpentine weir be put an
end to? I felt it necessary, as a representative of Mandurang, to make this
matter as clear and plain as possible,
especially after the specious statement
submitted by the Minister of Water
Supply last night. With regard to the
attempted assassination of Her Majesty the
Queen, I think it matter for congratulation
that one of our own Australian scions
should have appeared on the scene, and
shown he had proper stuff in him by knocking down the would-be assassin. I suppose
this fact is not mentioned in the Governor's
speech because the young gentleman happens to be the son of a member of another
place. With regard to our defences, I think
the honorable gentleman who preceded me
went a little too far when he said there is
no necessity for incurring expenditure in
that direction. At the same time, I would
like to see the defence expenditure carried
on with more method and greater system
than has hitherto been the case. I may perhaps be allowed to mention one little incident, personal to myself, to show how
matters are conducted in connexion with the
volunteer force. When I joined the volunteer artillery, I took special pains to make
myself acquainted with the working of the
40-pound gun, with the result that Major
Snee declared that he did. not think many
officers of the Imperial service could do
what I could do in the matter, and yet I
never had the opportunity of firing a single
shot. I don't by any means begrudge expenditure on our defences; but I would like
to see some practical good come out of it.
I would like to see at the head of affairs
some one who knows what he is about, and
would take care that we get worth for our
money. One allusion in the Governor's
speech is to a subject upon which I don't
think any honorable member has yet
touched. It is as follows : "It is considered desirable that, in consequence of the abolition of pensions, the position
of the County Court judges should be placed
on a more satisfactory footing. A Bill to secure
them a better tenure of office will therefore be
introduced."
I confess that I cannot understand the
l\1eaning of this paragraph. There are two
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sets of County Court judges now-those
who were appointed before the abolition of
pensions, and those who have been appointed
since. The judges appointed before the
abolition of pensions have nothing to complain of. They will get their pensions when
they retire, but they are allowed to contiuue
on the bench until they are long past 60
years of age. No County Court judge has
ever been removed because he was too old
to continue to discharge his duties. As to
those who have been appointed since pen-·
sions were abolished, I don't think that they
have any reason to complain, because they
accepted office knowing that they would
not be entitled to pensions. I don't believe
that the House will consent to have the
Pensions Abolition Act passed last session
practically abolished in favour even of
County Court judges, or that it will agree
to increase the salary of those judges.
With one exception, they ought not to be
increased. That exception is the Melbourne
County Court judge, who does as much
work as three ordinary County Court judges.
What then is the meaning ot this paragraph?
I have heard something about a scheme for
placing the County Court judges under the
charge of the Upper House, but I trust that
the Ministry will never attempt to do anything of that kind. If they do, they will
incur the odium of most honorable members
of this Chamber.
The proposed introduction of the penny postage system is
very much to be approved of. It probably
will involve considerable additional expense
at first, but, in process of time, the result
will be satisfactory even from a pecuniary
point of view, and the reduction will have
a most beneficial educational influence upon
the community. Perhaps not even" the
schoolmaster abroad," of which Lord
Brougham used to speak, did so much to
improve the educational status of a large
number of the people of England as the
reduction of the postage on letters to one
penny. It led people who could not write
letters to learn to do so, and by that means
to become educated. It is intended, I perceive, to propose an alteration in the law of
procedure, and some alteration is very much
wanted. I will mention one case to show the
necessity for a change inourlaw of procedure.
Some time ago, the Bank of Australasia
brought an action in the Supreme Court
against a man named Pollock and recovered
£8, the sum originally claimed being £60.
For recovering the £8 a bill of costs
amounting to £58 was made out, but it was
taxed by the Prothonotary down to £4,
Mr. Fisher.

Address'in Reply.

which would be about the proper amount
under the County Court scale of charges.
The Supreme Court, however, reversed the
decision of the Prothonotary, and decided
that the costs were to be taxed on the higher
scale, and eventually the defendant had to
pay £34 of costs because of the form of
procedure which had been adopted to recover
a debt of £8. It is monstrous that such a
state of things is allowed to continue. I
will also call the Attorney-General's attention to the necessity for a change in the
criminal law, so as to allow persons convicted. of crime the right of appeal. When
a plaintiff in a civil suit obtains a verdict
in his favour, no matter how trumpery the
action may be-even if it involves a question of only £1 or £2-the defendant can
appeal from one court to another as long
as he has the money to enable him to do
so; but if a man is placed on his trial for a
criminal offence, and something goes wrong
which results in his conviction, it is next to
impossible for him to have anything in the
shape of an appeal. The judge may reserve
a point for consideration before another
tribunal, but if he declines to do so the
man's chance of getting the verdict reversed,
however much justice may be on his side,
is gone for ever. Why should there not be
a right of appeal against a verdict affecting
a man's life or liberty, when the right of
appeal is allowed against a verdict given in
the most paltry civil action? I commend
this matter to the Attorney-General's
attention. In regard to the Bill "to
further amend the Police Offences Statute,
conferring greater powers on the magistracy
in cases of offences causing personal injury,"
I trust that the Ministry will proceed very
cautiously. Any measure of the kind we
may pass ought to be of a tentative character, so that we may see how it works, and
it should be carefully hedged round with safeguards, so that no risk may be run of demoralizing the youth of the colony. As to
the Electoral Bill, I trust that it will not
be a measure tinkering with any of the
electoral districts, or altering them so as to
make them return members holding certain
views. If the electoral districts are touched
at all, it ought to be done in a comprehensive
way, which would be by having single electorates. I don't think that any other mode of
dealing with the subject will give satisfaction
either to this House or the country. One
paragraph of the Governor's speech says"The amendment of the Civil Service Act,
which has been long felt as a public want, will
be also brought under your consideration."
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This m8Y very fairly be regarded as a makeweight. Socrates said of poetry that it was
made up of make-weights; and I am inclined to think that there is a good deal of
poetry about the Governor's speech, for there
are a great many make-weights in it. Certainly, any allusion to an improvement of
the civil service by the present Ministry is
very much of a make-weight. ] am glad to
see the action which the Government propose to take in regard to local government,
but I am entirely sceptical as to their being
in a position to turn their attention to the
taxation of landed property. Flanked as
they are by the honorable member for Warrnambool and the conservative members, does
anyone believe that the Government can
possibly increase the taxation of landed
property? The statement that they intend
to do anything of the 1dnd is a mere makeweight-in fact, a decoy duck-foreverybody
must know that the present Ministry would
be the last persons who would attempt to
increase the taxation of landed property. I
have now gone through nearly the whole of
the speech ab ovo '/,l8q~te ad mala. Each
member of the Government, with one
exception, appears to have been intrusted
with a legislative bantling, and the speech
concludes by expressing a hope that the
labours of Parliament "may, under the
blessing of Divine Providence, conduce to
the continued prosperity of the country and
to the happiness of the people." I think it
will require a special blessing to pull the
Ministry through. The only Minister to
whom no legislative bantling has been assigned is Bishop MacBain, and I presume
that that gentleman's mission is to drop the
lords' blessing-the blessing of the members of the Upper House-upon the work
of the other members of the Cabinet. I
have no feeling of personal hostility towards
any member of the Ministry. It is only
against the Government in their corporate
capacity, and from a sense of duty, that I
have made the remarks which I have uttered
to-night. The Government occupy a peculiar
position. The conservatives being unable
to get office because of the liberals, and the
liberals because of the conservatives, the
present Ministry appear safely wedged in,
like a ball between two rollers. They are
firmer, I believe, than many Ministries who
have preceded them. I, however, beg and
implore them to consider the policy of the
country. They have made mistakes in regard
to ordering water pipes and railway carriages
from England. Let them say that they will
not again fly. in the face of the policy which
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has been adopted by the people. The late
leader of the conservatives-a gentleman
for whoril all honorable members have a
very great respect-was at special pains in
his public utterances to say that his party
would not interfere with the protective
policy or the country. Surely then a Ministry who exist on sufferance-who continue
in office by the sufferance both of conservatives and liberals-should not by any act of
theirs fly in the face of the country. I propose to condone to a certain extent, perhaps,
what they have done in the past; but I
trust that during the remainder of their
tenure of office-be it long or be it shortthey will adhere strictly to the protective
policy~of the country, and not attempt to
depart from it.
Mr. GRAVES.-Sir, I will not attempt
to follow the remarks of the honorable member who has just resumed his seat, as that
would be a very difficult task, and one
which would no doubt weary both the
House and myself. I will address myself
chiefly to the real matter at issue in
this debate, namely, the sending to England for water pipes and railway carriages.
I desire, however, in the first place, to say
that the honorable member for Mandurang
(Mr. Fisher) is mistaken as to one or two
subjects to which he has referred. Of course
it is not possible for the Government to
convey in the Governor's speech all the information which honorable members may
desire on the questions there alluded to. It
is not the intention of the Government, as
the honorable member for Mandurang supposes, to increase the pay of the County
Court judges or to re-establish the principle
of pensions. The intention is that those
judges shall be removed only by a vote of
the House-that they shall hold office during
good behaviour. The Government have
secured, we believe, good and efficient men
to fill the vacancies which have lately occurred on the County Court bench, and it is
considered right that they should be assured
of the certainty of a tenure of office as long
as they discharge their duties properly.
The honorable member for Mandurang also
referred to the passage in the Governor's
speech relating to the taxation of landed
property, and said he did not believe it was
possible for the Government to introduce a
fair measure for taxing such property. I
think the honorable member will find that a
fair, reasonable, and legitimate system of
land taxation will be brought in. The Premier has had large experience in connexion
with the Land Tax Court, and no doubt
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his proposals will be found such as will give
satisfaction. The real charge against the
Government is .-that they have interfered
with the protective policy of the country
by ordering water pipes and railway carriages from England. Now the question
is-Was there an absolute necessity for
obtaining those carriages and pipes, and
could they have been manufactured here so as
to meet the existing requirements? If they
could have been manufactured here within
the necessary time, then the Government
have departed to a certain extent from the
principle of protection; but when, as a
member of the Oabinet, I consented to
orders being sent home for them, I was
satisfied in my own mind that the principle
of protection would not be violated by the
adoption of that course. I found that the
materials could not be manufactured in the
colony by the time they would be required,
and that some of the pipes could not be
procured here at any price.
The first
time any indication was given that water
pipes could be manufactured in the colony
was during the period that the honorable
member for Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson)
was Minister of Public Works. In 1878,
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) being the then Premier, it was first
proposed to call for tenders for pipes to be
manufactured in the colony, and tenders for
5,000 tons were invited. Only one colonial
firm tendered, the rate tendered at being
£10 13s. 4d. per ton, as against £9 Is. 6d.
the price asked for imported pipes, £2 per ton
duty being paid on the latter. On the whole
quantity there was a difference of £18,000,
as against the colonial manufacturer; but,
on the principle of protection, the Ministry
of the day determined to give the preference
to the local manufacturer. The tendering
firm, however, refused to enter into the contract; but the fact that the Government of
the day offered to accept the tender showed
that they did their best to obtain pipes of
colonial 'manufacture, and failed.
The
Minister of Public Works then called for
fresh tenders, and tenders for imported
pipes were sent in at £8 18s. 6d. per ton,
the importers paying the duty of £2 per
ton. I will read the following report which
I have received from an officer who has had
ten years' experience in the department : "Sir,-In answer to your inquiry, I can state
from memory that in 1878 tenders were invited
for 5t OOO tons of pipes, of sizes varying from ain.
to 12m., to be manufactured in tb.e colony, and
that the only tender was by the Australian Pipe
Company, at (1 think) £10 6s. per ton. The tenderers, however, on intimation of acceptance
having been given,' failed to sign the contract or
..Vr. Graves.
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proceed further in the matter. The honorable
the Commissioner thereupon authorized the purchase of 1,650 tons of pipes for immediate requirements, to be manufactured in the colony or
imported. The contract fell to 'an importer, at
£8 18s. per ton, there being no tenders from local
man ufacturers.
"Subsequently in the same year (1878) tenders
were again called for 5,000 tons, to be cast in the
colony. The Fulton Foundry Company tendered
at £9 15s. per ton, and obtained the contract,
which has been recently completed in a satisfactory manner by the Langlands Company, the
successor of the Fulton Company.
,< The pipes manufactured, with the exception
of about 1,500 tons of 16in. pipes, ranged from
Bin. to 6in. diameter, and these were turned out
at the rate of 150 tons per month. The 16in.
pipes were cast at the rate of 200 tons per month.
"The manager of the Langlands Foundrywhich up to the present time is the only firm that
has attempted pipe-casting-informed me, and I
was also quite aware, that they had no appliances
for casting 24in. pipes-or? in fact, for any large
pipes excepting those of Him. diameter-and that,
inasmuch as their former casting-shed had been
devoted to other purposes, it would, in the event
of their obtaining the contract, be necessary to
erect new shops and appliances.
"Further, he informed the Minister in my
presence, and 1 think there is a letter to similar
effect, that he could not begin delivery before
August, and could then only deliver at the rate
of 500 tons per month. As 4,500 tons of 24in.
pipes are required, I thought this rate too slow,
and so informed the Minister.
" As a matter of fact, and after repeated conversations with Mr. Thompson, manager of the
Langlands Foundry, I am firmly of opinion that
under no circumstances, nor at any rate of payment, could 24in. pipes in sufficient quantities
have been produced in the colony in time for
next summer's use.-l am, &c.,
"W. DAVIDSON,
Superintending Engineer, Melbourne Water
Supply."

I ask if any honorable member, in the face
of this report, could say that the Water
Supply department could do anything else
than it has done in giving the recent order
to obtain pipes from England? I submit
not. If the pipes had not been ordered,
and if, in consequence, illness or other
suffering was caused by the want of water
during the ensuing summer, would it be
any answer, in the face of this report, for
the Government to say that they waited to
get the pipes made in the colony P I came
into this House as a protectionist, and I
shall leave it as such. I say that the present Government are as earnest in their
desire to support the protective policy of
this country-fair and reasonable protection-as any Ministry that ever sat on the
Treasury bench. That is my opinion at all
events. In regard to the railway carriages,
I may say that, within the past twelve
months, at least ten or twelve new lines
have been opened for traffic. For years
and years the Ministers in charge of the
Railway department have declared that it
was impossible to make the railways pay
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owing to the want of sufficient rolling-stock.
Each Minister has warned the House that
more rolling-stock was required, and one of
them-the honorable member for Stawellactually went to the expense of procuring,
all over the colony, wood sufficiently
seasoned for the purpose of building carriages. No one can say that there is not
a deficiency of rolling-stock. Minister
after Minister who has presided over the
Railway department has been called upon
by the responsible officers of the department to provide more rolling-stock in order
to make the lines pay. The country is
under a heavy debt for the construction of
the railways, and it is the bounden duty of
the Ministry to make the lines pay-to
make them a commercial success. The
Jolimont accident occurred 40 days after
the present Government took office, and it
is admitted that the line was run down to
the very lowest state. When the House
authorized the purchase of the Hobson's
Bay Railway, the honorable member for
Stawell told the Government of the day
that they were buying a lot of rubbish and
old iron, but still the transaction was approved of. I certainly voted for the purchase, but I was misled. One of the
inducements to buy the line was a report
from Mr. Elsdon to the directors of the
Hobson's Bay Railway, which contained
the following statement : " Gentlemen,-As requested by you, I have the
honour to report on the condition of the rollingstock and permanent way, as also the number of
engines and other rolling-stock belonging to the
company.
"The permanent way, telegraph lines and
instruments,. and rolling-stock, with the exception of a small portion of the latter undergoing
the usual periodical repairs and overhauling, are
in good working condition .
.. I, however, beg to again remind the board
that the necessity for a supply of rails, as advised by me in my last half-yearly report of 16th
January of this year, still exists for keeping the
lines in the present working condition."

I voted for the purchase believing that the
line was in good working order. I think that
the evidence given at the inquest on the
persons killed at J olimont shows that the line
was lamentably run down, and my honorable
colleague, the Minister of Railways, began
the work of putting the dangerous carriages into a proper state of repair, and
increasing the rolling-stock so as to supply
the wants of the various lines as soon as
possible. My honorable colleague is most
energetic and zealous in all he takes in
hand. He is not infallible. He is subject
to mistakes, as all other men are; but I
will ask honorable members to look at the
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present ,railway returns, and contrast them
with what they were when the Government
took office. My honorable colleague has
done all he could to make the railways pay
and to save the taxpayers' pockets. Any
one who travels along the lines must see
that the stations, the carriage accommodation, and other conveniences for passengers
have been improved in every way. I know
that the honorable gentleman works hard
from morning till night, and does his very
utmost to administer his department for the
benefit of the public. I have always found
him civil and obliging to deputations, and
I don't think he would willingly offend any
one. The carriages most urgently required
for the lines could not have been obtained
without great delay if they had not been
ordered from England. It, however, was
with the greatest reluctance, and after being
urged by his colleagues to adopt that course
as the only one open to him, that the
Minister of Railways agreed to send home
for the carriages. The reports of the permanent heads of the department all
declared that additional carriages were required, and it was fotmd to be impossible
to obtain them in the colony in sufficient
time. The railway workshops were blocked
with work, and men were engaged night
and day. In regard both to the water pipes
and the railway carriages, I submit I have
shown that it was absolutely necessary to
order them from England, and that there
is no justification for the censure contained
in the amendment which has been moved by
the honorable member for Geelong. With
respect to the Wallis Board, a wrong impression seems to be entertained as to the
circumstances under which it was appointed.
It was not appointed at the instigation of
the Minister of Agriculture, but at the
request of Mr. Wallis, and in accordance
with the 35th section of the Oivil Service
Act, which is as follows : " When any officer is accused of a breach of
his duty, or of any conduct rendering it unfit
that he should remain in the civil service, if he
denies the truth of such accusations, and if the
Governor in Council nevertheless thinks that
sufficient cause has been shown for further proceedings, the Governor in Council may appoint
three or more fit and proper persons to inquire
as to the truth of such charge; and such persons
shall have authority to hear and examine evidence, and shall, after fully hearing the case,
report to the Governor in Council their opinion
thereon."

The 2nd charge against Mr. Wallis which
was remitted to the board of inquiry was"That the Secretary for Agriculture denies,
in an official memorandum, dated 10th February,
1882, that he so informed the Minister of Agriculture, in the Minister's room, on the 1st of the
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same month, on the occasion of a deputation of
vignerons waiting on the Minister; and such
denial is contrary to the fact and truth of the
matter."

This clearly comes within the category
described in the 35th section of the Civil
Service Act, because it virtually accuses Mr.
Wallis of having misled and misinformed
t.he Ministerial head of the department to
which he belonged. It has been unfairly
stated that my honorable colleague, the
Minister of Agriculture, was a party to the
appointment of the board, but I can assure
the House that he was not present at the
Cabinet meeting at which the members of
the board were chosen, and he did not know
who they were until a day or two after they
were nominated. With respect to the 2nd
charge the board reported"The board find that charge No. 2 is sus-

tainedThat charge was that Mr. Wallis had misled his Minister, which in my opinion is a
very serious accusation.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-Read on.
Mr. GRAVES.-I am going to do so:" so far as the alleged words go, but desire to
add that Mr. Wallis's statement to the Minister
was so utterly inconsistent with the facts so
manifestly to his interest to convey, that it may
be reasonably assumed he was not conscious of
the words he bad used or the interpretation they
bore, and that such denial was given with no
untruthful intent."

This is my view of the case also ; and I
feel sure that, after such a finding, the
Minister and Mr. Wallis could not continue
to work harmoniously together. There were
one or two other extraordinary things.
One has been mentioned to-night by the
honorable member for Creswick (Mr.
Wheeler), who stated that one day he called
at the department and found that Mr.
Wallis was absent at a mining meeting.
There is no record that he had any liberty
to attend such meetings, but there is a
minute which he wrote to the Minister
stating that, as a 1st class officer, he did
not consider that he was bound to tell his
chief where he was going to when he wanted
to absent himself from the office. That
view is opposed to the principle of the Civil
Service regulations. The permanent head
of a department is bound to let the Minister
know what he is doing, and also to see that
the other officers faithfully discharge their
luties. How can the work of a department
go on properly if the responsible head is
absent, and neither the Minister nor anybody
else knows where he is? In conclusion, I
desire to say, with reference to these want
of confidence motions, that they are very
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InJurIOUS to the public revenue. To illustrate that statement I may mention that,
on the occasion of the motion submitted by
the honorable member for East Bourke, in
October last, the Customs revenue for the
week preceding the motion amounted to
£34,750 14s. 8d., while during the week
the motion was being debated it fell to
£28,435 17s. 3d., or a decrease of £1,000
a day, and when the motion was decided it
immediately rose again. If the present
debate is to be continued for three or four
days, I would draw honorable members'
attention to the fact that the revenue and
trade of the country will be again seriously
prejudiced. The amendment has caused
uneasiness in commercial circles already,
and the revenue has already shown a decrease. People do not know what may
occur, and hence the revenue is affected.
Whatever may be the result of this debate,
I can only say that the Government have
exerted themselves to the utmost during
the nine months they have been in office to
promote the prosperity of the country. I
deny the statement that they have been in
any way neglectful of its· interests, and I
think the country will acquit them of any
such charge.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-Sir, I think it is a
great pity that nine months ago the Minister of Customs did not think that votes of
want of confidence were so injurious to the
revenue. On that occasion, no matter what
inconvenience might be caused in the collection of the revenue, it was necessary that the
want of confidence motion proposed must proceed to a successful termination, so that the
honorable gentleman might obtain a seat on
the Treasury bench and reap the advantages
derivable from the tenure of office. I have no
doubt that the honorable gentleman now
feels severely an amendment of the kind
proposed by the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), because there is a riskperhaps it may be a remote one-that he
may be· deprived of his position. Probably
it was that fear which made the honorable
member speak so feelingly on the subject,
but we Iniow that, whatever inconvenience
may occur in connexion with the public revenue on such occasions, it can only be of a
temporary character. If certain stores are in
bond, it is only a matter of whether the duties
on them are paid to-day or three days hence.
Mr. GRAVES.-Or the goods sent out
of the colony.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-So far as any permanent injury to the revenue is concerned,
the honorable gentleman has discovered a
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mare's nest. With regard to the Governor's
speech, I must say that I cannot regard that
address as being anything but a thoroughly
bogus production, and I am fully in accord
with the tenor of the amendment proposed
by the honorable member for Geelong. If
anything were wanting to assure me of the
character of the Ministerial programme, it
is supplied by each Minister giving notice of
the introduction of his own particular Bill,
foreshadowed in the Governor's speech. Of
course all that is intended to show a bold
front, but there is not a gentleman on the
Treasury bench who is not aware that there
is quite sufficient matter in the speech to
engage the attention of this Chamber for
at least four years of very hard work.
Mr. LEVIEN.-Your chief said there
was nothing in the speech.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-Whatever my chief
may have said, I have my own views with
regard to the measures that are foreshadowed, and I consider that many of
them are of the highest importance. I
would have considerable fear as to a numbel' of them passing into law but for the
fact that I am fully convinced that the
Government themselves know that in the
present Parliament no Ministry, unless a
powerful coalition Government, could possibly carry the principal Bills mentioned in
the speech. I desire now to refer briefly to
the scheme for the conservation of water
which is mentioned in the Ministerial programme. I may remark that, when I was
in office as Minister of Mines and Water
Supply, I was importuned night after night
by the honorable member for the Avoca
(Mr. Langdon) to put £100,000 on the
Estimates to carry out immediately works
which were urgently required in the northern
areas. I am sorry to see, however, that the
honorable member's importunity has not
been continued with my successor; because,
notwithstanding that the present Governmenthave been in office for nearly ten months,
scarcely a shilling of Government money has
been expended in providing the people with
anything like a permanent water supply.
There has only been some outlay in supplying water temporarily, and that of an indifferent quality. If the honorable members
who importuned me (and some of whom are
on the Treasury bench) had carried {mt
what they professed to be so anxious about,
the people of the colony would not have
suffered from the late drought to anything
like the extent they did.
Mr. LANGDON.-vVhy did you not do
something when you were in office?

I
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Mr. WILLIAMS.-Thehonorablemembel' knows that the late Government had a
deficiency of some £400,000 to make up,
and every member of the Government was
endeavouring to scrape together all the
money they could in order to wipe off that
deficiency, and meet the House with a clean
sheet. I must say that the action of the
present Government with reference to the
East Loddon scheme of water supply has
been extremely doubtful and ambiguous, if
not constituting an actual breach of faith.
When the second Berry Ministry was in
office, a deputation waited upon the honorable member for Ballarat West (Major
Smith), who was then Minister of Mines,
urging the desirability of having a weir
constructed at a place called the Serpentine.
Mr. Bagge, an engineer of the department,
was sent up to report upon the feasibility
of some permanent scheme to supply the
plains with water, and he reported that there
was a very good position on the Loddon for
the construction of a weir, which would not
only supply a very considerable area of
country with water for domestic purposes,
but would also irrigate 20,000 or 30,000
acres of land. The people in that locality,
without asking any assistance from the
Government at all, undertook to make a
temporary weir to try the practicability of
Mr. Bagge's scheme, and they found that if
the river were properly weired it would
supply water for some fifty miles down the
course of the Northern Plains, and also seven
or eight miles in width, not only affording
domestic water supply, but also irrigating
the amount of land I have mentioned.
They put the water some four or five miles
by this temporary weir up the Serpentine
Creek, and they saw that if the weir was raised
sufficiently the creek would be filled with
water, and that afterwards the water would
overflow the whole country, as there was a
natural inclination, just in the same way as
the Nile inundates its banks at certain
periods of the year. These people then put
themselves in communication with the Government, and said that if the Government
would assist them to construct a better weir
than the temporary one, they-the two shires
of Swan Hill and East Loddon-would
defray two-thirds of the expense, the Government providing the remaining third.
The honorable member for Sandhurst (Mr.
Clark), my predecessor in office, agreed to
give £250 towards the construction of the
weir, and the work was done. On account,
however, of some blunder on the part of the
engineer who supervised the construction of
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the weir, sufficient provision was not made
to put the weir properly into the banks of
the Loddon, and consequently, when the
flood came, it worked itself into the natural
banks of the river, and cut down the weir
on each side, so as to defeat the whole
object in view. But before the weir was destroyed the water filled the Serpentine Creek
and it overflowed the extent of land I have
referred to, and the farmers around there
have assured me that they derived greater
benefit from that one inundation than the
whole cost of the weir. They were so
thoroughly convinced that they had an easy
scheme of irrigating a large tract of country
that they again asked the Government to
assist them to make it permanent, avoiding
the former mistake. They were led to
believe that that work would be done, and
I must say, as the late Minister of Water
Supply, that there was no knowledge in the
department that this was only to be a temporary work. In support of this statement,
I have here Mr. Gordon's report upon the
Serpentine weir at the juncture I am now
speaking of. He was asked, before the
Government spent any more money on this
work, to report to the department as to
whether or not the weir could be made permanent, and whether it would answer the
object which the people who were agitating
for it had in view. On the 13th May, 1880,
Messrs. Gordon and Black reported in this
manner : " We recommend that the weir should be repaired and completed in the following manner:The present work should remain as it is, after
being refilled, but it should be protected by an
apron in rear of it 20 feet in width. At both
ends the weir should be continued into the banks
of the river, and should rise with a slope to the
top of the banks. The apron should extend the
whole length of the weir. The natural by-wash
or old channel of the river should be protected
from scouring action by a 6-feet flooring with
sheet piling in front and rear across the lowest
part, following the natural surface of the ground.
The lowest part should be 3 feet 3 inches below
the present crest of the weir in the middle. There
should also be a notch in the main body of the
weir 10 feet wide, aod 3 feet 6 inches below the
lowest part of the crest, in order that all the
water may not be diverted from the river, but a
sufficient supply sent down before any is diverted
down the creek, of which the bottom, where excavated, should not be lower than 3 feet below
the present crest of the weir. We believe that
the above-mentioned work will resist the action
of all ordinary floods, such as that of this year.
In extreme floods,such as that of 1870, when the
water stands over the banks of the river and the
surface of the country for a great distance, it is
impossible for anyone to say what the action of
the water, in subsiding, will be, but this weir is
peculiarly well situated to resist any damaging
action, having at flood-time a very large sectional area of water with very little current
over it. An approximate estimate amounts to
£1,850."
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On the 25th April, 1881, they also wrote"The country generally possesses great natural
facilities for the distribution and conservation
of water. It is generally level, with a gentle
northerly slope. Below the Serpentine the immediate banks of the river are higher than the
plains behind, so that water diverted out of
the river has a tendency to flow away from it.
There are numerous flood channels intersecting
the plains on both sides of the main channel,
which may be utilized as channels of distribution j and on the west side of the river there is a
series of lakes or swamps-natural basins of
greater or less depth-whlCh are now filled only
during high floods, but which could be replenished
annually from the ordinary winter flow. These
are favorab Ie features for distri bu tin g and storing
water, which we purpose taking advantage of, as
far as possible, in providing for the permanent
supply of the district."

This report only got into my hands shortly
before I left office. As to this work being
only of a temporary character, Messrs. Gordon and Black distinctly state, in the same
report, that" The weirs now proposed to be constructed in
the Loddon in this scheme are therefore four in
number, viz., Bridgewater, Serpentine, Kinypaniel, and Leaghur."

They go on to give the approximate cost of
the different weirs, setting down that at
Serpentine at £1,350, and not only that,
but they mention this weir in the "schedule
of works const.ructed by the Swan Hill
Council, forming part of the Loddon
scheme." What I contend is that at first
this weir was considered a vital part of the
East Loddon sc4eme, and it was not until
afterwards that it was discovered that the
Serpentine weir could be done without if
the Bridgewater weir was constructed.
The reason of this change is obvious. It
is well known that the Bridgewater weir
would cost £10,000 at the very least, and
the people lower down the river naturally
object to have to pay for such an expenditure, when they can get a weir at the
Serpentine for £1,000, which will fully
answer their purpose for all time. The
idea of these people is that there is an
evident attempt, on the part of the Minister
of Water Supply, to consider the interests
of a lot of large landed proprietors further
up the river, who must inevitably be taxed
largely for the construction of the Bridgewater weir. At the instance of these men,
supported by the Minister of Water Supply,
they are perforce to be driven into supporting the construction of an expensive
work, in order to ease the pockets of
the large landed proprietors whom it
will directly benefit. I am assured by
the selectors that the opposition to the
construction of the Serpentine weir arises
solely from the large landed vroprietors
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further up the river,· and that it is in
consequence of their opposition that the
Minister of Water Supply now refuses to
carry out the work. I have to complain of
the manner in which the Minister has
. treated the people with regard to the construction of the Serpentine weir. I introduced a deputation to the Minister to ask
if he would allow these people to anticipate
the formation of the trusts, and to present
their plans and specifications to the department, and I certainly understood the Minister to concur in their request, although
he now says that such was not the case.
I have the most distinct recollection that
they were told to go home and prepare
plans and forward them to the department,
and that, if they met with the concurrence
of the engineers, the works would be carried
out forthwith.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Plans of what?
Mr. vVlLLlAMS.-The Serpentine weir.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-No; of the water
scheme.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-These people had no
other work in their minds when they waited
on the Minister, and when he told them to
go home and prepare plans of the work, they
naturally assumed. that the work referred to
was that about which they had been interviewing the Minister. Accordingly they
presented their plans to the department,
but they were returned without any remark
whatever as to whether the engineers considered them satisfactory or unsatisfactory.
I believe indeed the people were told that
Mr. Gordon had not been asked to furnish a
detailed report on the subject. But the
Minister's subsequent action was still worse.
The people of the locality, their hopes of
Government assistance being frustrated,
determined to do the work they wanted at
their own expense, but as the Serpentine
was not within the Swan Hill shire, they
found it necessary to make application to
the Governor in Council for authority to
enter the East Loddon shire, in order to
execute the work. I believe the Minister
of vVater Supply said that if a request of
that kind were made he would raise no
objection to its being granted, but although
three months have elapsed the Minister has
not yet deigned to send a reply stating
wheth.er he would give these people authority
to construct the weir they want at their own
expense.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I am sure the honorable member does not ·want to do me an
injustice. Since that time the parties concerned have made .a different application
SEs.1882.-G
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altogether, namely, that the whole
that
district shall, including the site of the
~erpentine weir, be included in a water
trust. The very same people having made
this second application, of course the first
application died out, and did not require a
reply.
Mr. WlLLIAMS.-l am given to understand that these people have been distinctly
informed that the Government will not recognise any works at all at the Serpentine,
whether of a temporary or permanent character, and that the Bridgewater weir would
be sufficient for all purposes. Another
twelve months will elapse before the people
of that locality will have a drop of water
from the Bridgewater works, whereas
almost incalculable advantages would arise
from either the temporary or permanent
repair of the Serpentine weir.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I offered·them £200.
Mr. WlLLlAMS.-The honorablemember's last reply was that he would not recognise the works at all, whether temporary
or permanent.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-No.
Mr. 'VILLIAMS.-Messrs. Gordon and
Black make the Serpentine weir one of the
prominent features of their Loddon scheme.
Yet now the Minister says it will not be
recognised. The people in that portion of
the country say that there is a design on
the part of the large landed proprietors, assisted by the Government, to drag them into
the formation of a trust, under which big
works will br. executed, for which the majority will have to pay the great portion of
the interest, while the minority-the landed
proprietors-will derive the chief benefit.
They say they will have nothing to do with
a trust which will so injure the selectors in
the northern part of the country.
Mi'. C. YOUNG.-They do not say so.
Here is their application for the formation
of a trust.
Mr. vVlLLIAMS.-They do say so in a
circular which they have sent to me, and no
doubt also to the honorable member. I do not
thin';: the Minister has treated these people
fairly. If the honorable gentleman had said
from the first that he would not recognise
any works on the Serpentine, whether temporary or permanent, but that the people
would be stlpplied with water as soon as
possible from another quarter, they would
not have been led in to the large expenses they
have been. They have, therefore, just cause
of complaint against the Minister for the misleading character of his conduct. Although
the amendment of the honorable member for
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Geelong bears specially on the infringement
of the protective policy by the Government,
I understand that it is more an indictment
against their administration of the departments than against their policy, which is
only very vaguely shadowed forth in the
Governor's speech. I have something to say
· concerning the adminstration of the Mining
department, which will I think affect the
· position of the Minister of Mines, both as
an administrator and as a representative of a
mining constituency. vVhen the honorable
gentleman was sitting in the opposition cornel', he had the temerity to say that my administration of the department had been productive of more injury and mischief to the
mining community than that of any previous
Minister. I can certainly tell the honorable
gentlemen that my views as to how the department should be administered differ as widely
, from his as night from day, and the honor, able gentleman has been pursuing a policy
· which is diametrically opposite to that which
I endeavoured to carry out. I unhesitatingly charge the honorable member with the
crime, if it may be so called, of causing by his
acts in the Mining department the monopoly
of auriferous lands to such an extent as has
· never been seen before since there has been a
Mining department. He has given it permanently into the power of a lot Qf monopolists to. aggregate large leases, for the purpose of shepherding them, and not bonc1.fide
working them. I had to fight those men when
I was in the department, and for so doing
I was browbeaten and taunted in the House
by the honorable gentleman who was their
spokesman. Why were these men so per· tinacious in their applications for the con·solidation Qf their leases? The honorable gentleman knows that I endeavoured
to enforce the operation of the 44th
· and fQllowing clauses Qf the mining regulatiQns Qf 1871, which were very little used
before I entered the department. The miners
saId that leases were being shepherded in
every part of the country.
Mr. BURROWES.-I forfeited them
right and left.
Mr. vVILLIAMS.-I will show whether
t,he honorable member has done so. The
miners said these leases ought to be worked,
that they were not being worked, but
were Qnly held for speculative purposes,
and that it was a permanent injury to the
mining industry that such a state of things
should exist. I asked them what they
· wanted me to do, and they said-"vVe
want you· to forfeit these leases." I said
-" NO I you have the remedy in your own
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hands 'j put the 44th,' 45th, 46th, 47th,
48th, and 49th clauses of the regulations
into force, and you will be able to get possession of the ground if not worked according to the covenants." When I made
public that advice there was a regular panic
amongst the monopolists, because they were
conscious that they were holding the lands
illegally, and that if the law was carried out
they must lose them. The result was that
applications for the consolidation of leases
came in as "thick as the leaves in
Vallombrosa," the object of the monopolists being to work a bit of land in one
corner of the consolidated areas and avoid
~he responsibility of working the remainder.
I refused these applications, because I hold
that eight or ten acres of auriferous land on
a line of reef, and especially a permanent
line, is enough for one company to work
bonct fide. The present Minister of Mines,
however, has aggregated leases to an extent
never previously known in the department.
I have watched his action, and I have found
that applications which I refused have since
been granted by him. The honorable
gentleman has allowed consolidation in
cases in the Sandhurst district where the
monopoly was of the most glaring character. His policy has been to allow blocks
of land to be shut up and remain undeveloped until some poor tributors-for if these
lands are worked at all, it is by some miners
who pay 20 per cent. tribute on the gross
yields-prove the existence of gold. Then
the other portions of the ground are rushed,
companies are floated, and rapid fortunes
are made at the expense of the bone and
sinew of the working miners of Sandhurst.
The honorable gentleman has made it almost
impossible for these lands to be developed
properly in the future. I can point to case
after case in which he has consolidated leases
for ground on different lines of reef-one
area having no possible affinity with another
area-the result being that work is being
carried on on only one line, while the other
is left unworked.
Mr. BURROWES.-Name an instance
of that sort of thing.
Mr. vVILLIAMS.-That is the case with
the consolidation granted by the honorable
gentleman to the Golden Age, the Golden
Pyke, and the Pandora companies. The
consolidation granted to the latter company
includes land that has not been worked for
five yeai·s past, and the consequence is that
it will probably not be touched-to say
nothing of it being properly developed-for
the next twenty years.
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Mr. BURROWES.-The company are
required to work it.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-Theyare not working it, and have not worked it since the lease
for it was consolidated. I can scarcely
understand a man who knows what this sort
of thing means not feeling that a great wrong
has been done. Is it not the object of the
law that the labour covenants of mining leases
should be carried out?
Mr. BURROWES.-Are they not carried out?
Mr. WILLIAMS.-In the cases I have
mentioned it has been rendered impossible
for them to be legitimately carried out. In
truth there is no object to be gained by the
con~dlidation of leases save the avoidance of
the labour covenants in them. The only aim is
to shepherd particular mining area~. I ~dmit
that in the case of ground makmg m the
whole only a good-sized claim-say nine or
ten acres-but divided among three or four
leases, consolidation is an advantage; but
when leases including a mile of the line of a
reef are consolidated, the consequence must
be that not one-quarter of the ground ·will
be touched for years and years. vVith respect to a large proportion of the leases the
honorable member has consolidated, the
ground leased will not be worked during his
01' my life-time.
I may say that I would.
not have attacked him on the present occasion but for the fact that the policy I tried.
to carry out when I was Minister.of M~lles,
in order that employment for workmg mll~ers
might be secured, has been reversed. by hIm.
And what was the effect of my action? A
vast number of claims which would not
otherwise have been worked were worked,
and hundreds of miners on Sandhurst, who
would not otherwise have been employed,
were employed. I made the labour covenants mean something. But the people
whom I forced to work ground under the
labour covenants of their leases are now able
to hold it in perpetuity without doing anything to it at all-a state of things highly
inimical to the mining industry. I warn
the honorable gentleman that before long he
will be charged by the miners of Sandhurst
with doing all he possibly could to injure
their interests. Perhaps the honorable
member considers the statements I have
made rather rash.
Mr. BURROvVES.-Very rash, indeed.
Mr. 'VILLIAMS.-'Vell, I will read
from the Government Gazette a list of some
of the old leases that have been surrendered
fo1' t.he purpose of cOllsolidation. The
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Gazette of the 14th of April last contains
the following : " GOLD MINING LEASES AND A MINERAL LEASE
SURRENDERED.

" Ararat District.
"No. 931, 16th March 1880-P. Seal, 39a.;
Waterloo Flat.
"No. 342, 26th July 1880-E. II. L. Swifte,
.
50a. ; Waterloo Flat.
"No. 947, 1st May 1880-E.1I. L. ~wifte, 22a.;
Waterloo Flat.
"No. 956, 17th August I880-P. Seal, 24a.
lr. 28p.; Waterloo Flat."
.

For the whole of this ground a new lease
has issued. These are Ararat leases, and
I wish now to speak more particularly with
reference to Sandhurst leases ; but I make
the reference to show that the policy I complain of is being carried out by the Minister
of Mines throughout the whole country,
which makes it all the more injurious. It
is indeed a most destructive policy.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-You seem to
lose sight of the new labour covenants.
Mr. 'VILLIAMS.-I know that under
the consolidated leases a certain number of
men are still allotted to each acre; but; as
the Premier will see, the land included in
each lease being aggregated, the conditions
are practically changed. Besides, do not
we know from experience that if only half
the men required under the labour covel.la~lts
of a lease are kept at work, the Mllllllg
department is always most reluctant to
forfeit it?
Mr. BURRO'VES.-Not nowadays, especially in the case of large companies.
Mr. vVILLIAMS.-I know of many
applications on the subject being made to
the honorable member, calling his attention
to the violation of the labour covenants of
particular leases, and that, because the
evasion was not a total one, he refused to
grant an inquiry before the ,;arden. N~xt
let us look at the Gazette notICes respectmg
the consolidation of Sandhurst leases. Here
is a list of leases surrendered to be amalgamated together:"SANDHURST DIVISION.

"No. 3320, 10th Ma.rch, 187?-The Victoria
Consols Mining Company RegIstered, 18a. 31'.
39p.; Victoria Heef."

Now I consider a claim in Sandhurst of
that size about enough for any company to
work in a bon{ljide way. If thirteen acres
cannot be worked remuneratively, neither
can thirty acres.
"No 8916 20th December. 1877-The Victoria
Consois Mi~ing Company Registered, lr. 22p.;
Victoria. Heef.
"No. 3fl55, 22nd July, 1878-The Adven~u.rer
and Advance Amalgama.ted Quartz MlDlDg

Company, 9a, ll·.

1(ip. j

Victoria !teef."
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The two last-mentioned areas make up another good claim, the ground including
250 yards of the line of reef. For the three
areas a single lease, covering the whole of
them, has been issued.
Mr. BURROWES.-And very properly,
too.
Mr. vVILLIAMS.-I differ from the
honorable member, and I tell him that the
miners of· Sandhurst will condemn his act.
He will be charged with it at the proper
time, and I venture to say he will not come
out unscathed. Another list of leases consolidated is the following :-.
"No. 1092, 11th June, 1867-.J. B. Loridan and
another, 6a. 8r. 23p.; Golden Gully."

Every Sandhurst miner knows Mr. Loric1an
to be a mammoth shepherder.
"No. 1826, 11th November, 1869-The United
Belle Vue Company Registered, 7a.1r. 26p.; Belle
Vue Reef.
"No. 3353, 12th May, 1873-The Gromanns
Gold Mining Company Registered, 4a. 1r. 36p. ;
Golden Gully.
"No. 3639, 18th May, 1875-The United Belle
Vue Company Registered, 3r. 3p.; Golden Gully.
"No. 3690, 25th October, 1875 - H. Greasly
and another, lOa. Or. 17p.; Golden Gully.
"No. 3858, 23rd July,1877-The South Belle
Vue Company Registered, 3a. 1r. 9p.; Golden
Gully."
.

Here are some twenty-five or thirtY" aCl'esground sufficient for several ordinary claims
under the by-laws-included in one consolidation.
Mr. BURROWES.-·Hear, hear.
Mr. vVILLIAMS.-But the honorable
gentleman must see that; under the consolidation, only one claim will be worked, while
the others will be locked up for say ten
years to come. If he will insist on the
employment of the same number of men as
that required under the old labour covenants-Mr. BURROWES.-Hear, hear.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-Does the honorable
member say that will be done?
Mr. BURRO",VES.-Yes.
The SPEAKER.-An honorable member speaking must not be interrupted.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The Minister of
Mines simply answered a question put to
him.
The SPEAKER.-Speaking interrogatively is a not uncommon form of parliamentary debate.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-I ask questions not
so much for the sake of eliciting replies as to
give my arguments greater force. The Minister of Mines must know well that it is the
experience of every man in the Mining department that those who apply for the consolidation of leases are influenced by one
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desire alone, namely, to keep ground unworked, for speculati ve purposes. They are
aware that under separate leases they cannot
safely hold the ground they wish to hold
without working it, and they don't want to
work it. It is also well understood that if
a leaseholder can show that he is working
any portion of the ground included in his
lease, or has worked it during the preceding
twelve months, he can make pretty sure that
the head of the .Mining department will not
grant an inquiry before the warden as to his
performance of the labom covenants imposed upon him. That is one of the greatest
difficulties the miners labour under, and it
will be enormously increased under the present policy of consolidation, of which the
Minister of Mines ought to be ashamed.
Mr. BURROWES.-Iam truly delighted
with the action I have taken.
Mr. vVILLIAMS.-I am sorry the honorable gentleman delights in wbat I regard
as bringing unmitigated ruin and destruction on the mhling industry. I will read
the particulars of another Sandhurst consolidation, as follows :"No. 1668, 12th December, 1870-The Sparrowhawk Quartz Mining Company Registered,
21a. Or. 23p.; Long Gully.
"No. 3644,8th July,1875-The Empire Gold
Mining Company Uegistered, 4a. lr. 12p.;
Sparrowhawk Gully.
" A new lease, No. 4806, has been issued in lieu
of the above leases."

The first-mentioned claim extends about half
a mile along the reef, while, as for the
Empire Company's claim, it has been held
unworked for years past, in great fear that
some one would jump it. Now, however,
that fear is uncalled for, because the holders
of the consolidatecllease can keep the ground
in question as long as they please, without
discharging their proper obligations with
respect to it. That is the effect of the honOI'able gentleman's action. All this is such
a total reversal of the policy of every previous Minister of Mines that I could not
allow the proceeding to pass unchallenged.
What I have read is taken from only one
issue of the Government Gazette, but I could
quote cases equally gross from many other
issues-for instance, from those of October
14, November 9, and November 11, of last
year, and of January 13 of the present year.
I do not, however, wish to weary honorable
members. The honorable gentleman has
certainly been most industrious since he
entered office in working for one section
of the mining community, and that the
least desirable section, because it comprises
men who have for years held ground to 110
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purpose whatever, and thereby been the
means of preventing others from workilig it.
The honorable gentleman knows well who
these men are, because they have long been
associated with him socially and convivially.
If the Sandhurst miners approve of his conduct, all I can say is that I have hitherto
utterly failed to understand their real disposition. I got a letter the other clay from
a leading mining surveyor at Sandhurst,
assuring me that the action I took when I
was in office brought him in twice as many
fees as he was formerly receiving, and informing me that he was urging the miners of the
district to persevere in insisting upon the
labour covenants of leases being complied
with. Indeed I may tell the Minister of Mines
that what I did procured employment for
hundreds of miners who would not otherwise
have obtained it ; but I venture to say that
that employment will not long continue if
his policy is much further carried out. In
fact, he has dealt a blow at the mining industry of Sandhurst, which it will not get
over in his life-time. Furthermore, he has
similarly injured the miners of other districts,
more particularly those of Ores wick and
Olunes, by. granting the consolidation of
leases, some of which extended over as much
as 60, 70, or 120 acres. He thus constituted leasehold areas each comprising 300 or
400 acres of auriferous ground. One application for consolidation granted by him was
formerly refused by me, because I knew it
to be prompted solely by a desire to monopolize some 50 acres which had not been
worked for six or seven years before. The
total area consolidated by him in one lease
amounted to about 250 acres.
Mr.. BURROvVES.-I never consolidated a lease for over 60 acres.
Mr. vVILLIAMS. - If any honorable
member will turn to the lists in the Government Gazette, he will find my statement to be
correct enough. It is a fact that the honorable
gentleman has consolidated reefing leases in
the Olunes district for areas of 40, 50, GO,
and even 120" acres each. He has also
done much the same thing with respect to
alluvial leases, but of that I don't complain
so much. I have quoted enough to show
how destructive his policy is. The portion
of the mining community who support the
honorable gentleman understand well that
their opportunity has come, and inasmuch
as they do not know when there will not be
a Minister of Mines adverse to their interests, or legislation forbidding the holding
of a larger mining area than 15 or 20 acres,
they aloe anxiously seeking to get these great
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amalgamating leases. I tell the honorable
gentleman that there is already a regulation
in the Mining department declaring that no
lease for reefing purposes should extend
over more than 30 acres, and yet, in the
face of it, he has granted consolidated leases
extending over 200 acres.
Mr. BURROWES.-That is not correct.
Mr. vVILLIAMS.-I have full knowledge of such a case. I would not make
the statement unless I was certain of its
correctness. If I wanted ground upon
which to vote against the present Government, I need go no further than the Minister of Mines' consolidating policy. That
is enough to procure the condemnation of
any Ministry. The fault is all the greater
in that it has never been openly stated in
any Ministerial quarter, although that might
fairly enough have been done, that this particular policy was what the present head of
the Mining department meant to go in for.
Mr. BURROWES.-I have never hidden
my v.iews in any way.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-The honorable gentleman's policy has never been openly stated.
I might enumerate a series of other cases of
consolidation even more glaring than the
Sandhurst cases. There is, for instance,
that of the South New Moon ground. I
was applied to two or three times for consolidation on account of that, but I always
refused, because I knew that only one claim
was being worked. I asked where was the
necessity for consolidation if there was any
intention to work the ground in a bona fide
manner? The fact is that the title of the
leaseholder was open to be attacked any
day under the 44th regulation. I know of
ground extending along three-quarters of
a mile of reef which used to be worked by
hundreds of miners, but on which now,
because the leases covering the area are
consolidated, only some ten or twelve men
are engaged. Let me ask the Minister of
Mines a question. Supposing a claim of
30 acres to be worked by only five men,
although, according to the labour covenants,
fifteen men ought to be employed on it, and
also that the leaseholders had done a deal
of prospecting, but were disinclined to call
up more money in order to work the ground
properly, would the honorable gentleman,
if he were asked to do so, grant an inquiry
before the warden, according to law, into the
way in which the claim had been carried on?
Mr. BURROvVES.-Oertainly I would.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-Supposing it was
proved before the warden that the claim
had not been carried on according to the
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regulations, and 1I,1so that its forfeiture
would involve the loss of £4,000 or £5,000
worth of machinery, would the honorable
gentleman declare it forfeited? I venture
to say he would not. Pressure would be
brought to bear upon him which would prevent him declaring the forfeiture, although
the warden recommended it. I know of a
case in which the warden was for forfeiture,
and declared that the bo?~a fide nature of the
application was unquestionable; but what
was the course taken? Because I proposed
to carry out the warden's decision, the gentlemen who receive the patronage of my
successor threatened me with an action for
damages in the Supreme Court. Yet of the
propriety of that decision there could not be
the least doubt, inasmuch as the claim in
question had been left unworked for eighteen
months, and the leaseholders did not appear
to have the slightest intention of working it.
Before I had even completely considered the
warden's report, I received from these monopolists-these men who ~hepherd auriferous
land to the injury of the miners-a telegra'm,
threatening me with punishment if I forfeited
the ground they had fraudulently held for
many years. I say unhesitatingly that, if
the honorable gentleman does his duty, and
carries out the law, he will incur the undying
hatred of the men who are now his bosom
friends. Everyone in the Sandhurst district
knows that my enemies there are the friends
of the honorable gentleman, and receive his
patronage and support at the present time.
He stated just now that he had never consolidated any lea,se for an area of more than
60 acres, but I find that he has issued a
consolidated lease in the Ararat district
covering 135 acres, and two leases in the
Sandhurst district covering 107 acres. Now
107 acres along a narrow line of reef means
a total length of about two miles.
Mr. BURRO'VES.-What line?
Mr. WILLIAMS.-Charcoal Gully.
Mr. BURROWES. - Oh! . Charcoal
Gully.
.
Mr. vVILLIAMS.-Does not the honorable gentleman know it?
Mr. BURROWES.-Perfectly well.
Mr. vVILLIAMS.-There is a case in
the Clunes district, in which the amalgamation extends over 200 acres. Is that
sort of thing calculated to advance the interests of the mining community? There
is also another case of the kind in the Mal-'
don district. Indeed there are a multitude
of kindred instances which I could cite.
The Clunes affair is more glaring than any
I have detailed to-night.
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Mr. BURROWES.-I don't know a
single man in Clunes.
Mr. VVILLIAMS.-Directly I saw the
announcement on the subject in the Gazette
I recognised the whole thing. The company
in question have, for about seven or eight
years past, held some 50 or 60 acres which
they have never worked, and they asked me
for a consolidated lease. My reply was a
refusal, together with a statement that if
the ground was applied for under the 44th
regulation I would grant an inquiry. I was
aware, when I was in office, that the company's title was being looked into, but it is
now quieted, the Minister of Mines having
granted consolidation.
Mr. BURROWES.-I assert, as a member of this House, that I have never, to my
knowledge, granted a consolidation which
the honorable member refused.
Mr. WILLIAMS. - vVell, I give the
honorable gentleman's statement an emphatic contradiction. At all events, the
honorable member's knowledge of his own
acts must be very imperfect, because the
cases of the Golden Age, the New Moon,
the Pandora, and the Golden Pyke leases
stand out very conspicuously, and I find
that the Gazette notices of their consolidation bear tlle honorable gentleman's signature. Next let me refer shortly to the
state of the Railway department. The
Minister of Railways, in dwelling on the
condition of the late Hobson's Bay Company's lines, seems to lay the blame attaching to their purchase upon the Opposition,
but what is really the case? That, during
the McCulloch regime, he was a strong
advocate of the company's stock beiug
bought by the Crown at £85 per share.
Now, however, he declares the lines to be
"twopenny halfpenny," that there is not
half a mile of good rails upon them, and
that they are dangerous to the public.
Nevertheless I, who travel on them daily,
may tell him that, so far as I can see,
the rails arc, upon the whole, in good condition. I notice that in some portions the
honorable gentleman has laid down new
steel rails, and he is to be commended for
having done so. vVith respect to the Jolimont accident, I rega.rd the Railway department as extremely culpable. Any perSOll
properly sounding a railway carriage wheel
could tell in an instant if the tire was only
five-eighths of an inch thick. But I have
already addressed the House at sufficient
length, and I will draw to a conclusion.
To the present Government, no matter what
might follow their defeat-some honorable
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members talk of a dissolution and, indeed,
all sorts of things-I beg to declare myself
utterly opposed, stock, lock, and barrel.
What appearance do they present to us?
They are without a head, and they have
very little body, but they have a tremendous
tail. In fact, they are all tail. They were
once t.hought to have some backbone, but
they did not seem particularly firm last
night. At the same time, we hear that it
has been decided in caucus that the tail is
- to direct the head a little longer. For my
own part, I would rather see the constitutional party in power than the existing lot,
who have no legitimate following. At present, it is simply the children leading the
men-the rank and file over the officers.
What we want is a :M:inistry who have a
policy they believe in. I know the Government have shadowed forth a variety of
measures; but I am satisfied they don't, in
their hearts, believe the majority of them
to be really necessary, or honestly wish to
carry them into law. In fact, it is not the
Ministers on the Treasury bench who govern,
but those who are sitting in the Ministerial
corner. Under these circumstances, I will,
with the greatest pleasure, support the
amendment of the honorable member for
Geelong, and I sincerely hope it will be
carried.
Mr. LEVIEN.-Mr. Speaker, the honOi'able member who has just resumed his
seat has dealt chiefly with what he calls the
reversal of his policy, and he has attacked
the Minister of Mines for having consoli_dated a few leases. I am not an expert in
mining matters, but, so far as I can gather,
the opinion of those whose living depends
upon mining is that in order to work small
plots of land profitably consolidation must
take place. I think the honorable member
for Mandurang (Mr. Williams) is slightly
. interested in a few of the consolidations
which have taken place.
Mr. vVILLIAMS.-Not in the slightest.
Mr. LEVIEN.-The honorable member
has made a nice oratorical display, but the
facts are all against him. It is notorious
that if only small leases are allowed they
will fall into disuse, and be forfeited altogether. Is it likely that one set of men
in possession of a small piece of land
are going to develop it for the benefit of
adjoining leaseholders? I say that consolidation must go on in certain quarters if mining is to be prosecuted successfully. vVhile
the attack of the honorable member for
Mandurang may be justified from his own
point of view, and while he lauds his own
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particular administration, I would remind
him that, only the other day, a majority of
this House condemned it. Moreover, the
honorable member should recollect that 011
every opportunity which h~s been afforded
to the public to speak out they have spoken
out in unqualified terms against his policy,
and in favour of the present Government.
Under these circumstances, I think it would
be well for the honorable member to be a
little bit silent, as under similar circumstances I would be. 'Vith regard to the
savage attack of the late Minister of Railways, I say it was uncalled for and altogether undignified on his part to attack
both his successor and predecessor in office.
N one of us is infallible. It would be easy
enough to find fault with any honorable member who might occupy the position of a
Minister of the Crown. And I say that,
unless from a party point of view, no more
charges can be fairly laid against the present
Minister of Railways than can be laid against
his predecessors. Has there not been one
universal chorus as to the desire of the present Minister to administer his department
to the best of his ability? I believe that if
he errs, it is from errors of the head and
not of the lleart. I believe he docs the best
he can for the country, and so long as he
and his colleagues do that, they will certainly have my support. The late Treasurer
and the late Minister of Railways have
taxed the present Government with extravagance, while, as a matter of fact, they
have paid oft' something like a million and
a half of the promissory notes of the late
Government, and still have plenty of
money in the Treasury to operate upon.
We, on this (the Ministerial) side, have
been blamed for supporting a Government
that rob the farmers, and prevent them
obtaining water; and yet the necessity for
passing some measure for the conservation
of water was pressed for years upon the
attention of those who now condemn the
present Govprnment. I think it is unreasonable, unfair, and ungenerous to blame
this side of the House, seeing that during
the few months which have ~lapsed since
the passing of the Water Conservation Act
positively no water has fanen that could
have been collected and stored. I am sure
honorable members' speeches would have
more weight if they would only be more fair
in their attacks. However, not content
with attacking honorable members on this
side, the leader of the Opposition proceeded to attack the Education Commission,
contending that that body,. for political
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reasons, is protracting its inquiry. Surely
that is a very unfair way of dealing with a
number of gentlemen who have undertaken
very responsible and very important duties
-anyone of whom, I venture to say, if
put in the balance, would be found
at least as good a man as the man
who seeks to condemn them. I think
that, as a Parliament, we lose much
in dignity when our attacks proceed from
no higher stand-point. The honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson)
has condemned the Government for having
ordered railway rolling-stock from England;
but my experience is that the Railway
department has always excused itself for
not being able to conduct its business
properly, on the plea that it has not had
sufficient rolling-stock, and no money to
buy it. As to the craze that the Government, in ordering some few carriages outside
the colony, are making a direct attack upon
protection, it is notorious that there are as
many protectionists on this side of the
House as there are on the other; and, therefore, it is not fair to say that the question
of protection divides the Assembly when it
does not. I am sure that honorable
members on this side, who are ardent and
sincere protectionists, will not permit the
Government to disturb the policy the
country has pronounced in favour of. No
Government will disturb the policy of protection. I think the present Government
have shown an earnest desire to encourage
the manufacture of large and heavy castings,
and carriages, and other things necessary
to be used here, by calling for tenders for a
. large supply, because that course is calculated
to induce persons to procure the necessary
machinery to manufacture them. Had the
Government called for tenders for a smaller
quantity they would not have induced any
local firm to enter upon the manufacture,
because the necessary machinery is very
large and costly. There is one little matter
in connexion with the railway accident at
Jolimont which I must refer to. The
honorable member for Castlemaine referred
to .the case of Mr. Ruddle, and levelled a
charge against the Minister of. Railways in
that Mr. Ruddle, first of all, made a demand
for £25, that the Minister said he had
better take £50, and that subsequently the
Minister consented to Mr. Ruddle taking
the case into the law courts. I think
that, in this small matter of administration, the Minister of Railways displayed
a generous and just mind. He did exactly
what I would have done under similar
Mr. Levien.
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circumstances. A person receives an injury;
])e makes his claim; and then finding that
he has not been dealt with in accordance
with what he believes to be fair and just, he
goes to the Minister and says-" Allow my
case to go into the law courts, and give me
what a jury of my countrymen say I am entitled to." I say that the Minister would
have failed in his duty had he denied to
tIns man the right to go to a jury and obtain whatever damages he could. I will
now refer to one matter-the 'Vallis casewillch has been speciallyalhided to by several speakers, and with which I am more
particularly connected than most honorable
members. It has been said that Mr. 'Vallis
was unfairly and harshly dealt with, and
that he ought never to have been dismissed
from the public service; but having regard
to the peculiar circumstances in which the
Minister of Agriculture was placed, I do
not see that any other course could been
adopted. The chief charge made by the
Minister, the 2nd, wasc. That the Secretary for Agriculture denies, in
an official memorandum dated 10th February,
1882, that he so informed the Minister of Agriculture, in the Minister's room, on the 1st of
the same month, on the occasion of a deputation
of vignerons waiting on the Minister, and such
denial is contrary to the fact and truth of the
matter."

Now, upon this very charge, the board
appointed to inquire into the matter found
Mr. 'Vallis guilty. 'Vhat does the charge
amount to? That Mr. Wallis made a
statement to the Minister of Agriculture
that he gave instructions to the valuators
appointed to. award compensation to vignerons that in no case should an award
exceed the value of two yeal'~' crops;
and that on the following day, when the
Minister asked for the authority upon
which he gave the instructions, he replied"It is untrue that I made the statement;
it is untrue that I ever gave the instructions." Mr. Wallis made a statement; he
allowed the Minister to act upon that
statement-to take a very important step,
namely, to refer the cases back to the
valuators; and then the next day he
virtually slapped the Minister in the face,
and said "You are a liar." The whole of
the evidence brought forward in support of
this charge was uncontradicted except by
Mr .. 'Vallis Inmself. The witnesses were
unanimous. And this is what the extraordinary board, to whom the case was referred, reported"The board cannot ignore the fact that Mr. Wallis
might justly have felt ag~rieved when suddenly
called to attend the Mimster that in a matter
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in which his conduct

was seriously questioned,
the vignerons should have had the opportunity
to interview the Minister in his absence. Again,
conscious that he had justly and honestly performed his duty, and smarting under an undeserved censure from the Minister in the presence
of a number of persons in whose cases he had
been required to take so prominent a part, it is
hardly a matter of much surprise that he became
somewhat agitated and confused in his statements."

That is the excuse put forward on Mr.
Wallis' behalf, but it was not denied that he
made the statement. Now, if the board had
paid attention to the evidence given by Mr.
Cunningham, of the Argus, they would have
found that Mr. Wallis was suffering from
no a.gitation three hours afterwards. He
then went over the statement, but possibly
with more clearness and distinctness, that
he made to the Minister. Then, again, it is
said that Mr. Wallis confused the members
of the Vine Disease Eradication Board with
the valuators; but, according to Mr. Cunningham, this was the statement which Mr.
Wallis made to him : "When, as inspector under the Act, he (Mr.
Wallis) estimated the value on that understanding-

The understanding that if they were
allowed to gather the crop, the compensation would be reduced.
"the vignerons declined to accept his terms.
They demanded that a board should be appointed to make the awards, and, when the
gentlemen were appointed1 he informed them of
the agreement previouslY arrived at, and
directed that in estimating the amount of compensation they should pay regard to it. They
recommended accordingly payment of compensation for the loss of two years' crops, and that
had been offered to the owners."

That Mr. Wallis made the statement to
the Minister there can be no doubt, and,
if it be argued that he ought not to be h.eld
responsible for what he said, the natural
conclusion is that he was not fit to be a
public officer. I have always been friendly
to Mr. Wallis, but I cannot allow my friendship for him to stop me in the performance
of what I conceive a public duty. Let us
consider, for a moment, how the instructions were given, and how they first came
to the knowledge of the Minister. A
number of my constituents complained to
me that the Vine Disease Eradication
Board awarded them only two years'
compensation because the Government
would allow them to do no more, al.
though the Act permitted them to give
three years' compensation. I met a member
of the board and asked whether this was so.
He replied that it was; that the board were
acting in pursuance of instructions from Mr.
Wallis-instructions which they could not
SBS. 1882.-H
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ignore. I suggested that a deputation
should wait upon the Minister of Agriculture, and that this very serious matter
should be laid before him. This was done.
The case was 'sta ted to the Minister, and,
when we arrived at that point, Mr. Young
exclaimed-" Oh! that is not so; it is not
at all likely that the Secretary for Agriculture would give such instructions." I said
-" Call down your Secretary; he will not
deny it." Mr. Wallis was summoned, and
the Minister was proceeding to question
him, when I begged to be allowed to
perform that duty. I intimated to Mr.
Wallis that I was present with a deputation from Waurn Ponds, and I asked him
-" Did you direct the board that in no
case should its award exceed two years'
compensation ?', He replied-" I did."
The Minister of Agriculture pronounced
such a proceeding to be highly improper,
and Mr. Wallis explained that he gave
the direction to the board because an
agreement had been entered into with
the vignerons that, if the vintage were
saved for one year, that circumstance
was to count as a year's compensation. The
deputation there and then denied that, as
far as they were concerned, any agreement
of the sort existed. It was under those
circumstances that the Minister determined
to remit the case back to the Vine Disease
Eradication Board. And yet the following
day, Mr. Wallis-for some reason or other
which is unexplainable in any other way
than that he is a man who is not responsible
for his actions-denies that he ever made
the statement I have quoted. I say tliat a
public oificer who can act in this way is
unfit to be retained in the public service.
With regard to the agreement which is said
to have existed, because the position of the
unfortunate vignerons has never been considered, I desire to mention that a petition
was presented by some few vignerons during
the time the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) was Chief Secretary, praying
that if their vineyards were destroyed under
the Act of 1880, which provided for no
compensation except such as might be provided for on the annual Estimates, the
destruction should not take place until the
ensuing vintage had been harvested. The
recommendation made by Mr. Wallis with
regard to that petition was that, if the
vineyards were not destroyed until after the
vintage, the fact should be considered when
compensation was awarded. That recommendation was approved by the late Chief
Secretary, and now Mr. Wallis has the
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audacity to stand up and assert that this is
an agreement 'which is bindi~g, as between
inl:!-n and, man, not only upon the vignerons
who petitioped, but upon all other vignerons.
The whole thing is preposterous. I am
thoroughly convinced that instructions were
given to the board, and that, in consequence
of ,the instructions, the board were influenced
in their decision.
Mr. RICHARDSON. - The evidence
says not.
Mr. LEYIEN.-Evidence is a thing
which may be believed or disbelieved.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-You gave evidence.
Mr. LEVIEN.-I gave evidence oli a
certain occasion, and the honorable member
for Creswick (Mr. Richardson) disbelieved
everything, I said, and gave a verdict accordingly ... There are numerous statutory
declarations now in the department of
Agriculture to the effect that the board
continuously said their powers were limited
-that they could give only two years'
compensation. On the very day that the
. deputation waited upon the Minister, an
award was sent in by the board in relation
to two vineyards destroyed at Inverleigh,
and the board, while not saying that they
had been directed to give only two years'
compensation, intimated as plainly as language would allow that they would have
liked to give three years' compensation if
they had the power to do so, because but
scant justice would be done if the maximum
compensation provided for by Jaw were
allowed, and therefore they strongly urged
the Government to grant compensation for
another year. Now what is that but a
clear indication that instructions were given
to the board? It was no crime on the part
of the Secretary for Agriculture to act as
he did, but the denial that he so acted
seems to be the unfortunate part of the
business. Another absurd phase of this
question is that the inspectors who had to
make the valuations in the first instance
were actually the Vine Disease Eradication
Board. The board, in fact, heard appeals
from themselves.
An HONORABLE MEMBER. - Wh9 appointed the board ?
Mr. LEVIEN.-The Government, no
doubt, upon the recommendation of the
Secretary for Agriculture. But is it not
preposterous, when something like £30,000
or £40,000 is involved, that certain men
should be appointed, first, as valuators; and,
afterwards, as a court of appeal? If any
disagreement existed at all, it should not

.of the, Queen.

have been dealt with in the way in which it
was dealt with by the Secretary for Agriculture. The award of the board was not final
until approved of by the Minister, and whe'(l,
it was submitted for approval was the time..
for the Secretary for Agriculture to have
urged this claim on the part of the Government. In my opinion, Mr. Wallis failed as
a public officer to do his duty in relation to
the administration of a particular Act. As
regards his dismissal, I can only say that
the Minister of Agriculture must have taken
the course he did or have resigned himself.
On the motion of Major SMITH, the debate was adjourned until Tues:iay, May 2.
The House adjourned at six minutes past
eleven o'clock, until Tuesday, May 2.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Tuesday, May 2, 1882.
Elections and Qualifications Committee-Attempted Assassination of the Queen; Address of Congratulation-The
Political Situation: Motion of No-Confidence In the
Ministry: Adjournment of the House - Daylesford
Borough Council: Manufacture of Water Pipes-Leave of
Absence to a Member: The Hon. T. F. Hamilton.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at twentyfour minutes to five o'clock p.m., and read
the prayer.
ELECTIONS COMMITTEE.
The PRESIDENT laid on the table his
warrant appointing the Honorables G. F.
Belcher, H. Cuthbert, W. E. Hearn, J.
Lorimer, Sir C. Sladen, F. S. Dobson, and
C. J. Jenner as the Committee of Elections
and Qualifications.
DECLARATIONS OF
QUALIFICATION.
The Honorables J. Buchanan, R. S.
Anderson, T. F. Cumming, W., Ross,
N. Fitzgerald, and J. Balfour delivered to
the Clerk the declarations required by the
Act No. 702.
ATTEMPTED ASSASSINATION OF
THE QUEEN.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON moved"That a select committee be appointed to
prepare an address of congratulation to Her
Most Gracious Majesty the Queen on her
happy preservation from the danger to which
Her Majesty has been exposed, and to express
the abhorrence of this House at the late treasonable attempt against Her Majesty's sacred person; "and that such committee consist of the
Honorables Sir C. Sladen, J. MacBain, W. E.
Hearn, J. Buchanan, C. J. Jenner, T. F. Cum·
ming, and the mover."
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He said that the Honse having been kind
enough to allow him, when he gave notice
of the motion on the previous Tuesday, to
say a few words with respect to it, he woulc;l
oft'er no further remarks on the subject.
The Hon. J. MAOBAIN seconded the
motion, which was agreed to.
, The committee retired, and were absent
about a quarter of an hour, On their return,
'they brought up the following address, which
was read by the Olerk : c,

To

THE QUEEN'S MOST EXCEJ,LE~T MAJESTY,

"Most Gracious Sovereign,
"We, Your Majesty's most dutiful and loyal
subjects, the members of the Legislative Council of Victoria in Parliament assembled, beg
leave humbly to approach Your Majesty's throne,
to express our abhorrence of the late treasonable
attempt against Your Majesty's sacred person,
and our heartfelt congratu lations toY our Majesty
and to our country on Your Majesty's happy
preservation from the danger to which Your
Majesty has been recently exposed ..
c. Attached to Your Majesty by every sentiment of loyalty, and by a sense of the benefits
we derive from Your Majesty's just and mild
government, we acknowledge with gratitude
and humility the mercy of Divine Providence
which has been manifested on this occasion; and
we make our earnest prayers to Almighty God
that He will confer upon Your Majesty every
blessing, and that He will continue to watch
over and guard a life so justly dear to all Your
Majesty's subjects."
.

Dr. DOBSON moved the adoption 'of
· the address.
The motion was agreed to, and the Pre-'
l3ident was requested to forward the address,
to His Excellency the Governor, with a view
" to its transmission to England.
THE POLITIOAL SITUATION ..
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON moved that
the House, at its rising, adjourn until Tuesday, May 9. He said that, in consequence
of the action of a certain section of honor'able members elsewhere with respect to a'
motion antagonistic to the Government,
Ministers felt compelled to refuse to go on"
: with any Government business until the
matter had been finally settled.
The motion was agreed to.
· DAYLESFORD WATER SUPPLY.
The Hon. W. E. STANBRIDGE said
, he wished to offer a few words of explanation
with respect to a matter which was at the
present moment of considerable public in· terest, both in Victoria and the neighbouring
colonies. Some few weeks ago, the borough
council of Daylesford, of which he was a;
member, llaving been promised a loan of
£10,000 f!om the Government for water
supply purposes, called for tenders for a
u2
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supply of iron water pipes. They advertised
for them for a fortnight, in the Melbourne,
Ballarat, and other local newspapers, with
the result that five were sent in, four of them
by foreign houses, and one by a local
manufacturer, who, however, like the othcr
tenderers, only proposed to supply imported
pipes. On inquiry the council found that the
machinery which had been erected in Mel.
bourne for making such pipes, and which was
formerly used for that purpose, had been removed, and that in consequence their manufacture in the colony was, for the time being,
done away with. He mentioned this because
he wished it to be known that the Daylesford Oouncil had no desire to ignore the policy
oHhe country, but had been anxious to obtain
locally manufactured pipes, and were only
prevented from doing so by the fact that no
tender for the locally made article was sent
in to them. They felt compelled to accept
the lowest of the tenders they did receive,
lest the assistance to their water supply
scheme which was promised by the Government should be forfeited.
THE HON. T. F. HAMILTON.
The Hon. R. SIMSON moved that leave
"of absence be granted to the Hon. T. F.
Hamilton during the session. He said that
Mr. Hamilton had already left the colony,
but he fully expected, when he arranged for
his departure, that Parliament would be
called together before he sailed. He had
strong private reasons for temporarily absenting himself from Victoria, namely, that
he might take his family home, to lea ve them
there while he returned to his parliamentary
duties, and also that his health might be
benefited by a change. He (Mr. Simson)
made the present proposition because he was
asked to do so, and because he knew that
similar requests from other honorable members had always been acceded to; and Mr.
Hamilton being a very old colonist, and a
most popular man in the community, there
could be little doubt the House would grant
him the leave he wished for. The motion
was originally framed to ask for twelve
months' leave, which had in the past been
granted to more than one honorable member,
but, objection being taken to the proposal,
leave only during the session was asked for.
If occasion arose, the House might be
applied to to extend the period a little
longer.
, The Hon. J. GRAHAM seconded the
motion.
Sir O. SLADEN sa:d he wa:! sorry, to
have to oppose the motion. He dit1cfJd
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·from the honorable member (Mr. Simson)
with regard to the general relation of members to their duties in the House. He believed there was no precedent, and certainly
no law, which gave authority to the House
to grant leave of absence to an honorable
member upon such grounds as those which
had been mentioned in this case. He
freely admitted that Mr. Hamilton was as
much entitled to leave of absence as any
other honorable member of the House, if
personal grounds were considered. He
(Sir C. Sladen), however, did no.t look at
the question as a personal one at all, but
as one of high public dllty. Honorable
members were elected to represent public
interests outside, and he thought the
House had no authority to relieve them from
their attendance unless some very sufficient
and pressing cause was shown. He thought
his honorable friend (Mr. Simson) had
failed to show any pressing necessity in
· this case. The honorable member said Mr.
Hamilton had gone to take his family home
to England, and also for the benefit of his
health. Of course he was bound to take
the honorable member's word as to the state
of Mr. Hamilton's health, but he certaiuly
was not aware until the present time that
Mr. Hamilton was in ill-health. Taking
home one's family was certainly a very
private duty, and he saw no reason why
they should endeavour to lay down a law
· for themselves with regard to leave of
absence that did not exist, so far as he was
aware, in any Legislature, and certainly not
in the Legislature from which the House
wished to draw its precedents. Leave of
absence was granted in the House of Com· mons only under such circumstances as those
· shown by the following extract from May's
· Pa1'liamentm'Y Practice : "On the 3rd March, 1801, when a call of the
House was deferred for a fortnight, it was
ordered' that no member do presume to go out
of town without leave of the House.' And in
the absence of any specific orders to that effect,
members are presumed to be in attendance upon
their service in Parliament. When they desire
to remain in the country, they should apply to
the House for' leave of absence,' for which sufficient reasons must be given, as that they are
about to attend the assizes, or sessions, or to go
circuits, or that they desire to be absent on account of urgent business, the illness or death of
· near relations, domestic affliction, illness in
their families, or their own ill-health. Upon
these and other grounds, leave of absence is
generally given, but has been occasionally refused. A member will forfeit his leave of absence if he should attend the service of the
House before its expiration."

o

Tbis illmltration showed that the exceptions
in which leave of absence was granted by
the House of Commons were cases of special
Sir C. Sladen.
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urgency, which would entitle the person to
be absent, but none of them reached the
extent justifying a member absenting himself for a lengthened period for what might
be called pleasure. He was far from entertaining any desire to deprive Mr. Hamilton
of his holiday. If he could see his way as
a matter of duty to agree to the motion,
nothing would give him greater pleasure
than doing so. But surely they had a duty
to their constituents to perform; they had
to look to the exigencies of the public service, and they could not forget the fact that
during the previous session there was sometimes a very great difficulty in obtaining
quorums in the House, that it was necessary on two occasions to postpone business
when an absolute majority of the House
was required, and that, when the question
requiring an absolute majority was at last
settled, there were only 17 members in
attendance. Were they treating the House
with that respect which they would like to
see shown to it by others, when they admitted that the presence of a member was
of so very little importance that they could
grant him leave of absence for a whole session
without any cause being shown for it, and
when they were told that when a new session commenced the application would be
renewed, so that the leave should extend
over twelve months. If they showed that
they attached so very little importance as
that to the attendance of honorable members, what would the people outside say?
Whenever the subject of granting leave of
absence had been before the House on previous occasions, it had been said-" We'll
grant this application because it has been
usual to grant leave, but next time we'll do
something." When the next time came,
however, good nature again prevailed-as
he dared say it would do on the present occasion also-but he certainly thought that
now, when they hoped the House was about
to become of much greater importance than
it had been heretofore, they should at least
lay down some principle by which they would
show their desire not to excuse members from
attending, but rather to impress upon them
the necessity of giving thdr attendance to
the business of the House much more than
they had been in the habit of doing. He
was very sorry to have to oppose the motion,
because he knew Mr. Hamilton was a popular
member. Mr. Hamilton had been also a good
member who attended regularly to his duties
in the House, and he had been a good colonist; but, if it had been any other member
who had asked for leave of absenc.e, he (Sir
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C. Sladen) would have said precisely the
same as he had just said on this occasion.
On the last occasion when leave of absence
was asked for, it was by Mr. Anderson, on
the ground of broken health. There was no
doubt that that honorable member required
a change at the time~ and he (Sir C. Sladen)
voted for the leave being granted in that
case, but he did so entirely on the ground
of Mr. Anderson's failing health. He rejoiced to see that Mr. Anderson had since
returned with his health very much restored.
What he (Sir C. Sladen) regretted was that
they were allowing a precedent to be established so that, when any honorable member
desired to be released from attendance on
the House, he had only to make the application and rely on the good nature of the
House to grant it, without the feelings of
the public being consulted on the subject.
It could hardly be said that the public were
as well represented when several members
were absent, by permission of the House, as
they would be if those honorable members
were in their places.
The Hon. J. BUCHANAN observed
that he was rather surprised that Sir Charles
Sladen should object to the motion, but he
was glad to find, from what the honorable
gentleman had stated, that there were exceptional cases in which leave of absence should
be granted, and he (Mr. Buchanan) thought
the present case was one of that character.
Mr. Hamilton was a very old colonist, ancl
he did not know of any man who was more
popular in his own district. He had devoted his time to every public duty that a
Member of Parliament could perform, and
he had given more attention to the promotion of the local institutions for the benefit
of his district than any other man he
(Mr. Buchanan) was acquainted with. Mr.
Hamilton had represented the Southern
Province for eleven years, and he had been
one of the most regular attendants at the
House. It would certainly be very ungracious to begin the system of refusing leave
of absence with Mr. Hamilton, who had
done his duty well. Mr. Hamilton's occupations had been in the open air-he was
an "outside" man-and, having been exposed to the broiling sun for many years, he
certainly required a change. He hoped the
permission asked for would be granted, and
he had no doubt that Mr. Hamilton would
return as greatly benefited by his trip as Mr.
Anderson did by his.
The Hon. N. FITZGERALD remarked
that, while concurring with a good deal of
Vfh~t Sir Charles Siaden h~~ ~aid, he desired
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to point out that the analogy the honorable
gentleman had drawn before the House
of Commons and the Parliament of this
country was not quite correct. He believed
the fact that no applications were made to
the House of Commons for leave of absence
was simply due to the circumstance that a
member's seat was not vacated in England,
as it was in this colony, by his being absent
during a whole session. He saw remarks
made recently about a member of the House
of Commons who had been absent for more
than two years, and who was now travelling
somewhere in the Australian colonies. Mr.
Hamilton, no doubt, deeply regretted that
the motion to grant him leave of absence
could not be brought forward until after he
had been obliged by his arrangements to
leave the colony, and he had no desire whatever to show any contempt of the House by,
as it were, anticipating its permission.
The Hon. J. BALFOUR expressed the
opinion that, if the Council granted leave of
absence to Mr. Hamilton, they would only
be carrying out the desire of that honorable
gentleman's constituents. The honorable
member was very popular inhis district, and
he (Mr. Balfour) was certain that the electors would deeply regret if the Council refused
the request now preferred.
The Hon. W. ROSS observed that,
although he did not wish to invidiously
oppose the motion-he thought as highly
of Mr. Hamilton as any honorable memberhe cordially endorsed all that Sir Charles
Sladen had said. There were two reasons
why the precedent should not be established
of allowing members to absent themselves
from their duties for a lengthened perivd.
In the first place, it was unfair to their
constituents, and, secondly, it was detrimental to the interests of the House. The
new Reform Act, it was supposed, would
greatly strengthen the Council in the estimation of the country, but nothing would
be more calculated to detract from their
influence or prestige than if they allowed it
to appear that they considered it a matter
of no moment whether an honorable member
was absent for twelve months or not. He
thought they should do everything in their
power at the present juncture to make it
manifest to the public that the members of
the Council were duly sensible of their
responsibilities, and were prepared to sacrifice
their time in the public interest.
The motion was carried without a division.
The House adjourned at thirty-tw,)
minutes past five o'clock, until Tuesday,
May 9.
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The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
.~~~~::
PERSONAL EXPLANATION.
Mr. OOOPER.-Mr. Speaker, with the
permission of the House, I desire to make
a personal explanation. The following letter
appeared in th~ A.ge of Friday the 28th
April : " Sir,-My attention has been directed to a
statemcnt that was made in Pa.rliamcnt last
evening by Mr. Cooper, M.L.A., to the effect
that he was present at the delmtation that
waited upon the Minister of Agriculture on the
1st February, 1882, and heard the statement
alleged to have been made by Mr. Wallis in
regard to the issue of instructions limiting the
award of the Vine Disease Boa.rd to the value of
two years' crops. Mr. Cooper could hardly have
been ill the room \vithout illy knowledge. I
state positively that I did not notice him during
any portion of the time that the deputation was
present. The only person who entered the room
to my knowledge was Mr. I.e Cren, the Secretary
for Public Works. lIe came in near to the close
of the deputation. remained a few moments, and
retired.- Yours, &c.,
" A. R. 'VAU.IS."
I wish to state that I went to sec the Minister of Agriculture on other business, and
the honorable gentl~man asked me to take
a seat while .he listened, to what the deputation of vignerons wished to say. I did
so, and I distinctly heard Mr. 'Vallis state
that he had given instructions to the board
of valuators to award compensation to the
value of only two years' crops. I may also
add that the facts stated the other night by
the honorable member for Barwon are as
accurate as possible according to my recollection of what occurred.
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.

Mr. MAOGREGOR asked the Miuister
of Railways if he would take immediate
steps to redress the complaint of the inhabitants of Emerald Hill that they were charged
nearly double railway fares, according to
mileage, compared with the rates to Hawthol'll and othQl' suburbs sintilarly sit.udted ?
Mr, BENT saitl therp wa;3 lwt the
slightest doubt that tl!e fares t() Enlorald
Hill were proportiolwtely lllUCh higher tlJan
those to H~wthom, This W~fl not tlie only

.Railway Department.

anomaly in the fares charged on the suburban
lines. He could mention a case in which
the fare to It station that was only a journey
of about half mile was as much as was
charged for another journey of a mile and a
half. Again, it cost as much to travel
from Williamstown to Footscray as from
Melbourne to Williamstown. When time
permitted, he would be happy to take the
whole question into consideration, with the
view or re-arranging fares.
Mr. MASON asked the Minister of
Railways not to carry out his intention of
closing the Darnum station, on the Gippsland line, against goods traffic, as the effect
of doing so would be to cause great inconvenience to a number of selectors and
others.
Mr. BENT stated that a deputation
waited upon him with reference to this
matte.r, during the honorable member's
absence in Sydney, and he promised not to
close the station.
Mr. BARR asked the Minister when
tenders for alterations at Maryborough
station would be called for? Nearly two
years ago, the honorable gentleman promised
that the alterations would be made" forthwith," but nothing had yet been done in th~
matter.
Mr. BENT said about eight months ago
he visited Maryborougll, and gave instructions to have the necessary alterations at
the station effected. A plan was prepared,
but some objections to it were raised by the
Maryborough people. However, the matter
was now in the hands or Mr. Greene, and
the work would be carried out very shortly
indeed. On Mr. Greene's recommendation,
he had approved or a portion of the work
being done by day labour.
Mr. BARR inquired if the Minister would
provide a siding for timber at Dunacll, near
Talbot?
Mr. BENT replied that the work was now
in progress.
Mr. FINOHAM asked the Minister if
it was the intention of the department to
construct a passenger plU.tform and public
sJding, or either, at the intersection of the
Howitt-street railway crossing, Ballarat, as
memorialized for on behalf of the inhabitants
or North Ballarat?
Mr. BENT said a passenger platform
was not required at Howitt-street, as an
omniLus passed within 200 or 300 yards of
the spot.
.
Mr. FINOHAM inquired if thc Minister
would cause a passenger platform to be
ercoted at No, 18 gate on the Ararat line?

a
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The" Ce1'beru8."
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Such a platform would be a great con- crown-wheels on which the turrets revolved
venience, as a large number of persons would were unsafe. The wheels were made of com..
make'use of it-sufficient, it was believed, mon cast iron, and if by any means a few of
.
to more than justify the outlay.
the teeth were stripped out the Cerberu8
Mr. BENT stated that the traffic manager would become practically a wreck. If the
reported that a platform at No. 18 gate on Premier had any doubt about the mat. the Ararat line would be of use to the ter, it would be advisable for him to obtain
Ballarat Coursing Club only, and that the a report from the engineers of the vessel,
club ought to pay the cost of making it. and, if he found the statement was correct,
However, he (Mr. Bent) would be glad, at to send a telegram to England; ordering
his office, to talk over the matter with the several sets of wheels to be constructed of
honorable member, and also the subject of cast steel in segments, so that in case of' any
the previous question.
break occurring the fractured segment might
Mr. FRASER asked the Minister if it be at once replaced. The expense would
was in contemplation to issue amended wool not be more than £250 or £300 ; and, con,;.
rates; and, if so, when?
sidering the importance of the matter, such a
Mr. BENT said it was the intention of ,trifling outlay ought not to prevent the
the Government to revise the wool rates. Government acting upon the suggestion.
He found that the New South Wales GoSir B. O'LOG HLEN said last session
vernment were going to carry wool over he prOl:nised the honorable member that he
400 miles for 12s. per bale. Tbis was a would make some inquiries into this matter,
very serious matter, and he intended to ask and he had done so. While it was ad.mitted
the New South Wales Government to join that the honorable member's suggestion was
this colony in fixing something like fair a very valuable one, an objection was taken
traffic rates. (Mr. Longmore-" Which that it was not absolutely necessary to adopt
they will not do.") The New South'Wales it, and that its adoption would be expensive.
Government had shown a willingness to do If, however, the honorable member would
what was right between the two colonies in put his views in writing, and forward them
the matter of railway communication, and to him, he would have them fully considered
he intended to ask his colleagues to try and by the engineers of the Cerbent8.
get a fair arrangement adopted in regard to
PETITION.
traffic rates. It would be admitted that it
A petition was presented by Mr. DUFFY,
was unfair to charge more for carrying goods
to Melbourne from Echuca and W odonga from inhabitants of Seymour and the
than was· charged for bringing wool from , neighbourhood, praying that the junction of
the proposed Yea Railway might be altered
places in Riverina 100 miles further off.
from Tallarook to Seymour .
. THE POLITICAL SITUATION.
CONTAGIOUS DISEASES
. Mr. LONGMORE.-Mr. Speaker, seeHOSPITAL.
ing the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Mr. BARR asked the Ohief Secretary·
Berry) in his place, I desire to ask him
if it ·was the intention of the Government
,~hether there is any truth in the statements
which have appeared in the Age during the to erect permanent buildings for the receplast day or two with reference to his at- tion of small-pox patients at Fisherman's
. tempting to form a Ministry in conjunction Bend.; and, if not, where it was intended to
with the honorable member for Warrnam- erect such buildings?
Mr. GRANT said it was not the intenbool?
tion of t.he Government to erect permanent
The question was not answered.
buildings for the reception of small-pox
THE "CERBERUS."
patients at Fisherman's Bend. The Central
Mr. WOODS said he desired to ask the Board of Health had brought under the
Premier a question with reference to the notice of the Government the desirability of
Cerberu8. He noticed in the press that purchasing an area of about forty-eight
the vessel, having recently undergone some acres or land in the Va-rish of Out-paw-paw
temporary repairs, was now ready to be re- as a site for a ContaglOllS Diseases Hospital,
moved to Queenscliff, and he would like to alV1 he Qelieved it wOllld be a desirable and
know whether a matter'which he had recom- suitable site, It was ~t Laverton, not far
mended for years past respecting her ma- fr~~ the Wi1li~mstown Race .. course. The
chinery had been attended to ? He had er~~tion of a hospital there was not likely to
pointed. Ol~t 011. several occa8i011s that the Q9 objected to either by the W yndharu Shire
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Council or the Williamstown Borough
Council. The matter was under the consideration of the Government.
CUSTOMS SEIZURES.
Mr. MIRAMS asked the Minister of
Customs if he was correctly reported to have
stated, the previous Wednesday, in reply to
a question by the honorable member for
Ballarat East (Mr. Brophy), that a notific~t.ion had appeared in the newspapers invItmg tenders for the sale .by auction of
certain smuggled Chinese goods seized by the
Customs department? He was informed
upon what he believed to be good authority:
that two firms of auctioneers were employed
to sell the goods without any public notification being made that tenders for conducting
the sale would be received.
Mr. GRAVES said it was quite correct
that a notification was put in the newspapers
that tenders for conducting the sales would
be received. Eight or nine tenders were
sent in, and those of Messrs, Fraser and
Co. and Messrs. McClure, Valantine and
Co., which were equal, were accept~d as
being considered the most satisfactory to the
Government. There was one lower tender
sent i~, but the firm: did not guarantee cash
on delIvery ofthe goods, which the successful
tenderers did.
INLAND BONDING WAREHOUSES.
Major SMITH asked the Minister of
Customs if he would take into favorable
consideration the propriety of establishing a
bonded store or custom-house at Ballarat?
Mr. GRAVES said there was no necessity for him to consider the matter, for
there was an Act of Parliament passed in
1880, which authorized the Governor in
Council to permit bonded warehouses to be
established in towns co~mected by railways,
on payment of a certam fee. He believed
the A?t was passed principally for the
convemence of Ballarat and Sandhurst.
He was aware that a great many firms in
Ballarat imported direct from London'
and, so far as the Customs department wa~
c~ncerned, every possible facility would be
gIven for the establishment of bonding
warehouses in Ballarat.
ADDRESS IN REPLY TO THE
GOVERNOR'S SPEECH.
THIRD NIGHT'S DEBATE.

The debate on Mr. Blackett's motion for
. the presentation of an address in reply to
the Governor's speech, and O~l ¥r~ Berry's

Addre88 in Reply.

amendment thereto, condemning the ad.
ministration ofthe public departments during
the recess (adjourned from April 27), was
resumed.
Major SMITH.-Mr. Speaker, before
entering upon the main question at issue in
this debate, I hope I may be permitted to
refer to some statements which have appeared in the public press with reference to
the so-called Commission on the Education
Act. It was not my intention to allude to
that matter at all at the present stage, but
to wait until the commission presented a
report dealing generally with the whole
subject of their inquiry. When, however
I find that accusations have been mad~
ag~inst me, t~at a sort of fishing inquiry is
gomg on behmd my back as to my adminis.
tration of the Education department that
I am not furnished with the papers'upon
which the accusations are based, that I am
not even asked to be present to hear them
preferred-in fact I know nothing whatever about them until they appear in the
newspapers-I think I am entitled to hope
that hqnorable members will permit me to
say something in regard to one or two
th,in9's which have been done by the commISSIOn. I find that not only is a sort of
star-chamber process going on, but the
members of the commission, instead of
pu:suing the inquiry which they were appOlnted to make, appear to be evading
It altogether, and endeavouring to find
out something which will draw a redh~rring across the trail, and that they
WIll probably not finish their investigations
until this House goes to the country. I
think a course like that is not at all what
was expected by honorable members who
thought pro1?er to vote for the appointment
of the commIssion; and I consider it most
~nfair t.hat comments, including even lead.
mg artIcles, should appear in the public
press on matters affecting myself which
have transpired before the Education Commission before I have had an opportunity
of seeing what the charges really are. So
far as I can gather, one of the charges is
that, while Minis"ter of Public Instruction
I re-appointed some teachers who had
been dismissed.. With reference to that I
may say, in the first place, that I think
every Minister of Public Instruction has
occasionally, after consultation and obtaining the advice of both inspectors and other
officers, re-appointed teachers after they had
been dismissed. What do honorable members think was the course of procedure
adopted by the department in the year

Mr. Berry's Amendment.

[MAY

1877? The very first day that I occupied
the position of Minister of Public Instruction, an officer was sent to me, at this House,
with a long list of appointments, which,
without consultation with me, I was asked
to put my name to, so that the appointments could go before the Executive Council that day. I point-blank refused to sign
the list. I said I would make no appointments unless I knew all about them and
satisfied myself that they were perfectly
correct in every particular; and I held the
list over for a week. From that time
until I left office, a period of nearly four
years-I make this statement with the
greatest possible deference to the so-called
Royal commission-I carefully scrutinized
every case before I made an appointment,
and I took the advice not only of officers
of the department, but also, I am proud to
say, of members of this House. I look
upon it as a downright insult to members of
the House to say that they ought not to
advise the Minister as to any appointments
he is asked to make. If of their own
knowledge, or from information they have
obtained from residents in the districts they
represent, they are able to speak as to the
qualifications of certain teachers for certain
appointments, it is their bounden duty to
tell the Minister what they know, and it is
for him to act upon their statements if he believes that they are correct. When I became
Minister of Public Instruction, I found great
laxity in connexion with appointme~ts. I
ordered a book to be kept in which the
names of all applicants for appointments
were entered, and before making appointments I received the recommendations, not
ollly of the permanent head of the department, but also of the inspectors, and any
one else who could give me information.
On many occasions I got information from
teachers, from the parents of children attending the schools, and from other persons quite
as valuable as, and sometimes more valuable
than, the opinions given me by the pernianent head of the department, who might.
be guided sjmply by the reports made to
him. In the year 1877, when I assumed
office, I found that there were 183 teachers
who had no qualification-teachers who had
passed no examination whatever. As there
were at that time 300 qualified applicants
outside-natives of the colony, who had
passed the necessary examination for teachers
- I felt it was a great injustice to that large
number of persons to keep them from employment in the State schools while there
were 183 teachers employed who possessed
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no qualification. About the middle of 1877
I gave those 183 teachers notice that, if
they did not pass their examination by the
end of 1878, I would feel it my duty to dispense with their services; and at the end of
that year the services of 130 of them were
dispensed with, either because they had
failed to pass an examination or had not
gone up for examination. Moreover, I had
confidential reports furnished to me by
the inspectors, showing that a number of
the teachers who were dispensed with were,
in the opinion of the inspectors, not qualified to perform the duties of their position.
About the same time I discharged a teacher
who had been twice discharged for intemperance, and afterwards reinstated, by two
different Ministers. He came to me and
asked me to reinstate him again, but I positively refused to do so. He next asked me
to appoint a board to inquire into his case,
but I declined to accede to the request.
He then threatened to bring the matter before Parliament, and I said to him-" You
can bring the matter before Parliament j if
you do, I will read the record of your dismissals and reinstatements, and the cause
of them." I challenge either the present
Educa.tion Commission, or any other commission, to show that I improperly reappointed any teacher-that Ire-appointed
anyone without being satisfied that he was
fit for his position-during the whole four
years that I occupied the office of. Minister
of Public Instruction. During my tenure of
office, I found that a number of teachers'
grievances had accumulated, and I appointed a board of five members of this
House to deal with their cases. When the
board made their report I, unlike the present
Minister of Agriculture, felt bound in honour
to carry out every one of their recommendations. I considered that I had no right to
ask gentlemen to sit and take evidence and
go through a large amount of labour, physical as well as mental, and then set their
opinion aside. Therefore, I carried out
their report to the letter. One charge which
has been made against me before the Education Commission is, as far as I can understand it, that I sometimes set aside the
opinions of the officers of the department
in regard to the making of appointments.
The plan I adopted was to get a list of
the applicants for appointments prepared
periodically; and-whether the recommendations came from Members of Parliament,
from school inspectors, from the permanent
head of the department, or from any
other source-I invariably obtained all the
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information I could before I came to a deci- department of putting a black mark ag'ainst,
:sion in any case. None of the appointments , and refusing fair and reasonable promotion
made during the time I was Minister of to, any teacher, no matter how high his
Public Instruction were made by the per- position or bow great his qualifications, who
manent head. I made them all. The com- dared to speak to a Member of Parliamen~.
mission need not waste the money of the, I recollect, a teacher OIl whose behalf a
country by trying to ascertain how many Member of Parliament once interposed
teachers were, appointed by me. I repeat coming to me and asking that I would not
that I made all the appointments. I am, tell the officers of the Education department
responsible for them. I took the recom- of the application. I inquired why the
mendation of the permanent head when I request was made. The teacher replied
was satisfied it was right, and I put it aside that a black mark would be placed against
when I felt it was wrong. The permanent his name, and that he would be denied pro, heads of the departments are only human. motion. I am proud to say I abolished
They have prejudices just as much as that system. I let daylight into the departMinisters or anyone else. I would scorn ment. I allowed Members of Parliament to
to be a Minister of a department if I had speak to the teachers as they pleased, and I
to occupy the position of an automaton to took the gag out of the teachers' mouths.
any set of officers. If I take charge of a After that, as will be found if the records
department, I do so as a responsible Minis- of the department are examined, I followed,
ter of the Orown, and I should regard with in the matter of appointments and prothe utmost contempt any lllall in that motions, as far as my judgment would allow,
position who became a mere tool and fool. the recommendations of the permanent head.
A Minister in charge of a department has And why should I not have done so? Mr.
a public duty to perform. I never shirked Brown, who had shown great ability as
my duty in the slightest degree. I made Inspector-General of Schools, became the
myself fully acquainted with the debils of head of the department. I never had the
the department; I got rid of more than a slightest difficulty with Mr. Brown during
hundred incompetent teachers, and I ad- the time I held office. Every case which
ministered the department for nearly four he brought forward was accompanied by a
years without giving offence to anyone. verbal recommendation which, if there was
In fact, I did the utmost a man could do, no other information available, I felt bound
both to organize it in some respects and to to accept; but when 1 had other informaad minister it efflCiently. As to the succr.ss tion, feeling that I was a responsible Minister,
of my four years' administration of the I considered it my duty to do what I thoug4t
Eduun,tion department, I desire here toa.llude best in the iliterests of tho country. With
to the testimony of a gentloman who visited reference to the Education OominissiOli~
Melbourne during the time of the Inter- I ask, seeing that it is supposed ,to h~ve
national Exhibition, and who was one of been appointed for th,e purpose of dealing
the Exhibition Oommissioners. ' He is the with an alleged grievance that a large
Inspector-General of Schools in France, section of the people labour under, how is it
,,,hero thore is a population of 40,000,000 that the commission have not yet touched
of ]:>eople; and 4,000,000 pupils attend the that question? Supposing Parliament were
State schools, which have a staff of 400 to be dissolved within the next two months~
inspectors; the number of inspectors of how unjust it would be to those honorable
State schools in Victoria being only 20. members who voted for the inquiry to find
I took him to Balbrut and to Sandhurst, untouched, when they go to the country 1
and he inspectcd the schools around Mel- the question to consider which the Educabourne. Finally he accompanied me to tion Oommission was appointed. The action of
Dandenong, and was present at the opening the Oommission has been woll descri bed by'the
of a State school there. And what did he honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry).
say on that occasion? Why he gavo the Like the wounded snake, the inquiry" drags
grandest testimony which could possibly be Its slow length along." It promises to stretch
afforded in favour of our national systcm of out" to the crack of doom." Already five
education. ' He stated that in his opinion, months have becn consumed in examiwith the exception of tho Netherlands, nation of threo indivillllals, and yet it would
Victoria stands first of all countries in the appear as if the commission had hardly
matter of public instruction. When I took begun its labours. ,\Vhy the honorable
office as Minister of Public Instruct.ion, I member for Portland has given notice'
found thero was a practice ill force in the to-night that he will ask the l)remiel'
,Major Smith.
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to:"inorrow when it is probable the labours of
. the commission will be brought to a termination. For my part, I am satisfied that
the way in which the commission conducts
its proceedings is giving much dissatisfaction to the great body of the people. I
think that before this debate closes, honorable members should be placed in possession
of information as to the cost of the numerous
returns prepared in the Education department for the use of the commission. I desire
here to mention that notwithstanding the adverse criticism to which Professor Pearson's
report on education was subjected at the
time it was published, it has become a textbook on education in every part of the
world where the English language is spoken,
and it has been transla.ted into the language
of two countries where English is not spoken.
I could not carry out all the recommcnda tions
contained in that report, but I carried out
some. One recommendation which I carried
out related to the re-organization of the
inspectorial staff-that it should consist of
10 senior and 10 junior inspectors. I appointed a board to consider the matter and
report, and of the 20 appointments recommended by that board I adopted 19. It
will thus be seen that I did much the same
as the honorable member for Castlemaine
(Mr. Patterson) did when he presided over
the Railway department--I divested myself
of patronage as far as possible. Under these
circumstances, I hope the Education Commission will show a little more generosity
than it has done, and not seek to attack a
public man behind his back. Why is it
that the gentlemen who form that commission have not had the common decency
to call me before them, and give me an
opportunity of explaining matters, instead
of furnishing the newspapers with material
to run me down? I don't call that English.
It is not even Irish. I am sure it is not
Scotch. The only reference of a complimentary character made during this debate to
the Education Commission has proceeded
from the honorable member for Creswick
(Mr. vVheeler). If that honorable member
'Yere in his place, I would remind him that
a Royal commission on education is wanted
not so much as a Royal commission to
ascertain how State forests have been destroyed. No doubt, if such a commission
were in existence, the honorable member
would be able to furnish them with valuable
information not only as to how State·forests
have been mntilatecl and destroyed, but also
as to how those who contributed to theil'
mutilation and destruction managed to gt't
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hold of the fee-simple of the land; and I am
sure the honorable member's testimony on
the forest question would be accepted much
more readily than his opinions about public
instruction. I must express my surprise
that the Education Commission have not
yet ilw~stigated the caseof Sergeant v. Jone8.
I felt when Mr. Sergeant, formerly a memh3r of this House-a most capable and
competent school teacher-was recently appointed to a school, that an act of justice
had been done, and particularly considering
Mr. Sergeant's qualifications are unexceptionabb. I believe that a letter was sent to
Mr. Sergeant communicating the fact of his
appointment. After this, the appointment
was annulled, and Mr. Jones-the brother
of a former member of this House-was
appointed in Mr. Sergeant's stead. I ask
the Minister of Public Instruction-of whom
it is said that he ignores himself altogether,
and carries out the recommendation of his
officers-whether this was done on the
recommendation of the officers of the
department?
Mr. GRANT.-Yes.
Major SMITH.-Will the Minister lay
that recommendation on t.he table?
Mr. GRANT.-The papers were laid on
the table last session in response to an
order of the House nuide on the motion of
the honorable member for Collingwood
(Mr. Mimms).
.
Major SMITH.-I consider that if the
appointment I refer to was not a political
appointment there never was one. Moreover, it was made at the dictation of a
newspaper.
The Education Commission
may say what they like-they may pry into
every corner of the Education departmentbut they will find no t.ransaction approachiilg Mr. Sergeant's case. With regard to
the contracts for railway carriages and
'Yater pipes into which t.he Government
~ntered during the recess, I may say that I
happened to be away from Ballarat when
the .large public meeting was held there
with regard to those contracts; but I would
not be properly performing my public duty
if I did not refer to the strong feeling
arousecl in my constituency by the action of
the Government in setting aside, as it
were, the settled policy of the country,
which is that work should be provided first
for our own p80ple, and afterwards for
foreigners. That meeting, although called
at only about two hours' notice, was attendecl
by some 2,500 persons, and was of a
thoroughly enthusiastic cllaractcr. It expressed unqualified condemnation at the
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Government taking such a course as sending
orders for water pipes and railway carriages
away from these shores. I think it is very
much to be deplored that the contract for
pipes was not called for five or six months
ago, with the condition that the articles
should be made in the colony. Had that
been done, there would have been established
in Victoria an industry which ·would have
been sufficient to supply water pipes for all
time, not only in tIllS colony, but to the
adjoining colonies as well. I say it is a
national calamity to drive from our own
artisans a trade like that. I may mention
that the Phcenix Foundry Company at
Ballarat, since the time they commenced
operations, have had no less than 97 locomotives under contract, and have delivered
83. Their works have grown to such an
extent that they now turn out two engines
per month, and employ between 300 i and
400 hands. During the last seven years,
they have paid in wages between £150,000
and £200,000. Now I ask honorable members why should such articles as railway
carriages and water pipes be sent for from
Europe in view of the establishment and
carrying on in the colony of an industry such
as I have described?
Mr. BENT.-I let the Phcenix Company
a contract for engines eight months ago, and
they have not supplied one yet.
Major SMITH.-I am quite sure the
honorable member is mistaken as to the
facts.
Mr. BENT.-No, I am not.
Major SMITH.-I don't want to be in
the slightest degree offensive to the honorable member, and particularly as I have
always received the most courteous consideration from him. I have referred to the
operations of the Phcenix Company as an
example of what local industry can accomplish. I have no desire to follow up very
closely the statements made the other night
by my late colleague, the honorable member
for Manduraug(Mr. Williams), with respect
to mining leases; but I may mention that
the policy which he adopted when in office
was one that I pursued when Minister of
Mines in 1877. Although, in the case of
several mining companies that had got into
difficulties after being at the expense of
erecting a large plant, I allowed additional
land to be taken up, yet in the case of land
on which there was no machinery and no
work being done, and which was being held
merely for speculative purposes, I forfeited
hundreds of leases right and left. The
result of that policy was that those who
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.held leases-knowing that, if they did not
fulfil the labour covenants, their leases
would be forfeited-immediately commenced
work. The effect on mining industry was
most marked. From that time there was
a gradual increase in the number of miners
employed. I may mention that it has been
the settled policy of every liberal Government that has held office to discourage
the holding of auriferous land for speculative purposes, and to enforce the labour
covenants of mining leases on aU occasions. I think the Minister of Mines, in
fairness both to myself and himself and
to honorable members generally, should lay
on the table, before the House comes to a
decision on the question now before it, a
return showing the whole number of mining
leases that he has consolidated, and the
area of land embraced in the operation. I
also think that, before the vote is taken, we
should have before us returns showing the
total increase in the cost of the civil service
through the appointment of new County
Court judges, police magistrates, and other
officers; and showing how much of the
public estate has been alienated during the
past twelve months. Sir, it has been my
practice, since I have been a member of the
Opposition, to treat Ministers courteously
on all occasions, and to say nothing of
them that can be deemed personally offensi~e. I think the speech of the leader of
the Opposition, in opening this debate-for
quiet telling argument, and, at the same
time, for courteous and respectful language
to his opponents-presents a marked contrast to the vituperation which used to be
poured from this· side of the House when
that gentleman sat on the Treasury bench.
For example, the present Minister of Railways used to stand up and invent language
to suit his purpose when he could not find
it in Shakspeare or some other book-language which, if it were to be quoted now,
the honorable member would be utterly
ashamed of. In fact nothing was too vile
to say of the late Ministry. I presume
that Ministers have by this time realized
that the possession of office is not attended
by all the smooth sailing which they calculated upon when they viewed the Treasury
bench from this (the opposition) side of the
House; and I trust that, when the inevitable time comes for them to cross the floor
again, they will remember that, while they
were in power, their predecessors treated them
with fairness, criticised them with decency,
and did not reflect upon them in any personal way wha~t:ver: I think, so far as the
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present debate has gone, we have endeavoured, as we ought, to treat each other as
gentlemen.
Mr. ZOX.-You have, but all 11ave
not.
Major SMITH.-I regret the use of
vituperative language, even when used by
· political friends. For my part, I believe
that argument never tells so strongly as
when it is advanced in moderate and reasonable language. I also consider that political
opponents should so behave towards each
other that there shall be nothing in their
personal intercourse to prevent them becoming hereafter political allies. I am glad to
say there is one matter I can compliment
the Premier upon, and that is the appointment of Oolonel Hutton as the commandant
of the volunteers. The appointment is one
which reflects credit upon the Government,
and gives satisfaction, not only to the
officers, but to the entire volunteer force.
· I hope the Premier, when he addresses the
House, will state whether it is true that
after appointing Oolonel Hutton to take the
command of the volunteer force he sent to
England for an artillery officer to succeed
him. I think that if an artillery officer is
to be brought here to act in conjunction
with the volunteer force, he ought to be
placed under Oolonel Hutton, and not over
him; and I submit that that circumstance
should be made clear, by telegra phic message,
to those who have the selection of the officer.
I will not prolong my remarks, but will
conclude by thanking honorable members
for the attention with which they have
listened to me.
Mr. BURROWES.-Sir, I would like
to avail myself of the present opportunitythe first I have had-of replying to the
attack made upon me, on Thursday evening,
by the .honorable member for Mandurang
(Mr. Williams). It is not my intention to
copy the style of argument or use the harsh
terms which the honorable member employed
on that occasion, but I think I shall be able
to show that his assertions, for the most
part, were not correct. It has been my
desire, during the whole time I have held
office, not to reverse the policy of my
. honorable predecessor, but to carry out, as
far as possible, everything initiated by him;
and documents belonging to the Mining
department, which I am prepared to submit
to the House, will bear out what I say. In
the course of his speech on Thursday evening, the honorable member accused me of
aggregating" leases to an extent never
· previously known in the df'partment," and
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constituting "leasehold areas each comprising SOO or 400 acres of auriferous
ground." The very first lease the honorable member for Mandurang complained
about was a lease of 267 acres at Ararat,
applied for by Mr. J. Gibbs, and recommended by the honorable member himself ;
and here. is the departmental report with
respect to that matter:CI On the 20th May~ 1881, J. Gibbs, the holder
of leases Nos. 881, 882, and 905, Ararat, offered
surrender thereof for a new lease of the aggregate area, and, as there did not appear to be any
reasonable objection, the then Minister of
Mines, the Hon. H. R. Williams, on or about the
21st June, 1881, made the following order:, Let the application go on.' A new lease (No.
989, Ararat) for the aggregate area (267 acres 2
roods and 4 perches) was accordingly prepared,
and in due course issued on the 26th September,

1881."

Mr. WILLIAMS.-That was alluvial.
My charge against the honorable member
was with respect to quartz reefs.
Mr. BURROWES.-I do not say the
honorable member was wrong in doing that.
I only wish to state the facts, as the honorable member attempted to throw odium on
me for doing what he had done himself.
The honorable member accused me of having
issued consolidated leases of upwards of
200, SOO, and 400 acres in the Sandhurst
district-a quartz-mining district-and in
order the better to meet that statement, I
have had particulars furnished from the departJ;llent of all the consolidated leases issued
during my tenure of office. They number
S4, and I am prepared to give the fullest
information concerning those in the Sandhurst district, as well as of the amalgamations in other districts. That of the Golden
Age Oompany comprising an area of 4a.
Sr. lOp., which the honorable member
declared the other night to be in a very
valuable locality, and which he said should
not have been consolidated, was recommended by the honorable member himself;
and yet he attacked me, because I gave
effect to his recommendation, as having
been guilty of rascallY-conduct. Other leases
in the Sandhurst district to which the
honorable member referred were the Golden
Age Oompany, 7a. Sr. 22p. ; Young Ohum,
Sa. Sr. 23p.; Princess Alexandra, 2a. 2r.
37p.; W. W. Barker, lOa. Ir. 35p.; Shenandoah, 13a. 2r. 36p.; Golden Pyke, 8a.
Or. 2p.; H. Morres, 22a. Ir.; and Pearl
Oompany, 23a. 3r. 35p. This last-named
lease was originally issued 20 or 23 years
ago, and was abandoned for 12 or 15 years.
Some person then took it up, and made applica~ion to have three or four smaller leases
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amalgamated in order that work might be
resumed, and this was approved of. Another consolidated lease is!;!uecl bv me was
that of the Garden Gully United Company,
the area being 41a. 31'. This company was
started 15 or 20 years ago, and recently
took up a lease on some adjoining ground,
known as Paddy's Gully. In order that
they might be able to work. the two sections
under one lease, they applied for the consolidation and it was granted. Bona fide
work is being carried on in both sections ..
Then there are the Red, White, and Blue'
Consolidated Company, 22a. 21'. 12p.; the
Shamrock, 2a. 21'. ; The North Red, White,
and Blue, 14a. 11'. 36p.; the Red,White, and
Blue Consolidated, 8a. 21'. 31p.; and the
North United H usHers and Redan Company, 35a. 11'. I may give a little information regarding this latter lease.
The
land was taken up by three or four parties
who sank to a certain depth, when the work
was stopped by the presence of large bodies
of water, so that it was impossible to go on
without machinery. . After two or three
months' discussion, the parties agreed to
apply for a consolidation of th,e leases in
order that suitable machinery might be
erected so as to enable them to continue the
work. The amalgamation was granted, and
operations are now proceeding there satisfactorily. The honorable member also complained of my action in consenting to the
amalgamation of the Victoria Consols Company, the area being 23a. 31'. 15p. ·These
leases were held by almost the same shareholders, and the engine of the one company
was paid for hauling by the other. It did
not matter whether the leases were amalgamated or not, but when the application
was made for amalgamation I' thought it
proper to grant it, and the re~ult has been
to give increased employment.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-Do you say that the
list of consolidations you are reading were
granted by me?
Mr. BURROWES.-I am reading the
consolidations granted by myself .. Several:
of the amalgamations, however, which the
honorable member condemned the other
night were recomme~d~d by himself, and all
I had to do was simply to carry out the
honorable member's recommendation. Such
being the case, I think it was. extremely
unfair for the hon'orable member' to state
that I altered the policy of the depart~ent.
I defy the honorable member to show one
case in which I altered the course he had
proposed to pursue. Even if I differed. in
'opinion as to what he had recommended,:

I
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I gave the honorable member credit for hay..
ing made due inquiry, and did not reverse
his action. Among the amalgamations
which the honorable member objected to the
other night were the following, which he had
recommended himself :-The Golden Pyke
Oompany, the Golden Age, the Young
Chum, the Princess Alexandra, the VV.
'V. Barker, the Shenandoah, the R~d,
White, and Blue, and the Shamrock. T~le
next on the list of consolidated leases to
which I agreed is that of the St. Mungo
Company, the area being 16a. 11'. lOp. The
honorable member spoke, the other night,
of the enormous areas of these leases, but
the fact is that there is not one of the
consolidated leases I issued in the Sand.
hurst district over 42 acres in extent;
except one, namely, that of the Great
Southern G. G. Company, which comprises
72 acres. This was the largest consoli~ation in the Sandhurst. district to which
I consented.' Three 01' four shafts have
been sunk on it, and there are two plants ;
but a large portion of the area is looked
upon as valueless, and was offered to the
public at a peppercorn a year. ~ also approved of the amalgamation of the leases
in the name of the Empire Amalgat:nated
Company, the shareholders in which have
spent upwards of £300,000 in developing
their claim, and the case was one in which I
was of opinion that consolidation should be
allowed. The other cases in which I allowed
consolidation in the Sandhurst district were
as follows :""':"Hercules and Energetic Company, 42a. 21:. IIp .. ; South ~elle Vue
United Company, 3Ia. 11'. 30p.·; Victory
and Pandora Company, 17a. 31'. ; Virginia
Gold Mining Company, 41a. 21'. 5p.; and
Central Windmill Company, 8a. Or. 2'5p.
This completes the list of 34 cases of 'YAich
I agreed to amalgamation, an.d I challenge
the honorable member to show that I.was
not justified in the course I .took in every
case.
Mr. WILLIAMS.~Wi1~ you read the
areas I allowed to be coniolidated in 'the
Sandhurst district or any other place?'·· I
.,
.
refer to quartz reefs.
Mr. BU~ROWES.-:-:-I 'will give the
House every information in my possession.
The honorable member,when he was Min~ster
of Mines, granted consolidated leases as
follows :-Central Mining Company, Oastlemaine, 40a. 11'. lp.
Mr. WILLIAMS.--:..Is that alluvial, or
quartz?
. . ..
Mr. BURROWES.-I cannot s~y. for
c~rt~in. I rep~at I do .not find fa~t w.itb
i

.

..

. .

M,T. Berry's Amendment.

[MAY

the honorable member for what he did. I
think the honorable member did right, but
what I complain of is that the honorable
~ember should attempt to cast odium on
me for following the course which he himself initiated. The other cases were-C.
Schlemm, Maryborough, 18a. 31'. 2p.; and
in the Sandhurst district the followingGreat Northern, 8a. Or. 25p. and 14a. 21'.
10p.;,Johnson's Reef Extended Company"
21a. Or'. 17p.; G. G. Consolidated, 2~a.'
Or. ~7p.; Lady Barldy, 8a. Or. 16p.; Great
Extended Hustler's Reef Company, 25a.
11'. 29p.; ditto, 24a. 21'. 3Gp.; D. C. Sterry
and others, 17a. and 38a. Or. 8p.; J. Halfey,
28a., 16a. lr. 27p., and 20a.; South St.
Mungo, 9a. 11'. 38p.; Victory and Pandora Amalgamated, 12a. lr. 32p.; Great
Central Victoria, lOa. 11'. 17p.; New
Argus Gold Finding Company, 12a. 11'.,
22p.; Princess Dagmar, 7a. 11'. Ip.;
Doyle's G. M. Company, lla. 21'. 32p.
Those consolidated leases which the honorable meinber issued, together with those the
issue of which he sanctioned before he left
office, bring the total number for which he
is responsible up to within four or five of the
number I issued.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-Those were all in
accordance with the regulations.
Mr. BURRO'VES.-I do not say they
were not. Those I granted were also in
accordance with the regulations. In some
of the cases the representatives of th~ comparties told me that they were down to
500 feet or Goq feet, and th~t they would
probably have to go down to 1 000 feet or
1,200 feet, but that their capitai was called
up, and work would c~me to a stand-still
,unless the amalgamation asked for was
allowed, by means of which they would be
enabled to, get capital to erect new and
powerful, machinery. I granted those appl~cations, and I maintain I did right, and I
would do the same thing to-morrow., Any
one representing a mining ,district, and in
the position of Minister of Mines, who would
not e~courage mining by allowing men to
amalg[lI~ate 'so as to put up powerful
machinery in order to go to a depth of 1,000
feet would not be doing his duty. Many
of the companies were at a stand-still, and
unless ,amalgamation ~as allowed work
.would have been stopped altogether. From
the re'cords of the depar~men~ 'I have obtained the following information with regard
to some of the leases to which I have
referred : -
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1525,1668, 2077,8575, 3644, and 8936, Sandhurst
was offered conditionally 011 one lease bcir.g
granted for the aggregate area, 52a. 01'.21 p. The
area being considered too large for one lease, two
leases were offered by the H on. ]f. Longmore,
wiJich the company agreed to accept. A pplications were lodged, and notices' of intention to
grant leases Nos. 4161 and 4162, ~a.J)dhurst,
were duly published in the GOV€1'nrnent G.azette of
the 27th February, 1880, the rccommend'ation to
His Excellency the Governor to grant the leases
being made by the Hon. W. C. Smith. Wheu
the 'leases were ready for issue, the Hon. U.
Clark ordel'ed that tlley be held oyer for a time.
Subsequently, on the 19th January, 1881, the
Hon. H. R Williams made the following minute:
- ' I consider the areas applied for to be of too
great length on the lines of reef to be held under
single leases. I cannot, therefore, ratify the
action of my predecessors.' Leases were accordingly refused.
.. Golden Age Company, issued 17th October,
1881.-'1'he offer to surrender leases Nos. 1022,
2022, 8506, 3943, and 4110, Sand hurst, for two
leases of the aggregate area having been approved by the Hon. H. R. Williams on the 29th
March, 1881, the leases were issued .
.. Young Chum Company, issued 18th September, 1881, the offer to surrender leases 8781 and
8857, Sandhurst. for a new lease of the aggregate
area having been approved of by the Hon. H. R.
, Williams, on the 14th April, 1881.
"Princess Alexandra Company, issued 16th
August, 1881, an offer to surrender leases 8845
and 3958, Sandhul'st, having becn approved by
the Hon. H. R. Williams on the 4th April, 1881.
"Lease No. 4568, W. W. Barker, issued 9th
August, 1881, an offer to surrender leases 4174,
4187, and 4199, Sandhurst, having been approved
by the Hon. H. n. Williams, on the 4th May,
1881.
"Shenandoah Company, issued September 20,
1881, an offer to surrender leases 3108, 8290, and
3627, Sandhurst, having been approved by the
Hon. H. R. Williams on the 5th May, 188l.
" Golden Pyke Company, issued September 6,
1881, on recommendatlOn of the Hon. H. H. Williams, to include the aggregate area previously
held under leases 15~4 and 8331. ..
"ned, White, and Blue Company, No. 4706,
issued 24th October, 1881, and 4749, issued 14th
November, 1881, an offer to surrender leases
1379, 1489, 1823, 3608, and 4842, Sandhur!?t, having been accepted by the Hon. H. R Williams,
on December 24, 1880.
"Shamrock Company, issued January 17,1882.
-The surrender of leases 880, 8761, and 8796,
Sandhurst, was accepted by the Hon. H. R.
Williams on April 27, 1881.
"Great Southern G. G. Company.-The question of issuing a consolidated leaee to this company had been before the department since J 876,
when the company was informed that a surrender of the existing leases would only be accepted
on condition that two new leases were issued for
the aggregate area."

Honorable members will observe that among
those leases aTe several concerning the consolldation of which' the honorable member
attacked me severely, although he had
: already sanctioned the amalgamation himself. 'The honorable member further said
that when he was in office and representations were made to him that certain persons
were not working their mines, he told those
.
complaining that they had the remedy in
";Empire Amalg~mated Company.-In Not~~ir own hand~, an~ advised them to put
vember, 1878, the surren~er of lease~Nos. 1409,
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the 44th and following clauses of the regulations into force. I consider that in this
course the honorable member showed himself
the worst friend the working miners could
have. He compelled the men to be prosecutors, and to deposit a certain sum with the
warden. I admit that I took a different
course from the honorable member in that
respect. I" took the bull by the horns," and,
in cases where the men did not work the leases,
I forfeited them. I will give the House
the number of leases forfeited by the honorable member and by myself during similar
periods of our respective tenures of office.
The honorable member, between the 1st
January, 1881, and the 8th July, 1881,
declared the following number of leases
void :-Ararat 34, Ballarat 30, Beechworth
7, Castlemaine 22, Gippsland 10, Maryborough 23, Sandhurst 48-total, 174. The
number of leases I declared void from 16th
September, 1881, to 31st March, 1882, was
as follows :-Ararat 13, Ballarat 44, Beechworth 8, Castlemaine 23, Gippsland 7,
Maryborough 37, Sandhurst (my own district) 103-total, 235. I have always been
of opinion since I have been connected
with mining-a period of some thirty years
-that if any party took up a lease and was
not prepared to work it, the sooner it was
forfeited the better. I have received a
letter with reference to the question of
amalgamation, and I think it contains a
very telling argument against the honorable
member's administration, and shows the
necessity of amalgamation in such cases as
I refer to. The letter shows the amounts
expended on unremunerative labour in
working the ground held by the Empire
Amalgamated Company. They are as
follows : Sparrowhawk Co. expended ... £15,000 0 0
88,682 12 1
"
Empire G. M. Co.
2,609 4 8
Pomponia G. M. Co.
"
2,869 16 11
ROLal Oak G. M. Co.
"
2,817 16 5
N. Royal Oak G. M. Co. tI
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regard to allowing amalgamation is this :
when the honorable member was in office,
only certain parties could obtain amalgamation, and those were the men who supported
the honorable member politically. Since I
have been in office, on the other hand, I have
cared nothing what any man's political
opinions might be-I have given every man
justice-and I throw back in the honorable
member's teeth the slander he cast upon me in
this House the other night. I maintain that
anyone who examines the cases in which he
refused, and those in which he granted
amalgamation of leases, will say that
his action was a disgrace to the department.
I have had some very difficult cases to deal
with, and I can appeal to the honorable
member for Ballarat West (Mr. Bell) as to
whether he has found me influenced by
political motives. In cases in which litigation was threatened, I have always endeavoured, by every means within my power,
to bring about a fair and judicious compromise. As the result of these efforts, I
can point to the fact that there has never
been a case of litigation during my administration. Let the honorable member for
Mandurang say whether his system of dealing with these matters produced a like result.
I venture to say that some of his acts have
cost the mining companies some thousands
of pounds. I have always endeavoured to
afford at the department the fullest information in my power, and recently, when the
honorable member applied to the department
for information in connexion with a case
then pending, I told the Secretary to afford
the honorable member every information
possible, to enable him to make out his case.
I was surprised beyond measure last Thursday night, when I was informed in the
Ministers' room that I was being attacked
by the honorable member. I said-" It is
not possible." Only that very same day the
honorable member for Mandurang (Mr.
McColl) had been at my office for certain
Total to December, 1877
... £55,979 10 1 information, and he told me there and thenEmpire Amalgamated Co. from
December,1877,todate,expended 19,786 12 6 " We have been trying hard to find something against you, but we cannot do it." I ca.n
Total... £75,766 2 7 assure the House that I only regret on the
The dividends declared amounted to only honorable member's (Mr. Williams') own
£15,314, and this company is at present account that he should have made such rash
actually out of pocket to the extent of statements rega.rding me. I have taken some
£10,785, yet, notwithstanding this, the trouble to collect the facts relating to his
honorable member finds fault with me for charges,and I think I have satisfied the House
allowing an amalgamation of that kind, that my acts have been fair and above-board
although the company is working an outside all the time I have been in office. Although
line of reef, and is the only one on that line. I rose principally to reply to the honorable
. But the great difference between the honor- memBer for Mandurang, I have just a word
able member's administration and mine with· to add with regard to the amendment of the
Mr. BUNowes.

-----
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honorable memberfor Geelong (Mr. Berry).
1 venture to assert that that amendment
will not go down with the country, and I
say that as one of the oldest and firmest
protectionists in this colony. While the
Government of the day were endeavouring
to meet the wants of the country and the
wants of Melbourne with regard to the
supply of water, it was found impossible to
get the pipes necessary for the latter purpose
made in time in the colony-and some of
them I believe could not be made at all here.
D nder these circumstances, the Government,
after mature deliberation, took the only
Course it was possible for them to take, and
I venture to say that the honorable gentleman who tabled the amendment would have
done exactly the same thing if he had been
in their position. As regards the ordering
of a number of railway carriages from England, it is well known tliat the want of
carriages and trucks has been a constant
cause of complaint, and if the Government
had not taken· steps to remedy the deficiency they would have been abused from
morning to night, from the Murray to the
sea. As to having carriages made in the
colony, we know tl1at all the manufacturers
have their hands full in constructing engines
and mining machinery, for which better
prices could be obtained than those paid for
rolling-stock. The Government, therefore,
having ascertained that it was absolutely
impossible~to get -the necessary rolling-stock
made in the colony in time, were reduced
to the alternative of sending home for a
number of carriages to fill the gap. With
the press and the public crying out about
the rolling-stock, I venture to say that the
honora:ble member for Geelong would have
been compelled to do the same thing. I
would therefore suggest to the honorable
member to bring forward some better Qry
than the one he has raised, for I assure him
that it will not go down with the country.
. Mr. WOODS.-Mr. Speaker, I do not
think I would have troubled the House with
any observations on the matters before us
had it not been for, in the first place, the
speech....,.or, as some honorable members term
~t,· the recitation-of the honorable member
for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson), and,
secondly', an article in to-d~y's Age. For
some time past.i~ has been the practi.ce for
honorable members who consider themselves
unjustly attacked in the press to take-if
they think it worth their while to do sothe earliest opportunity of offering a reply
in the House, and under ordinary circum.sti\nces I would possibly have addressed you
SEs.1882.-1
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on the subject of that article before the
business on the notice-paper was called on ;
but, knowing that what I had to say would
fit into the present debate, I thought proper to defer my remarks on the point until
now. I will read only one short sentence of
the article, which dea.1s with what is called
-improperly, in my opinion-the Jolimont
accident. For my part, I cannot conceive
of any accident with railway carriage wheels
the tires of which are only five-eighths of
an inch thick. Whatever catastrophe occurs
from such a state of things can scarcely be
called an accident. But, whatever it was,
the article endeavours to shift the blame
attaching to it to myself. I remember very
well that when the smash took place-I was
in Adelaide at the time-the Minister of
Railways was charged with having been its
cause. A paragraph or something appeared
in the Age to the effect that the disaster
was the consequence of some alteration he
had made.
Mr. BENT .-It came from the late
Minister of Railways.
Mr. vVOODS.-I recollect that the
honorable member (Mr. Bent) alluded to
that circumstance in the House the other
night, and that he there and then charged
the honorable member for Castlemaine with
slander. Again und again was the accusation repeated, and I must say the honorable
member against whom it was hurled took
it very quietly indeed. I did not heal' him
offer a solitary word to deny its correctness.
So ·we must suppose that it was correct, and
interpret it to mean that what was stated
against the Minjster of Railways in the Age
at the time I speak of was a slander perpetrated by the honorable memb~r for
Castlemaine.· Well, the attempt to fix
upon the present political head of the Railway department the charge of railway mismanagement to the extent of producing
the smash at Jolimont having failed, an
effort is made in the same quarter-although I do not exactly say that the
honorable member for Castlemaine is the
author of the Age article-to bring a similar slanderous imputation against myself.
Here is the short sentence I said I would
read : . "Evidently, however, the main culprit is Mr.
John Woods, who tonk charge of the railways
on 1st July. 1879, and who from that day till he
resigned office (5th Ml1rch, 1880), did literally
nothing to repl1ir the deficiencies which he hl1d
himself denounced noisily."

I propose to show that this charge is as
great a slander on myself as the other one
was 011 the Minister of Railways, and there
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are many honorable members now present
who will, I am sure, excuse me if I seek at
once to defend myself from the impeachment. In so doing I shall repeat no Cabinet secret, but simply state that which is
perfectly well known to my late Ministerial
colleagues-I allude especially to the present Chief Secretary, and probably to many
other members of tIle Chamber. At the
time the Hobson's Bay lines were brought
into the Railway department, it was the particular desire of the then Cabinet that I
should not interfere with them in any way
whatever. In consequence, Mr. Elsdon and
Mr. Finlayson were the only two men known
to the world in connexion with their management. Very shortly afterwards Mr.
Finlayson died, and Mr. Elsdon was left in
sole command. There was, in fact, no one
to whom he was subordinate known on the
lines. He was everything and everybody.
Following out loyally and in good faith
the wish of my colleagues that I should
in no way interfere with the arrangements
of the Hobson's Bay lines, or endeavour
to absorb them into the railway sy~tem
of the colony-that I should leave the
whole of the business to Mr. Elsdon-I
simply went to the Hobson's Bay offices
precisely in the way the old board used to
attend there, namely, just to hear the reports
the engineer had to make. I saw no one
there but that officer, except occasionally
the accountant, and all I did was to sign
the documents it was necessary for the
political head of the department to sign, in
order that affairs might go on. I never
sought to interpose in anything. Certainly
there are one or two things I managed to
persuade Mr. Elsdon to do. One was to
raise the culvert under Swanston-street
about 2 feet 6 inches. It had been improperly kept too low, which was a great
disadvantage to the rolling-stock, especially
the engines. Mr. Elsdon had himself long
endeavoured to get that piece of work done,
so that it was perfectly agreeable to him.
Another change I induced him to make was
keeping the carriage doors unlocked, the
credit of which act is taken, with his usual
modesty,. by the honorable member for
Castlemaine. These, as far as I recollect,
were the only innovations made at my instance with respect to the lines. But, sir,
it was the duty of Mr. Elsdon, had he been
aware, as he ought to have been, of the state
of the romng-stock, to have placed it before
me, as the political head of his department,
and made such recommendations on the subject as would have ensured the public safety.
Mr. Woods.

Address in Reply.

That practice is the rule on the other
Government lines. For example, when I
first went to Spencer-street as Minister of
Railways, Mr. Mirls, the locomotive superintendent, laid before me a statement of the
condition of the rolling-stock. It was not
my business, as the political head of the
department, to personally ascertain how the
lines and the rolling-stock stood-to test
the carriage wheels, and apply gauges to the
rails. For information on such subjects
every Minister of Railways depends upon
his officers. I repeat that Mr. Elsdon was
the only man known on the Hobson's Bay
lines. Had he reported to me that the rolling-stock was in a dangerous state-that
the wheel tires were only five-eighths of an
inch thick and worn into gutters and out
of gauge, that the flanges also were thin,
that the wheels themselves were of about
the worst construction known, and that the
whole lines were in such a condition that
even a railway contractor would scarcely
venture to run his rolling-stock on themthen I would be to blame, because I ought
to have at once brought the subject before the Cabinet, and have advised prompt
measures to secure the public safety. But
Mr. Elsdon did no such thing. Possibly lIe
reported on the subject to the honorable
member for Castlemaine; but, if he did,
then that honorable member is the culprit.
If Mr. Elsdon did his duty, as the only
man known in connexion with the management of the Hobson's Bay lines, so far as
to report on the condition of the rollingstock to the honorable member for Castlemaine, and if that honorable member did
not take immediate steps to have the stock
rendered safe, clearly he is the' one to be
blamed. I don't know whether Mr. Elsdon
made any such report to the present Minister
of Railways.
Mr. BENT.-He did not.
Mr. WOODS.-Then it comes to this,
that at the time of the Jolimont smash Mr.
Elsdon either knew, or ought to have known, •
of the state the rolling-stock of the lines ,-.
was in. The .Age article from which I have
quoted is perfectly right in one respect. I
did denounce the Hobson's Bay lines, and
I have always done so, although I happened
to be a member of the Government who
were compelled to purchase them in order
to bring the Gippsland Railway into Melbourne.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Not. compelled.
Mr. WOODS.-Yes, absolutely compelled. The supporters of the purchase on
the ,"other side of the House were too strong
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for us. Some half-a-dozen proposals for bringing the Gippsland line into Melbourne had
previously been made, but none of them could
be carried. One, particularly, for joining on
that line between South Yarra stat,ionand the
bridge-a point far preferable to the dangerous on~ now adopted-was pressed forward
very strongly, but Mr. Elsdon set his foot
against it, and would not allow it. It was
through him that we had to make the cutting coming into the South Yarra station.
Passing from that, I repeat that Mr. Elsdon,
being the one man who ought to have
known the condition of the rolling-stock on
the lines of which he practically had sole
charge, is the man whom I hold to be responsible for the Jolimont smash. Directly after
that occurrence took place, the Minister of
Railways did what ought to have been done
before, but which he was not previously in a
position to do. I dare say, also, that up to
that time the honorable gentleman believed
in the great and good management of Mr.
Elsdon-that nothing could go wrong with
the railway in his hands. Moreover, it must
be remembered that, owing to a stupid act
of the honorable member for Castlemaine,
Mr. Elsdon was not merely Engineer-inChief, but General Manager of the whole of the
Government lines. He had imposed upon
him in this way duties which no mortal man
could fulfil, and my opinion of his mental
capacity was at once lowered when I heard
he had consented to undertake them. Well,
what did the Minister of Railways do? He
took the whole business of the Hobson's
Bay rolling-stock clean out of Mr. Elsdon's
hands, and handed it over to Mr. Mirls, the
locomotive superintendent of the regular
Victorian lines. What was the result?
Within a week, the then Minister of Railways had what I ought to have had-what
the honorable member for Castlemaine also
ought to have had-namely, a true account
of the state of the Hobson's Bay rollingstock. Had Mr. Mirls been appointed previously, no doubt the Minister of Railways
would have been previously placed in possession of all the facts connected with the
rolling-stock, and probably the sad event at
Jolimont would never have taken place. I
trust I have now answered to the complete
satisfaction of the House the accusation
made in the Age that I am principally to
blame for that disaster. I have shown that
the engineer in charge of the Hobson's Bay
lines kept me in total ignoranc.e of the condition of the rolling-stock, and, furthermore,
that he also, as I believe, kept in a similar
state of ignorance the three Ministers of.
I
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Railways-I include the honorable member
for Rodney (Mr. Gillies)-who succeeded
me. Therefore, instead of accepting the
imputation placed upon me in the Age, I
return it to its author.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Why did you not call
for a report on the Hobson's Bay rollingstock?
Mr. WOODS.-It is scarcely the duty
of a Minister of Railways to call for such a
report upon his own motion. It is the duty
of the officer or officers of a department to
report to the Minister what they know respecting it without waiting to be called upon
to do so. There are many reasons why
that should be the case. For instance, the
officer in charge of rolling-stock is the one
of all others who ought, if its condition is
faulty, to know that that is the fact, and
when he knows it he ought to report it to his
head. Again, a Minister who has culled for
a report only gets exactly what he called
for, that is to say, only information upon
the particular points mentioned by him,
whereas an officer reporting on the state of
the department under his control is responsible for his report being complete. I will
give an illustration of my meaning. When
I was Minister of Railways, the rolling-stock
had run down into a very bad state. The
pressure the boilers of the locomotives were
allowed to stand was reduced for safety from
120 Ibs. or 130 lbs. to the square inch to
90 Ibs. to the square inch. A little while
before one of the boilers had burst, causing
damage. Then there were in use a number
of carriages, designed by Mr. Meikle, which,
owing to their construction, were nicknamed
" matchboxes," and also a number or trucks
of pretty much the same stamp. Well, Mr.
Mirls reported to me on the subject almost
directly after I went to the Railway department, and I took such steps that when I left
office there was not a locomotive boiler which
would not stand 130 lbs. to the square inch,
not a carriage running that was not absolutely safe, and not a truck running that
was not as safe as the carriages. Of course'
I could not act except on the report of the
responsible officer concerned. But such a
report I never got from Mr. Elsdon, and I
was in profound ignorance of the state of
the Hobson's Bay rolling-stock, except in
so far as I had an idea-I had had it all
along, although without examining particularly into the matter-that the Hobson's
Bay Railway was a rattle-trap affair altogether. I stated at the commencement of
my remarks that one of the causes that led
me to address the House to-night was the
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speech, or rather the recit~tion, uttered by Patterson)-namely, that it would not
the honorable member ·for Oastlemaine last suit him to hear the truth stated.
week. As a general rule, and on merely
Mr. WOODS.-Well, I think that is.
personal grounds, I would scarcely imagine somewhere near the marlL
The SPEAKER.-I prestlme the honorany utterance of the honorable member worth
replying to. .But at present my notion able member means that the meaning 1
is:-it may bea mistaken one-that the attach to the language he used is correct.
honorable member has, by the sacrifice of
Mr. WOODS.-It certainly conveys
every poE tical principle he formerly possessed, what I intended to say. In deference, howcoupled with other circumstances, contrived ever, to the Spea.ker's ruling, I withdraw
to intrigue himself into a position the statement objected to. I will conclude
which possibly demands some notice~ this portion of my remarks with a quotation
I don't know whether I would be justified from Philip James Baney'S Festus, applying
in stating to the House the impression the it only to those who, being guilty of slander,
honorable member, as a politician, and his bear being accused of it with Christian
political acts, has always given me; but meekness : were r not in this chamber I would describe
"Ye hate the truth as snails hate salt.
lt dissolves ye-body and soul."
him as a sham in every political sense-a
sham administrator, a sham enthusiast, a And now, having finished for the present
sham free-trader, a sham protectionist, a with the honorable mem.b~r for Castlemaine,
sham liberal, and a sham conservative. I come to the motion for an address in
(" Hear, hear.") If that opinion is shared reply to the Governor's speech, 'almost the
by so many honorable members on this first paragraph of which is as follows : (the opposition) side of the House, as
"Agreeing with His ]~xcellency that, although
well as ,elsewhere within these walls-by the empire is at peace with foreign nations, we
cannot calculate on the continuance for many
so many who have, doubtless, watched years
of this happy state of things, and that
the honorable member's career, and noticed our defences demand an earnest effort at completion."
the reckless and unscrupulous spirit of
intrigue which constantly animates him- I concur with that entirely, and I trust the
I would hardly think it my duty to waste Government will bring in a measure for the
time by replying at length to the remarks completion of the defences' at the Heads
he made on Wednesday last. But it is not suggested by that world-renowed military
always what is said, or by whom it is said, engineer, Sir William Jervois. I also hope
that invests a speech with importance. theywill provide the powerful gun-boats that
Frequently such importance arises from the are necessary for our waters. The very
place in which the words are uttered, and considerable misgivings which I confess. I.
the audience to whom they are addressed, entertain as to the value of our land fortiand something of the sort is the case in the fications at the Heads I surrender to the
present instance. The honorable member high authority I have just mentioned, bu~ I
spoke in Parliament, and consequently to the have not the smallef:lt doubt that gun-boats
country; and it is, perhaps, necessary in are the very things for these waters, and
consequence, in order to prevent a false colour- that we cannot do better than so 'equip ouring of affairs, similar to the false colouring sel ves with them as to make it an extremely
in the Age article of ~o-day, that I should hazardous proceeding for any enemy, either
make the explanation I am about to make. on a flying visit, or coming in a more d~
I am sorry the honorable member is not now 'termined way, to enter the Bay. I presume,
present in the chamber, but, at the same in connexion with this subject, that the
time, I may say that I don't think the Government have also taken in hand the retruth-the exact and full truth-would organization of the volunteer f~rce. I know
quite suit him.
it is of no use crying over such spilt milk
Mr. PEARSON.-Mr. Speaker, is the the funds we have devoted to producing our
language just used by the honorable mem- . present inefficient volunteer force, but the
ber for Stawell in order, especially when naked fact remains that, notwithstanding
applied to an honorable member not now in the vast amount of money we have spenton
the chamber?
that body, the colony is practically,defenceThe SPEAKER.-It is disorderly for less against anything like an organized
one honorable member to impute to another attack. In view of ·that state of things I
honorable member what I understand the tabled a m~tion on'the su,bject last sessiop.,
honorable member for Stawell to impute to only withdrawing it, at the request of the
the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Government, on the understanding that the
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matter would be considered by them during
the recess. What I intended to recommend was the adoption as nearly as possible
in this colony of the Oanadian militia.
system. What is that system? It means
a real militia-that every man in Canada
is taught to bear arms. Why should
we not have a similar arrangement here?
Why should there be any exemption whatever from military senrice? Is it not the
first duty of every man to place himself, or
allow llimself to be placed, in a position to
defend the land of his birth or his adoption?
Of course I except altogether those who are·
legally or physically disqualified for military
service. What I speak of is simply the
duty of every citizen, no matter what may
be his social position; in fact the higher
that position is the greater the duty, becaus·e
the rich have something extra to defend.
The poor men build our cities, make our
railways, construct our steam-boats, and pay
a large proportion of our taxes, and will we
let the drones of society ask them to fight
our battles as well? I don't believe in any
state of things of that kind. I say-" Pass
every man in the colony through the militia,
so that at the proper time, if it becomes
necessary, he may be called out to serve the
cO\lntry." In Oanada they have a volunteer rorce, but of what does it consist? Of
volunteers from the militia, to the extent
of 45,000 men, who form what I may call the
standing army of Canada. Of course no
force so large as that is wanted here, where
probably 5,000 or 6,000 men would be ample
for every purpose. Naturally, while this
standing army is on duty and the men are
acting in the capacity or soldiers, they are
paid for their services. That, in the rough,
is the Canadian system, an~ I believe that
it could, to a'large extent';, be beneficially
adopted in Victoria. The honvrable member
for· Castlemairie, when dealing with the
subject, went out of his way to gain a little
cheap popularity. He would not, he said,
spend the m)ncy of the country in defending the Heads, or in supplying gun-boats,
or in organizing fortifications. Nothing of
the sort. He would spend it on the conservation of water, which would go a long way
towards settling the great bulk of the community on the bnd. But, in reply to sentiments of that sort, I ask honorable members
to look for one moment at the condition of
EUTope, for, as thc war pulse beats there so
will it beat in every British dependency.
Does any honorable member think that, with
England hwolved in any war, we could,
by any fl.91i of O1p: own, escape from thG
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consequences? It is all very well to say, with
the honorable member for Oastlemaine, that
we are a peace community, but how far
that assertion carry us? Would the honorable member, in case of war with Russia,
ask this Honse to adopt an address to the
Czar informing him that inasmuch as we
were a peace community we desired none
of his buccaneering nonsense here, in
the expectation that oUf wishes would be
respected and that the Russian ships would
be kept away from our ports? I am
afraid the Czar would pay no heed to us.
And now as to what the state of affairs
i~ the old world really is. Everyone who
has paid the slightest attention to the social
and political condition of Europe must know
that a war there of races and of interests' is
imminent. I pay very little attention to the
polite interchange of courtesies between
different powers. Had Russia been ready
forwarthe other day, when Bismarcksnnbbed
Skobeloff, she would have gone to war,
but she was unprepared, and Germany
triumphed for the time being. But how
long is that state of thing going to last?
Can anyone predict the consequences of a
political European combination into which
England could not escape being dragged?
To begin with, is a combination between
France and Russia impossible, or even only
a remote possibility? Everyone with an
eye to the present state of Europe must see
that such an invasion is neither impossible
nor improbable. What will be our condition
wherr war breaks out between Germanv and
'Russia, for sooner or later that must oUceur ?
The Slav question must come uppermost in
a very short time. The struggle whether
the Slav race shall be governed by Aus~ria
or Russia is one that will have to be decided
on the battle-field. Thero is no escape from
'such an alternative, nor will resort to it be
\very long delayed. 'Vhen that takes place,
what will be our case? Recollect that war
breaking out in any part of Europe is like a
con£l.agrationin a city ; you neyer really know
what will happen with respect to it-whether
a change of wind will not spread it so as to lay
half the houses in ashes. Who can say that,
in the case of European war of any sort,
the best efforts of Mr. Gladstone will suffice
to keep England out of the turmoil? .With
France and Russia combined together, who
would have the supremacy or the sea? At
pl'~sent E.ngland has that supremacy, her
nJl,vy being greater than that of any other
nation, but how long, in the face of ~he
union I suggest, would she be able to mallltnill her superiority? Let us take note
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of the horse-power of the naval armament of England on one hand, and of
Russia and France on the other. The gauge
is an excellent one to apply, because guns
and tonnage go pretty well in proportion
to horse-power. The fact is' that the
Englis4 navy has 254,530 horse-power,
while the combined navies of France
and Russia represents 307,272 horse-power.
To say the least, the figures on each side
are pretty equal. But against what will
the latter navies be employed, in case England has to fight France and Russia together? England has to protect a mercantile fleet as large as that of all the rest of
the world put together-I admit that a
large proportion of her merchant vessels
are fit to be armed-while the two other
countries have practically no commerce by
sea to defend. Moreover, they have, comparatively speaking, no coasts, ports abroad,
or colonies to keep up. All these things
considered, I take it that England will, when
engaged in a European war, have quite
enough to do to defend herself, without
being called on to defend the Australian
colonies. I will go further, and say that
these wealthy colonies ought not to ask
England to defend them. The comparatively wealthy people of Australia ought
not to ask the working men of England to
find ships and men to defend their coasts.
It would be poltroonery on our part to do
anything of the kind. I say that if we are to
maintain the old flag here as long as possible, we ought to place ourselves in such a
position that no foreign foe would be able to
make a successful descent upon us. Supposing war with Russia broke out, what
might we expect from her, even supposing
the British fleet followed the great lines of
British commerce? Let me remind honorable members of what happened only a few
years ago, when a Russian military expedition went to Khiva. The excuse offered
to the world for that proceeding was that
the Russians desired, not to annex Khiva,
or even to set a foot in Central Asia, but
simply to punish the Khivans, a nomad
tribe, for certain acts of cruelty perpetrated
by them upon Russian subjects. What,
however, was the result? Khiva being annexed and made the base of operations, and
Samarcand and Tashkend have since been
also treated in the same way. Then we
heard the other day that the same power
had absorbed Herat and Merv, and at this
moment the arms of Russia are absolutely
within a few days' march of the gates of
Cabul. Another circumstance is that, ever
illr. Woods.
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since the Crimean war, Russia has been rendering her fortifications in Vladivostock and
the Amoor absolutely impregnable. What
for? The Russian privateering fleet that
came here a few weeks ago sailed from
thence. What does Russia want with fortified places in the North Pacific? It is not
as though she had commerce, or ports, or
colonies there to look after. The fact is that
she is an aggressive power, and that the
fortifications I allude to are simply for the
purposes of aggression. When a blow is
struck, and war between England and Russia
is declared, you may depend upon it that
India and the Australian colonies will be
assailed both by sea and land. That being
the case, I ask honorable members to take
all the circumstances connected with the
matter into consideration, and say whether
they will not support the Government in
finding any amount of money that may be
necessary to place the colony in such a
state of defence that we would not need to
care one straw who came, or tried to come,
to collect tribute, or to plant a foreign flag
on our shores. Let me point out one little
thing. Let me ask how many British vessels
it would take to protect Brisbane, Sydney,
Melbourne,and Adelaide from foreign attack?
I put it to honorable members again that
it is our bounden duty as Britons, considering
the wonderful advantages we have in these
colonies beyond those enjoyed by our fellow
subjects in the old country, to defend ourselves. On the other hand, to do so will
be cheap. Suppose, for instance, the honorabl~ member for Castlemaine kept his money
in a bank, and that one day a Russian fleet
appeared threatening that unless the banks
paid a ransom of £5,000,000 or £6,000,000
the city should be laid in ashes, what would
he find he had saved by calling upon his
fellow-citizens to neglect their defences?
I want to know where the economy of that
proceeding would come in? This is no
fancy picture. The visit of the Russian
squadron to this port the other day had a
purpose in it. Honorable members may be
quite sure of that, and they must remember
that the Russian fortifications in the
Pacific are a constant menace to the continuance of the Australian colonies under
the British Crown. I can easily understand
that such a go-before-the-wind politician
as the honorable member for Castlemaine
would have no objection to an invasion by
the Russians; indeed, I don't know, if circumstances were to shape themselves in that
direction, that the honorable member would
be very fastidiously averse to a coalition with
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the Russians, provided that it were accom- Government, if they are not very different
panied with a portfolio. The next matter from those of last session, cannot have my
to which I will make a brief allusion is that support. The next paragraph of the Goof water conservation. All honorable mem- vernor's speech refers to the subject of railbers are in favour of water conservation and way extension. Sir, railway extension is all
water distribution, and, had it not been for the very well if the lines which are commenced
envy and jealousy of the honorable member are completed j but the railways which the
for Castlemaine, a great deal of the misery honorable member for Cast.Iemaine takes
that was suffered by the selectors in the late great credit for being constructed cheaply
season of drought would have been at any are no railways at all. Because a line
rate mitigated, and ill some instances would is open, and an engine has been got to run
not have been suffered at all. I proposed upon it, it is not necessarily a railway. A
in 1878 to throw weirs and dams across the railway means a line that is ballasted and
Loddon, the Avoca, the vVimmera, and the properly equipped with rolling-stock. When
Little Wimmera rivers, and to conserve I was in charge of the Railway department,
water, to begin with, on all those rivers in I proposed that £750 should be set aside
the flat country; but the honorable member for rolling-stock for every mile that was
for Castlemaine, who was the Minister made, and that every mile of railway from
of Public Works, objected to the scheme Spencer-street ought to count a mile for
because he did not originate the idea himself, rolling-stock. If that proposal had been acand I declined to have any divided cepted by the House, the present very rational
responsibility, or to have anything to do outcry for rolling - stock would not have
with the matter unless I had everything to existed. What have we done? We have been
do with it. That was how the thing broke going on making what we call railways withup. Although, as I have already remarked, out rolling-stock. When the honorable memall honorable members are in favour of water ber for Castlemaine takes credit for having
conservation and water distribution, I am madea cheap railway, what does itamountto?
afraid that the Minister of vVater Supply and It is tantamount to a man who has built
his officers are not the right men in the the walls and roof of a house, but has not
right place for this business. Nothing would got the carpenters', plasterers', painters',
be more disastrous to the country, or more . or plumbers' work done, saying-" Look
fatal to the settlers on the land, than a bad what a beautiful house I have built for a
start for water supply. We had a bad small sum of money." A railway withuut
start with the railways, by expending ballast and rolling-stock is only half a
£8,000,000 in the construction of a couple railway. £750 per mile ought to be added
of hundred miles of line. The weight of that to the cost of construction for rolling-stock,
bad start is hanging like a millstone round and in the Numurkah country at least
our necks to the present day. It would, I £500 per mile ought to be reckoned for
repen,t, be a most serious thing for the ballast, making £1,250. If £1,250 be
colony if we got a bad start in the matter added to the price of that line, what is the
of water supply; and from what I have seen difference between its cost and the cost of
of the Minister of Water Supply, and heard the lines previously constructed? When
of his officers, I don't think that he is exactly railways are made they ought to be properly
the man, or that they are the men, to under- equipped with rolling-stock, and railway
take the work of water conservation and extension of that kind will no doubt have
distribution as it ought to be carried out. the support of pretty well every member of
The function of the Minister is not to act the House. There is one thing alluded to
in servile obedience to the dictation of his in the paragraph about railway extension
officers. He ought to have a grasp of the which is a very serious matter. I refer to
subject, and something like the courage of the proposal of the Government to constihis own opinions. In initiating a great tute a board for the management of the
water scheme, it will not do to consider railways. The work of managing the railmere individual interests as against the ways is too much for any man. No Minister
interests of the people at large. The same who takes charge of the Railway departremarks will apply to the proposals of the ment, if he desires to do his dnty, can be
Government for the amendment of the land content with simply going to his office for
law.
I am not going to indicate the two hours each morning and signing a
way in which I wonld like to see the un- number of documents. To do his duty
alienated lands of the colony dealt with, honestly, the Minister would have to labour
pqt I will say that the proposals of the fifteen hours a day, aUll even then he would
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find that he could not half overtake the
work, lio matter what his capacity might be.
Taking the statement made by Mr. MacBain
at Donald, on Monday last, as indicating
the course which the Government intend to
adopt for the better management of the
railways, namely, the appointment of three
under-secretaries from this House to assist
the Minister, I must say that is a method
which, in my opinion, will simply aggravate
the present evil. I defy any man, or any
number of men, to properly govern the
rail ways pIns political influence and political
interference. Any alteration or amendment
of the system of managing the railways which
does not cut all political influence and
political patronage clean away will fall short
of what is required. Honorable memb3rs
may say that the Government cannot afford
to dispense with their patronage in connexion
with the railways, but 1 maintain that unless
a board is appointed which will be as independent of political considerations and
political interference as the Supreme Court
judges, or as independent as the Commissioners of Audit are of any officers whose
accounts they audit, the new system will be
a failure. It may be contended that the
appointment of a hoard would only remove
the difficnlty a stage-that the members of
a board would be exposed to the same political influences that Ministers are. I admit
that is a good objection to any board. I
don't care where the members of the board
may be selected from, they will be quite as
liable to political nepotism as Members of
Parliament. Of course I except the honorable member for Castlemaine. He gave
appointments to all his constituents first.
It was a noble act! So disinterested! So
pure-minded! There is not a larrikin left
in .Castlemaine-they are all employed on
the railways. I dedire, however, to offer a
suggestion. whereby the objection to the
appointment of a board for the management
of the railways may be overcome. The
suggestion is that a Government labour
office should be established, to be conducted
by mcn of proved integrity and ability.
Mr. vVILSON.-'Vherc arc von to find
them?
•
Mr. WOODS.-I think it is a reflection
on the people of Victoria to suppose that
four, five, or six m2n cannot be fonnd whl)
would practically be above suspicion if
intrusted with tho management of such an
office, and complotely fr~Q from political
influence. To this labolll' offioe all nppli.
cations for omployment in the servicc of
the Govo-rmncnt, whether from high or low,
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rich or poor, should be addressed. It
should be the duty of the board, aided where
necessary by experts, to record, classify;
and report o~ the applications received;
and when an appointment in any department had to be made, the Minister of the
department should act on the recommendation of the board, and on that alone. Of
comse, appointments made in that way
ought not to interfere with the regular and
, ordinary promotion in the service. It is
, because the regular and ordinary rule of
: promotion is so often broken through in theI interest of political proteges that the service has become demoralized. When poli'tical proteges are put over the heads of
men who have worked their way up to cr.}'': tain positions, officers in the public service
: lose heart, and in future render nothing but
: perfunctory service where honest service
: was performed before. I have many times
: seen some political protege strutting about
: like a dismounted cavalry officer, overlook- .
'ing work which he could not possibly
understand. vVhen vacancies occur in any
, public department, they ought to be fille~l
: by perSOllS who have properly and honestly
· worked themselves up to fill such positions,
and not by men appointed merely through
political influence. By the establishment
: of a labour office to which all applications'
· for employment in the Government service
, would have to be addressed, a great deal of
: the difficulty that at present exists in the
· way of the proper managcment of the rail: ways would, in my opinion, be overcome.
: Members of Parliament would also be re: Heved from a very unpleasant and pairiful
task. It has come to be considered part of
: the duty of honorable members to ask for
billets for their constituents. The adoption
i of the method of making appointments
: ,,,hich I have indicated would entirely relieve
: honorable members from that painful duty,
; and it would free Ministers from the un: pleasantness of having to constantly refuse
, applications for appointments made to them
i by honorable members on behalf of their
constituents. I will leave tllis suggestion'
with hORomble members, and I trust that
they will think it out. The plan seems to
me to be a pIa in and simple way out of the
difficulty as to placing the rail ways under
the mauagement of a board. If adopted,
the whole of the construction and maintenance works in connexion with the railways, and all other public works, including water supply works and the
erection of State schools, might then
I)e l)laccd untIe\' one Ministerial head.
I

•

Mr. Ber1'y's Amendment.

[MAY

2.J

'Thi~'cl Night's Debate.

113

I am in a position to say that, h~d. tenders.
Honor~ble members must see that such a
plan as I have suggested would greatly re- been calleel for in N ovcmber, one company
duce' the public expenditure, and enable , in the colony, at any rate-the Lal Lai
Ministers, instead of being, as now, the Iron Company-would have offered to make
slaies of constant applications for employ- better pipes, and for less money, than the
ment, to occupy their proper position-to pipes which are to be imported. If tenders
devote their time to the best interests of had been called for in November, the comtheir departments, and to studying the posi- pany would have had time to get the netion and policy" of the country. I desire to cessary plant and everything they required
say one word as to the intimation giyen by to complet3 the contract by the specified
the Government of their intention to intro- date, and they would have been able to run
duce a Mining on Private Property Bill. If the pipes out of the furnace and sell them
the measure is one which, while insisting on to the Government at something like £8
the right of the Crown, or the authorized lOs. per ton. At that price they would
miner-which means the same thing-to have supplied a better article than the imthe gold contained in private land, provides ported pipes, and the money would have
merely for payment of compensation to the been spent amongst our own workmen, ino)vner of the land for damage done to the stead of being sent to England. I repeat
smface in getting the gold, it shall have my that I cannot accept the reasons or the exsupport. I am sorry to notice one omission planation of the Minister or Water Supply
in. the Governor's speech. It contains no for ordering the pipes from England. To
al,lusion to the Chinese Restriction Act some extent the same remark also applies to
passed last session, which honorable mem- the reasons gi ven by the Minister of Rail \vays
bers must be aware is a Y~ry imperfect mea- for ordering railway carriages from England.
sure, for, while we can stop Chinese from I can very easily understand the scare which
coming into Victoria by sea, we cannot pre- the honorable gentleman felt after the J olivent them coming overland. The law, in mont smash. I will not refer any further
its pre'sent imperfect condition, seems to me to that occurrence at present, as probably it
to be an invitation to the other colonies to will be the subject of inquiry hereafter. No
send Chinamen here overland. I don't doubt the honorable gentleman felt scared.
He found that the responsibility of carrying.
know that it will be largely availed of, but I
trust that the Govemment will introduce an the public in safety on the railways was sudamendment of the Act. If they do not, I denly thrust upon him, and that it was
shall take an early opportunity of bringing necessary to procure carriages from somethe subject under the notice of the House. where, and, thinking there was only one way
I now come to the substance or the amend- out of the difficulty, and being very bacUy.
mEmt proposed by the honorable member for advised, he sent to England for some 70
Geelong (Mr. Berry), which censures the carriages. I assert that it was totally un-.
Government for sending orders to England necessary to do so. Before any step o~ the
for water pipes and railway carriages. I kind was taken, it was the duty of, the.
have listened carefully to the explanations honorable member, in loyalty to the settled:
and reasons given by the Minister of Water policy of this country, to have first ex- .
Supply and the Minister of Railways, as hausted every resource which t~e colony
well as to those offered by the Minister or could show, and then-if it had, been de~'
Mines to-night, and I must say that, to my monstrated beyond the possibility of a doubt
mind, they are not in any way satisfactory. that the carriages could not be made here-1
I am quite sure that the pipes could have think it would have been a graceful compli-:
been made in the colony, and made very ment to the mother colony of New South
well, had tenders been invited at the time , vVales to have offered her the contract in-that they ought to have been called for, stead of sending to England. The carriages
namely, in November, 1881. There was no- could have been made as quickly and as_
thing to prevent t~lat being done, because cheaply by Hudson Brothers, of Sydney, as
the Ministerof Water Supply and his officers they can he obtained from England. '
kn'ew what the want was and how to supply
Mr. BENT.-No; Hudson Brothers
it.' If tenders had been called for in N ovem- could not make them in twelve months.
ber, 1881, instead of in March, 1882, colonial
Mr. 'VOODS.-In my opinion the order
firms would have tendered for supplying the could have been executed as cheaply and as
pipes. All that colonial firms wanted was quickly by Hudson Brothers as the carriages
time toplace their establishments on the same can be obtained from England, and, thercfooting ns old-established works in England. ! fore, I say, they ought to have been procured
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from New South Wales, rather than from
England, as a last resource, if it had been
demonstrated tliat it was impossible to make
them in this colony without delay. I may
add that at the time when the newspapers
were writing about the necessity for getting
extra carriages, I, in the illterests of Victorian manufacturers-fearing that the
Minister of Railways, from bis inexperience
in these matters, might be forced into the
position of sending out of the colony for
carriages without due inquiry-had an interview with the honorable gentleman. At
that time the cry was not that railway
carriages could not be made in Victoria,
but that there was no seasoned timber suitable for making them. Of course there was
the seasoned timber got by the honorable
member for Oastlemaine. The honorable
member has taken credit, in the newspapers,
for procuring seasoned timber for railway
carriages, and also for causing the carriages
on the Hobson's Bay lines to be run with
unlocked doors; but the honorable member
did not do either of those things. However, as I was saying, the cry was that
there was no seasoned timber to be had in
the colony; and, in the interests of the
local manufacturer, I waited on the Mini"ster
of Railways. I did not want to see the
work go out of the colony. At that time I
did not know the work had gone out of the
colony, nor was I aware of it till the other
day; but I was afraid of the honorable
gentleman being forced into a false position in regard to the matter. I said to
him-" If you will allow a carriage to be
made on my suggestion, I will undertake to
show how and where plenty of timber can
be found for any number of carriages."
The honorable gentleman at once gave instructions that a carriage should be made
according to my suggestion, and it was
made. It was intended for the country
lines, but it was good enough for any line;
and I venture to say, although I have
never seen an account of the expenditure
upon it, that it cost £60 less than any
other carriage on the railways of similar
capacity and with similar wheels-the best
wheels-and that it is 15 cwt. lighter.
Given the wheels, axles, and springs, I will
undertake to show the Minister how carriages can be turned out as quickly as he
pleases. Honorable members ca.n see the
carriage for themselves. It is running on
the lines. I don't want to claim any credit
in connexion with it. The only object I
had in view was to prevent the mistake of
sending out of the colony for carriages.
Mr. Woods.
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But while I condemn the action of the Minister of Railways in sending to England for
carriages, I must say that three things have
been done by the honorable gentleman which
have my entire sympathy. The first is the
reversal of the stupid and dangerous regulations and alterations made by the honorable member for Oastlemaine. The second
is the restoration of Mr . Watson to his former position of Engineer-in-Ohief ; and the
last, but not the least, is the calling for tenders for 200,000 tons of Victorian coal. I
will refer to these in their order. As to the
regulations made by the honorable member
for Oastlemaine, I may say that in consequence of them something very serious was
going on of which honorable members have
very little conception. The country has only
been reaping what the honorable member
sowed. When he took charge of the department, he found harmony and hard work
amongst the officers ; when he left it, there
was nothing but discord and perfunctory
service. The honorable member seemed to
put officers of every grade against each
other, so that two men could not trust each
other, and a system of espionage prevailed.
In fact, the whole department became demoralized and disorganized, and all subsequent results are distinctly and directly
traceable to the bungling and stupid management of the honorable member. I will
mention one alteration made by the honorable member as an illustration of the character of the whole of them. In the first
place, permit me to say that the object of
every large railway company in the world is
to obtain uniformity of responsibility. Their
arrangements are so made that any dereliction or failure of duty can be clearly fixed.
But what did the honorable member for
Oastlemaine do ? He introduced a hydraheaded-a sort of four-headed-managemente He appointed four managers, each
of them having distinet and separate jurisdiction on the complicated system of rails
which there is at the Spencer-street station.
The thing was monstrous. Had not the
present Minister of Railways very properly
and promptly altered that arrangement, I
would have considered it my duty to have
stood up in my place in this House and
warned the public against using the railway
from Melbourne to Essendon on "Oup"
days, for their lives and limbs were not safe
under such a stupid arrangement as that
made by the honorable member for Oastlemaine. The present Minister has altered
that arrangement, I am glad to say, and the
day is not fal' distaltt WI18n the Gountry will
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begin to understand the effect of the change
which has been made. If anything goes
wrong,responsibility can now be fixed on one
man; but how could that have been done
under the arrangements made by the honorable member for Castlemaine ? Fancy four
trains, under the jurisdiction of four different men, crossing each other in the labyrinth of lines in the railway yards at Spencerstreet,and something happening endangering
the lives of travellers t Each man would say
he was not responsible, and no responsibility
could be fixed anywhere. The absurdityof such
a system is too plain to require any further
remark. With reference to the calling of
tenders for 200,000 tons of Victorian coal,
of course, this has not been done with the
concurrence of the proprietors of the N ewcastle Coal Mining Company, but it is a
most commendable proceeding, and I trust
and believe that it will be the means of
reducing the price of coal to the consumers
in the colony to 17s. or 18s. per ton, and
keeping in the colony for the employment of
labour between £300,000 and £400,000
per annum, which is now sent to New
South Wales for coal. If a continuous
supply of coal should be obtained in
Victoria, and I hope that will be the caseat all events, 7,000 tons have been got
already-there cannot fail to be a great
increase in the prosperity of the colony.
Manufactures can go on, and steamers can
coal here at something like lOs. per ton.
The action of the Minister of Railways,
though a free-trader, in calling for tenders
for 200,000 tons of Victorian coal, must
commend itself to the protectionist members
of the House. No such encouragement to
continue the search for coal has been given
before. It is well ca.lculated to do one of
two things-either to prove that there is no
coal in the colony worth looking after, or to
develop our coal resources so that the
present price of coal to Victorian consumers
will be greatly reduced. Either result will
be worth £20,000. In contrast with the
action of the present Minister of Railways
in this matttlr, let me refer to what was
done by his predecessor, the honorable
member for Castlemaine. That honorable
member, when in office, was requested to
send an officer to the coal-fields to estimate
tIle cost of making tramways to the port, a
distance of eight or ten miles. Pretending
to do so, the honorable member sent a man
to curse the Victorian coal, and curse it he
did, with such effect that no man would
invest a shilling in the colonial enterprise
while the honorable member was in office.
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When the honorable member was addressing
the House the other night, I requested him
not to make any statements in favour of
Mr. Elsdon's capacity for being Engineerin-Chief and General Manager of the
Victorian Railways, but he said he would
do so, and therefore it is not my fault if I
have to reply to some of the remarks made
by the honorable member on that subject.
The honorable member insists that Mr.
Elsdon's retirement was enforced. Whether
it was enforced or voluntary is a matter
that I will leave to be settled between the
present Minister and the ex-Minister; but
if the honorable member supposes that Mr.
Elsdon has been improperly treated, if he
believes that a wrong has been done to that
gentleman-that a valuable officer has been
forced to retire from either political, personal, or any other reasons-will he consent
to have an investigation on the subject?
Mr. PATTERSON.-Yes, at the bar of
the House.
Mr. WOODS.-There is another way in
which the investigation can be made. When
Mr. Elsdon comes to the bar of the House,
there will be a few more persons to cornel will take care of that. I was going to
suggest that, as it would be an important
inquiry, three judges of the Supreme Court
should undertake it. Those judges are in
the habit of sifting evidence, and are simply
above suspicion. Such an inquiry would
necessarily include the reasons why the preliminary survey of the line to Mordialloc
was altered, why the line was made two or
three miles longer, why a variety of curves
were introduced-beautiful curves, I dare
say, but quite unnecessary-and why the
country was put to the additional expense
of going through this man's paddock and
that man's paddock. This would be a very
pertinent part of the inquiry.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Hear, hear.
Mr. WOODS.-Perhaps the honorable
member would have no objection to the inquiry also including why, in the construction of other suburban lines, one is 8 feet
below the level of the Yarra, and on another
the engines cannot draw the carriages up the
gradients. The Camberweilline, in going too
high up, is counterbalanced by the Alphington line, which goes too far down; but
neither of them is workable, and both are
pronounced by railway engineers to be disgraceful. Another railway which cannot be
left out of the inquiry is that to Bacchus
Marsh, where the station is placed in Mr.
Miller's paddock, and the interests of the
selectors, for whose benefit the line was
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intended, are altogether ignored. In such
an inquiry, also, it would bo simply sinful to
leave out tho Daylesforc1 extension job-a
job in the most comprehensive sense of the
word. When the honorable member for
Castlemaine made his first speech as Minister of Railways-a position into wbich he
intrigued himself, and for which he is about
just as fit as I am to be Professor of Greek
at the University-he, with indignation on
his count(mance,' and honest tears almost
~owjng from his eyes, said-" I will never
be a party, Mr. Speaker, to pay £10,000. a
mile for land, as the honorable member for
:stawoll, my predecessor, did for land re:'
quired for making the line from South Yarm
to OaJdeigh." All the money 'paid for land
purchased for that line was paid under the
Lands Oompensation Statute, from which
there is simply no getting away unless a
previous bargain is made. Perhaps the honorable member will tell the House how much
per mile was paid for the land required for
the Daylesford extension. I think the quantity was only about 20 or 21 chains. At
the ra.te of how much per mile did that cost?
Was it at the rate of £10,000 a mile or
less?
Mr. GILLIES.-The Government of
which you were a member agreed to the. extension when you were in office.
Mr. vVOODS.-I can answer for myself. I always called it a job, and I call it
so now. The honorable member for Cast.lemaine took credit to himself for not paying
so large an amount as £10,000 per mile for
land required for railway purposes-the
amount he said I paid for land in South
Yarra, which is the most expensive suburb
of lVIelbOl.ll'l13-and I want to know at what
rate per mile he. paid for the land required
for the D:;tylesford C'xtension? 1'he Daylesford station is scarcely Bit1.1atec1 in the heart
of tho tOWI).. It maybe said to occupy a .
suburban rather than' an urban site; n:t all
events, it is not in the heart of the town of
Daylesford. I reprJat that about 20 chains
weI' J required for the extension. Did the
hon )rablc member pay for that land at a
less rat3 than £10,000 per mile? I think
tLat wouhl form a very pertinent subject for
jr'lquiry by such a board as that which has
been sLlgg.:~tcd. I ask honorable memhers,
if £10,000 per mile is too much to pay for
land at South Yarra, by how much was
£10,000 per mile mol'C than should have
le~n paid for land at Daylesford ?
Mr. PATTEHSON.-The amount was
not £2,000.
The settlement was made
by MI'. Hutton and another officer of the
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Railway department, who went to Daylesford expressly to make the best terms
they possibly could. Their valuation corresponded with that or the borough council.
I may mention that Mr. Hutton's valuations
llave been m6re satisfactory than those of
Mr. Oowderoy, or indeed of any other representative of the Railway department. I
, am perfectly willing that there should be an
inquiry, but I would say to tlie honorable.
member for Stawell-" Don't forget the
: Mordialloc line. "
Mr. WOODS.-Notliing will be ·for-.
gotten. The present dispute can be settled.
by the Minister of Railways placing on the
table, to-morrow, the papers relating to the
Daylesford extension. It will then be seen
what rate was paid forthe land-whethet'
£10,000 or £2,000 per mile. There is an-.
other matter' which might properly be·
referred to the suggested board of inquiry ..:
When the honorable member for Oastle-·.
. maine became Minister of Railways, he'
found certain coal contracts were in existence ..
Those contracts were for the supply of
Wallsend, Old Lambton, and A. A. Oompany's coal. These varieties of coal had'
been accepted by the department as the best
obtainable. Previous to that, the Newcastle'
:Ooal Oompany, of which Mr. Elsdon was one '.
:of the prindpal shareholders-and I believ~, .
Iat the time, chairman-wanted their coal put
iin competition with the other coal. In the'
;first contract for coal which I, as Minister
:of Railways, entered jnto, the price or the'
jarticle to the department was reduced somejthing like lIs:. per ton, which on 50,000
!tons means a good deal of money.. The,
IN ewcastle Oompany's Ooal was offered at a
:less price than that which the. department.
;arranged to take, but, having heard or the ;i
;character of thb coal~' I declined to' take it
jat any price: Sl;lbsequently I went to New...:
:castle to makepl'oper arrangements fo'1' the
!management of the coal, because most of the
:officers of the department objected to the.,
,plans I proposed. I may say that. I.
specially exempted those gentlemen from
any responsibility, and took upon myself the
whole responsibility, as to the success or
failnre of the alteration; but the result has
proved pretty aclyantageous to the departmCllt and the colony, because, notwithstanding tho interference of the honorable member.
for Oastlemaine at the time I allu<le to,
whorcby.JlC managed to put 4s. Gd. per ton
more on the coal than there was any necessity
for, according to the last returns from Mr.
Lavater, £33,000 was saved last year on
conI through my action. At one time, before
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tho honorable member commenced meddling
with a thing he did not understand, the department was positively saving at the rate
of £48,000 per annum on coal alone. When
I went to Newcastle I took very good care
to inquire, not from clerks or persons in
offices, but among engine-drivers and
Others who 'had had the opportunity of
testing the quality of the various kinds
of coal. I asked them about the N ewcastle Oompany's coal, and they told
me they could not touch it; its use
prevented them keeping their bars clean;
and therefore a larger quantity of it was
required to enable them to get up steam.
That being the case, I was very glad I refused to take the coal, though offered at a
lower price. Just before the honorable member for Oastlemaine had to call for tenders
for the year's supply, the agent of Mr. Alexander Brown, a colliery proprietor and
owner of steam-boats, had been sent to this
colony for the purpose of opening a business
in Melbourne, and he was very anxious to
get the contract for the supply of coal to
the railways. He was prepared, and I
suppose lIe somewhat incautiously allowed
the fact to transpire, to tender at 15s. per
ton, and to make the tender extend, if the
department so wished, for three years.
The coal he proposed to supply was not
equal to the Wallsend, Old Lambton, or
A. A. 'Oompany's coal, but it was better
than the Newcastle Oompany's coal. However, a firm of middlemen in town tendered
for 14s. 8d. The tender was accepted
although it was known that the contractors
must lose by their contract every month it
was in force.
The contract contained a
condition allowing a month's notice for the
termination of the contract. At the end of
the first month, the contractors gave notice
of their wish to terminate the contract, and
it terminated accordingly. Now there is a
provision in connexion with contracts, in
nearly all the Government depar~ments,
that a contractor who fails to carry out a
contract properly is black-balled, and not
allowed to tender again. Nevertheless, the
same firm were allowed to tender again, and
'obtained the contract at an increase of 4s.
6d. per ton, which means a loss of £13,500
to the Railway department.
But this
was not the worst part, of the business.
Not .only was the price to the department
l'aised improperly and unnecessarily by 4s.
6d. per ton; but this inferior article-the
Newcastle Oompany's coal-was placed
upon precisely the, same footing aEl Walls-'
end,' Old Lambton, andA ... A,'Oompany's'
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coal, and paid for, I believe, at exactly the
same price. Thousands of tons of that
coal were used in the Railway department;
and, to the best of my knowledge, Mr. Elsdon was chairman of the company, and a
large shareholder.
Mr. GRA VES.-And the company paid
a dividend.
' Mr. WOODS.-The only dividend they
ever did pay was during that time. Before
I sit down, I wish to refer to the Jolimoilt
smash., I consider that the Government,.
by the way in which they treated that matter
-by pleading they were guilty of negligence,
and thereby transforming the Supreme Oourt
into a board of assessors-forfeited the
confidence both of this House and of the
country.
Why the cause of that catastrophe should have been searched to the
bottom. The Government had no business
to gloze over and hush up the offence, for
offence it was. Four or five of our fellow
'citizens are now lying dead in their graves
-through what? Oulpable and criminal
mismanagement.
Where does that mis'management lie? Who is the author of
it ?-who is responsible for it? The Government ought to have forced that out in
the Supreme Oourt. I think the Govern'ment forfeited the confidence of the House
in the course they took with reference to
'that matter. The honorable member for
,Oastlemaine was ~ather jubilant, last night,
over the Beaufort smash.
He told us,
with rather a racy air, how cheaply he had
been able to purchase the silence of his
'victims-the victims of mismanagement.
,I trust there is such a feeling abroad in
this House and in the country as will make
: Ministers of Railways feel that their busi: ness is to try and prevent accidents, and
. not to gloat over the cheap way in which
they can contrive to buy off their victims.
,Finally, the honorable member for Oastle: maine indulged in a sneer at my engineering
and management. The honorable member
put it that I was not to be compared to
Mr. Elsdon. I never intended to institute
any comparison, and I would be very sorry
"to do so. I would not attempt to compare
with the honorable member for Oastlemaine
as an administrator. How then could I
-compare, as an engineer, with his Admir"able Orichton?' But I may tell the hon"orable member one or two facts for his
'guidance. During my management of the
railways, the rates were rendered uniform
"and were reduced; the parcel system was
: established; . the public were enabled to
. obtain- tickets"not- at pigeon-holes, befote
I

I

I
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which a struggle usually took place, with
the result that the weakest went to the
wall-the wall meaning the floor in some
cases-but at windows were there was
ample counter-room. Then again, station
barriers were erect,ed, whereby trains could
be worked without any danger to life and
limb. I may mention that one of the most
prolific causes of what are called accidents
on railways is the absence of punctuality in
the starting of trains. Trains have to
follow each other with such rapidity that,
unless they keep time, the system in force
becomes one simply of train dodging. During my management, the railway telegraph
was established, and this enabled the single
lines to be worked on the block system, and
rendered the traffic perfectly safe. The railways were also divided into t~ree systems, to
the great saving of clerical and other labour.
During my time, maintenance and construction were divided, with the result that the
cost was reduced from £145 to £127 per
mile per annum, or a saving of £18 per
mile per annum. It was also during my
time that the. labyrinth of curves at
Spencer-street, which became known as
the "slaughter-house" on account of the
smashes which took place there every month
and which led to what was known in the
department as the "butcher's bill," was
taken up and abolished, with the result that
to this day, except the case of an employe
who was killed through his own faultthrough getting in the way of an enginethere has not been a solitary accident, and
a saving in wages alone, to the tune of
£4,000 per year, has been effected. It was
also during my management that the tramway connexion was made between Spencer. stree* and Flinders-street; that £2,300
per year was saved by the abolition of the
stores branch; that £90,000 worth of
useless stock which had accumulated, and
on a large proportion of which the colony
had been paying 6 per cent. interest
for sixteen years, was reduced to something like £55,000; that the sum of
£16,000 was saved in salaries and wages
without impairing the efficiency of the department in the smallest degree ; and that
26,000 tons of steel rails were purchased
and delivered in the colony at £6 13s. per
ton, when at the same time, for the same
kind of material, Queensland was paying
over £11 per ton. It was likewise during
my time that the alteration at which the
honorable member for Castlemaine sneersthe alteration of the coal contracts and
the conditions. of the coal contracts-took
Mr. Woods.
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place, whereby a saving of £48,000 per
year to the department was effected at
one time, to say nothing of the benefit
conferred UpOll the general public; and
even according to the last return-after the
honorable member for Castlemaine had
improperly, in my opinion, put 4s. 6d. per
ton on the coal and used an inferior articlethe saving was no less than £33,000 per
annum. If the honorable member for Castlemaine will put these figures together, he
will find that they make a total of £70,000
per year in savings. When the honorable member can equal that, it will be
competent for him to talk about the
management of railways. Probably it
may have been that my engineering abilities were called into very serious question by so capable a judge in consequence of my having invented a method of
stopping trains to provide accommodation
for some 2,000 or 3,000 of his constituents,
an arrangement which, notwithstanding all
the railway engineers for 15 years pronounced it to be impossible, has worked from
that day to this without accident or mishap.
Some people are curiously constituted, and
it may be that that is the reason why the
honorable member for Castlemaine calls into
such question my engineering ability. The
honorable member could not finish his speech,
the other evening, without having another
fling at me through the continuous brake.
The honorable member seems to think that
it is something criminal to invent a brakethat the inventor of a brake is a person who
ought to be shunned as having done something reprehensible. In any case, he seems
to think that the proprietors of an invention
ought to be very well satisfied indeed if the
invention is used by so illustrious an individual as the honorable member for nothing,
plus whatever amount of scurrility and abuse
he may choose to throw upon its authors.
Let me tell the honorable member that if
there is one species or class of property in
the world more absolutely sacred than another,
that property is the property of a man's
brains. Money may be made and lost-that
is simply a question of changing handsbut in the case of a useful invention, the proprietor of that has a more honest and sacred
right to it than he has to any acquired property. I hold that the cheating of a man
of his birthright is the practice of common
honesty as compared with the cheating a
man of his brains. I ask the honorable
member for Castlemaine why he preaches in
publica system of commercial morality which
he would not practise in private, or how he
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would like to practise it upon himself? How
would he like some neighbour to take property of his which I consider infinitely less
property than brain property-to take his
cattle and horses-and live on the proceeds,
and then abuse the owner because they were
not fatter or better bred? Y ct that is the
system of morality which the honorable
member preaches here with reference to the
continuous brake. He sneers at the idea of
a board sitting to assess the amount which
ought to be paid by the Government for its
use. The brake is being used beneficially.
It is worth thousands a year to the Railway
department, as officers of the department
will admit. It has saved life and property.
It has been applied, and used for four years.
More than that, it has never failed once; and
that is what no man dare say of any other
continuous automatic brake in the world.
But, according to the honorable member
for Castlemaine, because the brake could
be got without payment, therefore the
board was wrong to assess the amount
of compensation, and the Government were
wrong to take any notice of the assessment.
I have little sympathy with such commercial morality as that. I have only one
word to say with reference to the amendment which is now before the chair. Protectionist members of the House are quite
well aware that the amendment has been
forced on them. by the action of the Minister
of Water Supply and the Minister of Railways; and protectionist members ought to
record their votes against that action as an
insidious attack on the settled policy of the
colony. At the same time, I am not going
to pretend to be blind to the ulterior and
ultimate object of the amendment. Unless
the carrying of the amendment leads to a
portfolio for the honorable member for
Castlemaine it means nothing. This is
the outcome of Victorian liberalism after
twenty years of struggle. This is what the
party once led by Wilson Gray have come
to-that they have to struggle on a bogus
motion, to 'put the honorable member for
Castlemaine into office. I think the thing
is a little bit too ridiculous. I trust the
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry)
is not in the trap. I trust that honorable
member has more respect for himself and
the party he lately led-a party which
became disunited by his acceptance of a
certain Reform Bill, but which I trust may
be united again-to join such a crowd in
hungering and thirsting after office. It
would be not merely damaging to him, but
it would be damaging to, the liberal party-
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it would sow the seeds of distrust,.in their
ranks for many years to come-for the
honorable member for Geelong to do so.
Notwithstanding his affected indignation,
what the honorable member for Castlemaine
wants is a portfolio-a portfolio at any
price, no matter whether it is with the
conservatives or the liberals. The honorable
member can be a radical to-day and a conservative to-morrow-a free-trader now, a
protectionist then; anything, in short, so
long as he can get a portfolio. I trust
tha.t honorable members on this (the
oppo?ition) side of the House, who are
liberals from conviction and democrats from
practice are not going to be drawn into the
trap. I can only say that if the honorable
member does get a portfolio, he and his
colleagues will have a very lively time.
Should, unhappily, a war take place between
England and Russia-should any war break
out in Europe involving England, and, in
consequence, involving this colony-when
the honorable member is in office, among
other things which the Government of that
day would have to face would be a want
of confidence motion, because I would not
trust the honorable member in office when
an enemy was at the door. As far as the
honorable member for Geelong is concerned,
I hope he will be party to no such proceeding-that he will stand aside until his
time again comes; because if he were to
accept office, in a subordinate position, in a
conservative Government, the thing must
be regarded as something like, though,
comparatively speaking, on a small scaJe,
the Washington of Victorian liberty accepting the rank of lieutenant in the army of a
colonial Lord Cornwallis.
Mr. PEARSON.-Mr. Speaker, as the
attack made by the honorable member for
Stawell, notwithstanding his allusions to
England and Russia, is chiefly concentrated
upon Castlemaine, I wish to make a few
remarks. But I desire, first of all, to deal
with the question of the accident at Jolimont; and I would ask the Minister of
Railways and the Minister of Customs
whether they still adhere to the charge
which they made the other night, that Mr.
Elsdon is responsible for that accident because the Hobson's Bay Railway was
bought very much on the faith of that
gentleman's representations?
Mr. BENT.-I do.
Mr. PEARSON.-I recollect the debates which took place in'this House in
connexion with the purchase of the Hobson's Bay Railway, and I am certain that the
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property was bought with a thorough knowledge that jt was out of repair. The only
question was how far it was out of repair.
Mr. BENT.-I was one of those who
were against the purchase of the Hobson's
Bay Railway. I declared bQfore my constituents that the railway was a rattle-trap
and a swindle, and I stood. an electiOl'i upon
the question. I again assert that it was
upon Mr. Elsdon's false report that the railway was bought.
Mr. GRA VES.-I adhere to what I
have already said that I attribute the Jolimont accident, in a greater or less degree, to
Mr. Elsdon, whom I hold. to be the responsible person. I also say that although Mr.
Elsdon's name is not attached. to the original reports-the name being that of Mr.
Finlayson-yet there is sufficient evidence in
the Railway department to show that the
reports as to the state of the rolling-stock
and the permanent way qame from that
gentleman. The letter from Mr. Elsdon,
which I read the other night, was only a
repetition of others which were previously
addressed to the directors of the Hobson's
Bay Oompany, and which are now in t~e
Railway department.
Mr. l\HRAMS.-puring the debate
which took place in this House in,July,
1878, with reference to the proposal to
pprcpase the Hobson's Bay ~ailway, Mr.
Lyell, then one of the members for Emerald
Hill, said" ,"
"I think we bave a rigb,t t6" al:\su~e-tbat no
sucb sum as £100,000 can reasonably be required
for repairs. . . . How.:seldom it, is that we
bear of an accident on, tbe Hobson's Bay Railway, notwithst(inding trle enormous traffic. How
few are the 'charges' in 'tlie accounts for compensation for accident. I think tbese facts
,furnish a fa\1' guarantee that tbe line is in good
O'tder." "
,
, Mr. PEA;RSON.-What the Minister
of Railways has sa~d absolutely proves what
I, say. He always considered the Hobson's
Bay Railway a rattle-trap COncern. The
railway was bought with that knowledge on
'the part of all 'Of us. The' House authoril:ed
the purchase .of the line, knowing full well
that it was in bad repair. It should be
recollected that "during the debate on the
'purchase, while ~r.Higinbotham's rep<;>rt
and Mr. -Lyell's' estimate were perpetually
quoted, Mr. Elsdon's name, was, hardly
'mentioned. ,+herefore, I con~i~er that' t'6
attack Mr. Elsdon in the way he has been
attacked is most cowardly an~ p-n~air~ The
'honorable me~ber for Stawell took charge
of the railway about six or eight months
after it was bought; and, ~ say ~hat, considering the honorable member had stated in
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this House that he was thorQughly con.
vinced that the line was only a mass of old
iron, it might naturally have been expected
that he would have gladly taken advantage
of the opportunity to put the whole property
in order. But the honorable member did
not do this, and his excuse is that his colleagues would not allow him to meddle with
the line. It appears that, although are';'
sponsible Minister of the Crown, the honorable member actually accepted that position,
and so neg\ected his duty. Now I am
authorized by the honorable member for
Geelong (Mr. Berry) to say that the statement of -the honorable member for Stawell
is entirely inaccurate. The honorable member has,Jeither forgotten the facts, or he has
misinterpreted the instl'uctions which were
givel). at the time. The fact is that, When
the line was handed over to the Government,
thi colleagues of the honorable member for
Stawell were in great apprehension as to
which he might do. They had not that immense trust in his ability and discretion
which he himself retains to the present day.
On the other hand, they considered that Mr.
Elsdon's management of the Hobson's Bay
Railway contrasted most favorably with the
management of the State lines by the hqnorable member. They knew that he had a
scheme for consolidating the two railway
systems, and they said-" Wait till you
have matured your plans, and those plans
are laid before the Oabinet ; we .sball then
be' able to judge of the propriety of .the
amalgamation; but don't proceed at once
to set everything into confusion."" rr:he
honorable member for Stawell has admitted,
that he made certain alterations; you,can
see, from the pages of Hansa1'd~ that he
made others; he answered in' tbis , House
as the responsible head of the Railw~y
department; and very few persons 'would
dream of the: honorable member peing
withbeld by diffidence as to his 'own
powers from making any possible number
of changes in that department. What
did he tell us, to-night? That if' ~e
had only been allowed, at the time he was
Mini~ter of Railways, h~ would, haye instituted a'gigantic system bf'water conserva.:.
tion fot the Whole of the colony, and that it
was the jealousy of my honorable colleagu~~
who was then Minister of Public 'Works;
which prevented him from carrying it out.
But I think my honorable. colleague may
have been actuated by some other motive
than jealousy. It is just possible that he
may have considered that the public works
of the country were more' likely to 'suffer
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than to gain from that eminent engineer's
interference, and I believe my colleague is
not a gentleman who would transfer his own
responsibility to another colleague, and shelter himself under the cowardly statement
that" he didn't do it." Having heard the
explanations of the honorable member for
Stawell and the Minister of Railways, I
think Mr. Elsdon is as completely acquitted
by them as any human being can be. I consider that the charge of allowing the rollingstock to go out of repair is sheeted back
to the honorable member for Stawell, and,
with respect to the Minister of Railways, I
would like to know how his statements bear
out one another? He asserted that there is
no disorganization in the Railway department; that, in the week after Mr. Elsdon
left, his successor did more work than he
had done in months before; and, finally, that
the work cannot possibly be done by the Minister himself, but that he must have two
others to assist him.
Mr. BENT .-1 did not say so.
Mr. PEARSON.-The honorable member has announced it in a Bill of which he
has given notice. If the honorable member
does not think he wants assistance, at least
his colleagues do, and he will have the privilege of decapitating himself or handing
over his duties to a board if the Bill is carried. There was another question referred
to by the honorable member for Stawell
which concerns the Minister of Railways,
and that is the brake question. I do not
wish to be in the least unfair to the honorable member for Stawell, but I must say
that, if he has anything to complain of in
the treatment he received, he owes it entirely to himself. He took advantage of
his position as Minister of Railways to
have the Woods brake constructed at the
expense of the State, and tried on the
State railways, to the exclusion of any other
brake. In taking this course, he was putting the country in an unfair position, and
himself in an unfair position also, as he
handed over that invention to the State by
his own act. He was the servant of the
State, paid by the State to use his brains
and time in its service. He employed the
money of the State and the State workmen
and workshops to construct the brake, and
the brake is accordingly the property of the
State, as far as the Victorian Railways are
concerned, whatever his rights in New
South Wales and elsewhere may be. That
being the case, I submit that neither on
commercial, legal, nor equitable principles
had the present Minister of Railways any
SES.1882.-K
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right whatever to assess the value of applying the Woods brake to the Government
railways until he had fairly examined the
merits of the other brakes.
Mr. BENT.-Will the honorable member permit me? I have not purchased the
brake, nor did I appoint a board to do anything of the kind the honorable member
refers to.
Mr. PEARSON.-I did not say the
honorable member had bought the brake,
but that he took action which, if it meant
anything at all, was a step towards the
purchase of the brake.
Mr. BENT.-I deny it.
Mr. PEARSON.-I will ask the honorable member a question. What was the
meaning of the report of the board, of which
Mr. Edward Langton was one of the members, assessing the value of the brake to the
State at £5,000 or £6,000 ?
Mr. BENT.-I will explain what I did.
A requisition was sent to me to take the
brake on the lines, but, in reply to a question put to me before the House rose last
session by the honorable member for the
Ovens (Mr. Kerferd), I promised that
nothing should be done in the matter, and
that no money should be spent, until the
subject was brought before the House. It
was then suggested that, as various Ministers
of Railways had used the brake, I should
agree to allow an assessment to be made as
to what the brake was worth. Beyond that
I did not go, and the assessment· was simply
made for the information of the House.
Mr. PEARSON.-The Minister's explanation bears out exactly what I said. I
stated that a board was appointed to estimate the value of the brake, and the hon- •
orable member says its object was to
ascertain what the brake was worth. What
is the difference between the two versions?
What I wish to point out is that the Minister of Railways had no right to take any
steps calculated to bind the House in any
way to any particular brake, or to prejudice
its decision until experiments were made to
decide what brake was the best. The matter is not merely a commercial one; it is a
matter of life and death to the persons who
travel on the railways. If it should turn
out on fair trial that the Westinghouse
brake or the Hueberlein brake is the safest
and most efficient instrument, I do not suppose that even the most ardent friends of
the honorable member for Stawell would
claim that his invention should be used in
preference to either of the others. What the
. Minister of Railways has done has certainly
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been to discourage the use of the Westinghouse brake on Victorian lines.
Mr. BENT.-Not at all.
Mr. PEARSON.~A letterI have here
8bat~s two thi~gs-first, that an attempt
was made to make the importers of the Westinghouse brake, who have entered into an
agreement profitable to the State, pay a large
sum in the way of customs duties; and,
secondly, that when the Minister was asked
for a free pass for the engineer for those
lines over which he would have to travel in
the exercise of his· duties, the request was
unceremoniously refused. In fact, very
different treatment has been meted out to
the representatives of the two brakes. I
think these are the only matters concerning
which I need trouble the House so far as
the honorable member for Stawell is concerned. The greater part of that honorable
member's speech consisted of glorification
of himself and abuse of my honorable colleague. I think my honorable colleague can
afford to disregard the abuse, and no doubt
the community at large will be able to judge
between the merits of the two gentlemen.
There is one point on which I desire to
touch, which concerns the Minister of
Railways. It is well known that my honorable· colleague gained a good deal of popularity by introducing a change which has
been steadily advocated by a large portion of
the House-the conservative members particularly-namely, the transfer of patronage
in his department to the Engineer-in-Chief.
Mr. BENT.-After he had filled up all
the billets from Oastlemaine.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-That is not true.
Mr. PEARSON.-As the }\{inister of
Railways has made that remark, I may say,
• as one of the members for Oastlemaine, that
after the change was made I received several
letters from my constituency, complaining
of it. There is no doubt whatever that the
change was introduced in a fair spirit, and
was carried out in a fair spirit likewise.
The change was at that time freely criticised
from the liberal side of the House, but was
apparently received with the greatest possible
applause by the conservatives. But what
was almost the first act of the present
Minister of RaHways? To take back the
patronage into his own hands. Soon after
he took office, I received (and I suppose
other honorable members received also) a
circular stating that, as the Railway department was crowded, members were asked to
refrain for a time from applying for nominations. When that time expired, I wrote,
requesting that, if there were any vacancies,
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the name of a constituent of mine might be
put down as a candidate. I received a
reply which contained this announcement"Mr. Elsdon desires me to say that, as the

honorable the Commissioner makes all the
appointments now, he thinks the application had
better be made direct to the Commissioner."

In other words, the Minister of Railways
has distinctly reversed the policy which the
conservative party in this colony profess to
support; he has taken the patronage back
into his own hands, and in so doing he has,
in my opinion, made a retrograde step for the
country at large. As to the coal contract,
in regard to which the honorable member
for Stawell spoke so strongly in praise of
the Minister's action, I would point out
, that, if that contract should turn out to be
,at all profitable to the State, it can be
thrown up with the greatest possible ease.
It is a perfectly bogus contract, intended
merely to secure the £5,000 bonus.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-No such thing.
Mr. PEARSON.-I shall be glad to
find that the honorable member is right,
out the honorable member himself must see
that the fine of £100 for non-fulfilment of
the contract is simply nominal. Any person wealthy enough to supply the Government with 100,000 or 200,000 tons of coal
can snap their fingers at it. And the contract will not be thrown up unless it proves
a good one for the State. The gain to the
contractor from throwing up the contract
might be so immense that it would be very
difficult to keep him to it, and the State
should guard against such a contingency.
It will be remembered that not very long
ago a contract was thrown up in that way,
and the State lost considerably in COllsequence. I desire now to touch upon two
points in connexion with the department of
the Minister of Water Supply. The first
is with regard to the Serpentine weir, and I
do not think the Minister stated the case with
respect to that weir quite fairly. It is no
doubt true, as he said, that Messrs. Gordon
and Black would very much prefer to have
the Bridgewater weir, and a cutting from
Bullock Oreek into the Serpentine Creek.
But the people of the district, who have also
to be considered, are extremely anxious that
water should be supplied without delay.
The Serpentine weir was made in the first
instance by men who knew the country; it
stood for years; it has an excellent bywash, and it is asserted that if it be made
in the particular way that the shire engineer
and the Government engineer have advised,
a very few hundred pounds would make it
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almost itp.mediately available for watering a scheme corresponds with the last so far will
large district.
it fail. The misfortune about that scheme
Mr. O. YOUNG.-It was washed away is that the people of those districts which
three times.
want water are too poor to form water
Mr. PEARSON. - By extraordinary trusts, while, on the other hand, the people
floods, and there are some floods of in the back districts who have a natural
such a character that they can hardly be water supply do not care to be taxed for
guarded against. No doubt the Bridge- what they themselves do not need. The
water weir, if constructed as proposed of shire of Marong, for instance, has, I believe,
concrete on solid rock, might withstand declined positively to co-operate. in the
any flood, but in the meantime, if the Ser- formation of a wat~r trust.
pentine weir were made, its construction
Mr. O. YOUNG.-They do not want
would repay enormously more than the water.
£800 expended if it stood for four or five
Mr. PEARSON.-That is the whole
years. The whole testimony of the engineers difficulty. There is one part of a district
is to that effect. I do not acquit them of which has urgent need of water and there the
having vacillated to a certain extent, but people are impoverished by the drought, while
they say the Loddon scheme divides itself in another part Of the district, which is also
into several parts, anyone of which would relied upon to take part in the formation
be serviceable, the most important being the of a trust, the people who have not suffered
Bridgewater weir. I think that fairly re;. from the drought and are better off positively
presents the state of the case. The Bridge- refuse to tax themselves further. Therewater weir would be a most important work, fore I think the State must interpose in
but in the meantime the Serpentine weir such cases, and do very much more than the
would be very serviceable to the people of honorable member proposes to do. From
the district. If the Minister of Water what I saw when I was up the country, I
Supply had set to work and constructed the must say that the honorable member's wellBridgewater weir, and shown that he was meant efforts-and I give him full credit
making a cutting into the Serpentine Oreek, . for acting with the best intentions-have
the people would have been contented with failed absolutely, except in regard to
that; but neither work has been done. The pumping water in the Kinypaniel Oreek,
fact is that if the honorable gentleman had and in sending water to the shires; and
given the people a consecutive history of what that he was able to succeed even so far was
had been done in Parliament, he would have simply due to the action of the Legislative
said this :-" I was advised by the Opposi- Oouncil last session in throwing out the
tion to let the State construct the main Sludge Bill. In fact the honorable gentleweirs and channels; if I had taken that man has left the country just as he found
advice, I could take this Bridgewater weir it; he has rendered a few hundred men
in hand at once; but I declined to accept grateful for his good feeling and temporary
their adT'ice, and threw the whole responsi- assistance, but he has done nothing to
bility upon water trusts which are not provide for the conservation of water.
yet formed or even likely to be formed, and
Mr. O. YOUNG.-Moneyis given to all
consequently you must wait for months, trusts that ask for it.
perhaps years, until the work is done." I
Mr. PEARSON.-No doubt the honorthink the honorable member would have able member brought in a scheme based, as
been thoroughly justified in spending a he was told at the time, on a false theory,
few hundred pounds on the Serpentine and he is determined tQ work it, and is
working it, to death. I hesitate to deal at
weir.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I offered them £200. any length-I confess I could not do so
Mr. PEARSON.-The honorable gentle- with justice to myself-with the answer
which the Minister of Mines has made to
man vacillated; he offered and refused.
the charges of the honorable member for
Mr. O. YOUNG.-No.
Mr. PEARSON.-Then why is not the Mand urang (Mr. Williams). As far as I
weir made? I was in the locality two understood it, his answer had certain palmonths ago and the plans were then ready, pable flaws about it. In the first place, it
but the people could not get the work begun, was shown that the honorable member for
and it is not done yet. The Minister of Mandurang, while in office, did not consoli.
Water Supply is now bringing forward date any but small areas, whereas the
another scheme of water conservation, and allegation against the present Minister of
I may tell him that as far as the new Mines was that he was consolidating large
K:2
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areas-giving large tracts to speculators to
shepherd them.
Mr. BURROWES.-Not at all.
Mr. PEARSON.-Certainly, as far as
I could follow the lists read by the Minister
of Mines, there was a great contrast between
the areas or the consolidated leases he issued
and those issued by the honorable member
for Mandurang. In the one case the
highest area quoted was 40 acres, wher~eas
in the case or the Minister of Mines tnere
were areas of 120 or 200 acres.
Mr. BURROWES.-None ove~ 42
acres.
Mr. PEARSON.-To set the matter at
rest, I hope the honorable member for
Mandurang will move for a return showing
the whole list of consolidations. In the
next place, the Minister of Mines spoke of
the leases he forfeited, but what were those
leases forfeited for ? Was it because of the
non-fulfilment of the labour covenants, or
was it not simply because the rents were
not being paid ?
Mr. BURROWES.-For both reasons.
Mr. PEARSON.-In how many cases for
the non-fulfilment of the labour covenants?
Mr. BURROWES.-Many.
Mr. PEARSON.-The impression con- .
veyed by the honorable member for Mandurang was that the number was singularly
few, and perhaps not even one, but that is
a matter which will also be best decided by
the production of the papers. Speaking
generally of the amendment moved by the
honorable member for Geelong, I may say,
for my part, I was rather sorry that it
was proposed. A t the same time, I cannot go to the extreme length gone by the
Minister of Customs, who seemed to think
that the Customs revenue was falling off
-that importers were not taking their
goods out of bond-simply because they
thought the present Government were in
danger. I would like to know how far
that argument extends. Are passengers
not using the railways from the same cause?
Is the postal revenue likewise falling oft' ?
Because it seems just as natural that men
should abstain from going on journeys
or writing letters as that they should
~eave off purchasing tea, or sugar, or
spirits, or even clothes or silks, which they
want. Nevertheless, I am extremely glad
that the Minister of Customs has learnt
~omething from prosperity.
Since he has
been a member of the House, there have
been four votes of want of confidence moved
before he became a Minister, and he has
supported three out of these four while he
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did not vote for the Government on the
fourth. I trust that when the honorable
member retires again to the opposition side
of the House he will do so with the full
conviction that votes of want of confidence
are bad, and that he will be quite prepared,
even when a weak Government is in office,
not to endanger the peace of the country at
large by voting against them. Butalthough
I do not desire to see the business of the
country suspended needlessly, I do not
think the present amendment was altogether
unnecessary. I do not feel so strongly as
others do about the orders that were sent
home to England, as I quite believe that the
Railway department, at least, had got into
a certain amount of confusion, but I do
think that the Minister of Railways and the
Minister of Water Supply were bound to
get leave from the House before carrying out
any such policy. There is a constitutional
principle at stake. The established policy of
this country, be it wise or foolish, is protection, and the Government were bound to
apply to Parliament for its sanction before
acting contrary to that policy. It is well
known that the general feeling of the
country is very strongly in favour of spending our money in the colony as far as that
can possibly be done. Moreover, the diffi.
culty that has arisen is one very much of
the Ministry'S own creation. They have
rushed into railway extension at a rate which
they were warned was extremely unwise. It
is because they are extending or trying to
extend the railways with such rapidity that
this great want of rolling-stock is felt, while,
on the other hand, it is the withdrawal of
labour from the factories which renders it so
difficult to get work done in the colony. H,
instead of trying to spend at the rate of
£2,000,000 or £3,000,000 a year on railway construction, the Ministry had confined
themselves to the safe limit of £800,000 or
£1,000,000 a year, which has not been exceeded in past years, they would not have
found themselves in the difficulty they do
now. One great reason why want of confidence should be expressed in the present
Ministry is to be found in the programme they have submitted to the House.
That programme contains a great deal
too much, and far too many burning
questions. It contains too much, because,
when there are 25 or 30 measures to be
submitted during the session, it is in the
power of the Ministry to postpone or push
on precisely those which they please, while
gaining the favour of the House by memtioning certain reforms which may not
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come on at all, or, if they are brought on,
may be slaughtered in the "massacre of
the innocents" at the end of the session.
By " burning" questions I mean questions
which are certain to provoke a great deal of
earnest and perhaps even acrimonious discussion. For instance, there is the question
of water conservation. VV c have had the
policy of the Ministry on that question
tested by the drought, and it has broken
down, as they admit by proposing to change
it. Whatever Bill they introduce this
session, cannot be expected to pass with
the rapidity of the measure of last year.
Then th€re .is the Land Bill, the discussion
of which was shirked last session, and which
cannot possibly be carried without a debate
of a week or a fortnight; the new land tax,
which will probably be debated for weeks,
as every previous land tax has been ; the
Railway Construction Bill, which contains
so many lines that it is certain to occupy a
great deal of time, especially as we know,
from the statement of the Minister or Railways last sess\on, that he completely set
aside the recommendations of the then chief
official adviser of the department; the Bill
for the appointment of a parliamentary
board to manage the railways, which will
not be settled without an exhaustive debate
as to whether the members of the proposed
board should be in Parliament at all, what
duties they will have to perform, and what
kind of responsibility they will have; the
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill; the Mining on Private Property Bill,
which will meet with the same keen impartial discussion as the Sludge Bill re~
ceived last session; the Flogging Bill, and
many others. No one can look at such a
programme without seeing that it contains
incomparably more work than could be done
in one session, even if the House sat during
the whole year and the Government were
supported by a vast majority. Whatever
may be the result of this debate, howeverand I do not attach much importance
to it-the Ministry are a weak Ministry,
and they will remain a weak Ministry to
the end. Although I shall be compelled to vote for the amendment, I do
not, as I have said, feel any particular
interest in it. It is a great satisfaction to
feel that we on the opposition side of the
House are entirely without responsibility for
a policy of which we so highly disapprove,
but there are 30 or 40 members on the
Government side of the House who, whether
they admit it . or not, are .in the highest
degree responsible for the measures brought
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forward, and who ca,nnot shelter thetp.selves
from that responsibility before the country.
We were told at the end of last session by
one of the supporters of the Ministry that
they were simply put in to stop a leak. I
believe the present feeling is that they are
kept in office as warming pans, to keep the
seats on the Treasury bench warm for other
occupants. I venture to say, however, that
a coalition of that kind is without precedent,
and would be denounced as iI~moral by any
English statesman. Conceive for a moment
the English conservatives, in their hatred of
Mr. Gladstone-which is quite as bitter and
unreasoning as the hatred honorable members on the conservative side here used to
feel for Mr. George Higinbotham, or feel
now for the honorable member for Geelong
-putting Mr. Parnell in office, and allowing
a Ministry to be formed from the Irish
party, simply in order to keep Mr. Gladstone
out. That would be something very nearly
like the condition of things which exists in
this House now. I heard it said the other
day thatthe Ministry have only three genuine
supporters in the House. I do not profess to
know who those three genuine supporters ~re,
but, assuming that there are even five, it is
perfectly certain that the great mass of those
who vote with the Government and endorse
their policy do not agree with them, or
believe in them as good administrators. I
ask the chiefs of the conservative party
whether that is conduct worthy of any great
party in the State, or even likely in the long
run to be at all favorable to them when they
come to be tried by public opinion? Do
not let them suppose for a moment that they
can continue this course, and yet escape
responsibility. The country is being recklessly maladministered, as has been shown
in this debate. Its burthens are being enormously increased, new offices have been
created almost day by day, and loans which
the country does not want are being
contracted. There is no single point that
anyone can show in which the present
Government have really done good to the
country. I hold that the conservatiye
leaders are bound to take the genuine
responsibility of their position. They are
bound to put themselves in power, and I
for one, if they will do so, shall be perfectly
willing to give them a discriminating support for a time. If they would take power
on such conditions as the country has a
right to expect-on condition of supporting the Education Act, which is now
being menaced; of restraining the expenditure, which is becoming extravagant; or
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. conserving our State lands, which are about
to be sold so recldessly-if they would give us
a good Government by able men, instead of
bad government by gentlemen who are certainly not the best men on that side of the
House, I think the country would deal very
leniently with their short-comings, and I
believe the Opposition would give them for
a time a generous support, and would be
compelled at least to treat them with the
respect which is due to worthy antagonists.
Mr. FINOHAM.-Sir, the debate which
we have been listening to appears to me to
be of a very one-sided character. I have been
expecting to hear some of the Ministry get
up and defend the extraordinary-I may say
unparalleled-position they occupy. Their
situation appears to me to be unique in its
way and unexampled in any precedent. A
scene has taken place within the walls of
this building to-day, the like or which I
think is not within the memory of any politician in this colony, or, perhaps, any other
country in the world where a political Oonstitution exists. Fancy a party who are
ostensibly supporting the Government meeting in solemn conclave and purposely preventing the Ministry from taking part in
their deliberations! That seems to me to
be in itself an act expressing a want of confidence in the Ministry they are ostensibly
supporting, and I regard it as a proceeding
without precedent or justification. For
what must be the inevitable conclusion to
be derived from s~ch a state of affairs?
That we have a Government consisting of
eight or nine members, with regard to which
not a single other member will take the
responsibility of saying that he is, to all
intents and purposes, their real supporter.
That being the case, is it not plain that there
is something wrong in our midst-that we
are either cowards or knaves afraid to race
the position, although we admit by our silence
that the thing is wrong and that we only lack
the manliness to put it right?
An HONoR.A.BLEMEMBER.-Whatarethe
numbers?
Mr. FINOHAM.-The numbers are not
up, but I think, if honorable members were
to express their opinions as to what the
numbers ought to be, it would be 10 for the
Ministry and the balance of the House
against them. I think there is something.
manifestly unmanly in the positiou of keeping men in offio~s' of great vqwe~1 and influence whilst at the same time s40willg by
our action that we have not the slightest
oonfidence in them. I feel that there is in
the present state of nffairs SQmethipg ~o~

Add1'eS8 in Reply.

creditable to any member of the House, I
care not to what party or which side he
belongs. For myself, I can scarcely say to
what party I belong. I fail to see that
there is now in Parliament any party sufficiently organized, or invested with sufficient
importance, to be able to stand apart from
the rest and assert-" We will abolish everything tending to keep back the advance of
the colony, and will have but one object,
namely, to support everything that is good
and shut out everything that is bad." I
have a bone to pick with one member of the
Government, llamely, the Minister of Railways, but he is not now in the chamber, and
I do not like to say anything about him
behind his back. Indeed, I rather wonder
at his absence. He has been hitherto most
attentive to the speeches of honorable members opposed to him, and I fail to see why
he does not extend the same courtesy to me.
Perhaps he feels that the charges against
him and the Administration to which
he belongs, which I am about to bring, are
of a graver character than any previously
brought. I may say that from the first I
have not had very much confidence in the
Government. When they were formed I
looked upon them, because of the want of
concord among those who ought to have
taken the reins, as simply the only possible
Government. Being composed of the remnants of all factions and all sides in the
past, it seemed as though they alone
could be looked to to undertake the
responsibilities of office. The extraordinary
thing is that they have been enabled so
long to control the affairs of the country.
I will not say, however, that I have not
been agreea.bly surprised by the manner in
which the Premier has conducted himself in
his office. If I do not agree with him in
many respects, I must give him credit for
being at all times most courteous in his
behaviour and always showing the instincts
and feelings of a gentleman. For that I
am personally grateful to him. I have also
received personal respect and courtesy from
every other member of the Government,
with one exception, namely, the Minister of
Railways, who generally indulges in a
swaggering demeanour, for which, perhaps,
he is more to be pitied than blamed. You
can see what I allude to in him even in
public places. His late affair in the street,
when he was jostled by some one, and gave
the wrong man in charge for assaulting him,
is Q, saUl-pIe or his style. It may be that I
iIl-laginehim. to have acted wrongly in many
wa~sl bl1t I
on this occasion, confine
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remarks to his conduct in his present
office. In the first place, I took exception
to his unwarrantable extravagance in various
directions, and I also blame l1im solely for
the existing disorganization of the Railway
department. I will offer what I think are
convincing reasons for the conclusions I
have arrived at in his regard. From the
time he assumed the position he holds, he
has appeared to act "always on impulse.
He has started doing this, that, and indeed
almost everything,as though he was a naturalborn engineer-putting his casual observations against the experience of men of the
highest professional training. I believe that
he has, by his blundering way of entering
upon business, often fallen into his own
trap. For example, the half-knowledge
he derived from going round the country,
looking at new routes for railways, has
frequently led him to make the difficulties
in the way of the prQfessional officers of his
department far greater than they need have
been. Under these circumstances, I believe
it to be for tlie best interests of the community that he should vacate the position
he now occupies, even though his colleagues
may not also be called upon to re.tire. First
of all, look athis extension of the workshops
at the Williamstown Junction. Very large
sums of money have been devoted by him
to putting up there a vast series of buildings,
which are not, I believe, yet completed,
and in the purchase of land for them,
although, in my opinion, the expenditure has
not yet been authorized by Parliament.
This sort of thing ought not to be
passed over by the House without rebuke.
I fear this style of going on is drifting into
something very injurious to the colony. I
believe we are quite capable in this young
community of providing rolling-stock and
everything else required for carrying on
our railways, but if that is to be made
the excuse for putting up gigantic Government workshops, to become so many
asylums for employes at the Government
stroke, the result will be that we shall have
to pay for every article of railway material
the most extravagant price possible. The
mistake in the method of proceeding I complain of appears all the greater when we
realize to ourselves that we have among
us, not only mechanics skilled in the work
in question, but plenty of private capital
ready for investment in Government contracts at a reasonable price that would give
the men ample and remunerative employment, I assert also that in many cases the
ofiiQers mall-aging Government workshops
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conduct them in a way calculat~d to rend~r
them not a help, bnt a very heavy.~ul'thel1
to the State. Again, I think the Minister
of Railways acted most unfairly-not to
speak of the generosity that might be
expected from one in his position-when
he charges his p,:edecessor with" having
neglected his duty in not calling for a supply
of the rails required for the new lines. H~d
the honorable gentleman been. honest, he
would have said-" As soon as I took
charge of the Railway department, i dis·
covered that tenders for supplying rails for
the new lines had been called for months
before by my predecessor, and one of
my first official acts was accepting some
of them." .If that state of things" can
be proved to be the case~I contend it has
been so proved-how unjust, not to say
dishonest, do the charges the Minister of
Railways has brought against his predecessor appear to be. Is it not the fact that,
on the 16th July, a very few days after the
O'Loghlen Ministry entered office, he,
as the head of the Railway department,
accepted tenders for £130,000 worth of
rails-the first consignment being deliverable in February-a quantity practically
sufficient for all the new railways the construction of which had up to that period
been undertaken? I assert that that is the
fact, and that the Minister of Railways has
attempted to deceive the House by means of
statements outside the exact truth. What
did the honorable member do himself in the
matter of providing rails? Shortly after
accepting the tenders I speak of, he gave
instructions that further tenders for a very
large quantity of rails should be called for,
and consequently the advertisement for
them was drawn up in the usual manner,
leaving the work open to be competed for by
persons in Europe as well as in the colony.
Well, what did the Minister then do?
He peremptorily altered the terms upon
which the tenders' were to be invited,
calling for them only from local tradesmen.
What was the consequence? That only a
few tenders were sent in, the lowest price
being £7 lOs. per ton, and that, two months
having been lost by this proceeding, tenders
were then invited in the old form, foreign
competition being admitted. In the ~nd
the rails were tendered for at a lower prIce,
and I believe they might, but for the
Minister!!, hqngling, have been obtained for
an even less amount. The honorable gentleman complain~ most bitterly ~hat h~ is
regarded as the sole cause of the dlsorgamzation of the Ru,ilway department, but I am
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able to show that he is properly so regarded. last session for the means of extending the
In the first place, I will state that there station, but the Minister seems to take no
were in the department professional officers notice of the authority of Parliament. His
whose business it was to draw up the plans idea is to ask-" What is Parliament; is not
amI specifications required in connexion the Honorable Thomas Bent superior to
with the works the department needed. Parliament ?" No wonder the two new
Well, very shortly after he took office, the members for Geelong are converts to the
honorable gentleman went upon a trip Ministerial side. It seems indeed as
among the towns of the colony, to see what though they bounced this most bounceable
their various railway requirements were, he Minister into doing something more for
being, of course, able to look at the whole . Geelong than Parliament intended. A t all
thing in a nutshell. For example, he saw events, the result is that, instead of spending
that a locomotive shed was wanted at upon the station the £4,000 or £5,000
Ballarat, and then, declaring that the de- granted for it by Parliament, he has entered
partment was in need of an architect, he into a contract for an expenditure upon it
engaged one, and ordered him to prepare of £12,500, which Parliament has not
plans and specifications for the desired sanctioned, and against which I protest,
building. Accordingly they were prepared because, if the honorable gentleman is
on a very lavish scale, but they were dis- allowed to do that kind of thing at Geelong
covered, just as tenders for carrying them with impunity, he will be enabled to do it
out were about to be called for, to be unfit elsewhere with equal impunity. If a
for the purpose, and accordingly the whole Minister like him is not kept in some sort
thing had to be gone over again. Nor was of check by honorable 'members, he will go
the affair then done with. This heaven- on altogether without any control. I wish
born Minister shortly afterwards received an also to point out that the Minister has
anonymous letter from some one at Ballarat, condemned even the plans and specifications
pointing out that a splendid shed for the of Mr. Ford, whom he appears to regard as
purpose in view already existed, all that it so peculiarly capable. Mr. Ford prepared
needed being a little extension. How plans and specifications for the stations on
was it that this great amateur engineer the Caulfield and Mordialloc line, but the
presiding over the destinies of the Railway Minister brought in his new architect, and
department did not make this discovery the intended buildings were altered to the
for himself? As a matter of fact, he had garden-cottage style, which is probably
received information on the subject over more in accordance with the Ministerial
and over again. The new suggestion was taste. I now come to another matter,
adopted, and it was about to be carried into which reveals the danger of a Minister ineffect when I submitted that the extension terfering in amateur fashion with what he
should be not of iron, as was intended, but does not understand. I admit, however, that
of brick and stone, to correspond with the he might perhaps be allowed a little latitude
rest of the building, and my idea was ac- in experimenting for the benefit of his own
cepted, although with an extremely bad locality. The North Brighton station is,
grace. But let honorable members look at and has been for a number of years, situated
the squandering that w;as originally decided on a dead level, and the position has
upon, and the way the officers were made to always been found a satisfactory one. But
clash, and then say whether the charge latterly it was discovered that for this imagainst the Minister of disorganizing his portant suburb more railway station accomdepartment is not amply borne out. modation was required. One would natuI will next call attention to one of the rally expect that, if that was the case, the
greatest pieces of vandalism ever per- simple expedient of buying land at the rear
petrated by a public man, namely, the of the existing station would be resorted to
demolition of the Geelong railway station. as sufficient. But no; such an arrangeThe station did not, perhaps, include all ment would not suit the great Minister.
the conveniences that are now thought Setting at naught the advice of pronecessary, nor perhaps was it entirely fit for fessional men, he took on himself the
the trade of the locality; but nevertheless it responsibility of going to the opposite
is admitted on all hands that it might well side of the road, and having a new
have been utilized, inasmuch as it could station established there on an incline.
have been made, by means of a few slight The professional men preferred a dead level
alterations, to meet every possible require- to an incline, but the Minister differed from
ment. In fact, Parliament was applied to them. The result was, first, the purchase of
Mr. Fincham.
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a site for the new station at a price con- because it was not up to the mark. If
siderably beyond its value, then the diver- there is the foundation for my statements I
sion of the railway track some twelve feet am given to understand there is, and the
-the old line being perfectly straight-to position assumed by Mr. Elsdon with respect
suit the intended change, and, finally, the to the ballast up to the date on which he
discovery that the whole plan was un- resigned or was turned out of his position
workable, and must be reversed. All this was what I described it to be, I cannot but
took place without the authority of Parlia- suspect that there is something beneath the
ment, and, in my opinion, calls for our dis- whole affair which, while it formed a potent
tinct condemnation. I now come to a mat- agent in removing him from the Railway
ter of much greater interest and imporlance department, is not very creditable to some
than any I have mentioned, and I deeply one else. Next, as to the construction of
regret that the Minister is not here to an- the double line from Elsternwick to Brighton.
swer a few interrogations from me on the I am informed that the ballast used on that
subject. What I refer to has been so long work was taken from a paddock with respect
a topic of conversation in my neighbourhood to which, had the Minister of Railways been
that I feel bound to allude to it. It is said . present, I would have asked him whether he
that some mysterious influences have been is not personally interested in it. If he reat work with regard to the ballast used plied in the negative, I would, no doubt, be
on the Caulfield and Mordialloc line, and to some extent disarmed, but, nevertheless,
also on the duplication of the line from I would have proceeded to ask him to inform
Elsternwick to Brighton, the material being the House and the country if he is at all reof a kind that will not pass muster, al- lated to a lady named Mrs. Bent, who owns a
though it was got from n, place in which a paddock situated at East Brighton, between
certain honorable gentleman is closely and Mordialloc and the Brighton line, and comparticularly interested. Were the Minister monly known as "My wife's paddock,"
in the chamber, I would ask him what first from which ballast is taken for use on one,
led to the quarrel between him and the late if not both, of the lines I have mentioned.
Engineer-in-Chief? Because it is asserted What I am referring to is a matter of
that the very first time this ballast was used common conversation all over the neighon the Mordialloc Railway the Engineer- bourhood. In the honorable gentleman's
in-Chief took exception to its quality, and absence, I ask his colleagues if they have
that, in consequence, some of the officers of been made aware tha t the material used
the Railway department engaged on that in ballasting one or the other or both of
line were reminded that it would be neces- those lines is obtained from a paddock
sary for them to watch the material very that is, to all intents and purposes, the
closely. The specifications required, as property of the present head of the Railway
usual, that the ballast should be free from department?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Quite correct.
loam of a character detrimental to the special purpose in view, and I believe the conMr. FINCHAM.-If what I state is
tract price was 4s. 9d. per yard. The sum " quite correct" and within the knowledge
was, at any rate, a considerable one. Well, of the Government, I don't hesitate to
I am informed on the best authority that affirm that they have violated their duty
ihis ballast really contains 25 per cent. of to the country, and are chargeable with an
sand, a material that could have been thrown offence not to be easily obliterated. The
up from the side of the line for lid. or 2d. Premier may laugh, but is it not an ordi.
per yard. If what I state is correct, it shows nary rule with even municipal councils that
a condition of things for which some one any councillor who provides a municipal conmust be responsible. I don't like bringing tractor within his district with material at
forward a charge of this kind, but I don't once renders himself liable to expulsion from
see how I could refrain from doing it. office, and ought not that restriction to
Officers charged with determining the qua- operate with ten thousand times more force
lity of material supplied for Government with respect to Ministers of the Crown?
work are subjected to such a strain upon their Ought they not to be kept from prostituting
resolution and vigilance that it is a public their position by allowing themselves to be
duty to protect them in every way. I interested in a State contract? Is it not a
repeat that I believe the material in ques- fair assumption that Mr. Elsdon's refusal
tion is of such a character that the late to pass the ballast I refer to had a great
Engineer-in-Chief, so long as he held his deal to do with his removal?
post, steadily refused to give it a certificate
Mr. MIRAMS.-That is not fair.
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Mr. FlNCHAM.-l think I am speaking with all fairness. Do we not know that
:the ex-Engineer-in-Chief persistently objected to this ballast? (" No.") I challenge the honorable member who says " No"
to prove his negative. . I have evidence
that places beyond all possible doubt that
,the late Engineer-in-Chief, when in office, '
did condemn the material, and refused up
to the last moment to give it a certificate.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.~No.
Mr. FlNCHAM.-l will not be unfair.
I will take no undue advantage of any man.
'I ask the Premier was not the ballast laid
<)11 that line, before Mr. Elsdon relinquished
his position as Engineer-in-Chief-Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.·-Which line?
Mr. FINCHAM.-The Caulfield and
Mordialloc line. Did the late Engineer-in'Chief give a certificate for the ballast used
on it?
,
.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No.
Mr. FINCHAM.-Did he refuse one?
Sir B. 0' LOG HLEN.-No. I think I
had better explain. The honorable member
for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham) has asked
about two matters, and confused them.
About the ballast used on the Brighton
line, the facts are that the contractors for
the construction of the railway got some
gravel from a pit at Brighton which was
purchased a short time ago by Mrs. Bent.
The gravel from that pit is sold publicly to
everybody, through an agent, and the contractors simply bought from him as any
one else could. There has never been the
slightest concealment about the arrangement. It has all along been as well known
as anything can be known. The honorable
member has simply and purely found a
mare's nest. As to the quality of that.
gravel, no one dreams of condemning it,
because the stuff is the best that can be
got in that part of the country. In fact,
the Corporation of Brighton were urged by
the Minister of Customs and myself, when
the pit was to be sold, to buy it.
Mr. FINCHAM.-But was not the
ballast condemned?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No. No one
has anything to say against the ballast on
the line between Brighton and Elsternwick.
The ballast on the Caulfield and Mordialloc
line has been objected to, but I believe it
was passed by the engineer in charge.
Objection to it was, however, raised by the
Engineer-in-Chief, or by some one deputed
by him to inspect it.
Mr. COOK.-Dicl it come out of the pit
now in q llCstion ?
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No, from miles
away. I am speaking from my own knowledge, because when the Minister of Railways
was absent in Sydney I administered various
matters in his department, and subsequently,
when some other matters there required
settlement, the honorable gentleman asked
me to assist him in disposing of them.
What happened about ~the ballast on the
Caulfield and Mordialloc line was that, when
the engineer's certificate for it had been
sent in, a certain amount, according to the
schedule of prices, was charged for it by the
contractors, which amount the Engineer-inChief temporarily reduced. A rebate of
Is. 4d. per yard was arranged, and the
temporary reduction appeared on the certificate. After this was done an order was
obtRined by the Board of Land and Works,
u;nder the terms of the contract, confirming
the Engineer-in-Chief's !lction. The next
step was that two or three other certificates
were given by the Engineer-in-Chief, showing the same reduction in the price. However, when the sixth certificate had to be
given, the contractors asked the Engineerin-Chief to inspect the ballast and decide
whether he would pass it or not. I went
to the Railway department, when I heard
what the solicitors for the contractors had
to say, and also what the Engineer-in-Chief
had to say.
Mr. PATTERSON.-The matter was
one solely for the Engineer-in-Chief to
settle.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member is quite wrong. If he will read the
contract he signed, he will see that I am
quite right.
Mr. PATTERSON.-No.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Th(m the honorable member knows more law than I do.
I have very carefully considered the document. Well, I stated to the Engineer-inChief what my views were as to the legal construction to be put upon the contract, telling
him that the question respecting the quality
of the ballast was entirely one for him to
decide. He thereupon expressed his views,
stating that ]18 was not inclined to decide
the point until the whole contract was
finished. I then gave him my advice,
namely, that he should, within the next
few days, inspect the material for himself,
accompanied by two or three parties, good
judges of ballast, who could afterwards, if
necessary, act in the matter as independent
witnesses, and that after the inspection he
should come to a decision on the subject.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-Mollstl'OUS advice!
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, Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I cannot help
the honorable member's disapproval. I
informed Mr. Elsdon that the matter was
entirely in his hands, and that I was not in
any way dictating to him, but simply offering him counsel as to what I conceived to
be a reasonable course. I added that,
whatever decision he arrived at, I, as the
head of the Govcrnmept, would support
him in it. He replied that he would consider between that day and Monday-I
think the conversation occurred on a Friday-what he would do. He also gave
reasons why he did not approve of the
ballast on the Caulfield and Mordialloc line,
but I suggested that he should not commit
himself with respect to it until he had personally inspected it. The only thing I
pressed on him was that he ought to make
the inspection at once.
Mr. FINCHAM.-I think that the
Premier's explanation has not improved the
position. I don't believe that the House
will charge me with having overstated the
case in any shape or form. The Minister
of Railways, it appears, derived a personal
profit out of the ballast used on the
line from Caulfield to Mordialloc, and it
would therefore require more than ordinary
fortitude on the part of any officer of the
department to say that the ballast was not
in accordance with the specifications. Mr.
Elsdon has never given a certificate for
the ballast. He, however, was placed in a
position in which he ought not to have been
placed. The Local Government Act very
properly prevents municipal councillors from
being personally interested in contracts with
the council of which they are members;
and it is not to be tolera,ted that a Minister
of the Crown, more especially the head of a
department like the railways, shall be able
to sell to the contractors f.or tpaking a railway any materials used in the construction
of the line.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-That has not
been done.
Mr. FINCHAM.-The Premier attempts to draw a very fine distinction, but it
is only the difference between tweedledum
and tweedledee. Mrs. Bent is said to be
the superior half in this matter, and the
property is in her name; but the gentleman
is so interested in the lady that he must be
intercsted in her property. I consider that
I would have failed in my duty to the·
country if I had neglected to bring this
matter berorc the House. If the law permits a Minister of the Crown, under any
circumstances whatever, to enter into a
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contract with a man carrying out large
works for the department· which he is administering, it allows a system which is destructive of every safety, and it requires to
be immediately altered. It is not a pleasant
thing for an honorable member to bring
charges of this kind against a Minister, but
if the Premier were my brother, and all his
colleagues were brothers of mine, I would
protest against a proceeding of this character. Although I did not approve of all the
ingredients of their programme, I promised,
when the present Ministry took office, that
I would support them as far as I was able
to do, and I have faithfully kept my promise; lmt I cannot consent to sanction a
Minister abusing his high and responsible
office. In the carrying out of our public
contracts there should not be a scintilla of
suspICIOn. It is a serious thing when a private member of the House is accused of an
act or impropriety in connexion with a public
contract, but the charge is still more serious
when it is made against a Minister of the
Crown; and I am surprised at a gentleman like the Premier daring to attempt to
defend a position which is indefensible
under any circumstances. In conclusion, I
wish to refer to {lJ sub-leader that appeared
in the ATg'ltS a few days ago. That journal
has condemned some of the actions of the
Minister of Railways in the most marked
manner, but on this occasion it came forward as his champion in a matter connected
with the Jolimont disaster. A gentleman
who fancied that he had been injured by the
accident claimed £25 as compensation for
the shock to his nervous system, and the
Minister, in his large-hearted manner, said
-" Oh, make it £50."
An agreement
was drawn up, and signed both by the
claimant and by the Minister, that £50
should be paid in satisfaction of the claim;
but this agreement, which was to all intents
and purposes a contract, was afterwards
cancelled by consent of the Minister, and
the claimant obtained higher damages in a
court of law. The ATg'ltS supported the
action of the Government in this matter
with some specious and misleading arguments. There was no justification for the Government allowing a bond which freed them
from all further legal liability in the case to
be cancelled. If they discovered after the
agreement was made that the man was more
injured than was at first supposed, the ·proper course for them to adopt was to place
an additional sum of money on the Estimates as compensation for his injuries, and
the House, under the circumstances, would
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no doubt have voted any reasonable amount.
But to argue that the Ministry were justified in breaking the contract entered into
with the claimant is childishness-simple
nonsense. Suppose that other persons
who were injured by the accident, and
whose claims were settled without going
into court, were to ask for further compensation, would the Premier consent to
any additional compensation being paid to
them?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.- Yes, if the
same state of circumstances arose. If
another man who agreed to receive a certain
sum as compensation subsequently proved
that he was more seriously injured than he
supposed at the time the agreement was
entered into, I think it would be only fair
and just to grant him an allowance for his
additional injuries.
Mr. FINCHAM.-I submit that any
such additional allowa.nce should appear on
the Estimates, and be considered by the
House. That is the course which the
Government ought to have taken in Mr.
Ruddle's case, instead of cancelling the contract entered into betwflen that gentleman
and the Minister of Railways. In making
the remarks I have done, I hope the House
will acquit me of being actuated by any
personal feeling. I have simply desired to
do a public duty. I must express my dissatisfaction with the manner in which the
Government have acted for some time past.
They have proceeded on a course of extravagance for which, notwithstanding the prosperous condition of the country, there is no
justification. They have made mistakes in
the number of appointments they have made,
and especially as to justices of the peace,
many of whom have been appointed without
regard to their fitness or the requirements
of the public. Even conceding that the
Government have selected good men, they
have appointed ten times more than there
could, under the most favorable circumstances, be any justification for. I can no
longer support a Government who, I am
surprised to see, have no one but their
"whips" to defend their administrative acts.
~ care not for the smiles or censure of any
man as long as I am convinced that I act
rightly; and, in expressing the views I have
given utterance to, I feel that I have performed a public duty, for which I alone am
responsible.
On the motion of Mr. LANGRIDGE,
the debate was adjourned.
The House adjourned at thirty-two minutes
past eleven o'clock, until the following day.
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The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS.
Mr. BURROvVES.-Mr. Speaker, I desire to correct a statement which appears
in the Argus newspaper this morning. It
is there represented that, in the course of
the remarks which I addressed to this House
last night, I said"Mr. Williams had been at his department
that day obtaining papers for himself, and had
said to him-' We tried hard to find something
against you, and we could not do it.' "

The honorable member I was referring to'
was Mr. McColl. Certainly I did not attribute the statement to the late Minister of
Mines.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-I am very glad the
Minister of Mines has called attention to
this matter, because it was my determination, had he not done so, to do it myself. I
have not been at the Mining department
during the last month, nor have I received
information from that department directly
or indirectly; and I am sure the Minister
of Mines did not know beforehand of one
word of what I intended to say.the other
night.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Mr. Speaker, the
honorable member for Stawell asked me, in
the course of his speech last night, what was
the cost of the land required for the Daylesford extension-whether it was not at the
rate of £10,000 per mile. I have had an
opportunity of examining the papers to-day,
and I find that the cost-including the purchase of the railway station site and some
20 houses-amounted to £4,277. The cost
of the land required for the extension, apart
from the houses and the station site, would
not have amounted to £2,000. The honorable member for Stawell also dealt with
other matters which I would like to refer
to, but, in his absence, I will defer doing so
until a future occasion. However, I may
mention that three-fourths of his speech will
stand contradiction, and will have it. I
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say this more particularly with regard to
the references to the Newcastle coal which
embraced severe reflections on Mr. Elsdon, a
distinguished and honorable public servant.
Mr. McKEAN.-Sir, I desire to make a
personal explanation. The .At'gus, in its
first sub-leader to-day, refers to the members likely to vote with the Government
against the amendment on the address in
reply to the Governor's speech; and the
paragraph contains this sentence :--="Amongst the number being included Mr.
McKean, who now states that he will be no party
to bringing Mr. Berry back to power."

This paragraph has left a wrong impression
upon many of my friends. It has caused
them to suppose that I had made up my
mind to vote for the amendment and against
the Ministry. I desire to state that I never
said I would support the amendment; neither
did I, directly or indirectly, lead anyone to
believe that I would do otherwise than I
intend to do-that is, although I differ from
the Government in many of their administrative acts, to support them in their present
position.
MELBOURNE GAOL.
Mr. McKEAN asked the Chief Secretary if he would amend the rules or regulations now in force at the Melbourne Gaol
so far as to enable the friends or professional
ad visers of a prisoner to obtain forthwith
a copy of the warrant on which he was
detained? At present, the gaoler had
power to keep back the production of the
warrant for six hours, and this militated
against action on behalf of persons who
desired that the proceedings under which they
were imprisoned should be contested.
. Mr. GRANT said he was informed there
were no rules or regulations on the subject,
but that the gaoler took advantage of the
provision of an Imperial Statute well known
to the honorable member for North Gippsland (Mr. McKean), which enabled him to
hold over the production of the warrant for
six hours. He would take the opportunity
of consulting the law officers of the Crown,
and ascertaining if regulations could be
framed to meet the view of the honorable
member.
SERPENTINE WEIR.
Mr. FISHER asked the Minister of
Water Supply whether he would consent to
the erection of the Serpentine weir as a
permanent work? He considered that, in
view of the reports of his officers, the
Minister, even at this stage, with perfect
consistency and without loss of dignity,
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might allow the Serpentine weir to be
treated as one of the permanent works in
connexion with the Loddon water conservation scheme.
Mr. C. YOUNG stated that any loss of
dignity which might be involved in doing
that which he might now think right,
although previously he might have thought
it wrong, was, in his opinion, a small
matter compared with the carrying out of
what was beneficial for the public interest.
He had again looked over the papers with
regard to the Serpentine weir, and he could
come to no other conclusion than that
arrived at by Messrs. Gordon and Black,
that the Serpentine weir could never be
regarded properly as a permanent work.
At the same time, so desirous was he that
water should be supplied as speedily as
possible to the people of the Plains, that
he was willing against his own judgment,
and, to a large extent, against the judgment
of the engineers, to consent that the Serpentine weir should form a portion of the
works to be carried out by the Loddon
trust. Plans and specifications had been
prepared for the Bridgewater weir, which
should properly be regarded as the keywork of the Loddon water scheme, and
that weir would have been in course of
construction but for the prominence to
which it was not entitled that had been
given to the Serpentine weir. However, if
the local authorities insisted that the Serpentine weir should be a permanent work,
he would not further object to that weir
being treated as one of the head works of the
Loddon trust.
Mr. McCOLL intimated that, after the
statement of the Minister of Water Supply,
he would withdraw a motion, of which he
had given notice, for a select committee to
inquire into certain action taken by the shire
councils of East Loddon and Swan Hill in
connexion with the Serpentine weir.
MATRIMONIAL CAUSES STATUTE.
Mr. McKEAN asked the AttorneyGeneral what course he intended to take to
regulate the law and practice of orders
made by justices of the peace under section
40 of the Marriage and Matrimonial Causes
Statute, and of appeals therefrom to the
General Sessions? He observed that it was
clear, from a recent decision of the Supreme
Court, that it was necessary to frame rules
and regulations to carry out the provision of
the law which he referred to.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN observed that he

would ask the Solicitor-General to call the;
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attention. of the Chairmen of Courts of
General Sessions to the necessit.y for their
framing rules and regulations applicable
to appeals under the Matrimonial Causes
Statute; and he had no doubt that the
effect of the representation would be the
framing of rules and regulations which
would provide for the want referred to by the
honorable member for North Gippsland
(Mr. McKean).
CORANDERRK ABORIGINAL
STATION.
Mr. ZOX asked the Chief Secretary
what action he intended to take with reference to the report of the board appointed
to inquire into the management of the
Coranderrk aboriginal station? He had
read the report, and he found that of the
nine members of the board, four signed it
unconditionally, and five signed it subject
to qualifications contained in addenda. It
would thus appear that the report was the
report of a minority instead of a majority.
Mr. GRANT stated that the report and
the addenda would be considered by the
Cabinet as soon as possible.
Mr. DEAKIN asked whether the decision of the Cabinet, before it was acted
upon, would be communicated to the House,
so that an opportunity would be afforded
of discussing it if that course were deemed
necessary?
Mr. G~ANT replied in the affirmative.
EDUCATION COMMISSION.
Mr. WRIXON inquired of the Premier
if he would ascertain, for the information of
the House, when the Education Commission
was likely to make its final report.? He
remarked that the Crown, when it created
the commission, retained the power of directing, and, to some extent, of controlling
that body; and therefore, if there was undue
delay in bringing the inquiry to a close, the
Crown, as well as the commission, would ·be
accountable. He was also ·anxious to know
whether the vacancy caused by the absence
()f Mr. Peterson would vbe filled up? He
believed that Mr. Peterson was placed· on
the commission to represent the Independent·
body; but, at the time, he was practically a
resident of London, and since then he had
left the colony.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN observed that the
question ought properly to have been ad":
dressed to the Minister of Public Instruction.
However, he would ascertain, for the information of the honorable memberfor Portland,
at what time the . Education Commission

on Education.

were likely to make their finall'eport. The
question which had to be inquired into was
of such magnitude that it was not likely
that the report would be made for some
time. He believed that the labours of a
similar commission in England extended
over several years. It appeared to him, and
he thought the general public concurred in
the opinion, that the labours of the commission so far had been attended by beneficial
results.. He believed the general public desired that their investigation should go on.
The commission had already submitted a
very practical progress report which the
Government proposed to act upon-a report
recommending the amalgamation of the
architect's branch of the Education department with the Public Works department.
As to the other question, he was not aware
-and he would regard it as a slur upon the
Government if it was supposed-that any
member of the commission was appointed
on account of his opinions, either educational or religious. The Government, in
constituting the commission tried to obtain
the services, not of gentlemen representative of any set of opinions or creed, but of
gentlemen who held such a position, social
and personal, that the country could have
confidence in their labours. .The Government were carefuJ not to appoint anyone
as the representative of any denomination.
(Major Smith-" Oh !"). He apprehended
that every member of the House had some
religion, though he might not represent any
particular denomination; and he apprehended that the members of the Education
Commission held their own religious views
though they were not representative of any
denomination. He considered it would have
been a most fatal course for ,the Government to have appointed gentlemen on the
commission as representatives of denominations, or if any gentlemen had consented to
accept such an invidious position. He did
not see how any gentlemen could arrogate to
themselves, merely on the nomination of the
Government, to be representatives of any
denomination. In the event of any vacancy
arising on the commission, it need not
necessarily be filled up. At the same time,
if the House wished to add five or ten
gentlemen to the commission, the Government would be prepared to entertain the
matter.
Mr. RICHARDSON asked whether the
Government intended to act upon the
recommendation contained in the progress
report without first consulting Parliament?
If so, that would be in violation of the
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Premier's promise when the Education country was very difficult. I do not see what
steps can be taken to remedy the evil complained
Commission was appointed.
of except by providing extra hauling and brake
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said the amal- power. The Idea of reducing the gradient to 1
gamation recommended in the progress lD 50 on the present route is out of the question.
report was a matter which was entirely The cost would be enormous." ROBT. WATSON."
under the control of Parliament. It could .
CRIMINAL APPEALS.
not take place prior to the 1st July, and
the matter would come before the House in
Mr. FISHER asked the Attorney-Gen.
connexion with the Estimates.
eral whether he would introduce a Bill to
Mr. R. CLARK asked if members of give facilities for appeals to the Supreme
the House would be supplied with copies of Court in banco, from convictions at the
the progress report? Copies had already Central Criminal Court, Assize Courts,
been distributed among members of the and Courts of General Sessions? He had
Government, the press, and officers of the no doubt that the honorable and learned
Education department.
gentleman, when Crown Prosecutor, must
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said the report have been struck with the necessity that
would be laid on the t~ble the next day, or there should be some sort of appeal from
on Tuesday; and then copies, with the criminal convictions.
evidence, would be circulated among honSir B. O'LOGHLEN stated that the
orable members.
experience which he had had in criminal
practice convinced him that it would be only
HAWTHORN AND LILLYDALE
fair that facilities should exist for an appeal
RAILWAY.
against criminal convictions; but there were
Mr. WALKER called the attention of many difficulties in the way of providing
the Minister of Railways to the circum- those facilities, and he had not yet seen the
stance that the engine power employed on mode by which the difficulties could be over-.
the Hawthorn and Camberwell Railway was come. He would give the matter further
not sufficient to carry the ordinary trains, attention, and, if he could devise a feasible
and that, in consequence, trains had to be method of dea1ing with it, he would be glad
divided, whereby traffic was much impeded, to submit a Bill for the consideration of
and the public were greatly inconvenienced. Parliament, but he did not expect to be able
He begged to ask the Minister whether he to do this during the present session.
was aware of the unworkable character of
THE FORD ;SOARD.
the gradients on the line, who was responsible for those gradients, and whether he
Mr. W. M. CLARK asked the Minister
proposed to take steps to remedy the evils of Railways the amount which the Ford
complained of ?
Board had cost the colony?
Mr. BENT observed that it was the fact
Mr. BENT said the cost could not
that the Railway department had not at yet be ascertained, as the board had not'
command sufficient engine power to do the finished its report. No doubt, the largest
work required on the various lines of rail- item of. expense would be the printing of
.
way, nor would it be able to obtain sufficient the evidence.
engine power in the colony for a considerRAILWAY CARRIAGES.
able period. He intended to bring that
Mr. ZOX inquired of the Minister of
matter, in a practical way, under the notice
of the House before long. With regard to Railways when the report of the board ap.;.
the questions of the honorable member for pointed to ascertain the best designs for,
Boroondara, he begged to read the following railway carriages would be made public? Mr. BENT said he believed it would
memorandum in reply, which he had received
reach the department next day.
from the Engineer-in-Chief : . "1. It can scarcely be said that the gradients
on the line from Hawthorn to Camberwell are
unworkable. The nature of the country over
which the line that was selected out of the five
that were surveyed necessitated steep gradients.
"2. The route was selected, the section graded,
and the contract prepared whilst Mr. Elsdon was
Engineer-in-Chief. I am informed by Mr. Ford,
the engineer for construction, that he was not
consulted. The responsibility must, therefore,
I think, rest with Mr. Elsdon and Mr. W. H.
Martin. No doubt the curves and gradients are
very objectiona.ble for a suburban line, but the

DRAWBACKS.
Mr. BOWMAN asked the Minister of
Customs whether it was the fact that "all'
alteration has been made by which exporters,
of goods under drawbacks are no longer able
. to sign the drawbacks form in presence of
the officer after the goods are delivered into a
licensed Customs dray as heretofore, without
waiting until they are' shipped " ?
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Mr. GRAVES, in reply, read the following memorandum : "There has been no alteration in the practice
of taking declarations on drawback claims since
16th March, 1881.
" Prior to the above date, exporters could not
sign declarations on claims, or lodge them in this
office until landing certificates were procured
from'the ports to which the goods were forwarded.
"Since 16th March, 1881, the landing certificates have been dispensed with, and the declaration can be taken and claims lodged for examination directly the goods are shipped.
" Goods are not considered as shipped until
they have been received on board the export
vessel, or signed for by the Railway department.
"No drawback can be allowed until evidence
of shipment be produced, and the fact of goods
being delivered to a licensed dray man never has
been considered evidence of shipment, which
it is not.
"Mr. Bowman's is the only case where any
complaint appears to have been made. Other
exporters have expressed themselves perfectly
satisfied with the convenience and simplicity of
the drawback regulations.
"H. C. A. HARRISON, Jerquer."

Mr. BOWMAN stated that he wa3 in
a position to assert, most distinctly, that
the practice he complained of came into
existence only within the last week.
Mr. GRAVES said Mr. Harrison was a
Customs officer of 22 or 23 years' standing,
and there was his reply to the honorable
member's question.
SMALL POX.
Mr. DUFFY asked the Chief Secretary
if he had any official information as to the
likelihood of small-pox spreading from the
late supposed case in Swanston-street?
Mr. GRANT stated that he had just received from the Under-Secretary the following memoranda : -

Public Instruction.

" Brd May, 1882, 8.45 p.m.
" Dr. Girdlestone, health officer for the city
reports as follows:" He has visited Mrs. Nimbs. and found her
slightly feverish. This fever ~i1l most probably
increase in the course of to-llIght, but no symptoms of small-pox can be looked for for a few
days. In the opinion of. the city health offi.cer,
the case is one that reqUIres careful watchlllg.
and accordingly Dr. Sydney Bernays has been
appointed to this special duty.
"JOHN J. SHILLINGLAW.

" Secretary."

RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. RAMSAY asked the Minister of
Railways when the recently constructed
Somerton flag station on the North-Eastern
line would be open for traffic?
Mr. BENT replied that the Traffic
Manager had been informed that the passenger platform at Somerton was completed
and ready for traffic.
. .
Major SMITH asked the Mllllster of
Railways what steps would be taken for
the construction of a siding at North Ballarat?
Mr. BENT said he would have much
pleasure in receiving representations on the
subject from the honorable member.
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
Mr. GRANT stated that he had been
furnished by Mr. Bolam, Inspector-General
of Schools with the following reply to a
query put,' the previous evening, by t?e
honorable member for Ballarat West (MaJor
Smith) respecting the appointment of Mr.
Jones, instead of Mr. Sergeant, to the Bellstreet school : -

"Education Department
"Melbourne, Brd May, 1882.
"Referring to his inquiries of this date as to
"The Central Board of Health report, 11.45
a.m. this date, that they have no definite infor- what officers of the department recommended
mation as 'yet that the case at No. 175 Swans- the appointment of Mr. Henry Jones to the
ton-street IS small-pox, but that as a measure Bell-street school, No. 111, and, further, as to
of precaution, the patient Mrs. Nim bs (sister of the grounds upon which Mr. Jones was preferred
to Mr. Sergeant, Mr. Grant is informed'
the girl Southon, now at the sanatory station)
and her family have been isolated in the house,
"1. That the appointment was mad.e on t.he
under police surveillance. It appears that recommendation of Mr. Main, the 'aSSIstant .mlate last night it was reported to the Central
spector-general, endorsed by myself as actlllg
Board of Health that Mrs. Nimbs had been
secretary.
.
taken ill, and that on being seen by Dr. Youl she
"2. That Mr. Jones's claims for the appolllthad a temperature of 101 deg., but no eruption ment were considered superior to thos~ of ¥r.
or other SIgn of small-pox. The Central Board
Sergeant, in that-(a) He held the classifica.tlOn
report that the case must wait further develop- of first honours,while Mr. Sergeant wa~ c.lasslfied
ment before it Can be positively determined as certificated after a course of trallllllg. (b)
what is the precise nature of the disease, and Mr Jones had been in the service of the departmeantime the patient and her infant child are meiIt for about 26 years, while Mr. Sergeant's
under the care of the health officer for the cit Y
service was only of about 12 years. (0) At the
Dr. Girdlestone, whose reports the Centrai
time the appointment was made, Mr. Jones was
Board say they will forward from time to time head teacher of a school with an average atas received.
tendance of 428, and r~ceived an income of
" T. R. WILSON.
£28 19s. 6d. a month, whIle Mr. Sergeant held
. "Chief Secretary's Office,
a school with an average attendance of 184, and
8rd May, 1882."
enjoyed a monthly income of £19 lOs.
"4 p.m., 8rd May.
"It may be added that both the teachers
-" The-attached further report has just been named had been favorably reported upon by
, their inspectors."
received frotu the Central Board.-T.R.W."
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BALLAST.

Mr. BENT.-Mr. Speaker, I desire to
offer a few words of personal explanation
with respect to certain statements concerning me which the honorable member for
Ballarat West (Mr . Fincham) thought fit to
make last night in my absence. I am sorry
he did not adopt the course usually followed
by an honorable member when he intends
to make a personal attack upon a fellow
member. It is always looked upon as
gentlemanly for the honorable member
about to make such an attack to give some
notice of it to the honorable member to be
attacked.
Mr. FINOHAM.-Permit me to say
that yesterday morning I saw the official who
is in the habit of conveying information to
the Government, and I told him I proposed
to attack the Minister of Railways. I
thought giving that information sufficient.
Mr. BENT.-What official? I am not
aware that it is the duty of any official to
carry such a message. At any rate, I never
got any notice of the honorable member's
intention. Whenever I intend to assail
an honorable member, I invariably let him
know beforehand. Here is what I read in
the Age to-day : " A serious char~e was made against Mr. Bent
last night by Mr. Fincham. He stated that the
ballast for the Mordialloc line had been obtained
from a gravel pit owned by Mrs. Bent at
Brighton."

It appears that the honorable member went
on to say that Mr. Elsdon not thinking fit
to pass that ballast, no doubt, led to his
being relieved from office. I beg to state
that not one ounce of the gravel on the
Mordialloc line ever came from any property
of mine or of anyone belonging to me.
Mr. FINCHAM.-I never said it did.
Mr. BENT.-Of that line, although it
runs through my district, I may further say
that, from the day tenders for its construction were called for-nay, even from the day
the railway received the sanction of this
Chamber-I have had nothing whatever to
do with it, directly or indirectly. I have
invariably refused to have my name brought
up in connexion with it. Since I have
been Minister of Railways, the only thing
I have done regarding it has been with respect to the portion running through East
Brighton. The late Engineer-in-Chief recommended me to erect stations there, costing about £1,200 each, but I said I did not
think my district entitled to such structures,
and I cut down the cost of each station
to about one-half, namely to about £600. I
SESe 1882.-L
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repeat that I have never had to do directly or
indirectly with supplying anything for the
Mordialloc line. And now I come to the
Brighton line. I am glad to see the honorable member for East Bourke in his place,
because he will, no doubt, bear me out in the
statement I am about to make. It is a
thousand pities an honorable member should
have to speak in this chamber of his private
affairs; but at the same time I don't care
who knows mine. I will tell a plain simple
story. About twelve months ago, the honor.
able member for East Bourke, as executor
for the late Mr. McMillan, advertised
through Ham Brothers that he would sell
the deceased gentleman's property, including
one of the largest estates in Brighton, which
had been closed to the public for over thirty
years. Now it is well known that in that
estate there is a small patch, four or five
acres in extent, of the best gravel in Brighton,
or, I may almost say, in Victoria. It contains from 60 to 80 per cent. of ironstone.
Well, as a member of the Brighton Council,
I moved that the council should buy this
land, but I was unsuccessful, and failed to
carry my motion. I think either the coun·
cil had not sufficient funds, or there was not
sufficient time to make an arrangement on
the subject. So the hi-nd went to auction,
and, the day it was put up, some of my
friends ad vised me, I knowing well the
value of the gravel, to purchase the ground
containing it. I said I could not, as I had
not sufficient means for the purpose. The
end was that a banker advanced to my wife
sufficient for her to pay the deposit, and
she bought it. She bought it in her own
name, and the contract was made out and the
bills were drawn up also in her own name.
I presume the honorable member for East
Bourke still holds some of the bills. My
wife has a little private property of her own,
and she made the purchase from it for her
own purposes. The land is wholly her own
affair, and I have had nothing at all to do
with it. I think the honorable member for
East Bourke will bear out what I have
stated.
Mr. RAMSAY.-Hear, hear.
Mr. BENT.-It is notorious that the
land was bought for the purpose of a quarry,
and accordingly, my wife having placed the
whole thing, in the ordinary business way,
in the hands of a well-known Brighton
agent, a public quarry was opened there.
It is public in every sense of the word, f0r
anyone can back his cart into it for a load.
It is well patronized by the people of
Brighton, St. K,ilda, and Melbourne.
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lVIr. 'VOODS.-And the gravel has a
fixeu price.
Mr. BENT.-The price' of a load of the
gravel is as well known in Brighton as that
of a pound of sug~r. The whole thing is
in the ha.nds of the. agent, .who gets his
commission in the ordinary way, and neither
Mrs. Bent nor I know anything more about
it. The next thing was that the question of
duplicating the Brighton railway line came
up, and the House authorized the car.rying
out of the ,work. Mr. Elsdon prepared
the specifications for it, and here they are.
According to them the tenderer for the
contract had to say whether he would
supply' bluestone or gravel, the gravel to
be got from wherever the contractor'
liked. As a matter of fact, the successful
tenderers put down that they would supply
Brighton gravel, not stating whe're in
Brighton it would be taken from. Eventually Mr. Elsdon recommended the acceptance of the tender of Messrs. Noonan
,Brothers for one portion of the work, and that
of Messrs. Sharp and Campbell for the other,
and that the ballast should be gravel, not
bluestone. As to the particular gravel now
in question, I may mention that a bucketfull and a half of it weighs 106 lbs., while
the same quantity of bluestone weighs only
80 Ibs. I never heard of anyone doubting
the superiority of the gravel. I should also
state that what I have just described took
place while I was absent from ~he colony,
and it was never brought under my notice.
Being advised by Mr. Elsdon so to do, I accepted the lowest tenders, knowing nothing
at all about where the ballast was to come
from; and on the day that gentleman left
office he gave a certificate for the gravel,
never having said one word against it. I
never had one word of conversation with
him on the subject until the 24th February,
and what I then said I will read to honorable members. Here are all the tenders,
the recommendation of Mr. Elsdon, the
accepted tenders, the paper which sets forth
that either gravel or bluestone might be
used, and the books showing the certificates
for the money paid. The question arose
whether one line should be ballasted with
bluestone or with gravel. I am informed
that the price of bluestone is about 8s. 6d.
per yard, while that of gravel is about 5s.
per yard. The matter was brought before
me in this way, on the 24th February,
by Mr. Elsdon, who had all the papers with
him, and Mr. Luut then raised the point
whether the bluestone in the Melbourne
yards should· be used for the purpose. He
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said twice that he was prepared to use the
local gravel if I thought fit. I then wrote
this memo. on the papers ;" With respect to the ballast I leave everything to the Engineer-in-Chief.
"THOMAS BENT."

That was all I had to do with the matter.
I forgot to state before that, soon after Mrs.
Bent purchased this property, she sold a
portion of it for a higher price than she gave
for it, that in that portion the very best
gravel of all is found, and that the greater
part of the gravel ballast now in question
came from the land she sold. There can be
no difficulty in proving what I have stated.
I am prepared for any inquiry.
Mr. FINCHAM.-Will you agree to the
late Engineer-in-Chief being called to the
bar of the House and questioned?
Mr. BENT.-I am prepared to stand by
the statement I have made, and to submit
it to a committee of the House, placing my
resignation in the hands of my colleagues
to abide the result; and I ask the honorable
member who makes the charge against me
to meet me in the same way. If my statements are found upon investigation to be
incorrect, I will be willing to leave the
Treasury bench and the House also.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Did Mr. Elsdon ever
refuse to pass the gravel from this pit?
Mr. BENT.-He never said a word about
doing anything of the kind.
Mr. KERFERD.-Did the Minister of
Railways ever either directorcause analteration to be made in the specifications, allowing gravel to be used instead of bluestone ?
Mr. BENT.-I did not. Here are the
papers on which I base my statement. I
am perfectly aware of what Mr. Elsdon has
been saying. I make the offer I have just
made, not only to the honorable member for
Ballarat West, but to any honorable member
in this Chamber. I don't care who he may
be. I am ready to stake my seat, which is
as good as any in the country, against his
on the issue.
Upon my word, I did not
expect this sort of thing from the honorable
member for Ballarat West, because the
particulars of the affair he has brought up
are as publicly known over the whole of
Brighton as anything can be. I can
honestly say that I never used my position
as Minister of Railways for any private
purpose-rather the reverse. As for what
the honorable member said about the law
relating to municipal councils, I may tell
him that I have been a member of the
Brighton Council for over twenty years.
I was never in any way interested in the
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contracts for the Brighton Railway, and I
am sure my wife never was eit~er~ To this
day she can always sell more gravel than she
can supply. Apart altogether from the
question of who owns the gravel, I venture
to say that any honorable member-the best
engineer in the House-will acknowledge,
if he goes to the place and sees the stuff,
that no better can be got in the colony.
Mr. FINCHAM.-The point is-Did
not Mrs. Bent sell gravel to the railway
contractors?
Mr. BENT.-No; she did not know
where it was going. I think I have shown
that I do not deserve what has been said
about me. I did not turn Mr. Elsdon out
of the Railway department. He came to
me and told me he was sick. I hJ.1ve done
nothing at all in the Railway department by
myself, but I have always sought to be guided
by the advice of its professional advisers. I
know too much of local government to ever
want such officers to feel less responsibility
tpan they ought to feel. I went into the
department as friendly towards Mr. Elsdon
as any man in the country could be. I
have no feeling now against him. With
respect to the Mordialloc line, I was not
perfectly satisfied with my ability to do
justice, and I asked the Premier's assistance
in the matter. When he spoke to the late
Engineer-in-Chief about the ballast on that
line, he would not allow the contractors to
be present in any way. All he said to him
was-" Do one thing or the other." But,
the Engineer-ih-:Chief would neither pass the
ballast nor do the other thing. When he left
the department, I wished to say nothing at
all against him. Certainly I did not expect,
after he admitted what he did, that he would
go about making the statements regarding
me he has made. I am sure that, after my
explanation, honorable members generally
will regard me as rather hardly treated. It
is very strange that my wife's private affairs
are brought up here; but the honorable
member for East Bourke can show the bona
fide way in which the purchase of the land
at Brighton was made, and I ask for no
better witness on my 'behalf.
Mr. KERFERD ......!!...Agreat many railway
contracts have passed through my hands,
but the specifications were always in print,
whereas in these contracts they are in
manuscript.
Mr. BENT.-My reply is that I had
nothing at all to do with them.
Mr. KERFERD.-Are the specifications laid before us those upon which tenders
were invited?
.
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Mr. BENT .-I believe they are. I never
saw them before to-day. This morning I
asked the Secretary for Railways to get me
the papers, and he had them taken to the
Ministers' room.
.
Mr. RAMSA Y.-As the Minister of
Railways appeals to me to mention what I
know of the purchase by Mrs. Bent of certain
property, I may say that his statement
with regard to the matter is strictly accurate.
What he described is exactly what took
place. I directed the subdivision of a large
property with respect to which I was
executor; and I placed it in the hands of the
Messrs. Ham. Every publicity was given to
the sale, and among a large number of other.
purchasers there appears the name of Mrs.
Bent, the wife of the honorable gentleman.
The property was purchased in her name,
and the bills for it are in her name. The
· affair took place in May last year. As to
the story brought before the House I know
nothing. I heard the matter mentioned the
other day for the first time.
,
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I draw the
attention of the honorable member for the
Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) to the fact that at the
foot of the documents he referred to as
being in manuscript there are the original
signatures of the contractors-those of
, Noonan Brothers in the one case, and those
· of Messrs. Sharp and Campbell in the
, other.
Mr. KERFERD.-I saw that, but it
· does not answer my question.
. Mr. FINCHAM.-I am the last man to
take advantage of another, and I am certainly not to blame for making my speech
when I did. It is well.lmown to the Speaker
that I wished to rise earlier in the evening,
but I did not get an opportunity of so doing..
I fancied at the time that the absence on th
occasion·of the Minister of Railways seemed
like neglect towards myself, because the
nature of what I was going to say had been
pretty well spread about.
Mr. BENT.-I never heard a word of it.
Mr. FINCRAM.-I thought it most
singular that the honorable gentleman, who
was present in the chamber a little while
before I rose, should be absent when I got
upon my legs. I asked for him, but he was
not to be fou.nd. As for the challenge' the
honorable gentleman has thrown down, it is
simply absurd. I am not going to stake
my seat on the position I have assumed.
My doing so would not help anything. I
simply wanted to know whether the honor, able gentleman was guilty, and whether his
colleagues knew he was guilty, of supplying,
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material to a Government contractor. Besides, I thought it possible he erred in
ignorance.
The SPEAKER.-If the honorable
member for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham)
wishes to go beyond the limits of a personal
explanation, he should intimate that he will
conclude with a motion.
Mr. FINOHAM.-Iacceptthe Speaker's
suggestion. It is necessary, in the public
interest, that the facts of this case should
be fully gone into. For myself, I can say
that I would rather be defending the
Government than injuring them. I have
no personal purpose to serve, but only seek
the public welfare. I assert that it is most
desirable that no Minister should, through
11imself or any member of his family, supply
material in any shape or way to a Government contractor, especially one carrying on
a work connected with the department of
which he is the head. It is the importance
of the interests now involved that has led
me to take what I would consider, under'
other circumstances, a very objectionable
course. I may point out that the Minister
of Railways' own admissions make it patent
that a member of his family has been the
means of supplying material to a railway
contractor, and that the principle involved
in that arrangement is one so pernicious
that it cannot be countenanced for a moment.
In truth, the honorable member pleads
guilty to the charge I brought against
him. I may also state that I have the best
authority possible for saying that the speci£cations for the railway in question were
originally prepared with a view to the line
being ballasted with bluestone, and that by
the honorable gentleman's own directions
they were altered to meet the emergencythat is, to make them adaptable to this
gravel.
Mr. BENT.-I think I have denied that.
Mr. FINOHAM.-Then we have one
assertion against another, and, that being
the case, the whole affair should be subjected
to the closest public scrutiny. I suggest
that the correct way of proceeding would be
to have the late Engineer-in-Ohief called to
the bar of the House, because, when he is
there, we will be. able to settle the entire
business in a very few minutes. If the late
professional head of the Railway department
fails to substantiate his position, I shall
certainly feel called upon to most earnestly
apologize in the most straightforward way
possible to the Minister of Railways for
having unintentionally, through false information, done him an injury. To adopt the
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course he has proposed would, however, be
childish.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-Move for a
committee.
Mr. FINOHAM.-I think such a motion
would come better from the Government.
The suggestion I have made is offered in the
most friendly manner. I beg to move the
adjournment of the House.
Major SMITH seconded the motion.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Mr. Speaker, I
think that I can easily set at rest the question which has been raised by the honorable
member for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham).
There are two contracts-one N oonans' and .
the other Sharp and Oampbell's. The printed
portion of the latter contract-I hold the
original document in my hand-is signed by
the President, Vice-president, and another
member of the Board of Land and Works,
and it is also signed by Andrew Sharp and
Alexander Oampbell. The written portion
-the speci£cation-is signed in two places
by Messrs Sharp and Campbell, and the
whole document is marked by the departDl.ent as the original contract. In Noonans'
contract I £nd exactly the same circumstances-not only the written portion but
the printed portion of the contract is signed,
and the whole document is marked as the
original. There are no interlineations or
alterat.ions, and no one can look at the
documents without seeing that they are the
original contracts and speci£cations.
Mr. MUNRO.-Sir, I think that the
Premier has altogether forgotten the statement made by the honorable member for
Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham). As I understand, there are two distinct charges brought
against the Minister of Railways-the fust
is that his wife was interested in supplying
material to a contractor in the honorable
gentleman's own department; and the next
is that he gave instructions to the late
Engineer-in-Ohief to so alter the specifications that this material would be used in
preference to bluestone. The fact that the
document now submitted to the House is
the original contract does not touch the
charges in any way. This is a matter
affecting the personal honour of the
Minister, as well as the honour of this
House; and surely the challenge thrown
out by the honorable member for Ballarat
West ought to be accepted. Let the late
Engineer-in-Ohief be called to the bar of
the House, and asked whether it is true or
not that he was directed to alter the speci£cations in order to facilitate the use of the
property of the Minister's wife in connexion
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with the contract. If the charges are true,
the Minister has acted dishonorably; if
they are not true, he has been slandered.
Mr. BOWMAN.-If the late Engineerin-Ohief is called to the bar of the House,
I think he should be asked some questions
with respect to other matters besides the
one now under discussion. He ought to be
. questioned with respect to the coal contract
of which we heard last night, and also as to
a certain area or land at the Daylesford
railway station. I l10pe that the Premier
will agree to haye Mr. Elsdon brought to
the bar, so that he may be asked about
these matters, instead of night after night
being wasted in debating them. This is the
second week of the session, and the House
has not yet done any business.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-In my opinion, to
call Mr. Elsdon to the bar of the House is
not the proper course to pursue. The only
result of it would be that Mr. Elsdon would
either confirm or contradict the statement
of the Minister of Railways. If he contradicted it, I don't think that would be
satisfactory to the House, because it is quite
possible that he might b3 mistaken. It
would be unfair to simply have the statement of Mr. Elsdon placed against that of
the Minister. If any inquiry is to take
place, it ought to be a thorough one.
Mr. DUFFY. - Mr. Speaker, I am
afraid that honorable members are a little
too fond of making charges against other
honorable members who differ from them
in party politics, on vague rumours and
what they have heard outside the chamber. In this instance, sitting here as
an impartial juryman, I fancy, so far as
the controversy has gone, that the Minister
of Railways has had the best of it. He
has given a plain statement which, as far
as I haye seen, has not been contradicted.
He has stated the facts of the case to the
House, although it must have been painful
to him to have his private affairs and the
names of those connected with him dragged
before the House, as they have been, somewhat unnecessarily. I trust that honorable
members on both sides will be glad that the
charge has not been proved, because, whatever may be the public faults of the Minister of Railways-and he has a great many
public faults-I think we would all be sorry
if any private dishonour, even of the slightest kind, attached to his name. As regards
the proposition to bring Mr. Elsdon to the
bar of the House, I think it is quite as
childish as that of resigning seats made by
the Minister. If Mr. Elsdon will formulate
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any charge against the Minist9r of Railways
-if he will accuse him of dishonorable con-

duct in his capacity as a Minister-and will
make himself responsible for that charge, I
will be prepared to vote for a committee of
inquiry into the management of the Railway department by the present Minister. It
will then be time enough to talk about calling Mr. Elsdon to the bar of the House .
At the same time, as an outsider, I feel
pretty well convinced that a full inquiry into
the Railway department would do no harm,
and might do a great deal of good. For
years past, so far as people behind the
screen can judge, there has been nothing
but a series of blunders and mismanagement in the Railway department. In f.act,
that department, which, perhaps, ought to
be the most carefully managed of all the
public departments, has been managed in
a way that has been a scorn and a by-word
amongst the whole community. I am sorry
that the honorable member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) has joined in the present
attack un the Minister of Railways, because
the honorable member has himself been subjected to unjust charges in his private affairs
in connexion with railway matters, and
therefore he ought to be particularly careful
how he refers to such accusations when made
against a Minister.
Mr. NIMMO.-Sir,I certainly hope that
the Ministry will accept the suggestion of
the honorable member for Ballarat West
(Mr. Fincham), and have Mr. Elsdon called
to the bar of the House. I was very
much taken aback by the charges made
against the Minister of Railways last night,
because, although I had heard rumours of
irregularities, I was not aware of the nature
of those irregularities. To-day I heard that
the Premier is mixed up with the present
accusation against the Minister of Railways.
I cannot bring myself to believe that the
Premier would do anything dishonorable,
for I have always regarded him as a gentleman by instinct as well as by education.
To-day, however, I heard that the honorable
gentleman· conspired witl~ the Minister of
Railways to coerce Mr. Elsdon to do a
certain thing or to retire from his office as
Engineer-in-Ohief.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It is not true.
Mr. NIMMO.-I am simply repeating
the rumour I have heard. The rumour is
that Mr. Elsdon was asked to fix a certain
price that he would allow to be paid for
ballast which he had condemned, and that
the Premier, seeing he was very stiff and
would not consent to do so, had cut and
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dried a paper to enable Mr. Elsdon to'
resign. These are the statements made to
me, but, as I have already said, I do not
helieve that the Premier would do anything
dishonorable. The best course will be to have
the whole matter ventilated and put in its true
light before the public. It has gone too far
to be placed under a bushel. We must have
it thrashed out to its ultimate issue. I
would trust the Premier with untold gold or
anything, so that I have no personal feeling
in this matter; but certain impressions have
gone abroad, and I say that the proper course
to adopt is to have Mr. Elsdon examined at
the bar of the House.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Will the honorable member allow me to make an explanation? I desire to explain exactly what
occurred between Mr. Elsdon and myself.
I gave an explanation last night, but it
appears. that the honorable member for
Emerald Hill (Mr. Nimmo) and a number
of other honorable members were absent,
and did not hear it. Having been connected
with various matters in the Railway department during the Minister's absence, my
honorable colleague asked me to go to the
department one Friday to assist him in
settling two or three points, and I did so.
One matter was in connexion with the ballast on tbe Mordialloc line. I need not go
into anything that occurred before that day.
When I arrived at the department I found
the solicitor for tbe contractors there, and
he told me that the contractors desired to
have an inquiry into the refusal of the
Engineer-in-Chief to pass their ballast. I
informed him that no such inquiry could
take place, but that I was ready to listen to
any statement he had to make on behalf of
the contractors, in order that I might grasp
the matter in dispute. I listened to his
statement, and called for various documents
connected with the contract; and, having
heard all he had to say, I asked l1im to
withdraw. I then requested Mr. Elsdon
to give the Minister of Railways and myself
his views about the matter. Mr. Elsdon
sent for other papers, and placed his views
before us. We went into his legal position
with reference to the contract~ which I may
in.form the House was different from the
position that the Engineer-in-Chief at one
time held in connexion with contracts of a
similar character. - I pointed out to Mr.
Elsdon that a variation was made in a
former contract-I think by the Government of which I was a member three years
ago-and that it in some respect altered
the position of the Engineer-ill-Ohief with
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reference to such contracts, the Board of
Land and Works being made the party that
had to decide certain matters. He then told
me that the position of affairs as far as the
ballast was concerned was this : he, or some
one on his behalf, had inspected the ballast
and had not approved of it. I think this
was w ben the first portion of the ballnst was
laid down. However, it appeared that Mr.
Elsdon had not condemned the ballast, and
had not approved of it, but the matter had
been left for final judgment. A certificate
had been passed for the first instalment
which the contractors were to receive, and
in the schedule of prices the ballast had
been scheduled at a different figure from
that in the contract. I pointed out to Mr.
Elsdon that he legally had no right, as I
conceived, to do this without an order from
the Board of Land and Works obtained
after previously giving notice to the contractors of his intention to apply for the
order. It also transpired that a second
certificate had been passed for a second
payment, at a reduced amount, and that an
order had been obtained from the Board of
Land and Works, but without notice to
the contractors. Three subsequent certificates had also been passed for reduced
amounts, but without any order from the
board.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-What was the
difference in the price?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I cannot exactly
say from memory, but in the first two
certificates a larger reduction was made, I
think, than in the subsequent ones. The
contest arose, I believe, about the time that
the sixth certificate was given. The contractors wanted to get the matter decided
as far as the ballast between Caulfield and
Morclialloc was concerned, as the Governmeilt were using the line. The powers of
the Engineer-in-Chief, or rather of the
Board of Land and Works, on the recommendation of the Engineer-in-Chief, a~d on
notice being given to the contractors, were
either to reject the ballast altogether, or to
approve of it, or to accept it at what they
deemed to be a sufficient price according to
its quality. The contractors pressed for a
decision. It appeared that the dispute had
been going on for three or four months,
and I pointed out to the Engineer-in-Chief
that it would be desirable to put an end to
the difficulty. I suggested that he should
go and inspect the ballast, taking with him
one or two competent judges of ballast, with
a view to their giving evidence in the event
of a lawsuit, and of assisting him to form
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judgment, and that he should come to a
decision whether the ballast should be rejected or approved of, or whether a certain
portion of the price should be struck off.
I also told him that he would only have to
give notice to the other side and apply for
an order from the Board of Land and
Works, and the Government would s~pport
him in whatever action he took. I said
that it was not for the Government to dictate to him in any way, but that the matter
was one within his province to decide, and
that I simply suggested that he should
adopt a certain course as being a practical
way of solving the difficulty, without having
the matter deferred until the whole contract
for the line to Mordialloc and Frankston
was finished. ThEre were certain outside
matters which raised difficulties in his
opinion about dealing with this question,
but I suggested that he had surely sufficient
strength of mind to face the ballast question and give a decision upon it irrespective
of outside matteI's. Mr. Elsdon said he had,
and that he would not flinch from adopting
that coorse. He stated that he did not
approve of the ballast; that he differed from
the sub-engineers who had passed it, and that
he preferred to examine jt on a future occasion, and express his decided opinion as to
what extent it ought to be condemned or
accepted at a reduction of price. He added
that he would like till Monday to consider
the matter-that he had had a long day's
work and was tired out. I left it entirely
to him to decide whether he would adopt
the course which I suggested.. I never said
a word about his retiring. I never hinted
to him that he ought to retire, nor did I
dictate to him in any shape or form. I was
as courteous and considerate towards him
as I possibly could be. He had had a very
long day's work, and I ·saw that he was
snfl'ering from ill-health, manifestly caused
partly by the heat of the weather and partly
by the severity of the day's work; in fact,
he was completely tired out. So far from
11inting anything in the shape of retirement,
or anything which would be offensive
him, I tried to be even more considerate
than I ordinarily am to any person with
whom I come in contact, because I felt that
he was very worn out. This interview, as I
have already said, took place on a Frid·ay.
It was on a subsequent occasion-I think
during the course of the following weekthat I expressed to n: friend of Mr. Elsdon
that he ought to retire, because his health
had been impaired by the severe strain to
which he had been subjected. I considered
ll.

to

3.J

Ballast.

143

that too much had been asked of Mr. Elsdon
~n requesting him to perform the duties of
General Manager and Engineer-in-Ohief.
In fact, the duties of those two offices are
too much to impose on any individual, and
I stated that the strain had been, and still
was, too heavy for Mr. Elsdon and had
affected his health. Mr. Elsdon l s friend is
a member of this House, and I suggested
to him that it would be advisable for Mr.
Elsdon, in my opinion, considering the state
of his health, to retire. So far from expressing any feeling against Mr. Elsdon, I indicated in very strong friendly terms my views
regarding that gentleman.
Mr. NIMMO.-I am very pleased indeed
to hear the statement which the Premier
has just made. There is a misunderstand ..
ing in the public mind in regard to this
matter. It has been represented to me that
Mr. Elsdon refused to pass certain ballast
before the line was completed, and that he
was asked-in fact, that an attempt was
made to coerce him-to pass the ballast
before the line was .completed, notwithstanding that it contained 25 per cent. of
sand. Mr. Elsdon, it is reported, said" No, I cannot pass this ballast until it is
brought up to the level; you are bringing
forward stuff now which contains 25 per
cent. of sand, and if I:fix It price for that
you may bring forward stuff to-morrow containing 50 per cent. of sand." The Premier
-so it is rumoured outside the Housethen told him that he was very stiff, but
that he ought to :fix a price for the ballast.
At this time the contractors were insisting
on a price being :fixed for the ballast. In
point of fact, it is alleged that Mr. Elsdon
was being persecuted by lawyers' letters and
the interference of the Government-that
he received threatening letters from the contractors' solicitors, telling him that if he
dared to· refuse to pass the ballast he would
be discharged. These statements have gone
forth, and I submit that in the interests of
the Premier and the Minister of Railwfl,Ys,
as well as in the interests or this House, it
is necessary that Mr. Elsdon should be
c~lled to the bar, and the question asked
him-" Are these things true ?', If he
asserts thnt they are true, he will rend~r
himself linble to a prosecution; if he dentes
that they are true-ns I sincerely hope he
will-the whole matter will be nt once dis. posed of.
Mr. KERFERD.-Ml'. Speuker, as I
am the t-icnd of Mr. Elst10n reffTrcrl. tr. by
the Premier, perhalJs tha :;ousc will ?c interested in hearing the few observntlOns I

144

Railway Oontracts.

[ ASSEMBLY.]

desire to make. I can say this generally,
from the conversation I had with the
Premier, that the honorable gentleman has
done himself no more than justice in
stating that he expressed a friendly feeling
towards Mr. Elsdon, and a desire to treat
him with all consideration. At the same
time, the honorable gentleman is hardly
accurate in the narrative he has given, as I
will presently show, and as I think he will
acknowledge. I may say in passing that the
House will gather from the Premier's statement that he did interfere in this contract.
Whether he acted wisely or not is a matter
of opinion, and I am strongly of opinion
that he did not act wisely. The circumstances, so far as I know, are these. For
some time there was a dispute in regard to
this gravel, and Mr. Gaunson, a former
member of the Government, acted as solicitor for the contractors, and was in communication with the Minister of Railways.
Letters passed, and some of them I think the
Premier will agree with me were not of the
most courteous description; indeed the honorable gentleman did not hesitate to condemn
some of them himself. Mr. Elsdon was
threatened with all sorts of things.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Those letters
were from the contractors.
Mr. KERFERD.-And some from their
solicitor.
Mr. LEVIEN.-Who is responsible for
them?
Mr. KERFERD.-I am not charging
anyone. Affairs then came to this position,
that the Minister of Railways said he would
investigate the matter himself. He put a
minute on the papers to that effect, and
directed all persons interested and officers
of the department to attend before him.
On receiving that direction, Mr. Elsdon
wrote a letter respectfully declining, and
pointing out that he was made a judge
between the contractors on the one part,
and the Government on the other, and that
he could not consent to be a party to anything of the kind. I believe he put it as
strongly as this-that, if he did so, he
would be a party to the robbing of the
Government. After the receipt of Mr.
Elsdon's letter, the Minister of Railways,
so far as it appears from the Premier, invited the Premier's co-operation, and then
followed the interview which the honorable gentleman has just described. That
occurred on a Friday. Mr. Elsdon came
to me afterwards, and said-" I must resign; my power is gone in the department;
and if I can be interfered with in this way
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with impunity I cease to be of any importance as Engineer-in-Ohief." I then saw
the Solicitor-General, and told him what I
had heard, and that I could not credit the
statement that the Premier was interfering
in the matter. This was on Saturday, and
I went with the Solicitor - General to
the Premier, who told me that which relieved my mind, namely, that he had not
interfered, and that he did not intend to
interfere. But when Mr. Elsdon consulted
me he was under the impression that the
Premier was going to interfere.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I told him I
was not.
Mr. KERFERD.-It was then-on the·
Saturday morning-that I suggested that,
under the circumstances, Mr. Elsdon had
better retire. The Premier agreed with me,
and then negotiations were commenced with
a view to Mr. Elsdon's retirement. That
is the position so far as I know. All I can
say is that I think it is a most unfortunate
case. There has been a great deal of
trouble in: times past under former Engineers-in-Chief. Pressure has been brought
to bear upon them sometimes on behalf of
the Crown, and sometimes on behalf of
contractors; but the office of Engineer-inChief has always been filled by gentlemen
who rigidly discharged their duty between
contractors and the department. I think
it was a mistake on the part of the Minister
of Railways to meddle at all with the matter
now in question.
Mr. BENT.-How did I meddle with
it?
Mr. KERFERD.-By putting a minute
on the papers to this effect-" I will investigate the matter myself."
Mr. BENT.-Will you be kind enough
to produce the minute?
Mr. KERFERD.-I saw it myself. I
saw it on the correspondence before I saw
the Premier, when I agreed to act for Mr.
Elsdon. I repeat that I think the honorable gentleman made a mistake in interfering at all. He should have said to the contractors at the outset-" This is a matter
for the Engineer-in-Chief; you must stand
or fall by your contract; I decline to interfere, and I won't allow the Government
to interfere; you must get the matter determined by arbitration, as provided for by
the contract." That would have been the
proper course to pursue, and no other ought
to have been adopted. If in connexion
with public contracts, involving some' of
them very large sums of money, we once
allow political presSllre to be brought to
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bear on a Government officer, we shall admit
a principle which will be most disastrous to
the country, and amount almost to daylight
robbery. Any Ministry who do not act
contrary to such a course are notfaithful to
their trust. In this case the Government
should have stood to their position, and said
-" There is the contract, and there is the
judge chosen under it, and we will support
him in the discharge of his duty." When
Mr. Elsdon felt that he was not supported
by his Minister and by the Government, he
would not have been a man if he had not
proposed to retire.
SirB. O'LOGHLEN.-I wish to set the
honorable member for the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) right as to one of his statements. I
distinctly told Mr. Elsdon, and he expressed
himself as thoroughly satisfied, that I was
not going to interfere. Mr. Elsdon then
left, and I called in Mr. Gaunson, and told
him that I declined to interfere. Mr. Elsdon
must have labored under some mistake in
telling the honorable member what he has
stated. At the interview I had with the
honorable member on the Saturday morning,
it was the honorable member who first mentioned the subject of Mr. ,Elsdon's retirement.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-After the Premier's statement, I think there cannot be the
slightest doubt on any honorable member's
mind that he did interfere in the case. In
looking over the specifications which have
been laid on the table, I am struck with the
vagueness of the terms of the contract. In
connexion with the ballasting of the Brighton
line, I have been informed by a contractor
who tendered for the work on the first occasion that the lowest tender was that of Mr.
Rowe, who tendered for bluestone ballasting.
The specification spoke of" ballast" only,
without saying whether it was to be bluestone or not. However, Mr. Rowe's tender
was not accepted, and subsequently fresh
tenders were ca.lled for. A sample of gravel
was placed in the contractor's room, and I
suppose that tenders for gravel ballast were
called for, but whether that was the case or
not I am not in a position to say.
Mr. LAURENS.-Sir, I think some of
the statements made this evening by the
Minister of Railways with regard to this
question are somewhat difficult to reconcile
with each other. In the first place, he said
that the price of the Gravel in the pit pf
which he freely acknowledges Mrs. Bent
to be the owner was well known to all
Brighton, and that the gravel could be
bought by any of the public. Almost in
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the same breath, however, the honorable
gentleman stated that Mrs. Bent sold this
gravel to the contractor for the Brighton
line as a favour. If an article is in the
open market ready to be sold to anyone, I
confess I cannot see how the purchaser is
under any obligation to the vendor, and
those two statements of the Minister are
therefore somewhat irreconcilable. I believe it is not disputed that gravel from
Mrs. Bent's property was sold to the Government contractor for the purpose of ballasting
the Brighton line, and I think it is most
unfortunate that the wife of a Minister of
Railways should be in any way mixed up
with a Government contract. The Minister
of Railways, who has been a municipal
councillor, must be aware that whenever a
member of a local council has been brought
before the Supreme Court on a charge of
having supplied any material, however small
in quantity, to the council, he has, if the
charge was proved, been ousted from his
office. I recollect a case in which a councillor was thus thrown out, even although it
was proved that he supplied timber to the
council of which he was a member at a
much cheaper rate than they could have
otherwise procured it. If that principle
applies in relation to contracts with a municipal council, with how much greater force
does it apply to Government contracts. The
Minister of Railways also told us that the
portion of the paddock with which Mrs.
Bent had parted contains better gravel than
that found in the portion of which she
is still the owner, and, if that be so, surely
the contractor could not at all feel any obligation for being allowed to purchase the
worse gravel.
Mr. BENT.-The honorable member is
mistaken as to what I said. There is no
doubt the gravel is the best quality to be
obtained ill the district, but what I said was
that a larger quantity could be obtained
from the land which was sold.
Mr. LAURENS.-I think I have correctly quoted the honorable gentleman's
previous statement. However, there is
another strange phase of this question which
struck me very forcibly. The Minister of
Railways stated in his explanation that he
had not the slightest concern in the matter,
that the quarry was exclusively owned by
Mrs. Bent, and that the whole thing occurred
without his know ledge and-I think he
added-while he was absent from the colony.
But surely it would require more than a day
or a week-I should say at least a couple of
months-to ballast this line, and was the
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"honorable member ignorant of the matter
during the whole of that time? Moreover,
the honorable member's statement this
evening with regard to his financial relations
with Mrs. Bent are not at all on a par with
what he said on the last occasion Mrs. Bent's
name came before the House. We were
then told that the honorable member was
entirely:under the influence of Mrs. Bent,
and that it was she who directed him to offer
half his salary to Mr. Gaunson. (" Shame.")
These are matters which were referred to in
the House. I do not wish to be understood
even to suggest that the Minister of Railways cannot extricate himself from this
matter fairly and honestly; and, for the sake
of public men generally,. I sincerely hope
that no such charge as that which has been
made will lie against him. I am merely
criticising in a mild form his own statements, and I am not travelling beyond
them. I }lave not spoken of the graver
charge which has since been preferred-that
on one of the official papers the honorable
gentleman wrote a memo. stating that be
wouht:himself settle the gravel question.
That is one of the gravest charges which
surround this matter.
Sir IT. O'SHANASSY.-That was not
with reference to the Brighton line. .
. Mr. LAURENS.-I repeat that I have
no wish to invent facts or to travel outside
what the Minister of Railways has himself
stated. I know nothing of the matter myself, and did not heal' anything of it until it
was brought forward in this Ohamber. I
:wish, however, to say one word about Mr.
Elsdon. I must say that whenever I called
upon that g'entleman at his office, lle
always seemed to me to be heart and soul
in his business. I have gone there at the
dinner hour, and found him apparently
unable to find time even to snatch a
lunch of the most modest description.
"Vhen I read that he was retiring from
office or was dismissed-I don't know
which to call it-I was exccedingly surprised. I was Htrongly reminded that, when
he was appointed Engineer-in-Ohief by the
honorable member for Oastlemaine (Mr.
Patterson), the conservative press of the
colony warmly eulogized the appointment,
as it did the subsequent action of the horiorable member in transferring to Mr.
Elsdon the responsibility of making appointments in the department. I was therefore certainly astonished to hear that
something had transpired which caused Mr.
Elsdon's retirement from the department,
however t.he manner of it. I hayo only to

add that for the sake of the Minister of
Railwaysalld for the sake of the Premier himself, who seems to have been somewhat connected with tbis matter, it is necessary that
there should be some kind of investigation.
Whether the pIau of bringing Mr. Elsdon
to tbe bar of the House is the best to be
pursued I am not prepared to say, but, what.
ever plan be adopted, I take it that in
justice to all the matter should be inquired
into.
Mr. vVRIXON.-I do not think the
House can gain by continuing this discussion any longer. In my opinion,
enough appears on what has been said to
show that some proper inquiry into the
facts is called for to elicit the truth. That
inquiry I think the Government themselves
might undertake to call for in the shape of
a select committee of this House. The plan
of bringing 1\1:1'. Elsdon to the bar would, I
think, be most unsatisfactory, as a worse
means of getting at the facts could not be
adopted than that of having a gentleman
confronted by 70 or 80 members, all asking
questions. A well-selected committee of the
House, however, would be most advisable.
In saying that, I do not at all mean to
convey that the circumstances, so far as we
know them, involve any dishonesty on the
part of the Minister of Railways. Tbat is
not the way the case is put, but what is not
disputed is that the honorable gentleman
was interested in a Government contract in
his own department, and, though it may
have been most advantageous to the State
to have got the gravel that has been referred
to, I think there can be no practice more
subversive of good government than that a
Minister s]lOuld be interested in contracts
which he deals with. The matter, too,
would derive a certain gravity from its being
pooh-poohed last night as it was by the
head of the Government. I cannot at all
go with the'honorable gentleman in treating
the matter in tbat way. I think the mere
admitted fact-however fair the whole
tmnsaction may have been-of a Minister
having an interest in a contract he himself
is administering is quite sufficient in itself
to call for reprobation by the House, and
for further inquiry as to the surroundings.
For there is a further question involved in
regard to which I ]lave not heard any satisfactory answer, namcly, that, whereas the
contract now on the table specifies" gravel
or Lluestone" as the ballasting material, it
has been asserted that it was originally
issued in a different form awl that it was
afterwards altered. That is a matter which
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ought to be satisfactorily cleared up, and I
think the Ministry ought to be willing to
have it investigated. Another question
which requires to have some light definitely
thrown upon it is-" Why did Mr. Elsdon
resign? " We cannot shut our eyes to the
fact that he resisted the passing of tbe
gmvel on the Mordialloc line. He said he
would not pass it, and it was his duty under
the contract to pass it or reject it.
Mr. LEVIEN.-He would do neither.
Mr. WRIXON.-It was his duty as
judge to decide when he thought proper, and
we have the fact that he'refusecl, that he was
remonstrated with by the head of the Government himself, that be still held out, and
that the result now is that he is walking
about the streets a dismissed man. Surely
all that is a matter for inquiry. Weare
told that he resigned on account of ill-health,
but what was the real reason? I have not
the slightest doubt that the Premier, when
he went down to the department, put what
he had to say to Mr. Elsdon in the most
gentlema,nlike way, but, with every deference
to the Premier, I submit that it was out of
place for the head of a Government to go to
the Engineer-in-Ohief and confer with' him
on such a matter, and to hear against the
engineer the solicitor of the contractors, that
solicitor having been a late colleague. It
was as much out of place for the Premier to
argue the matter with the Engineer-inOhief, and to press him for a decision, as it
would be for him to walk up to Latrobe
street and talk to the Ohief .Justice about
a judgment he was engaged on. There would
only be this difference between the two cases
-that the Ohief Justice would show the
honorable gentleman the door immediately,
whereas the ci viI servan t, whose bread depends
on the head of the Government-on the man
who was arguing the question with himcould not show like independence. I say
that the Premier unquestionably made a
mistake in that action and seta bad example,
and, when the whole thing is finished up by
that very engineer now walking about dismissed, I think the matter challenges the
attention of the House. The committee
inquiring into the matters which have been
brought forward regarding the Minister of
Railways ought also, I think, to ascertain
whethcr it is true that Mr. Elsdon resigned
bccause he was in ill-health.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-He did not.
Mr. WRIXON.-Is it true that he resigned after a struggle to defend what he
believed to be the public interest with regard
to the gravel on the Mordialloc line, and
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because, in vulgar phrase, he found his situation made "too hot" for him? Which is
tbe correct version? I think the Government, in justice to themselves, ought to have
these points cleared up, and that can only
be done by a select committee of the
House.
Mr. A. T. OLARK.-Sir, I have listened
with some astonishment to the remarks of
the honorable member for Portland, and also
to those of the gentleman who pn~ceded him.
I understand that the honorable member, in
connexion with others yesterday at a m'~et
ing, declined to assist to remove the present
Government from office on any grounds.
Mr. WRIXON.-Quite incorrect.
Mr. A. T. OLARK.-I understand that
the party with which the honorable member
is connected at all events resolved on that
conrse. But if the statements which luve
been made by gentlemen professing to support the Government are true, they should
not be allowed to occupy their position for
48 hours. I can perceive that the honorable members who placed the Government
in power are labouring under the delusion
that the" time has now arrived" when the
Ministry should be removed, and that we
who sit on the opposition benches and who
suffered similar injustice at the hands of
those gentlemen should be a party to removing them: Not contented with that,
they must endeavour to fix a foul personal
charge on one member of the Government,
in which, I venture to say there is not one
tittle of truth. vVhen I, however, last
session had a substantial charge to pr8fer
against the Government, not one of those
gentlemen who are now so virtuous was
prepared to assist me. The time had not
then arrived, the little party arrangements
which have been going on during the last
few weeks had not been matured, and consequently the Government were to remain in
office until it was convenient to certain members to remove them. There are honorable
members sitting on both sides of the House
who, when they were Ministers of the Orown,
had the same foul insinuations levelled
against them. For mere party purposcs,
and for no other reason, men's characters
have been blackened for years, and no
amount of good purpose or political honesty
has enabled them to be what is vulgarly
called" white-washed" from those insinuations. N ow I think the time has come
when a better frame of mind should be exhibited in this House, and that honorable
members ought to ponder well before they
attempt to blacken the character of nlly
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Minister of the Orown, unless they have
good and substantial grounds to proceed
upon. I, for one, am not prepared to vote
even for a committee in this matter, for the.
simple reason that the appointment of a·
committee of this House to inquire into the
conduct of, or any matter connected with,a
Minister of the Orown means a vote of
censure on the Government. I, as a member of the Opposition, am prepared to
support the amendment of the honora.ble
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), and to
use fair and legitimate mea.ns to remove
the present Government, but I am not prepared to be a party to slander one of my
fellow members. What is this fishing
inquiry about? The Minister of Railways,
or one of his family, by some means got
mixed up with the supply of railway
ballast; but, because a quantity of ballast
was obtained by a contractor from a quarry
owned by the Minister of Railways, is the
honorable member, on that account, to be
called a swindler, and a committee to be
appointed on him as if he had been guilty
of some high crime and misdemeanor? I
absolutely refuse to have any connexion
with such a proceeding. I believe the present Ministry have no right to the position
they occupy, and I am prepared to turn
them out on the question of principle, but
I decline to be a party to blacken any man's
character without a tittle of evidence, and
for a paltry, mean, party purpose.
Mr. DEAKIN.-Mr. Speaker, I learn
for the first time, from the honorable
member for Williamstown, that to afford
an honorable member who has been charged
. with a serious offence an opportunity of
clearing himself is an attempt to blacken
his ·character. I have listened with considerable surprise, and also with some
sympathy, to the remarks of the honorable
member for Williamstown, and, if I regarded
the matter in the same light as he does, I
would be compelled to take a similar course.
But I confess I cllnnot see the remotest
logical justification for his remarks, inasmuch as I myself distinctly refuse to believe
the Minister of Railways guilty of any censurable conduct until I find him proved so to
be. The position of the honorable member for
Portland appears to me to be unanswerable.
There has been a sufficiency of evidence
brought before the House to justify an inquiry, and, so far from the appointment of
a select committee being a vote of censure
upon the Miuister of Railways, it is the
only means which presents itself of clearing
his reputation. Th~ honorable gentleman'S
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character has already been blackened as far
as it could be; by the statements which have
been made, and I must say that, if the
matter is left with the Minister's bare assertion against the assertions of some other
membars of this House and persons outside,
he wnI be placed in a most unjust position,
and one in which I feel sure he cannot rest
content. In answer to the honorable member for Williamstown, I may say that if a
number of charges werc levelled against me
in my capacity as a member of the House,
so far from considering an inquiry at the
hands of my fellow members as an attempt
to blacken my character, I should regard it
as a means of clearing myself, unless, indeed, I happened to be guilty. Surely the
honorable member for Williamstown must
see that, by assuming that the inquiry would
blacken the character of the Minister of
Railways, he is assuming the very thing
which I refuse to believe in asking for the
investigation-namely, that the honorable
gentleman is guilty. I would point out also
that the matter bears a rather peculiar
aspect from another consideration. The
Minister of Railways himself is not directly
and personally concerned-it is a neal' relative who is interested-and I would remind
honorable members that within a very few
months a gentleman, sitting on this (the
opposition) side, absent from his home,
was charged with bribery and corruption
because his wife accepted some mining
shares in a company. In that case an inquiry has been demanded again and again
by the journals representing the party
now supporting the Ministry in power, on
the ground that the very fact that it was
not the Member of Parliament himself but
a near relative who had received the shares
was a cloak for dishonesty.
Mr. LEVIEN.-That charge was never
made in this House.
Mr. DEAKIN.-N0, but the charge was
levelled against a member of this House,
and he has been subject to exactly the same
persecution as if it was true.
Mr. LEVIEN.-It was only an outside
slander.
Mr. DEAKIN.-I am very happy to
hear once more a member of the conservative
party characterizing the organ of that party
as an outside slanderer. There is no doubt
that many gentlemen on this side of the
House will accept his definition, and I am
sure that there are many on that side who
would do so too if they were equally candid.
I think it must be fully admitted that the
honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr.
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Fincham) has been far more than justified
in the statements he made last night, which
were made as far as I could see without any
personal animus whatever. The honorable
member stated facts, which were then admitted in part, and the remainder have been
admitted this evening. The only thing
that now remains is to find an explanation
of those facts, and, as will occur to honorable
members, there is more than one explanation
possible which will quite clear the Minister
of Railways from the implication of anything
dishonest. The Minister of Railways will
not surely be prepared to allow this matter
to remain as a thorn in his side, and in the
side of the Ministry, as long as he continues
in office, for, if this investigation is refused,
it will certainly be said again and again that
there was some motive for refusing it. It
is a maxim of law that, if a party to a suit
refuses to produce a document or evidence,
the worst construction possible shall be put
on that document or evidence. In the same
way, if an inquiry is refused into this matter,
the audience outside this House, which is
ten times more important than the audience
inside it, will undoubtedly arrive at a conclusion as unfavorable to the Minister of
Railways as it well can be. The fact that
he has indirectly, though probably entirely
guiltlessly, been concerned in a contract in
his own department has been established.
There has lleen a further serious charge
brought forward, not based simply on some
outside rum our, but on the statement of a
person acquainted with the facts, that
the first contract for bluestone ballast
only was withdrawn, and another specification issued containing a special proviso permitting the use of gravel. Tha t charge
has been made on the authority of a
contractor who said his tender was accepted
for the first contract, but that for some
reason it was afterwards thrown aside.
There may, no doubt, have been excellent
reasons for this-for example, on account
of the greater cheapness of the gravel-but,
if these reasons are not established by an
inquiry, it will remain perfectly open for any
one to place his own construction on the
transaction. If Mr. Elsdon be summoned
to the bar of the House, that will not by
any means necessarily conclude the matter,
though it may be a valuable preliminary, as
it may decide whether there is anything to
inquire into. There seems to be something
to inquire into now, but, if Mr. Elsdon
said that the statements which have been
alleged to be facts are not facts, the matter
would be over, and no committee would be
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necessary. On the other hand, if he and the
Minister were found to be in conflict, it
might be necessary to refer the matter to a
select committee to discover how the contradiction or misunderstanding arose. I
repudiate the notion that we are placing the
Minister of Railways on his trial in asking
for this committee. I ask what other course
is reasonable or possible? What other
course can be satisfactory to any person concerned in this matter than that it should be
thoroughly investigated ? I hope the Premier
will save further time by himself nominating
a committee. The matter must certainly be
sifted to the bottom, and cannot be allowed
to remain in its present state. Is a Minister
of the Crown to be left under a most serious
and damaging imputation? Are honorable
members who bring forward that imputation
to be branded as privileged slanderers, making
use of their position in the House to damage
the character of a member of the Government for party purposes? That is the
construction which the honorable member
for Williamstown put upon these charges,
and, in justice to all parties, I maintain that
the matter should be settled in the only way
it can be settled, namely, by proved facts
before a committee of the House.
Mr. BARR.-I think it would be consistent with the honour of the Premier, and
his respect for his colleague, if he granted
the committee of inquiry asked for in this
matter. The Premier's own connexion with
the matter seems to me to require a little
investigation, although he has' not been
charged with anything except inferentially.
The inference which is to be drawn, however,
from the statements which have been made,
is that Mr. Elsdon was subjected by the
Premier to a certain amount of coercion to
compel him to pass the gravel on the Mordialloc line, or else to resign. Indeed, I
have heard it stated that the Premier went
to see Mr. Elsuon with a written document
in his pocket, ready for that officer to sign.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Oh!
Mr. BARR.-I only give the statement
for what it is worth, but I am sure the
Premier cannot like to have such charges
bandied about when by the appointment of a
committee the whole matter can be cleared
up. I think, if the Minister of Railways
consults his own reputation, he will himself
ask for the committee, and I trust the
Government will grant it at once.
Mr. McINTYRE .-Sir, it strikes me
that in this matter honorable members are
making a very great mountain out of a very
small mole-hill. Reference has been made
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to-night to a statement which was once Minister of Railways can no more be held
put forth in the public press that the responsible for the contractor buying gravel
wife of the honorable member for Mandu- from her than if she kept a grocer's shop,
rang (Mr. McOoll) had received a number and the contractor chose to buy articles of
of shares in a mining company for services food there. It has been said that Mr.
which her husband had rendered in COll- Elsdon refused to pass this gravel, but if we
nexion with the Mining department. When are to believe the statement of the Minister
that charge was made, the honorable mem- of Railways, as I do, that assertion is tober concerned got up in his place in this tally unfounded. The honorable gentleman
House, and denied that he knew anything also stated distinctly that the contractor is
of the circumstances directly or indirectly. at liberty to go to Mrs. Bent's quarry for
The House at once accepted that denial, gravel or to an adjoining quarry; and, if so,
and there was no inquiry into the subject what fault can be found? It is, perhaps,
whatever. What l1as the Minister of Rail- an unfortunate thing that the honorable'
gentleman's wife should have a gravel pit,.,
w~ys done to-night? In the most straightforward and honest manner, he has stood up and that the contractor should have taken
and given such an explanation of the present gravel from it, but it would be more unforcase as any honorable member should be tunate-and more expensive to the country.
perfectly satisfied with. The demand for -if there were no gravel pit there at all.
a select committee simply amounts to this, And as contractors can go to other places
that, if a retired civil servant tattles about besides that gravel pit, and do go, what obwhat a Minister has been doing, a com- jection can there possibly be? If I were in the,
mittee must be appointed to inquire into the position of the Minister of Railways, I would
conduct of the Minister. I ask honorable unhesitatingly say, "Appoint your commitmembers on the front opposition bench, who tee, if you like," though I dare say he has
from their Ministerial career must on many good reasons for refusing to do that. It
occasions have been at variance with civil my be that he stands on his dignity as a
servants, how would they like such a prin- Minister, and considers that his word should
ciple to be carried out? I do not wish to be taken as soon as that of any civil sersay a word about Mr. Elsdon. I think it vant. It would appear from the present
was very unfortunate that attacks should case that a gentleman who has the adminishave been made on that gentleman, and it . tration of a public department is not safe
would have been a great deal better if his if he has a wife. U uder the circumstances,
name had not been mentioned. If there is perhaps the prudent course for every Minister
to be a committee appointed at all, it of Railways will be, while in office, to divorce
should be to inquire into the working of himself from his wife. I was under tbe im- .
the railways for the last four or five pression that Mr. Elsdon and the Minister
years, and such a committee, I believe, of Railways were on the most friendly terms;
would have plenty of work to do. As and I am surprised to find that their relato the present, matter, however, I think tions were far from amicable. But whatever
the House should put its foot down after may have been their relations, I am very sorry
the manly and straightforward explanation that Mr. Elsdon, having occupied the posigiven by the Minister of Railways. The tion he has in the country, should have so
honorable gentleman must nave felt very far demeaned himself as to bring against
much annoyed at being compelled to bring the Minister of Railways a charge for which,
his domestic affairs and his .wife's name be- according to the Minister's statement, and
fore the country, but I think he came out the statements of honorable members who
of. the matter very honorably indeed. The heard Mr. Elsdon, ther.e is not a shadow of
simple fact is that Mrs. Bent happens to foundation in fact. However, nothing will
have secured a good piece of land with a lot be gained by continuing this discussion;
of gravel in it, which gravel any person can and therefore I hope the House will now go
buy. The contractor for the Brighton line on with the business of the country.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Mr.· Speaker,
has not entered into any contract with Mrs.
Bent, but can go to any gravel pit. in I did not intend to obtrude my opinion on
Brighton he chooses and buy gravel. At the matter under debate, but there is a.
present, as I understand, the gravel is be- question of procedure to which I beg your
ing obtained from the land adjoining Mrs. attention and the attention of honorable
Bent's. In fact, Mrs. Bent is, as it were, members. The House has been engaged'
in the position of a shopkeeper who has , for some nights in debating a' motion for an
goods for sale which anyone can buy. The address in reply to the Governor's speech,
Mr. Me1ntvre.
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and an amendment on that motion, and I
say that, at this stage, to ask for a committee to inquire into the conduct of a
member of the Ministry who is already
under censure with his colleagues, so far as
the amendment can level censure, does
Jl.ppear to me to be an unprecedented and
unfortunate proceeding, because if one committee can be granted at a stage like this
to try one Minister, a second committee
may be granted to try another, and thus
Ministers might be tried in detail by committees in separate rooms in this House
while the general body of members might
be trying them collectively. Why a greater
absurdity could not possibly happen. Again,
to call an officer who has just retired from
the public service to the bar of the House
to give e.vidence in relation to the Minister
who removed him or accepted his resignation, and to ask the House to judge between
him and the Minister, also appears to me to
be altogether unprecedented. I am aware
that it is not unusual to call a man to the
bar to give evidence on 11 question of public
policy, but I am not aware oJ any case of
an officer being brought before the House
or Oommons or the House of Lords to
confront a Minister. Both courses appear
to me, on the ground of procedure, utterly
indefensible. What I would suggest to the
honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr.
Fincham) is that he should take the ordinary course. Let him, after the debate on
the address is over, table a motion distinctly
defining the charges he has to prefer against
the Minister of Railways, and, if he can
make out a case to the satisfaction of the
House, let the cominittee be granted.
Mr. FINOHAM.-No further proof is
wanted. My charge has been admitted both
by the head of the Government and the
Minister of Railways. ("No.") One charge
was that the Minister was directly or indirectly supplying materials to a contractor,
and that thereby he was interested in the
contract. He confessed that that is per::fectly correct. (" No.") The Minister admits that the gravel pit is the property of
Mrs. Bent, and that material used on·the
railway was taken from that place. And
when I asked the Premier whether it was
true that the ex-Engineer-in-Ohief had refused to certify to the ballast that was used
on the Mordialloc line, the honorable gentleman answered that no certificate had been
given. Therefore, I say the charges have
been admitted.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-I have listened
carefully to the staten;tents' made on both
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sides, and I venture to say no one in this
House can say that the honorable member's
charges are proved-proved absolutely-in
the sense in which he conveyed them last
night. I have pointed out to the honorable
member a way in which he can get the Hou&e
out of the difficulty in which it is now
plunged, owing to his action in intercepting
the debate on the address, and I say our
attention ought not to be diverted by a side
issue about Mr. Bent and a gravel pit from
the question whether the amendment on the
address shall be accepted or not.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-Sir, the only
course open to the honorable member for
Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham)-that of
making his charge on the floor of this 'House
-is the course he has taken. He has made
his charge, and it becomes the duty of those
to whom the charge applies to disprove it.,
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-He has taken
the wrong time to do it.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-Supposing the
honorable member for Ballarat West were
to supply evidence sufficient to prove his
charge, would the honorable member for
Belfast support the amendment on the
address proposed by the honorable member
for Geelong (Mr. Berry)? I vtmture to say
he would not. Then what use· is there in
asking for further inquiry?' r' am far from
thinking that the honorable member for
Ballarat West seeks to avoid the direct issue
by some side issue; but I consider that the
honorable member for Belfast is proceeding
by a side issue to avoid the main question. .
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-No; I am prepared to vote on it at once. '
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-The Minis,ter of
Railways has admitted that a relation of ,his
had a gravel pit, and that gravel was, taken
from that pit to the railway. It is easy' to
suppose that the fact may be explained, and
without any injury to the action of. the
Minister of Railways. I am far from supposing that the Minister has aeen guilty of
any act which can be regarded as corrupt in
any sense of the w,otd; but I must ,say that
members of the Government have beengl,lilty
of indiscretion." .The action of the Mini&1;¢r
of Railways was an indiscretion which caused
the amendment on the address moved by the
honorable member for Geelong.
,
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-The honorable
member for Geelong did .not state that in
the indictment.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.~Everything is
not stated h). an indictment. If. the honorable memb~r for Geelong h~d stated everything in his indictment, there would have
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been no necessity for anyone else to say
anything. I think that the statement of the
Minister of Railways is capable of explanation, and perhaps of justification; but the
action tak~n by the Premier is altogether
outside any justification. It was a piece of
indiscretion which he, as a lawyer, ought
never to have been guilty of. No Government ought to be guilty of such a proceeding,
and no Government, if guilty of it, ought
to be tolerated. What are the facts? A
dispute arises in the Rail way department
between a contractor and the Engineer-inChief. The Engineer-in-Chief has supreme
power in the department.
Mr. DUFFY.-He has not.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-If he has not
supreme power, he is the sole judge. There
may be an appeal from his opinion and
decision, but he is sole judge. Difficulties
arose out of similar action on former occasions, until Parliament was obliged to take
the matter into its own hands and deal with
it, and give the Engineer-in-Ohief complete
control.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-That is changed.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-Ohanged in the
final appeal, but not in the judgment. The
Engineer-in-Ohief has the right to judge of
the ballast laid on a railway. It is his duty,
and his only. A dispute takes place. The
contractor puts ballast on the line which the
Engineer-in-Ohief ~annot approve of. And
what does the Premier do ? The honorable
gentleman goes to the Railway department,
and inquires about the matter, and then he
instructs the Engineer-in-Chief-the sole
judge in the case-not to go and judge of
the ballast himself.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I did.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-I am dealing
with the Premier's own stat,ement. The
honorable gentleman asks the Engineer-inOhief to go and look at the ballast, and to
take two engineers with him. What is that
but deposing the Engineer-in-Ohief, and
giving to two other men the power to pronounce upon the ballast?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-I don't know
what the Premier intended, but no other
construction can be put upon his acts. Not
only does the Premier do what I have stated,
but he introduces a practice which I venture
to say will be dangerous to the whole service.
The Engineer-in-Ohief did not approve of
the ballast, as it was not worth the money
which the contractor was to receive-it was
not equal to sample-yet the Premier suggested that the ballas~ sh~uld be valued after
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it was laid down. I say that the Premier
had no right to give such instructions to
the Engineer-in-Ohief. I can easily understand how it was that the Engineer-inChief left the Railway department. The
Engineer-in-Chief requested that he should
be allowed until Monday to consider what
he would do ; and, when Monday came, he
refused to do what the Premier desired.
Mr. BENT.-No.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-A few nights
ago, both the Premier and the Minister of
Railways said that Mr. Elsdon left of his
own accord.
Mr. BENT.-As far as I am concerned.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Because he was
sick.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-The Premier got
a friend of Mr. Elsdon to tell him that he
had better retire.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Because of the
state of his health.
Mr. RIOHARDSON. - Because his
health would not permit him to go a,nd value
ballast as the honorable member desired.
Mr. Elsdon left the department because he
refused to obey instructions given by the
Premier which ought not to have been given.
I am sure the honorable gentleman would
condemn any Government for such a course
as that which he took. Oertainly I don't
envy the honorable gentleman in the position
in which he has placed himself.
The motion for the adjournment of the
House was then put and negatived.
ADDRESS IN REPLY TO THE
GOVERNOR'S SPEEOH.
FOURTH NIGHT'S DEBATE.

The debate on Mr. Blackett's motion for
the presentation of an address in reply to
the Governor's speech, and on Mr. Berry's
amendment thereto, condemning the administration of the public departments during
the recess (adjourned from the previous
evening), was resumed.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-Mr. Speaker, I
fully intended, in the remarks I propose to
make, to avoid, as far as I could, everything
in the shape of personality. I deprecate
personalities altogether, and no one can
accuse me of indulging in them when I
could possibly avoid such a course. But
unfortunately, owing to the strange turn
which the debate has taken, the air has been
full of personalities for some hours past,
and therefore I am afraid that, in the course
of my speech, I may be compelled to make
remarks which 7 under other circumstances,
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I might be able to avoid. We have had tonight an extraordinary illustration of the
saying that" curses come home to roost."
I suppose no man in this House has indulged more in personalities than the
Minister of Railways. When sitting on the
Ministerial side of the House, and also when
sitting in opposition, my blood has absolutely boiled at the language used by that
honorable member towards gentlemen who
never, by any chance, used an unkind or
personal word against him. Another honorable member-the member for Maldonused to indulge in the same kind of thing;
and I was glad to hear him intimate tonight that he intends to alter his conduct
for the future. I know that for some time
past a feeling of irritation has prevailed in
the House, owing to honorable members
putting forward charges which they did not
believe in against other honorable members.
I know that many of the charges were put
forward for political reasons, but they were
none the less to be deplored. I hope the
Minister of Railways will be able to clear
himself from the charge which has been
made against him to-night; for, though I
consider him a failure as far as administrative action is concerned, I do not believe
he is a dishonest man in any shape or form.
Certainly, we h:we enough to do to repel the
charges which are made against us from outside, without making charges against each
other. To show how necessary it is to be
particular as to the charges which we make
against each other, whether they are made for
political reasons or not, let me recall the time
when I moved the address in reply to the
Governor's speech. The seconder of the
motion was the honorable member for Richmond (Mr. Bosisto), who, in an election
contest a short time before, beat his present
colleague, Mr. L. L. Smith. Now ,ye have
the spectacle of my sitting in opposition,
and Mr. Bosisto sitting behind a Ministry
of which Mr. L. L. Smith is a member.
This is an illustration of how things alter
in political life, and of the necessity for
public men being particular as to what they
eay. Time works many changes, and there
is no knowing how soon a Member of Parliament may be sitting alongside the man
whom he now abuses. This circumstance
was brought strongly before my mind last
night when listening to the speech ofthehonorable member for Stawell. I could hardly
credit that anyone could speak of a man
with whom he had been associated in a
Ministry for a period of three years as the
honorable member for Stawell spoke of the
SEs.1882.-M
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honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson). Complaint has been made with
respect to the gradients on the Hawthorn
and Camberwell Railway, and Mr. Greene,
who has recently bp,en appointed one of the
chief engineers of the Railway department,
has been instructed to report on the subject, although it was under his superintendence that one of the very worst railways
in the colony-that from Castlemaine to
Maryborough-was constructed. This shows
how ridiculous it is for charges to be made
so frequently in the public departments at
the ipse dixit of men who may occupy the
positions of authority into which they are
pitchforked only a few months. I am
sorry that Mr. Elsdon's name has been
brought into this debate in the way in
which it has. The honorable member
for Stawell, in the course of his remarks
last evening, referred to Mr. Elsdon, and
the Minister of Railways interjected, across
the table, that he ought to be "on the
roads." This was the remark of the
1\iini5ter with reference to an officer who has
held one of the highest positions in the
colony for more than twenty years. But, if
the Minister is correct, how is it that only
a few days before, he agreed, as a member
of the Cabinet, to pay the sum of £3,050
to Mr. Elsdon on his retirement from the
office of Engineer-in-Chief? Certainly, if
the Minister entertains the strong conviction
that Mr. Elsdon deserved to be put" on
the roads," he ought not to have been party
to the payment to that gentleman of a retiring allowance of £3,050. The Minister
should have said to Mr. Elsdon-" No ;
there are charges against you, and, until
you have cleared yourself, you will not be
paid this money." If we are to credit all
that has been said by the newspapers during
the last nine months with reference to the
mismanagement of the public departments,
honorable members ought to feel themselves
perfectly justified in supporting the amendment of the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry). I am not one of those who
are disposed to blame the Government for
everything that has transpired. The
blame for our present position must be
shared, to a certain extent, by almost every
member of this House. The state of affairs
in Parliament is such that it is looked upon
by the country with a sort of bewilderment.
There are two large parties in this
Chamber-the conservatives and free-traders
on the one hand, and the liberals and protectionists on the other-and they are calmly
looking on while eight gentlemen, without
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any following, are administering the affairs
of the country. According to a statement in
to-day's newspapers, there was, yesterday, a
caucus ofthe conservative party in this House
-of supporters of the Ministry; but no
member of the Ministry was present. Not
even the "whips" were there. The caucus
was called to determine whether the Ministry
should be allowed to carryon the business
of the country or not. I submit that is
not a creditable spectacle. What would
be thought of the House of Commons in
England if the conservative and liberal
members of that assembly were so to conduct themselves as to enable the "Home
Rule" party to car!y on the government of
the country? I consider the time has
arrived when this state of things should be
altered, and that the Ministry should be
supported by a sufficient number of members who believe in tnem or should be put
out. There has been great talk of the probabilityof a coalition Government, but, with
parties in their present position, there does
not appear to be the slightest chance of
anything of the kind. Still, it is utterly
impossible for the Ministry to go on doing
the business of the country in the manner
in which it has been done lately. Under
these circumstances, it seems to me that the
present difficulty is to be got rid of only by
a dissolution of Parliament. That I consider
the manly and straightforward course to
take. Let us go before the people. They
are our judges, and the result of an appeal
to them would no doubt be the return of
one party or the other stronger than it is at
present, and capable of carrying on the
business of the country properly. I am
prepared to abide the result, no matter
which party-whether the conservative or
the liberal-secures the majority. I wish
now to call the attention of the House for a
short time to the portion of the Governor's
speech referring to new railways. The
passage is as follows :---:..
"The Extension Qf Rail ways Bill of last session
will also be laid before you, and I trust that you
will be able satisfactorily to dispose of the vari·
ous practical questions that must arise in this
discussion."

For my part, I think everyone who has any
, knowledge of railways must come to the
conclusion that the Railway department, as
at present formed, is completely unable to
cope with the work of construction already
cut out for it. If it cannot prepare plans
and specifications for the lines Parliament
has already sanctioned, on what principle
, are we called upon to give it fresh work of
the s,ame kind? Why should we order the
Mr. Langridge.
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construction of 56 new lines, when we have
already decided to construct so many that
are as yet not even commenced? Look at
the Railway Construction Act we passed in
December, 1880, at the instance of the late
Minister of Railways, and how far it has been
carried out. What is the present condition
of the 23 lines, with a total length of
571 miles, it provided for? Sixteen months
llave elapsed since the measure became law,
yet only eleven of the lines, representing about
200 miles, have been gazetted, and of that
length only about 80 miles are fit to be run
upon. Five lines were let by the late Minister of Railways, six more have been let
since, and twelve lines, comprising a length
of 271 miles, have still to be undertaken.
If that is all we have been able to do under
the last Railway Construction Act we passed
-if, with all the mechanical skill and extensive workshops of which we boast, we can
achieve no more than that-on what ground
should the Government ask us to provide
for the construction of 827 more miles?
Has as much as a flying survey been made
of anyone of the 56 lines mentioned in the
Railway Bill of last session?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Yes.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-The Premier's
" Yes" can only apply to very few instances. I admit that out of the entire 56
lines there are five or six that should be
constructed as soon as possible, but of the
rest what can I say? I regard them as
simply so many bribes to honorable members. Each honorable member is promised
a new railway for his constituents, and
therefore, inasmuch as he cannot go against
the construction of that particular line, he
will feel compelled to support all the rest,
and in that way his vote is secured. Again,
I complain of the way the Railway depart.
ment has been interfered with. The honorable member for Stawell was the first to go
out of the right path in that direction, and
now we have the present Minister of Railways, who is so energetic that he must be
always doing something, following more or
less in that honorable member's footsteps.
If that were not the case, we would not hear
of half the things in connexion with the
Railway department we do hear of. Look
at how the railways were managed last
Christmas twelvemonth, when, although the
lines carried more passengers than they ever
did before or since, and an immense quan·
tity of grain was brought down to the seaboard, there was scarcely a single complaint
as to any want of rolling-stock.
Oh 1")
At all events, the complaints were nothing
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like what we have heard lately. I wonder
what has become of all the rolling-stock
constructed at Williamstown and elsewhere
since the time I speak of. If there was
enough rolling-stock then, how comes it that
there is so great a deficiency now, seeing
that only 80 miles of new railway have been
opened since? Surely there are men enough
in the Williamstown shops to build all the
rolling-stock we require. Certainly I can
see no possible occasion for sending home
for carriages. The Minister of Railways
taking a step of that kind was totally
uncalled for and unnecessary.
Mr. BENT.-You cannot honestly tell
me where I could get 70 railway carriages
built in Victoria in six months,
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-I have no doubt
whatever I could. Besides, why is there
this sudden demand for fresh rolling-stock,
seeing the additions lately made to our lines
have been so small ?
Mr. BENT.-The Railway department
is at present taking £2,000 a week more
than it did.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-That would not
make the difference. With all this in view,
I consider that our railway management has .
lamentably failed. The Governor's speech
likewise contains the following : " My advisers also consider that, owing to the
magnitude which the railway system of this
colony has now assumed, the time has arrived
for submitting proposals to provide for a more
efficient system of management of our State
railways."

What is intended by this? I suppose
either a railway commission, or the appointment of sundry honorable members to assist
the Minister of Railways. But it seems to
me the colony has already a good enough
railway system, if only it was properly
carried out. In my opinion, the Minister of
Railways ought to be to the Railway department simply what the chairman of one
of the great English railway companies is
to the railways under his control. He ought
to look after the details of his office-keep
himself so posted up in railway matters as
to be able to answer questions with respect
to his department-and leave matters of
actual management, as they do at home, to
the responsible officers under him. If that
was the system pursued here, we would not
have in this Chamber scenes like that we
witnessed to-night. No doubt it was most
disgraceful. What, for instance, were we
told? That an officer who, for 24 or 25
years, was the engineer of the Hobson's
Bay lines, and during that time kept them
free from accident, and made them pay, is
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practically unfit to have held that position
at all. I feel confident that had the Minister
of Railways looked after the business of his
department as he ought to have done, and
not spent his time flying over the country
to devise new lines, sometimes travelling
150 miles or so to- see where a station might
be established, we would not have heard the
miserable charges we listened to last night,
and during the earlier portion of this
evening. What is the state of the Railway
department now? It is thoroughly disorganized. Each officer is afraid to trust'his
fellow, and he is also wholly ignorant of how
he stands, or in what way he is wanted to
do his work. I do not think that sort of
thing would be the case if the Minister of
Railways had followed the example of say
his predecessor, who has ac1tieved an excellent reputation for his railway management.
What did he do? Knowing that he had no
more knowledge of railway affairs than his
successor has, he left matters of management
to the responsible officers of his department.
Mr. BENT.-Having first filled up every
billet.
An HONORABLE MEMBER. - And depopulated Castlemaine.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-While honorable
members talk like that, the public records
of the time inform me that the honorable
gentleman voluntarily relinquished all patronage to the late Engineer-in-Chief. My
experience has brought me to the conclusion
that I would rather be without Ministerial
patronage than with it. But, as a matter
of fact, the exercise of much patronage did
not fall to the lot of the late Ministry. On
the contrary, we devoted ourselves to cutting
down expenses by doing away with offices
which our successors are restoring in every
direction. I will next draw attention to a
matter with respect to which I think my
district has been treated very unfairly. I
allude to the Alphington Railway, the construction of which was sanctioned by the
last Railway Act, and which is to pass
through Collingwood. I never interested
myself in securing the adoption of that
line-I never cared whether it was laid out
to pass through Collingwood or not-but
when it was ordered to be made, and its
route became known and understood, I
thought that, inasmuch as it would accommodate districts that were entitled to a
railway and as yet had none, it ought to be
proceeded with with fair rapidity. But
what is the case? The line has not yet
been commenced. Once tenders for it were
invited, but it was found that not a single
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plan was ready. In fact, the Railway department, as at present managed, cannot
keep up with its work. We were told, some
time since, that one cause for the delay
arose from the surprise of the department
at finding how much was asked for the
property through which the line would pass.
The Minister of Railways stated that the
cost of the land required for it would be
about £80,000. But when I got a return
of the cost of the line from Hawthorn to
Camberwell, I found that the expenditure
upon it was larger, comparatively, than that
which the construction of the Alphington
Railway would involve. The consequence
of things being in their present condition
is that people with property on the supposed Alphington route are left utterly
ignorant of tlie way the line will actually
go, and, in many instances, utterly unable,
to their great loss, to decide what to do.
Perhaps the fact that Richmond is represented in the Cabinet has something to do
with the business.
Mr. BENT.-The very first day I entered
office I asked Mr. Elsdon to get on with
the Alphington line. I know well the importanc0 of proceeding rapidly with the
intended suburban lines, because the price
of the suburban property affected by them
is rising every day, and people are building
there in every direction. If anybody is to
blame for the delay over the line alluded to,
I am not. I have urged the professional
officers of my department over and over
again with respect to it. At one time I
thought everything was ready, but it was
then discovered that the plans would carry
the line through Richmond at 8 feet below
the flood level of the Y arra. Neither in the
Cabinet nor out of it has the honorable
member for Richmond (Mr. Smith) done
anything to pravent the Alphington line
from being carried out. On the contrary,
11e has pressed the Richmond Council to let
the railway go through their district along
as cheap a route as possible, and the other
honorable member for Richmond has been
eq nally anxious in the matter.
Mr. LA.NGRIDGE.-I do not believe
there has been any real attempt to carry
the line 8 feet below the level of the Yarra.
The idea is too ridiculous.
Mr. BENT.-The plans were before the
House the other night. I wish I could
take the view the honorable member does.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-"\Vell, I think it
hard that a district that has no railway
accommollation whatever should be so persist:)ntly neglected, while, if I went down
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to Windsor, I would find railway works carried on there at a rate that gives one the
idea that the place has been upturned by an
earthquake. Then I hear of it being extremely likely that a series of railway workshops will be established at Newport. In
what light can we regard a proceeding of
that sort? Last session and the session
before, a deal of time was taken up here in
discussing the propriety of the State purchasing Mr. Williams' workshops, which
are situated in the heart of our railway system, and are fitted with all the machinery
required to work them, but the House
eventually refused the bargain. Now, however, we are told that the erection of new
shops has actually been commenced at
Newport, a most inconvenient spot, and
one which does not contain a single habitation for the workmen to live in. Another thing to be noticed is what the
Railway department has been doing about
the adoption of a railway brake. The
employment of brake power on our railways is a matter that ought to be decided
upon by the Railway department without
any delay, yet how do we stand with respect
to it? Accidents are continually occurring
on the lines, but we are no nearer the adoption of a proper brake than we were two
years since. Now I think that, inasmuch as
a few weeks ago the Minister of Railways
and a number of his officers visited Sydney,
where the Westinghouse brake is used, and
had every opportunity of observing its
action, they ought to be able to tell us
forthwith whether the Woods brake or the
other one is to be the brake of the future.
I come next to the Public Works department, about which I have a few words to
say in connexion with the recent water pipes
business. Perhaps I had better begin by
explaining how affairs respecting the local
manufacture of water pipes have stood in
the past. Some time since a large water
pipe manufactory was established in Melbourne, and its proprietors undertook a contract for a considerable quantity of work
which was let to them by the honorable
member for Castlemaine when he was Minister of Public Works. That contract was,
when I was in office, still going on, and I
found that, on every occasion peculiar pipes
were needed, my wishes in the matter received every attention. For instance, when
some 16-inch mains were required immediately, the manufacturers put other work
on one side in order to get them made.
But the present Minister of Public Works
has broken up all this, and shown the pipe
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manufacturers that they cannot make pipemaking pay, because when the Government
want a special lot of pipes they are as likely
as not to send home for them.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I have broken up no
industry. The pipe-making iudustry was
broken up before I went into office.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-I assert that the
pipe manufacturers of Melbourne were quite
prepared to take up the pipes contract the
honorable member sent home. What, however, can they be expected to do now? How
can you ask men to enter into the speculation
of supplying the State with water pipes when
you give them no assurance that the Government of the day will not send their order for
pipes to England? One of the worst things
about the business is that we may look to be
soon placed in the position we occupied some
seven years ago, when anumberof Melbourne
importing firms made handsome fortunes out
of supplying the Water Supply department
with pipes. It was having a pipe manufactory in this country that put a stop to that
sort of arrangement. Again, I' don't think
the Ministerof Public VVorks has acted quite
fairly towards myself, as his predecessor, in
the matter ofthe contract for supplying stone
for the new Parliament House buildings. He
must have known from the first that when I
left office I had accepted a contract for a supply of the Grampians stone, and also a contract for the construction of a tramway to
the quarry. But what has he done in the
matter? For three or four months after he
assumed his present position, he did absolutely nothing to further the supply of the
stone beyond allowing the work of constructing the tramway to go on. Not until the
tramway was actually finished, and ready for
the conveyance of the stone, was any attempt
made by the Government to move the contractor for the stone to proceed with the preparation of it. Moreover, up to that time no
officer of the Public Works department had
heen sent up to the quarry. A Royal commission having selected the Grampians stone as
the material to be used in the completion of
the Houses of Parliament, and a quarry
having been opened up for a mile and a half,
it seemed as though the Minister of Public
Works thought nothing more need be done.
Yet how did the Government stand in the
matter? They had contracted for the supply
of an immense quantity of stone, from an
entirely new quarry, to be used upon a building of the utmost importance, and everyone
with any experience of new quarries knows
that something more has to be done with
respect to them than merely opening them.
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First of all it ought to have been ascertained
whether the stone in the quarry was fit. I
have not the slightest doubt as to the quality
of the article, but it was the business of the
Government, in fairness to everybody, to
make its character clear to the whole world.
If the Minister of Public Works thought
that work ought to bedone by the contractor
rather than by the Government, why did he
not move him to undertake it ?
Mr. KERFERD.-Why did not the late
Minister of Public Works undertake it
before he constructed the tramway?
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-I could not have
undertaken it. I did all I could in the
matter while I was in office.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Except ascertain the
quality or the stone.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-I was perfectly
satisfied as to the quality of the stone. I
am quite sure we shall commit a miserable
blunder unless we build our Parliament
House front of the Grampians stone instead
of the material which gives our other public
buildings their prt'sent wretched appearance.
Mr.McINTYRE.-Why not use granite?
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-Itis impossible to
use granite. Certainly to do so would cost
an immense sum of money.
Mr. McKEAN.-VVhy not use marble
from Gippsland? There is enough there to
supply the world.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-To use marble
would be at least as bad as using granite.
I have never yet been able to ascertain why
such strong objections are raised to the
Grampians stone-why the most beautiful
and durable substance of the kind ever ob.
tained in the colony has been so vehemently
written down. I will give honorable menibel'S an instance of the way the writing-down
has been done. When I was in Sydney
the other day, I was amused by seeing the
following newspaper paragraph : " Grampians stone from Stawell,which was intended to be used for the frontof the Parliament
Houses, has been found utterly unsuitable for
use as building stone. Numerous defects have
been discovered in it, the principal one being
that it contains no cement, and consists simply
of compressed sand, and c:measily be reduced
to sandy powder by rubhing. The Ia.te Government expended about £200,000 in constructing a
tramway to the quarries to enahle the contractor
for Parliament Houses to obtain the stone. A
board of experts will next week visit Mount
Difficulty, where the quarry was opened, for the
purpose of testing the rock."

Of course, I can excuse New South vVales
people writing like that, because they want
us to take their stone, but look at how the
Al'g'lt8 has written on the same subject,
stating one thing one clay as an undoubted
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fact, and a few days afterwards publishing consideration. Because who would feel the
something quite the reverse. Why almost effect of the proposed reduction? What is
every practical man who examines the stone the condition of our Post-office revenue?
invariably declares it to ·be the finest sand- In 1880 it showed a net deficiencv of
stone he has seen since he left the old £117,000, and in 1881, one of £104,000,
country. Of course, some of the blocks the decrease in the annual loss arising from
brought to town have proved defective. certain alterations I made in· the Postal
That sort of thing is to be expected with a department. To adopt the penny postage
new quarry. It is too much, however, to . system would directly augment this deficiency
ask us to reject the stone altogether because to about £55,000, in addition to which the
two or three of the samples show an iron department would have to neady double its
streak.
staff, and provide against the inadequacy of
Mr. C. YOUNq.-One word of explana- its present buildings that would naturally
tion. I have neither condemned the stone soon develop itself. In my opinion, the total
nor stopped the use of it, but simply for- annual deficiency would be something like
warded to the contractor the report of the £200,000. And who would gain by the
board appointed to examine the material change? It would benefit the honorable
and the quarry, and told him to go on.
member for Richmond (Mr. Smith), and
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-I never said the also merchants, bankers, and all who have
honorable gentleman had condemned the a large correspondence, but not the man
stone. My point is that he has offered no who. writes perhaps only half-a-dozen letters
facilities whatever for its adoption for the in the year, and who would have to be taxed
Parliament House front.
to make up the loss. Another consideraMr. KERFERD.-What would you tion is that this heavy reduction of postal
have had him do ? Would you have had him revenue would operate to seriously check
quarry the stone?
the extension of our postal system to many
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-He has thrown parts of the colony, now either completely
obstacles of several kinds in the way of outside it, or else very little benefited by it.
the stone being used. For instance, the Altogether, the alteration is one that ought
whole business has been left entirely to the not to be made, at all events under existing
contractor.
circumstances. I feel that I have occupied
Mr. DUFFY.-Did not the Minister the attention of the House long enough, but
send an independent board up to the quarry there is one other matter I must refer to
to examine and report upon it?
before I sit down. It is the way in which
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-And they reported the Government have filled up every possible
in favour of the stone.
vacancy in the public departments. In
Mr. DUFFY.-Yes, and the work of every department there are visible signs of
supplying the stone has been gone on with. the extravagance I allude to. For example,
What more would the honorable member I am told that a large number of young
have?
women have been taken on in the PostMr. LANGRIDGE.-That is all very office.
well. The fact is I am thoroughly disgusted
Mr. BOLTON.-If the honorable memwith the stone we have been using for the ber will permit me, I will read the following
fronts of our public buildings; much of it paragraph from the draft report of the
will not last even the present generation. I Postal department for 1881 : am perfectly convinced that the Grampians
"FElIIALE OFFICERs.-Since last report four
stone will soon become the great building post-mistresses and six assistants have retired
from
the service, and nine new appointments
stone of Melbourne. I will now call atten- have been
madein the charge of country stations
tion for a moment to the following clause of and in different branches of the General Postoffice and head Telegraph-office."
the Governor's speech : " The buoyaucy of the general revenue encou- That shows a reduction.
rages the Government to submit for your conMr. LANGRIDGE.-The statement in
sideration a proposal for a large reduction in
postage, establishing what is known as the that report makes no difference, because I
penny postage system. This will entail a pre- am referring to what has occurred in 1882sent loss, but with every prospect of the postal that is to say, during the last tllrCO or four
revenue recovering in the course of a few
years."
months. I might, perhaps, have obtained
It scerns to mc tlul,t, whcll the Postmaster- more exact details on the subject I allude
General consentod to that paragraph ap- to had I gone round to tho various departpearing in the speoch, he could not have ments; but, with the dismissal of Mr.
given the propo~it,iou it involvos ~~Hy renol 'V~lllis Lefore my eyes, I haye preferred to
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trust to other sources of information until
the annual reports of the different departments are published. I am not at all in
the habit of hunting up information from
the departments. I will now bring my
rem'arks to a conclusion.
Mr. W ALKER.-Sir, the honorable
member who has just resumed his seat deserves to be congratulated on the tone he
adopted, and the fact that he brought us
back to the consideration of the subject
properly before us, from which we had
somewhat wandered, namely, the. amendment of the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry). No doubt the real issue
raised by that amendment is whether the
honorable gentlemen now in office are to
continue to govern the country, or whether
they are to be replaced by the honorable
member for Geelong and those accustomed
to act with him; and, under these circumstances, I think we are justified in considering
the relative qualifications for office of those
now on the Treasury bench, and those who
ask to be placed there. Again, inasmuch as
a change of Government, however profitable
it may be to those who get into office, is
generally attended with considerable loss to
the country, and can only be supported
when the country is to derive some considerable advantage from it, being otherwise
greatly to be deplored and deprecated, I
think we are alsQ entitled to consider
whether to take such a step at the present
juncture would be attended with any beneficial consequences. The honorable member
for Geelong, in commencing the present disClIssion, touched on a great variety of questions, and we may suppose that he, and
those of his friends who followed him, have
made all the charges against the Government it is possible to make, and also that
those charges lost nothing in the making.
'The honorable member was particularly se'vere on the Government with respect to
·water conservation, and quite sarcastic in
'his allusions to the fact that passing the
Water Conservation Act of last session
occupied the greater portion of the time
Parliament then devoted to business; and
-that it is now found necessary, immediately
,after the re-assembling of the House, to ask
·them to amend it. But we know that aU
-legislation in a new country is to a great
'extent experimental. Of course there are
measures, such as those relating to reform of
the Constitution, respecting which we may
be guided by the experience of many other
countries, but those dealing with the question
'of supplying water tg 9qr g0'1ntry 4i~triGts,
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which are peculiarly circumstanced in relation
to drought, must obviously and necessarily
come within the description I have mentioned,
and the defects which have been discovered
in the Water Conservation Act are such
as might naturally be expected to be dis ..
covered in a measure of that character.
Moreover, it is no new thing for Acts passed
in one session to be amended in the next;
and I can recall instances in which a Government have actually asked that a measure
passed at their instance should be repealed
by the same Parliament. Under the circumstances, I do not think that any charge
should have been made against the Government because it has been found necessary
to amend the Water Conservation Act;
but, as that has been done, the House should
consider what the honorable gentleman who
prefers the charge did towards the conservation of water while he was in office. The
fact that the country suffers from drought
is not a new one-it has been known for
many years-and yet the honorable member
for Geelong, who was in office for a considerable time, and had facilities for dealing
with the question which very few gentlemen occupying a similar position have possessed, did absolutely nothing to deal with
it, although it is a matter which I hold to
be second in importance to none that can
engage the attention of Parliament. It
therefore comes with very bad grace from
the honorable member to charge the Government with not having dealt with this diffi-'
cult question in a thoroughly effective
manner. In my opinion, the Government
deserve the thanks of the country for having
endeavoured to deal with it, and the honorable member, having done nothing whatever
in this direction when he was in office, is to
a great extent precluded from blaming them.'
The Government have passed a measure
which has some defects undoubtedly, but, at
all events, it proves that they have earnestly
tried to grapple with a great and crying
evil.
Mr. McCOLL.-What have they done?
Mr. W ALKER.-They have passed a
Water Conservation Act. I admit that it
has some defects, but, when those defects
are remedied, the measure will probably to
a large extent ameliorate the condition of
the country. It is evident that the two
O'reat national industries of Victoria are
, ~lining and agriculture. They may be said
to be natural and indigenous to the country;
and, while I bold that it is desirable to encourage inuustries which are not altogether
natural to the country, if ·that can be done
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. in a reasonable manner, it is certainly much
more desirable to foster those industries
which are natural to the country. It is
therefore perfectly amazing to me that the
question of water supply has been so long
neglected; and I suppose that it is owing to
the fact of it being a cooling question rather
than a burning one. Whatever defects there
may be in the Water Conservation Act, I
maintain that the Government are entitled
to the thanks of the country for having endeavoured to deal with the evil which the
measure is intended to remedy. The House
knows what the honorable member for Geelong and his colleagues did in regard to
water supply. They dismissed the only man
capable of dealing with the question, and
left the country altogether powerless in the
matter. That is a thing which ought not to
be forgotten. With reference to the question
of railway mismanagement, I must say that
I think the country has been going a little
too fast in the construction of new railways.
We have been making lines much faster
than we can equip them. When the Railway Bill comes before us, it will be matter
for consideration whether it is wise to continue to pass measures authorizing new lines
while the Government are not in a position
to supply sufficient rolling-stock for those
already in existence. The charge of neglect in the matter of rolling-stock is
not one that applies particularly to the
present Ministry. It is one which will lie
more fairly against preceding Governments
than against the present one. The honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) was very severe on the Minister of
Railways in regard to the way in which the
traffic is mismanaged at holiday times,
and because people have to travel in cattle
trucks on those occasions. During the past
20 y.~ars I have been accustomed to see
p~ople travel in cattle trucks at holiday
~ir:nes-I remember that to one of the Werribee encampments that was the general
mode of conveyance -and if this House is
going to sanction the purchase of sufficient
rolling-stock to provide first,and second class
carriages for everybody who travels by railway at those times, a large quantity of the
rolling-stock' will be idle during the greater
portion of the year, and the investment will
be a very unprofitable one for the country.
A great deal has been said about Mr. Elsdon
-a gentleman who, as the late Engineerin-Chief, was a highly honorable, honest,
and trusted public servant. Never was an
a ppointment received with greater unanimity
by the country and by Parliament than that
Mr. Walker.
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of Mr. Elsdon as Engineer-in-Chief. As
far as I know, no complaint whatever was
made against him until very recently; and
if his retirement has been involuntary-if it
is the result of any such pressure as has
been hinted at to-llight-I very much regret
that any action of the kind has been taken.
Charges have been levelled against him in a
very unfair and cowardly manner. He has
been charged with being responsible in some
way for the lamentable accident which occurred at Jolimont. I believe that the late
Engineer-in-Chief wrote a report upon the
cause of that accident, and I hope that the
Minister of Rail ways will take an opportunity of laying that report on the table of
the House-if he does not, I shall move for
its production-so that honorable members
may have Mr. Elsdon's views on the matter
placed before them. Though I have not
seen the report, I feel sure that it will to a
great extent clear up what 11as been stated
in the House with reference to Mr. Elsdon
in connexion with that catastrophe. To
show the reckless way in which charges
have been made against him, it is onlynecessary to refer to the assertion made last night
by the honorable member for Stawell, that
Mr. Elsdon is chairman of some coal company who are getting immense advantages
from certain contracts which they have with
the Government. To-day I casually met
a constituent of mine acquainted with the
facts of the case, and he informed me that
the whole of the directors of that company,
of course including the chairman, reside in
New South Wales-that the company never
had any directory or management in this
colony-that Mr. Elsdon might be a shareholder, but that beyond being a shareholder
he had no interest in the company, being
neither the chairman nor a director. The
honorable member for Castlemaine has also
been very severe on the Government for the
retirement of Mr. Elsdon; but it is only
fair to ask what Government it was that
dismissed Mr. Elsdon's predecessor, the
late Mr. Higinbotham, who was acknowledged to be an able man? It scarcely
comes with good grace from the honorable
member for Castlemaine to comment on
Mr. Elsdon's retirement as he has done,
when he himself was a party to the retirement of a gentleman equally capable and
equally trusted, and who occupied a higher
position in his profession than perhaps any
man in the country. With respect to the
treatment of deputations by the Minister of
Railways, I can only say, from the little
experience I ha vo h~d of tq.e 40!l0r~ql!)
.
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gentleman, that I have always been treated
by him with courtesy and friendliness; but
from the reports of the interviews which
some other deputations have had with the
Minister-some of them introduced by honorable members friendly to the Government
- I have no hesitation in saying that the
treatment meted out to them was not
exactly what it ought to have been. Indeed,
I might use a stronger term. Members who
introduce deputations often do so at considerable personal inconvenience to themselves, and they are as much entitled to
courtesy from the Minister as he is entitled
to courtesy from them. It is all very well
for a man to earn the title of "a rough
diamond," but it would be a great deal
better if he earned the title of "a polished
diamond." I hope that in future we will
hear no complaints as to the way in which
deputations are treated by the Minister of
Railways.
In regard to the question of
brakes, any business man can see that the
great want on the railways is a brake which
will enable the trains to be pulled up more
suddenly and quickly than at present. If
the honorable member for Stawell's brake is
found to be equal to any other, by all means
let it be adopted. It ought to have a fair trial,
and I suppose that the honorable member for
Stawell does not ask that any favour shall
be shown him. It would be an honour to
this colony and to Australia generally to
have a brake produced in this remote part
of the world which could be shown to be
superior to any other brake that has been
invented. It has been stated that there is
a disposition to increase the number of
employes in the Government workshops at
Williamstown. I think that the fewer
employes the Government have the better.
It is certainly desirable that as much of the
railway work as possible should be let by
contract, because it is utterly impossible for
a Government to get the same amount of
work out of their employes that·a private
firm can obtain. I hold that, on the ground
of economy alone, it is unwise to continue
to increase the Government workshops and
the number of employes therein; and another
objection to doing so is that it brings the
Government into competition with contractors, which it is not desirable to do more than
cannot possibly be prevented. I therefore
hope that the policy of the Government will
be rather to decrease the number of their
employes than to increase them. In regard
to the motion for an address in reply to the
Governor's speech,and the amendment which
~q.s be~p. ~~ve~ b! the pO~9ra ble member
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for Geelong, I desire to say that there is
one thing which the Government specially
deserve thanks for, and that is for endeavouring-it will not be their fault if the end is.
not accomplished-to give this House an
opportunity of sanctioning the expenditure
of the ·country before that expenditure is
incurred. In the various discussions which
took place on the question of the reform of
the Constitution, there was nothing that
honorable members now sitting on the
opposition side of the House talked more
about than the necessity for the Assembly
to have the control of the public purse.
What control has the House had over the
public expenditure in years past when, time
after time, the money has been spent before
honorable members had an opportunity of
discussing the Estimates? The Government are now endeavouring to bring things
back to the right channel-to get the annual
Estimates sanctioned before the expenditure
is incurred. This is really giving back to
Parliament the power which properly belongs
to it, and which no Government have any
right to take out of its hands. As I statecl
at the outset, we ought to compare the
present Government with the Government
that would supplant it if the amendment
were carried. There is one matter to which
I will call the attention of the House.
During the time that the honorable member
for Geelong held the reins of power, positions
which are filled by Government in connexioll
with the Harbour Trust fell vacant, and one
of the previous Government's nominees was
lVIr. Lorimer, a member of the Upper House.
He had devoted his talents and a great deal
of time to the performance of his uuties as
a member of the trust, and he was admitted by his fellow commissioners to be
one of the best possible men for the position.
But when the vacancies occurred what did
the Berry Government do? They threw
over the gentlemen whose term of office had
expired, simply because it was surmised
that those gentlemen were opposed to them
in politics. That Government, in fact, regarded the patronage which fell into their
hands as if it were placed there to be used
for the purpose of rewarding their friends
and punishing their enemies, and not for the
benefit of the country. What did the
present Government do undcr similar circumstances? When vacancies which had
to be filled up by the Ministry again occurred in the trust, they re-appointed three
gentlemen who were originally the nominees
of the honorable member for Geelong,
namely, the honorable member for Emerald
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Hill (Mr. Nimmo) and two gentlemen who
are not members of this House. The conduct of the present Ministry in this respect
contrasts most favorably with that of the
honorable member for Geelong and his colleagues.
.
Mr. McOOLL.-The Premier and the
Chief Secretary were colleagues of the honorable member for Geelong at the time.
Mr. VV ALKER,-But they have now
given us nearly twelve months' evidence
that they are not of the same mind as the
honorable member for Geelong in such
matters, and do not believe in adopting a
similar course of conduct. There is all the
difference in the world between keeping a
Government in office who have done their
work fairly well, and putting another Government in in the hope that they will do
their work fairly well. One subject which
l~as been referred to is the abolition of pensions for civil servants. I hold that it was
a mistake to pass the Abolition of Pensions
Bill without making some provision to take
the place of the present system of pensions.
I think it is the duty of the Government to
introduce, as soon as possible, a compulsory
assumnce Bill-a measure compelling every
civil servant, whether he likes to do so or not,
to contribute a certain amount of his income
to an assurance fund for the purpose of granting the members of the service an allowance
when they retire, 01' compensating them in
case of accident. Such a system is in
operation in the police force, and surely, if
it can be applied to poorly-paid men like
police constables, it can be extended to the
whole civil service. The Government would
confer a great benefit on the community by
getting legislation passed in this direction,
because, although persons now entering the
civil service are not entitled by law to pensions or retiring allowances when they leave
the civil service, we know that political'
influence wm be brought to bear whenever .
it 'can be to get StullS of money placed on .
the Estimates for retired civil servants, or
for the widows and families of deceased
officers. With respect to the Wallis case,
I cannot understand how the Minister of .
Agriculture, whose straightforwardness and .
honesty. are proverbial, allowed himself to
fall into the false position which he occupies
in this matter. If every civil sorvant who
is tried 'by a board is to be dismisRed, whateyer the report of the boanl may b(\ we may
bid farewell to u11 efficiency in the son"ico.
Tho 11Ononi ble member for Geelong was
perfectly correct whon 11e said that, if he
had done what t.he Minister. of Agriculture'
I
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did, he would have been denounced by every
conservative newspaper in the country. No
doubt the Minister of Agriculture had good
grounds for dismissing Mr. Wallis. If
that gentleman had given me the impertinence which he appears to have given the
Minister, I would have had no hesitation in
dismissing him; but that is not the point.
The Minister chose his own mode of dealing
with him. He appointed a board to investigate the case, and the report of the board
practically exonerated Mr. Wallis; but,
nevertheless, the Minister dispensed with
his services. If that is to be the course
adopted in similar cases, a system will be
established whereby a Minister who appoints
a hoard to inquire into the conduct of a
civil servant will practically say to him"Heads I win, and tails you lose." I
regret very much that the dismissal of Mr.
Wallis came about in the way it did, but it
was quite justifiable on other grounds.
Reference is made in the Governor's speech
to a proposed amendment of the Electoral
Act. No doubt Parliament should, as far
as possible, be a reflex of the opinions of
the people, and to that end it is desirable
thai minorities should be as small as possible.
I am therefore of opinion that tIle only
satisfactory amendment of the Electoral
Act· will be the constitution of single
electorates. Under the present system,
the minority in one electorate is in some
cases double the majority in other districts.
For instance, in Richmond there may be
2,000 electors totally unrepresented, while
in Portland, Belfast, and other small constituencies one-fourth of that number of
persons send a representative to Parliament.
The representation of minorities is, I think,
the true solution of the anomalies in our
existing electoral system, but public opinion
does not yet appear to be ripe for the representation of minorities; and, therefore, as
I have already said, any alteration about to
be made must be in the direction of single
electorates. I now come to the question,
raised by the amendment of the honorable
member for Geelong, in regard to the ordering
of water pipes and railway carriages from
England. I have listened attentively to
what has been said on both sides, and it
appears to me to be established beyond
doubt that, if an order for imported pipes
had not been given, we could not have that
increase in our water supply next summer
y,hich will then absolutely bo l'cquiretl.
'\VhetJlCl' the popuhtion of the colony is at
a stand-still or not, there never was so much
building going on in Melbourne and the
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suburbs as there has been lately, and the imposed taxation on the people without the
number of applications for the extension of sanction of Parliament. What right has any
water mains is unprecedented. If the Go- Minister to interfere with the functions of
vernment had put Melbourne and the suburbs Parliament? If a Minister can, by his own
in the position of having no means of ob- action, tax the people to the extent of
taining an increased supply of water, the £18,000, as the honorable member for
result would be a dreadful calamity next Oastlemaine did, he can tax them to the
summer. I consider that the present, or extent of £80,000. If we once admit that
any other Government that might have been a Minister can do anything of the kind, we
in office, would have acted criminally if they admit a most dangerous doctrine and give
had not made proper arrangements for the up the chief power which we hold in conextension of the Yan Yean water supply nexion with taxation. Of course it may be
next summer. A report was furnished to said that it would be perfectly safe for us to
the Minister of Water Supply by Mr. David- do so while the Government in power are
son, the superintending engineer, on the friends of the people; but suppose that an
27th February last, as to the pipes required enemy of the people should happen to be in
for the extension, and, at the earliest possible power, what then? Is he to be permitted
moment after the report was received, ten- to tax the people in any way he likes? The
ders for the pipes were called for. The local thing is so outrageous that it cannot be aptenderers admitted that they could not sup- proved of by any honorable member. We
ply the pipes within the time required. The know that a great many of the local factime they specified for the delivery of the tories are in the hands of rampant freefirst batch was August next, and the traders. The factories for the production of
engineer in an official report states that, boots, shoes, and other articles of clothing
even if the contract had been given to are almost entirely in the hands of freethem, and they had kept to the time stated traders-the softgoods warehousemen of
-which is very doubtful-the pipes could Flinders-lane. If the doctrine I havc alluded
not be laid before April next, which will be to is admitted-if a Minister is to be allowed
at the end of the summer. The Minister, to give something over and above what Partherefore, had no alternative, if he did his liament has sanctioned in the way of duty
duty to the large number of people living or bonus to local manufacturers-where is
in Melbourne and its suburbs-one-third of the thing to end? We will have Messrs.
the whole population of the colony-but to Stevenson and Sons and other softgoods
take the necessary steps to get the pi pes firms getting a large amount or the public
from England. There is another important money in the same way that it has been
question involved in this matter. There is argued that public money ought to have been
a customs duty of 40s. per ton on imported given to the local tenderers for water pipes.
pipes. I do not know whether the honorable Those honorable members who want these
member for Geelong and his former col- pipes to be manufactured here must see
leagues, in the alterations which they that the only way in which that end can be
made in the Tariff, imposed duties in a legitimately promoted at the public expense
haphazard fashion, or whether they made is by Parliament increasing the duty on imdue inquiries to ascertain what amount ported pipes or offering a bonus to local
of duty was needful to achieve the end they manufacturers. But no Minister has the
desired. What was the object of putting right to do anything of the kind without
this duty on water pipes? No doubt it was the sanction of Parliament. It may be
"to facilitate the manufacture of such pipes said that the policy of the country finds
in the colony; and, if the honorable member expression in various ways, but it can only
for Geelong found that 40s. per ton was be lawfully given effect to by Parliament.
not sufficient to accomplish that object, he " If we were to admit that the dictum of a
should, if he wanted to have water pipes public meeting, for instance, should be acted
made nere, have got the duty increased or upon by the Government, we would accept a
offered a bonus to put local makers on equal very dangerous doctrine. A large and enterms with tenderers for imported pipes. thusiastic public meeting might bo got up
The honorable member's amendment also against the Education Act, but ought the
involves another very important question) Government to aceept un expression of
namely, the right of a Minister to tax the opinion by such a moeting as the policy oE
people or the country. That is the functjon the country and give effect to it accordingly?
of Parliament; and yet we are told t.hat Certainly not. There is a right and a wrong
"a Minister, of his own will, should have way of doing everything. The honorable
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member for Geelong and other honorable
members have done :m injustice to the Government in making the charges which they
have preferred against them in connexion
with the pipe bnsiness. If the honorable
member and his late colleagues wanted
greater encouragement to be given to the
colonial manufacturer, they should have
taken the necessary steps for that purpose
when they were in office. They have no right
to censure the Government when they themselves are the only persons to blame. However, I mnst say that there has been a tone
of moderation apparent in the speeches of
the honorable member for Geelong, the
honorable member for Castlemaine, and the
honorable member for Ballarat Weat (Major
Smith). Theil' whole cry has been for
molieration. vVe have been told by the
honorable member for Castlemaine that the
honorable member for Geelong wonld be
found to be a very moderate man if we only
really knew him. No doubt this doctrine
of moderation is a very taking one, especially
when it is snpplemented by hints to twothirds of the members of the House that
they are rising men, and that they cannot
possibly be kept out of office when a change
of Government takes place. It is all very
well to go in for moderation at the present
time when public feeling is in favour of it,
but when public feeling was not in favour of
moderation we had very different doctrines
from honorable gentlemen who now occupy
the front opposition bench. So lately as
eight or nine days ago, a speech was made
at Sandhurst by the honorable member for
Geelong, from which I will read one or two
extracts. The honorable member said"It was the duty of every man to say to himself-' Do I belong to the party of progress or
the party of obstruction ?'"
Surely the honorable member had no intention to ally himself with the party of
obstruction when he uttered these words.
After calling the party sitting in the corner
or the chamber where 1 sit, of which the
honorable member for Warrnambool is the
leader, the party of obstruction, surely it is
not possible that, within two or three days
afterwards, he could contemplate allying
himself with that party. The honorable
member went on to say"Theil' opponents, the conservatives, had
shown their hostility to the people and the
members who representen them, and had descended to measures which were hitherto unknown in political life."
Surely, with a knowledge of this, the honorable gentleman could not contemplate any
alliance with that party. It is scarcely
Mr. Wallier.
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possible to believe he could. The honorable
member also spoke of· two parties, the
liberals and the conservatives. He said"The liberal party were working to maintain
their great principles, while the conservatives
wellt ill for self-interest, which constantly kept
them on the alert."
This may be true or it may not be; but, I
ask, is it right for the honorable gentleman
to speak in this way of a large body of men,
including their leader, and then, within a
few days after, if rurnour is correct, seek to
ally himself with them? What is the use
of an honorable member coming here and
talking about moderation a few days after
going to the country and speaking in the
very oppqsite way? Is that honest? We want
moderation all through. It is the want of
moderation in the honorable member's past
career which prevents him coming back to
the Treasury bench. Whenever we can fairly
trust the honorable gcmtleman's moderation
we may listen to him, but I for one cannot
trust him. There are,. no doubt, great
defects in the present Government. They
were got· together under great difficulties ;
in fact, it would scarcely have been possible
for any other man to surmount the difficulties which the Premier had to encounter in
forming his Government.
The area of
selection open to the Premier was narrowed,
and, under the circumstances, he did fairly
well in forming the Ministry he did. With
all their defects, they have carried on the
government of the country so far fairly satisfactorily; but I must say that I do not care
for the whole of the programme contained in
the Governor's speech. I hope that the
Government will see their way to modify
some of their proposals. For instance, their
proposition in regard to the management of
the railways is utterly contrary to what the
party sitting on this (the Ministerial) side of
the House have advocated for sometime past.
I am astonished that they should bring down
such a proposition. A portion of the policy of
the Service Government was the appointment
of a non-political board to manage the railways, and therefore I am surprised at the
want of tact and judgment shown by the present Ministt·y in seeking to commit the House
to the very opposite course. The great evil of
the Rail way department is political patronage
and political influence. Another evil is that
no sooner does a Minister of Rail ways
become fairly acquainted with his duties
than he is turned out of office. What is
wanted for the management of the railways
is a permanent board that cannot be turned
out. Although I cannot fully endorse some

Mr. Berry's Amendment.
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of the proposals of the Government, I
repeat that, on the whole, the Government
have carried on the business of the country
fairly and honestly. I would be glad to see
the Minister of Railways clear himself
entirely and thoroughly from the charge which
has been brought against him to-night.
To my mind, the lamentable thing in connexion with that charge is that neither the
honorable gentleman nor his colleagues can
see anything in it. In my opinion, a proper
delicacy of feeling would prevent any
Minister of the Orown from having anything
to do with any public contract, and I am
sorry that the Minister of Railways does not
look at the matter in the same light. At
the same time, there is not a_ tittle of
evidence of any dishonesty on his part, or on
the part of his colleagues, or that of any
relative of hi:;. But if we admit the doctrine
that a Minister.administering such a department as the Railway department is to be
allowed to dabble in sub-contracts with
contractors, a door will be opened to immense
evils. I hope that the Ministry will take the
earliest opportunity of undoing, as far as they
possibly can, any evil effects likely to arise
from the honorable gentleman's ill-judged
but innocent action. In conclusion, I will
say that while the Government continue to
administer the affairs of the country with
honesty and judgment, and introduce
measures that I can approve of, I will
give them my support. I think, when
there is a deliberate attempt to displace
them, we are justified in asking-Has
the country asked for any such change?
The ouly evidence which we can judge by is
that there have been about twelve elections
during the last twelve months, and every
one of those elections has gone against the
honorable member for Geelong. Even in his
own district, where he might be expected to
be most powerful, it was sufficient for any
candidate to avow himself an out-and-out
supporter of the honorable member to have
himself placed at the bottom of the poll.
Therefore, I say the country is certainly not
asking for a change at present, and, moreover, I submit that we would not be justified,
while the affairs of the country are carried on
with ordinary judgment and honesty, in displacing the Government at the present
time. I think in regard to them, as in regard to other matters, we may say that it is
better for us to" Bear those ills we have
Than fly to others that we know not of."

Mr. WRIXON.-Sir, I desire to express
as briefly as Ican the reasons which induce me
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to vote against the amendment of the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), and
also to explain the views I hold with regard to
certain topics mentioned in the Governor's
speech. It would be almost impossible for
anyone to deal with all the topics included
in that speech, because the Ministry in
preparing it seem to have proceeded on the
principle of leaving nothing out. I scarcely
know any subjectof legislation to which they
could make reference that is not comprised
in the Ministerial programme. Some 23 or
24 measures, many of them of capital importance, are referred to, and I doubt whether
it would be possible for this or any other
legislative body to deal with half the subjects mentioned in one session. There is
consequently a certain air of unreality about
the programme, and I for one, in addressing
myself to it, do not mean to do more than
glance at a few of the questions alluded
to. In the first place, I will say a word
about the matter to which the honorable
member for Boroondara (whom I must congratulate on his clear and lucid speech) last
made reference, namely, the question of railway management. The Government promise us a Bill to improve the railway management, and certainly not at all too soon.
I believe the conviction has been forced upon
every member of the community that the
present system cannot go on much longer.
When we take into consideration, not merely
the vast amount of property involved, but
the risk to human life and public convenience, it is really a marvel that the community has put up so long with the mismanagement of the railways. I believe they
will not be able to do so much longer, because the evils of this department, unlike
those of some others, are forced upon the
public attention by accidents occurring in
which persons lose their lives or have their
limbs broken. The Legislature therefore will
before long be compelled to deal with the
question of railway management and to entirely alter the present system. Parliament
has taken pains to secure that the control
of even such a comparatively small revenue
as that of the Harbour Trust should be
placed in the hands of a carefully-selected
body, which is supposed to be composed of
the most competent and experienced men ;
yet at the same time we have allowed 0\11'
railroads, involving twenty or thirty times
the amount of material value, besides the
further consideration of human life and
public convenience, to be managed in a most
nonsensical and haphazard manner. This is
not the fault of the present or any particular

166

Governor's Speech.

[ ASSEMBLY.]

Address in Reply.

lVlinistry, but of the system, which wants thepositionof the Oounty Oourtjudges more
altering. As to the proposecl remedy, secure, and I will give that proposition my
the Government scheme is not before the best support. The County Courts here are
Hous0, but if it is what we have heard . the courts of the poorer classes, and it is
bruited and suggested in the press as the most important that they should administer
intended reform-namely, the creation of a cheap,· effective, and good law, because the
board of three Members of Parliament-I suitors cannot, as a rule, afford to appeal,
can safely say that of all possible plans of and must generally take the decision of the
railway management that would be the judge as final. It is, therefore, of the last
worst. It would intensify all the evils of importance to have as County Court judges
which we now complain, and would make good lawyers and men well fitted for their
political patronage more dangerous than duties; and I think the Government are
ever. My name has been suggested as one perfectly right to strengthen their position
of the proposed "junior lords," but anxious and to provide them with some equivalent
as I am, of course, for preferment., I must for the pension which was too hurriedly
confess that I would not at all like to be withdrawn last session. I must say that the
one of those "junior lords," having the statement in the speech that a Bill has
disposal of the enormous patronage of the been prepared on the subject of civil service
Railway department, just on the eve of an reform took me slightly by surprise, as I had
important general election. The lives of been making inquiries, shortly before the
private members on such an occasion are a session opened, with a view to the appoint.
perfect luxury compared with the life which ment of a select committee for the purpose
one of those "junior lords" would lead of dealing with the subject, and, as far as I
under such circumstances. As I have said, could ascertain, the Government did not at
the suggested reform would simply intensify that time propose to bring forward any legis.
and bring to a focus all those evils of lation on the question this session.
Mr. FRANOIS.-There are three Civil
patronage which have proved so dangerous,
and in fact utterly fatal to our present Service Bills in the office.
Mr. WRIXON.-Even if the Governsystem of rail way management. We could
not have stronger evidence on this subject ment have a Bill ready on the subject, I
than the statement of the honorable member think they may fairly delay introducing it
for Stawell yesterday evening, following a until the committee for which I intend to
similar declaration by the honorable member ask, and which I hope the House will grant,
for Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson), that our considers the whole subject of civil service
railways cannot succeed or be well managed reform. Many important questions in conuntil they are cut loose from political nexion with the civil service have been raised
patronage altogether. I believe that even of late years which it will be necessary for
an independent board-not a political board the Legislature to consider, if we are to deal
-though it would be an improvement on comprehensively with the subject. The whole
the present system, would be a failure, and question of political patronage, for instance,
that there is no way of dealing with the rail- will have to be gone into, and I hope, thereways of the country except by leasing the fore, before the Government bring forward
different systems-such as the Northern, their measure, they will await the report of
Southern, &c.-to different companies, re- the committee which I have asked to be
serving large powers of controlling matters appointed. In connexion with the civil
of policy. I am quite aware of the difficulties service, I must say a word about the case of
connected with that proposal, but I ·believe Mr. Wallis. This case is not a mere personal
it will yet be found the only solution of the matter, but it involves a very importantprin.
question, because any board that may be ciple, because I unhesitatingly say that if
constituted will either be irresponsible alto- the action of the Government with regard
gether, or else will be so weak as to be to Mr. Wallis be sustained and supported,
utterly useless, and unable to cope with the and regarded as a precedent, the indepenpatronage difficulty. The premature dis- dence and the position of the civil servants
will be more compromised by that act than
~mssion we have had this evening about the
gravel matter and Mr. Elsdon only con- by the conduct of any previous Government.
firms the argument for the necessity of The dismissal of Mr. Wallis was not a case
some change in the management of the rail. of mere political exigency such as Black
ways. With several of the proposals made Wednesday was said to be, but was a dein the speech I quite concur. I cordially agree, liberate course taken by the Government in
for example, that it is desirable to render defiance of the principles of the Oivil Service
Mr. Wrixon.
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Act. What was Mr. Wallis' position?
He w~s appointed inspector under the Vine
Diseases Eradication Act, and in that
position he was a sort of trustee, not
merely for the public funds of this colony,
but for the public funds of New South
Wales and South Australia, which were
to contribute to the compensation to be
paid to the owners of vineyards that might
be destroyed. Now the law provides that,
where vineyards are destroyed under the
Act, compensation may be made not exceeding the value of three years' crop, and
an understanding was arrived at by the
Government of which the honorable member for Geelong was the head that, when
one year's grapes were allowed to be taken
off before the vineyard was destroyed, that
crop should count as compensation for one
year, and therefore only two years' further
compensation would be paid.
Mr. LEVIEN.-An understanding with
whom?
Mr. WRIXON.-It was an understanding which the board of inquiry found was
arrived at; no one can get away from that.
And surely no more equitable arrangement
could be made than that, when the law says
the compensation paid shall not exceed three
years' crops, if the vigneron is allowed to
gather one year's crop, it is sufficient to
give him the other two years' in cash.
Nothing could be more proper, and what public servant would be worth his salt who did
not endeavour to defend such an arrangement, which had been, moreover, unquestionably sanctioned by the head of his department at the time? Mr. Wallis, whom
I have not the pleasure of knowing beyond
a mere nodding acquaintance-I am told
that he has an unpopular manner, but I
really do nJt care whether he is unpopular
or not-endeavoured to stand up for this
arrangement against those who claimed not
only the year's crop but the year's payment.
The Minister of Agriculture, however, received a deputation from the owne:r:s of
vineyards, and, in the absence of Mr.
Wallis, who had not been asked to be present, he heard the whole of the case. of
these gentlemen against him. Suddenly,
in the middle of the interview, he called
. him in, and when the officer would naturally
be confused and excited, and perhaps a little
indignant at these complaints being heard
behind his back, he made some statement
to the Minister the accuracy of which the
Minister questioned. I maintain that in
such a position it was the clear duty of any
l\1i.nister of the Crown, instead of attaching
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~he importance the Minister of Agriculture
did to the confused statement of Mr. Wallis
-instead of suspending him, circulating
charges against him, and singling him out
for a board-to stand by a public servant
who, whatever his manner or his faults, was
unquestionably in that transaction endeavouring to protect the public revenue. For,
if the public servant only considered his own
ease and safety, he would say to the deputation of vignerons, introduced, I believe,
by a Member of Parliament-" Gentlemen,
you may have three years' compensation,
six years', or any number you like if the
Minister will give it to you; it is nothing
to me." That is the course a negligent
servant would take, but when Mr. Wallis
took a different course, and endeavoured to
protect the revenue,risking his popularity and
even, as it turned out, his official existence,
I contend that any Minister ought to have
stood by that public servant to the last,
and vindicated him from the attacks of
those who were seeking, of course, to get as
much as they could out of the public purse.
Therefore the Minister ought not to have
subjected him to a board; there was
nothing so serious as to call for a board.
A board, however, was appointed, and the
charges were formulated. I care nothing
about these charges of which we have since
heard-about Mr. Wallis being absent from
the office, &c. It is not just or reasonable
to mention them when the Minister did not
think them of sufficient importance to lay
before the board. I go by the charges
which were the real subject of the accusation; and what was the result?
Mr.
Wallis was acquitted by the board. One
and all, they agreed in saying he was innocent of the charges brought against him,
and they vindicated his endeavour to protect the public revenue, and reflected on the
want of caution of the Minister in not
more fully inquiring into the matter before
condemning him. I do not hold that the
Government ought to be bound by the decision of any board, but, if they intend to
override the decision of a board, they should
do it openly. They should say-" We do
not believe in the decision; it is wrong,"
and take the responsibility of overruling
it. But the Government did not do that
in this case. They indirectly dismissed
Mr. Wallis, but at the same time they did not
take upon themselves to say that the finding
of the board was untrue. I can only say
that, unless such a precedent be loudly and
strongly protested against by this House,
I think it will tend to teach all public
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servants two lessons which they will be slow
to forget, first, that they should not be too
ready to risk their popularity in defence of
the revenue, and, secondly, that there is no
real protection for them in a board of inquiry. I therefore, for one, protest as
strongly as I cun against the action taken
by the Government in this matter, and I
believe that if that action had been taken by
another Government less in fayour with the
classes to which we all lean, we would have
heard a loud outcry about it. I wish now
to say a word about a matter which I mentioned earlier in the evening, namely, the
conduct of the Government with regard to
the Education Commission. It must be
understood that I and other gentlemen who
objected to this commission never objected
to the appointment of a commission of inquiry into the working of the Education
Act. Our objection wus simply to referring
to that commis5ion a question of public
policy, namely, whether certain of our fellow
subjects have a grievance. It has been
repeatedly represented outside that we object to inquiry. Nothing of the kind. We
have always been anxious to have all abuses
exposed, and we have, time after time, objected to that political patronage only a
small portion of which the commission is
bringing to light. We have ourselves
brought forward numerous cases in which
the political Minister has acted wrongly, and
therefore we did not object to an inquiry as
to the working of the Act, but, as I have
said, to referring a question of public policy
to a commission. What I wish now to say
is that, if we want any good to come out of
the inquiry, matters ought to proceed in a
somewhat more business-like way with the
commission than they have been doing.
The Premier said that some of these commissions last several years. I deny that
there is any necessity for this commission to
take several years, and, if it does, its recommendations will simply lose the effect of
doing any good which they might otherwise
accomplish. It will also keep open all that
time this sore-this social controversyabout the religious difficulty which has led
to the inquiry, and on which, of course, the
commission will not give its verdict until
the very last. The Government who issued
the commission are to a great extent responsible for its proceedings. Although
the commission has been issued, the Government can still direct its proceedings, and
they can, if they like, advise the Governor
to instrnct the commission to report within
a certain time. It will not do for the
Mr. Wrixon.
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Government to sit by with folded arms, and
allow the commission to go on for any
length of time, sitting once or twice a week
and conducting its inquiries in a perfunctory
manner. The Government, I repeat, are
responsible for the carriage of the proceedings, and, though we want a full inquiry, I
think we should have a tolerably prompt
report submitted to the House and the
country.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I merely mentioned that an English commission had
taken several years.
Mr. WRIXON.-At all events, if there
is any prospect of this commission occupying such a time, I think the Government should bestir themselves and hasten
its proceedings. At this late hour I cannot,
as I intended, enter into the financial policy
which the Gov.ernment seem to be adopting.
I .will only say, with regard to it, that they
do not seem to realize the fact that in this
country prosperity and its reverse are always
alternating-that at one time we are on the
top of the wave of prosperity, and shortly
afterwards, so surely as we get to the top, we
begin to come down. The Government do
not seem to realize that because we have been
prosperous latterly, and the revenue has
been flowing in, they should for that very
reason be watching their sails, and, perhaps,
even shortening sail, to prepare for depression when it comes.
Mr. BENT.-:-That is what we are doing.
Mr. WRIXON.-I am afraid I cannot
agree with the Minister of Railways in the
face of not merely the general expenditure,
but of the proposal to give up £50,000 a
year of the postal revenue by introducing
the penny postage-£50,000 of a tax of
which no one complains and which falls
almost entirely on the better-off classesand with a mere fanciful prospect of the
revenue recovering itself. The arguments
about the revenue recouping itself by the
great incruase in the number of letters
would be all very well in a community of
30,000,000 or 40,000,000 people, where a
momentary loss can be incurred with the prospect of an ultimate return, but they do not
apply to a population of only 800,000 or
900,000, a very small proportion of whom
-almost solely the business communityare a letter-writing class. I say, therefore,
it is a serious proposal which the Government sketch out to give up £50,000 a year
by substituting for the twopenny postagewhich, after all, is only about equal to the
English penny if we consider the additional
expense of doing the work here-a penny

. ."4/1'. Berry'8 Amendment.

[MAY

postage, for which no class of the community have asked. That is one reason why I
think we ought to warn the Government to
husband their resources rather than expend
them. As to the amendment of the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), it
is, as we know, a no-confidence amendment.
I have always maintained-and I acted on
the opinion on two remarkable occasions
last year-that in a vote of want of confidence there are two questions to be considered. The first certainly is whether you
have confidence in the Ministry in office ;
but there is a second, which is just as important, namely, whether you have greater
confiuence in what is proposed to succeed
them. I deny that, as was suggested last
year, when a vote of want of confidence is
proposed you have only to consider whether
or not you like the Ministry, and that you
are bound, if you do not like them, to vote
against them, no matter who moves the
proposition, or what is the prospect ahead.
I maintain that, before you give a vote on a
want of confidence motion, you have to consider, not merely whether you are thoroughly
satisfied with the Government that is in,
but also whether you are satisfied with the
prospect of wha t is to come after them. I do
not profess to have any great amount of confidence in the present Government. I voted
against the Premier forming that Government, and I sit in opposition to him. That
is quite consistent with my being willing to
give him fair playas long as his Government lasts; still I disclaim having any
amount of confidence in his Ministry. But
am I therefore to vote for the motion of any
one to turn him out? I say " No," because
I am not prepared to now hand over the
government to the honorable member for
Geelong. I must be satisfied as to what
sort of a Government he is going to form
before I can be ready to vote to put out the
present Ministry.
Mr. JAMES.-You don't know who
their successors may be.
Mr. WRlXON.-That is exactly what I
say. I know nothing about what is to
come, except that the honorable member for
Geelong is to form a Government if this
amendment is' carried, and I am not prepared to hand over the Government simply
to the honorable member for Geelong. We
have heard something about coalitions, and,
although coalitions are often objectionable,
I do not hesitate to say that I shall be glad
to see a coalition of a proper kind brought
about. But, when I say that, I must be allowed
to explain what I mean. I think that in '
SES. 1882.-~
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this country, for some time past, every intelligent man has had a right to complain
of the way in which politics have been going
on. We have had on the one side liberalism
rapidly degenerating into a mere class cry.
In the hands of some of the late Ministers,
liberalism was really being converted into
a cry of the worse-off against the better-off.
Whereas, in England you find, on the one
hand, men who are almost penniless ardent
and intelligent conservatives, and, on the
other hand, millionaires loud and zealous .
liberals, with us it has been gradually
coming to be a mere question of the class
who are not supposed to have much being
pitted and arrayed against those who are
supposed to have more. I say that that
class division which is becoming a marked
characteristic of liberalism is a characteristic
fatal to its real success in this community,
and is dangerous to the peace of the country,
and therefore I condemn it. On the other
hand, we have had the conservative, or
constitutional, party always .struggling
along, endeavouring to carryon their
shoulders the Upper House-I speak, of
course, of the unreformed Upper Houseand having many of their views, in which I
thoroughly concurred, confounded by being
identified with mere class privilege. I have
always firmly held that that class institution
of the Upper House has been hitherto the
great curse of our politics-the curse of the
party of liberalism by giving them a subject
to jump upon and attack, and the curse of
the other party because of their having to
bear on their shoulders a class Chamber,
which was no earthly protection to them
against any of the evils of democracy, which
was of no real value to them whatever in
the political struggle, and which foiled many
of the good objects they were endeavouring
to obtain. N ow last year we brought about
fi coalition of ourselves in order to remove
this evil. All parties united to do away
with the clfiss Upper House.
Mr. MIRAMS.-No.
Mr. vVRIXON.-Except the honorable
member and two or three others who objected
to the Reform Bill. I maintain, however,
that we had a practical coalition of the two
parties for the purpose of doing away with
the class Upper House, and no honest
thinker can now say that we have in our
Constitution a class Upper House. The
reformed Legislative Council is not my
ideal of what an Upper House ought to be',
and I long to see it improved still furtllei·.
But it is at least no longer a claf.\s
Upper House. For many ycars the Council

170

Inspection of

[ASSEMBLY.]

represented a constituency of only 11,000
landowners; under the Reform Act it will
represent a majority of the ratepayers.
Therefore, whatever its faults, however imperfect it may be, and however little we
may like it, we can no longer call it a class
Chamber. Now what I say is this: that if
we politicians, if we representative men,
could really rise to the height of our position,
and really understood our constitutional
duties, we would have a coalition-not a
mere admixture of half-a-dozen constitutionalists and as many liberals-not a mere
result of dark intrigue or jostling for place,
but a coalition of principles as well as of
men-a coalition of our best men and most
honest politicians, who, although hitherto
fighting on different lines, the one attacking the Upper House, and the other defending it, would recognise that the old
state of things has passed away, that many
of the planks in both the old platforms
must go, that there must be a different
gauge in the political rails, and that they
should unite in the task of taking up our
new Constitution-for such it really is-and
working it in a true and honest middle-class
spirit. That is my idea of a coalition, and
it is perfectly true that such a coalition I
have endeavoured to advocate and promote
in every way I could, and I yet hope to see
it accomplished. A coalition of that kind
is what the country wants and would support.
A coalition of men agreeing to cast aside
many of the old watchwords, to modify
many of the planks in .the old platforms,
would be welcomed by the great middle
class of this country, and would be sanctioned in ten thousand distant homes, where
the people are quietly observing our proceedings, apart from the heat of our party
conflicts and the excitement of our .struggles
for place. That coalition, I repeat, I hope
to see, and I believe it will ultimately come
about, and that. there will be nothing satisfactory until it is accomplished. I am
prepared to promote it at any time, to sit
behind it, and in every way to advance its
hold on the country. I doubt whether it is
possible to have it until after the general
election, but still it may come before.
When there is a prospect of such a coalition,
I tell the Government frankly that I will
vote against them and to put it in office.
But to vote for the present amendment,
instead of furthering such a coalition, would
be putting it more out of reach than ever,
and throwing the government wholly into
the hands of one of those parties whose
action, as I have already explained to the
Mr. Wri.von.
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House, I, in many leading features, altogether condemn. I therefore will not vote
for the amendment.
On the motion of Mr. ZOX, the debate
was adjoUl'ned.
The House adjourned at nine minutes past
eleven o'clock, until the following day.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Thursday, May 4, 1882.
Personal Explanation: Mr. Patterson-Inspection of Mining
Machinery-Beer Duty-Wattle Bark-Form of Questions
-The Customs Revenue and Motions of No-ConfidenceSmall Pox-Sebastopol and Durham Leads-Registra.r a.t
Majorca-Rokewood Police Conrt-Public Instruction:
School Books-Address in Reply to the Goveruor'sSpeech:
Mr. Berry's Amendment: Fifth Night's Debate.
The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Mr. Speaker, I
desire to make a short personal explanation.
In a leading article in the Age newspaper,
this morning, mention is made of the possibility of " Mr. Patterson" being accused of
"trafficking in coal contracts." I am not
aware of having been charged with anything
of the kind. All that I know about coal
is that, when I was at the head of the
Railway department, I called for tenders for
that article, and accepted the lowest. I
know nothing about coal mining or the
persons who are interested in that pursuit;
and I take the earliest opportunity of giving
a flat contradiction to the charge which has
been levelled at or insinuated against me.
INSPECTION OF MINING
MACHINERY.
Mr. ZOX asked the Minister of Mines
whether he would appoint competent inspectors to examine, from time to time,
and report upon the condition of boilers and
mining machinery throughout the colony,
with the view to prevent accidents to life
and property?
Mr. BURR 0 WE S replied to the question
by reading the following meII}orandum from
the Mining department : "Since the 1st January, 1874, the date on which
the first Regnlation of Mines Statute came into
force, only three boiler explosions have occurred
in connexion with mining, the particulars of
which are set forth in the attached extracts from
the reports of the Chief Inspector of Mines
for the respective years in which the accidents
occurred.
"Two of the accidents were owing to insufficient water in the boilers, and the other
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explosion was probably caused by some inherent
fault in the make or the material used in the
construction of the boiler."

The section of the Regulation of Mines Act
which provided for the inspection of steam
boilers was as follows : " Every steam boiler shall be provided with a
proper steam gauge and water gauge, to show
respectively the pressure of steam and the
height of water in the boiler, and with a proper
safety valve; and once in every six months every
boiler shall be subjected to an hydraulic test,
and the date and full description of every such
test shall be entered in a book to be kept by the
mining manager or other person in charge of
the mine, and the entries in such book shall on
demand be open to the perusal of any inspector
under this Act."

The particulars of the three explosions
referred to in the departmental memo. were
as under : " Sandhurst.-Waranga N orth-J ohn Holmes
and Co.'s crushing machine-16th Jan. 1875Explosion of a boiler.-The water in the boiler
appeared to have been allowed to get too low;
the plates consequently became burnt, and
yielded. The steam rushing through the boiler
blew out the brickwork at the end, and slightly
scalded the man. Steam and water gauges were
attached to the boiler.
" Ararat.-Pleasant Creek-Scotchman's Reef
Q. C. machine-26th Oct. 1876-Explosion of a
boiler.-A boiler (Cornish) was completely destroyed, the tube being reft and bent from end to
end. It is assumed that the accident occurred
from the want of a sufficient supply of water,
although,two hours before the accident occurred,
it is stated that attention was drawn to the fact
that there was more than a sufficient supply.
, The boiler was,' states the inspector, 'tested on
the 10th January, 1876, up to 551bs. hydraulic
pressure, but was being worked at about 40 lbs.
pressure when it burst.' It has only been in
use for an aggregate period of two months. One
man was slightly scalded on the loins and bruised
on the head and legs, and the other man was
bruised on the head and legs.
"Ballarat.-Smythesdale - Racecourse. Co.16th Nov. 1878-Explosion of a boiler.-The
inspector reported that the boiler was a new one,
and supplied by a firm in Ballarat. It had been
tested by hydraulic pressure up to 70 Ibs. sq. in.
and it had only been built in a few days when it
exploded. One man was cut and bruised about
the head and face, and the other was slightly injured between the shoulders. No definite reason
could be assigned for the explosion, although
an experienced boilermaker reported on the
matter."
•

He begged to add that every possible precaution that could be taken topreyent accident in connexion with mining machinery
had been taken by the Mining department.
There were duly appointed inspectors, but
the duty of those officers did not extend to
the examination of boilers on land dedicated
to other purposes than mining""there being
no law at present to make the examination
of such boilers compulsory.
BEER DUTY.
Mr. MASON asked the Minister of Customs whether there was any foundation
N2
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for the rumour which prevailed out-of-doors
that the Government contemplated reducing
the excise duty on beer from 2d. to 1d. per
gallon? He had been informed that, if the
Government were to make this reduction,
the remaining ld. would be paid by the
brewers, and thus colonial beer would be
free of duty so far as the consumers were
concerned.
Mr. GRAVES said it was impossible
for him to reply to the question. In fact, the
statement of the honorable member for South
Gippsland was the first intimation he had
had of the probability of a reduction of the
beer duty. Whatever communication had to
be made to the House on the subject .would
be made by the Treasurer when he submitted
his Budget.
WATTLE BARK.
Mr. BOSISTO inquired of the Pi-elnier
whether he would take measures, at an early
date, to carry into effect the recommendations contained in the Wattle Bark Commission's report of 1878, in order to ensure
a permanent supply of wattle bark?
Mr. C. YOUNG replied to the question.
He stated that regulations were in force to
protect young trees from destruction ; and
that wattle plantations would be formed this
year at Majorca and Longerenong. There
was no power to carry out the commission's
recommendation to let areas of poor land
on lease as wattle farms; but annual
licences undep the 47th section of the Land
Act might be granted. The recommendation
that those parts of the colony in which wattles
were grown already should be mapped out
in districts, and that strippers' licences
issued in one district should not be a vailable for stripping in another, had been
carried out, as also had been the recommendations substituting season licences at 30s.
each for qu~rterly licences at 25s. each,
making it illegal to· strip wattle bark on
Crown lands between the 18th January and
the 15th September in each year, and proyiding that licences should be issued only
at the central office in each district. The
regulatiolls now in force provided that no
trees of less than 5in. in diameter, when of
the black or feather-leaf f:!pecies, nor less
than 4 in. when of the golden or broad-leaf
species, should be stripped of their bark,
the measurement to be taken 2 feet at least
from the ground; that each licensee should
thoroughly strip the tree in every instance;
that any waste of bark should be punishable
as an offence; and that the stripping of
one tree should be completed before the
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stripping of another was commenced. For
a breach of the regulations, licensees were
liable to prosecution under the Land Act,
and licences might be forfeited. With
regard to the comn~ission's recommendation that the State should encourage the
cultivation of the wattle on lands still in a
measure under the control of the Government, he desired to say that no application
had yet been received from selectors under
the Land Act for wattle cultivation to be
considered as an improvement, but the Railway department was taking steps to plant
wattles wherever practicable on the land
under its control.
Mr. ROBERTSON suggested that the
Railway department should refrain from
planting wattles along theColacRail way until
the local bodies had an opportunity of COllsideriQ.g the subject, for the reason that the
wattles would form a harbour for rabbits,
and, under the Rabbit Suppression Act,
there was no power to go within railwayenclosures to destroy rabbits. The farmers in
the Colac district were much opposed to the
planting of wattles along the railway line.
Mr. C. YOUNG stated that he would
bring this representation under the notice of
the Minister of Railways.
Mr. REES observed that wattles were
planted along the Melbourne and Geelong
Railway, and, by means of an expenditure
of £10 granted by the late Minister of
Railways, all the rabbits to be found on that
line were destroyed. By the- use of phosphorized oats, rabbits on the Colac line
could be exterminated. Certainly, if the
large landed proprietors did their duty as
the Government did its duty, no rabbits
would be there.
Mr. BOSISTO asked the Minister of
Agriculture whether any reports had been received from the Crown lands bailiffs respecting the stripping of wattle bark, in accordance
with the land regulations, chapter 11, sections
6 to 11, of the 1st May, 1879 ?
Mr. C. YOUNG said the answer to the
question supplied to him was that no reports
had been received.
Mr. BOSISTO remarked that in that
case the Crown lands bailiffs could not be
doing their duty.
FORM OF QUESTIONS.
The SPEAKER.-Before calling upon
the honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr. Laurens) to put the question of
which he has given notice, and which stands
next in order on the paper, I desire to
direct the ~ttention of the House to the

Form of Questions.

irregular manner in which it is framed. The
standing orders relating to the putting of
questions are as follows : " LXXIX.-At the time of giving' notices of
motioll, questions may be put to Ministers of the
Crown relative to public affairs, and to other
members relating to any Bill, motion, or other
public matter connected with the business of
the House in which such members may be concerned.
"LXXX.-In putting any such question, no
argument or opmion shall be offered, nor any
facts stated, except so far as may be necessary
to eXI>lain such questions.
.
"LXXXI.-In answering any such questions,
a member shall not debate the matter to which
the same refers."

And it is laid down in May's Parliamenta1'Y
Practice (8th edit.', p. 328) that
"All questions should be limited as far as
possible to matters immediately connected with
the business of Parliament, and should be put
in such a manner as not to involve opinion,
argument, or inference; nor are any facts to be
stated unless they be necessary to make the
question intelligible."

May also sets forth (p. 329) that
"It is irregular to refer to past debates, either
in a question or answer, but a departure from
this rule has been occasionally permitted, in
order to clear up misunderstandings."

The question standing in the name of the
honorable member for North Melbourne undoubtedly involves opinion and argument;
it also refers to a former debate. I call
attention to the irregularity. At the same
time, as the honorable member appears
anxious to put the question, I will allow him
to do so unless objection is raised, provided
it is understood that the proceeding will not
be regarded as a precedent.
CUSTOMS REVENUE AND NOCONFIDENCE MOTIONS.
Mr. LAURENS asked the Minister of
Customs whether he was aware of the following facts when he informed the House, the
p~evious Thursday, that the want of confidence motion had caused the Customs
revenue to seriously fall off : " 1. That the Customs revenue collected at
the port of Melbourne during the first week in
April this year amounted to £29,276 only, that
of the second to £38,033, and that of the third to
£43,634, being a total for the whole three weeks
of £110,943.
.. 2. That the above figures show the weekly
average for the three weeks prior to the present
no-confidence motion to have been £36,980 only.
~. 3. That the Customs revenue last week (the
no-confidence one) amounted to £40,183. which
is £3,203 abov;,e the weekly average of the previous three weeks, as above shown.
"4. That the Customs revenue for Monday
and Tuesday of the present week amounted to
the large sum of £19,102, which is more than
one-half of the weekly average received during
the first three weeks in April.
"5. That the figures above quoted show a.
large average increase, and not a falling off."
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He would take the opportunity of mentioning that, according to that day's Argus, the
Customs revenue received at the port of
'Melbourne the previous day (Wednesday)
amounted to £9,669, which, ~dded to the
receipts of Monday and Tuesday, made a
total of £28,771, or only £505 less than
was received during the whole of the first
week in April.
Mr. GRAVES observed that the records
of the House would show that the honorable
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Laurens)
had frequently sought to throw some kind of
inferential discredit upon official returns.
Mr. LAURENS said there was no warrant for this imputation, and claimed the
protection of the chair. The Speaker had
already ruled that in the asking and
answering of questions no argumentative
matter should be introduced, and yet the first
thing the Minister of Customs did was to
make a charge against him (Mr. Laurens)
which he utterly repudiated.
The SPEAKER.-I have already stated
that the question of the honorable member
for Nort,h Melbourne (Mr. Laurens) is contrary to the rules of the House. Those
rules are based on the principle that the
notice-paper, so far as questions are concerned, can be used only for the purpose of
obtaining information, and not for the purpose of advancing opinions or arguments.
The honorable member's question does advance opinions and arguments, and also
refers to a past debate, and therefore it is
wholly out of order; but I repeat, as the
honorable member. appeared anxious to put
the question, I allowed him to do so. On
the point of order, I don't see that, because
the Minister of Customs states that the
honorable member for North Melbourne infers that departmental returns are inaccurate,
he thereby imputes improper motives.
Mr. LAURENS submitted that there
was nothing whatever in his question about
returns.
Mr. GRAVES stated that the reply to
the honorable member's question was contained in the following memorandum : -
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Mr. LAURENS said he obtained the
figures from the A1·gUS.
Mr. GRAVES remarked that on the
27th April-the day on which he made the
speech to which the honorable member for
North Melbourne (Mr. Laurens) had referred-the Customs revenue fell to £6,887.
This fact having been brought under his
notice, he asked for a return from which he
ascertained that while the Customs revenue
during the week preceding that in which the
no-confidence motion was tabled amounted
to £41,211, during the no-confidence week
it fell to £37,239.
Mr. LAURENS subsequently explained.
that the figures he had taken from the
Argus included the excise as well as the
Customs duties, and this accounted for their
not agreeing with those of the Minister of
Customs.
SMALL POX.
Mr. ZOX asked the Ohief Secretary
whether he had any further information to
lay before the House with respect to the
supposed case of small-pox in Melbourne?
Mr. GRANT, in reply, read the following
report : " Central Board of Health,
c. Melbourne, May 4, J 882, 11 a.m.
"Small-pox.-Case of Mrs. Nimbs.
.c Memo.-Dr. Sydney llernays. who was yesterday appointed (temporarily) to the special
medical charge of this case, reports as follows:'I have visited Mrs. Nimbs this (Wedne!!day)
evening, and find her with the high temperature
of 101'2 deg., in good spirits, and with nothing
further of specific importance.'
"Both Mr. Girdlestone and Dr. Bernays think
that if to-morrow no distinct symptoms of smallpox appear she might with great advantage to
her health be removed to some other residence.
"JOHN J. SHILLINGLAW, Secretary."

SEBASTOPOL AND DURHAM
LEADS.
Mr. DAVIES inquired of the honorable
member for Ballarat West (Major Smith)
whether he intended to introduce, this session, a Bill for the drainage of the Sebastopol and Durham leads '?
Major SMITH observed that last session
the Government intimated that they were
favorable to the introduction of a Bill to
"Query No. 1.-That the amounts given by
amend the Drainage of Mines Act, and he
Mr. Laurens are at variance with the figures
given in the books of this department.
begged to reply to the question of the hon"Query No.2 is also incorrect, as the figures
orable member for Grenville (Mr. Davies)
do not show the weekly average, No.1 being on
by asking the Attorney-General whether
a wrong basis.
"Query No. 3.-That the Customs revenue for
such a Bill would be introduced this session,
theweekending Saturday lastwas£37,2299s.l1d., '
and whether it would contain a provision apbeing £3,982 5s. 5d. less than the previous week,
ending the 22nd.
.
plicable to the drainage of the Sebastopol and
"In reply to your question, Are Mr. Laurens's
Durham leads?
figures in any way correct?' I anS,\ver No,'
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said there was conand I am not awarc whence he could havf;l got
them."
siderable difficulty ill a~99rt~ining the exact
C

C
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Address in Reply.

amendment required. If it were pointed out
to him, he would be glad to give the matter
consideration, with a view to the introduction
of a short Bill.

the Education department and Messrs. Collins
Brothers, Glasgow, for printing certain books
for the use of our State schools."

MAJORCA.
Mr. BARR asked the Chief Secretary
when a successor would be appointed to the
late Mr. Cox, as deputy registrar of births
and deaths, and also as electoral registrar at
Majorca?
Mr. GRANT stated that he intended to
appoint a successor in the course of a few
days.

Mr. GRANT laid the return asked for
on the table.

Mr. DAVIES seconded the motion, which

was agreed to.

ADDRESS IN REPLY TO THE
GOVERNOR'S SPEEOH.·
FIFTH NIGHT'S DEBA.TE.

The debate on Mr. Blackett's motion for
the presentation of an address in reply to
the Governor's speech, and on Mr. Berry'S
amendment thereto, condemning the administration of the public departments during
ROKEWOOD PETTY SESSIONS.
Mr. DAVIES asked the Attorney-Gene- the recess (adjourned from the previous day),
.
ral if the Government would cause the court was resumed.
Mr.ZOX.-Mr. Speaker, I must express
of petty sessions at Rokewood to be reopened? As to the necessity for adopting my regret at the tone of some of the speeches
the course suggested by his question, he which hn.ve been made in support of the
begged to read the following paragraph amendment moved by the honorable member
which recently appeared ill the Balla1'at for Geelong (Mr. Berry). Whenever a
motion of want of confidence in the GovernCmtrier : ment is proposed, unfortunately honorable
"The good people of Rokewood are now. we
members sitting on the front opposition
fancy, able to appreciate the sound wisdom
bench labour under the impression that it
underlying the Scriptural aphorism-' Be not
righteous overmuch,' for during last year they
affords a fitting opportunity to do everything
let a whole quarter go by without supplying any
cases for the local court of petty sessions, which they possibly can to try to blacken the
was, consequently, closed by order of the Hon .. character and the reputation of the gentleW. M. K. Vale, the then Attorney-General.
men who have preceded them in office. I,
Since that time all the police and civil business
however, must give the honorable member
of the Rokewood district has had to be transacted at Piggoreet, and the unfortunate suitors,
for Geelong credit for introducing his amendwitnesses, &c., have had to travel some thirty
ment in a gentle and conciliatory manner.
miles to that place to attend the court. YesterHe said nothing which, under the circumday, at Piggoreet, the court seemed to be, as one
suitor remarked, 'the Rokewood police court
stances, the Government could take umbrage
held at Piggoreet,' for out of flome 21 cases 19
at. It would have been..better if the honorwere from the Rokewood district, and one of
able gentleman's late colleagues had adopted
the magistrates was from Rokewood also.
Several of these Hokewood cases were posta similar course. It appears to me that the
poned from the last court day, so that the
whole of the charges made against the Godoubly unlucky suitors had one entirely useless
journey. Surely,seeing the great inconvenience yernment are levelled at the Minister of
caused by the closing of the court, the Law deRailways and the Minister of Water Supply.
.partment might well forgiv:e the Rokewood
When it is remembered that the head of the
period of legal inactivity and re-open the court."
Ministry fills three important positions,
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said the court of namely, those of Premier, Attorney -General,
petty sessions at Rokewood was closed and Treasurer, I tIl ink it is extremely sa tisfacbecause it cost the country about £80 a tory to find that neither the honorable member
year, and during twelve months there were for Geelong nor any other opponent of the
only three or four cases to adjudicate upon. Government has been able to say a single
He, however, would inquire into the matter, thing antagonistic to that honorable gentleand, if he found there was such a change of man. Before I allude to the charges which
affairs in the district as to justify the re- have been brought against other members of
establishment of the court, it would be again the Government, I will obserye that it
opened ..
seems to be the object of a number of honorable members, whenever they think they can
PUBLIO INSTRUOTION.
do so, to try and pick holes in the character
SCHOOL BOOKS.
of men opposed to them in politics, or n.t any
ratc to say something which will be detriMr. HALL movedmental" to the political rcputation of their
. " That there be laid before this Honse a copy
of the contract entercd iuto aUll cxil:!ting bctwccu
opponents. Tllis is greatly to l)e dcplorcu.

Afr. Berry's Amendment.
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If the press or the people outside nspersed
the reputation of gentlemen occupying prominent positions in the House half as much
as is done by honorable members themselves,
we would find honorable members constantly
rising in the House to defend their reputations nnd to complain that a breach of privilege was committed by the attacks made
upon them. It is very wrong for honorable
members to throw out innuendoes against
Ministers. Oharges of improper conduct
should not be made unless they can be
supported by evidence. It is unfortunate
that the charge against the Minister of
Railways on the gravel question has been
brought before the House. Does any honorable member believe that the Minister has
'done anything which affects his political
honesty? If the honorable member for
Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham) or any other
honorable member believe, and think they
will be able to show, that the Minister of
Railways has used his position for the
express purpose of making profit for himself, t.hey should say so distinctly, and make
a specific charge against him, and then, if
necessary, the House could have the matter
inquired into ; but it is highly improperfor
]lOnorable members to endeavour to stain the
reputation of a man unless they believe they
can prove the charge. I would not gloss
over any acts for which the Government
deserved to be ejected, but I hope that the
House will give the Government fair play,
so that, when they do go out of office, the
'country will be satisfied tha~ we have
done right in displacing them. I give the
honorable member for Geelong credit
for the adroitness with which he has
framed his amendment. The honorable
member knows that there is a process of
disintegration going on amongst the party
with which he is connected, and no doubt
he hopes, by raising the cry of "protection in
danger ," to draw his followers together
again. I believe, however, that no Government would attempt to disturb the present
fiscal policy of the country unless the
people first expressed an opinion in favour
of that course. As far as I am concerned,
although my views on the question of freetrade and protection are well known, I do
not hesitate to say that I would not, under
any circumstances, be a party to alter the
fiscal policy of the country until the people
expressed an opinion in favour of a change.
So long as the present policy prevails, any
Government who transmitted orders to
England or elsewhere for goods which can
be manufactured in the colony would misuse
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their position. But, after the terrible acci.
dent that occurred at J olimont, it was the
duty of the Minister of Railways to get
additional rolling-stock for the lines as
speedily as possible, and the honorable
gentleman did not order it from England
until he was convinced that it was utterly
impossible to get it manufactured in the
colony. He has told the House, in a
straightforward honorable manner, that he
called for tenders for the manufacture of
rolling-stock in the colony, but was unable
to get a contract entered into. He tried to
Q'et the local factories to do the work-in
fact, he exhausted every means in his power
to have the rolling - stock manufactured
here.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Did he do so?
Mr. ZOX.-Oertainly he did; if he did
not, my argument will go for nothing.
Additional rolling-stock is urgently required
for the use of the public, who have been
crying out week after week for the want of
better accommodation. When the Minister
of Railways went to Queenscliff, on the
occasion of the recent volunteer demonstration, he was hissed by the volunteer corps
and by the public, because many of them had
been conveyed there in cattle trucks. I am
astonished how the honorable gentleman kept
his temper under snch trying circumstances.
I repeat that the Minister only sent to England for additional carriages after it was
proved that they could not be made in the
colony. Though the honorable gentleman
has been charged with upsetting the fiscal
policy of the colony, as a matter of fact he
has done more to foster protection than any
other member of the House, because he has
called for tenders for a large quantity of
rolling-stock, and has allowed five years for
the completion of the contract. The result
is that a company is being formed in the
colony to carry out the work in a profitable
manner. I defy any honorable member to
justly find fault with the Minister of Railways with reference to the recent order sent
to England for railway carriages. Neither
is the Minister of Water Supply to blame
for having accepted the tender of an importing firm for supplying the pipes required for the extension of the Yan Yean.
The honorable gentleman only did so after
finding it was impossible that the pipes
could be manufactured in the colony, at all
events 'within the required time. Why,
then, should he be blamed? Surely in the
course he adoptcd he studied the interests
of the people who want water. It would be
impossible to supply them with it by next
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summer if it had not been determined to
get the pipes from England. Honorable
members have no right to put the Government out of office on the simple grounds
set forth in the amendment, namely, the
sending orders to England for railway plant
and water pipes. Those are the only two
charges which the honorable member for
Geelong has brought forward to justify the
House in ejecting the Ministry. I hope the
country will see how shallow the case prefen'ed against the Government is. The
people, I believe, are not so blinded as to be
unable to discern that the object of the
honorable member is to endeavour to bring
together his disintegrated party. If the
present Ministry have done nothing else,
they have shown that the country can do
without the Berry regime. I cannot give
them unqualified praise, but I assert emphatically that· I for one cannot vote for
ousting them, unless the reasons for doing
so are more specific than those set forth in
the amendment. A great deal has been
said as to the proposal of the Government
with reference to the defence of the colony.
The honorablemeniber for Oastlemaine (Mr.
Patterson) thinks that we ought to concentrate our energies on making Victoria a
fine country to live in ; but, while we are
making it a fine country to live in, ·we may
be making it such a country as an enemy
would like to get possession of. The fleets
of other nations, which from time to time
visit our shores, do not come here merely
for pleasure; and if, unfortunately, war
occurred between England and a foreign
power, what would we do if a hostile squadron endeavoured to lay an embargo upon the
city of Melbourne? It should be remembered
th~t in expending money on the defences of
the colony we are simply contributing to an
insurance fund. If we refuse to do so, we
may have to pay dearly for our neglect;
but if we expend money judiciously on
defences, I have no doubt that we shall
reap the advantage of the outlay if the
colony is ever attacked by an enemy. I
witnessed the manceuvres of the artillery
corps at Queenscliff on Easter Monday, and
I have no hesitation in saying that on that
occasion a life was ruthlessly sacrificed. If
the officer in charge-I think it was Major
Snee-had done his duty, he would have
kept the crowd back from the beach during
the firing, and not allowed them to obtrude
where they had no right to be. It behoves
the Government to see that in future
such precautions are taken that the volunteers can condu9t their operations without
Mr. Zoz.
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injuring the public. When I first read the
Governor's speech, I immediately said to
myself I would like to know the man who
will live to see all the items contained in
that programme carried into effect. It
would be impossible for any Government to
pass all the measures which the speech
shadows forth. It will be matter for serious
consideration whether or not the proposed
reductions in the postage on letters should
be adopted. Though it is desirable that
taxation should be reduced if possible, it
m~y be very unwise for the Government to
propose to remit £50,000 or £60,000 per
annum unless they are satisfied that the
revenue is in such a buoyant condition that
the reduction can be made without the
necessity for imposing any fresh taxation of
another description. Without expressing
any decided opinion upon this. or any other
of the proposals of the Government, I
reserve to myself the right to act as I think
proper with reference to them when they are
before the House. I am exceedingly sorry
that the Premier does not intend to fulfil
the promise which he made last session to
introduce a Bill for the better management
of the charitable institutions. I am sure
honorable members will agree with me that
the time has arrived when some legislative
action should be taken in that direction.
Look at what has occurred in connexion
with the Melbourne Hospital and nearly
every other charitable institution in the
colony. Mr. Neal's report proves that in
no part of the world are charitable institutions more imposed upon than they arc
in Victoria. In fact, our charities are
thoroughly mismanaged. I hope that the
Government will submit legislation on this
important subject. If they do not, I shall
feel it my duty to ask permission to bring in
a measure to remedy some of the crying evils
connected with the charitable institutions.
Sir, I desire to point out that the present
Ministry took office under the most extraordinary circumstances. The Premier knew
that it was a matter of impossibility for him
to form a strong Government. Overtures
were made to honorable members belonging
to the conservative party to join him, but, for
reasons best known to those honorable gentlemen, they declined to do so. But what
have the Government done? At all events,
up to the present they have not lessened
the confidence which honorable members
have shown in them, and they are entitled
to fair play. I will tell them distinctly
that I do not approve of all their actions,
and I never did, nor never will, look upon
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the Premier as the leader or what I conceive
to be the party to which I am supposed to
belong ; but he is the leader for the time
being, and he is doing his duty well. The
,honorable gentleman has fulfilled every
pledge he has made, and I am quite sure
that the House and the country will say
that he is a straightforward honorable man,
and that he has done everything he possibly
could to secure the prosperity of the people.
I may here remark that our constant prayer
is that, under the blessing of Divine Providence, the colony may prosper, but when
Divine Providence responds to our call, and
we get a full treasury, the Treasurer of the
day almost invariably arrogates to himself
and the Government the credit of the prosperity, and claims the thanks due to the
Supreme Being. While I do not think that
the Treasurer should claim praise for prosperous circumstances, I also do not think he
or the Government of the day should be
blamed when the colony suffers adversity
which can be traced to natural causes.
Mr. MIRAMS.-That was always done
when the Berry Government were in office.
Mr. ZOX.-I have always been aEl fair
as possible in criticising the acts of any
G:overnment. I believe that the present
Ministry have endeavoured to administer
the departments with credit and honour to
themselves. Unfortunately, charges have
been levelled against two of the Ministrythe Minister of Railways and the Minister
of Water Supply. I think there is something for the former to reply to, but there is
nothing for the latter to answer.
Mr. PATTERSON.-What about the
Wallis case?
Mr. ZOX.-While I believe that the connexion of Mr. Wallis with the civil service
should have been severed, I do not think
the Government adopted the proper course
in his case after receiving the report of the
board of inquiry. I don't think that they
were justified, under the circumstances, in
dismissing Mr. Wallis. I will not occupy
the time of the House much longer. I have
given my reasons why I support the Government on the present occasion, and I shall
continue that support while they carryon the
work of their different departments in the
way ,they have done. I am not, however,
wedded to them in any way. Indeed I am
not enamoured of them. I could not be so,
because of what I have already stated; but
nevertheless I am not now going to be a
party to turning them out of office. The
only excuse I could have for any step of
the kind would be one similar to that offered,
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in Shakspeare's Richa1'd III, by the Duke
of Gloucester to Lady Anne when, in reply
to her upbraiding him as her husband's
murderer, he says" He that bereft thee, lady, of thy husband.
Did it to help thee to a better husband."

I will not assist to kill the present Government unless I believe I can help the country
to a better one; and, inasmuch as I do not
think one under the auspices of the honorable member for Geelong would be any improvement whatever, I will record my vote
for the Ministry, whose acts of administration in the future will, I trust, be such as to
secure the approval of the House and of
the general community.
Mr. DAVIES.-Mr. Speaker, it is not
my intention to address myself to the arguments of the honorable member who has
just resumed his seat, but nevertheless I
am glad to follow a gentleman who has
always conducted himself in a manner that
wins him the approbation of, I believe,
every member of this Chamber. I have
noticed that, however severe he may be
upon the action of the Government to
which he is opposed, his criticisms upon
them are always delivered in a way that
gives offence to no one. Perhaps, after the
observations of the Minister of Customs, I
ought to offer some sort of apology for the
amendment now before us, seeing that he
endeavoured to show us that proposing a
motion of want of confidence was really a
most serious thing, inasmuch as it visibly
affected the revenue of the country. Nevertheless I may safely rely not only that the
correctness of his statement is disputed, but
that he, of all the members of the Government, and indeed of the House as well,
ought to be the last to call anyone to
account for moving or supporting a want of
confidence motion. What is the fact? I
believe that, ever since he' has been a Member of Parliament up to the time of his
getting a seat on the Treasury bench, he
has invariably supported every no-confidence
motion proposed. Moreover, I am satisfied
that were he not one of the Ministry at
whom the amendment of the honorable
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) is aimed, it
would have no more enthusiastic supporter
than he would be. Has he not always shown
himself to be-I am anxious to avoid anything offensive-a remarkably shifty politician? Has he not invariably, when a
motion affecting the position of the Government of the day has been brought forward,
held his vote in the balance, as if he expected to be offered a portfolio for it ? On

.178

Governor' 8 Speech .

[ ASSEMBL Y. ] .

such occasions no one ever knew until the
division took place to which side of the
House he would go. Now honorable members who are guided by genuine political
principles are never ashamed to own them,
and if their principles are strong ones their
.intentions are always known; but it has
always seemed as though, up to the last
possible moment, either the honorable member did not know his own intentions, or
else he had some object in keeping every
one in the dark with respect to them.
For myself, I feel it to be my duty to those
I represent to give expression on the present occasion to the views I hold with regard
to the Government, and I boldly assert
that, whatever sentiments on the subject
. may be entertained elsewhere, there is in my
district such a very strong feeling against
them that a large majority of the electors
there would be very glad to see them out of
office. In saying this, I may mention that
I have no personal feeling against any
member of the Government, and that, therefore, no condemnatory remark I may make
respecting them ought to be taken as a personal reflection. In fact, I have a considerable regard for the ability and other good
qualities of almost every member of the
Cabinet. I am sure I have always received
every kindness from them. Even against
the Minister of Railways I have very little
to say. Perhaps he has on sundry occasions behaved rather roughly to people, and I
understand that he once, without much cause,
.treated a certain holy father in that fashion;
but then his conduct in that regard may be
looked at by some as compensating in a
measure for the coddling which holy fathers
enjoy from other members of the Ministry.
I will mention for myself, and I think I
can safely do the same for a large number
of honorable members on this (the opposition) side of the House, that the Minister
of Railways has mct us very fairly indeed.
Whenever we go to him he shows us great
courtesy, and I may add that I have got
as much consideration from him as I lJave
obtained from any of his predecessors. This
is all the more due to the honorable gentleman because he has been so much abused
in other directions. He has always shown
himself ready to redress grievances, and a
great lIumber have been removed by him;
and, if he has committed faults, they may be
held chiefly attributable to an overweening
energy and anxiety on his part, which, perhaps, he would be wise to repress. At the
same time, it is better for a Minister to have
faults del'ived from onergyand anxiety to do
Mr. Davies.
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his duty than to be faultless because, inasmuch as hedoes nothing, he can be blamed for
nothing. For example, who can find fault
with the Postmaster-General, who, I believe,
has never done anything in his department
save seeing that the new appointments in it
go to the proper persuasion? Then there
is the Minister of Public Instruction, with
whom I am on very friendly terms, and of
whom I wish to speak with every respect.
But the reason why we cannot find anything
to blame in his acts arises pretty much from
the circumstance that he does absolutely
nothing in the Education office save ring
his bell and sign papers. If a grievance is
placed before him, what course does he
invariably follow? He rings for either Mr•
Brown or Mr. Bolam. For himself he refuses to enter into' any subject, or incur any
responsibility. He seems to fall back on
the constitutional maxim that the Queen can
do no wrong, because she takes no responsibility. Still the question arises-" What is
the honorable gentleman head of the Education department for?" If he is not to
be responsible for anything, why should not
his work be done by an automaton, like that
famous one that played chess, or the other
that plays whist? Besides, I refuse to
believe in the absolute impartiality of the
heads of departments. They are no more
angelic than anyone else. There seems to
me to be in this House too much disposition
to distrust Members of Parliament and to
treat every civil servant· as though he was
necessarily an honest man. Now I ani of
opinion, and a large number of teachers
share the view, that the heads of the Education department have their likes and their
·dislikes-their friends and the opposite.
What I mean is that, if the management
of our educational service is to be left wholly
to the "impartiality" of its permanent
heads, matters there will go on much in the
way that has been so much complained ofthat is to say, the teachers to whom the
office heads nre friendly will get on very
well indeed, while those to whom they are
unfriendly will be neglected. On the other
hand, it may be said of almost every
Minister of Public Instruction that his
term of offiee is too brief for him to form
many friendships among the teachers, and
that, therefore, he is more capable of exercising an impartial judgment with respect
to them than any of the permanent officials
unCleI' Jlim could possibly be. For this
rcn.son I refuse to believe in a Minister of
Puhlic Instruction shirking responsibility,
and handing over the people who come to
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him, as well as those with whom he has to
deal, to the departmental heads of the Education office. While on this subject, let me
mention what is at least a rather remarkable
coincidence, namely, that since this want of
confidence debate began, a member of the
Government, speaking in a country district,
has actually named three Members of Parliament as those who are to be appointed to
the railway board which has been so mysteriously proposed. The Minister I allude to
ie Mr. MacBain.
.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-That is a mistake.
Mr. MacBa.in simply mentioned three gentlemen as fitted for the position in question.
Mr. DAVIES.-That amounts to the
same thing. The fact remains that while a
no-confidence motion was in the balance here,
and every vote was of consequence, a Minister of the Crown publicly indica ted three
honorable members as fitted for what may
be called excellent promotion, namely, the
honorable member for Boroondara, who is
well known to be unfriendly to the Government, and two other honorable members who
actually sit in opposition. Now that kind
of thing strikes me as higl1ly improper. I
think the Government are to be congratulated on the wonderful good fortune that has
attended them so far. They came into existence in the most mysterious manner, and
they continue to exist in the same way.
That they should come into being formerly
seemed impossible, and now their destruction
seems almost impossible. Yet they have
neither friends nor supporters, and those who
speak in their behalf make the lamest pos·sible speeches. I am sure that, if a vast
number of things Ministers did during the
recess had been done by their predecessors,
there would have been a regular storm in Parliament. For example, returns or the special
trains employed by former Ministers used to
be called for in this Chamber with indignation,but of the special trains indulged in by the
honorable gentlemen now in office we do not
hear a word. Yet I believe they have ordered
more special trains than any of their predecessors. Representing as I do a constituency
the principal industry of which, namely,
mining, has declined so much that those
engaged in it are compelled to work for very
small remuneration, and are anxious for better
employment, I feel bound to protest against
the Government sending large orders for
waterpipes and railway carriages to England.
The work might have been done here, and it
would have given a large amount of local
employment. And, in the name of my constitneuts, I strongly condemn the step which
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has deprived the colony of the advantages
it would have derived had the money for
those pipes and carriages been kept among
ourselves. The honorable member for Stawell has placed it beyond doubt that the Lal
Lal Iron Company would gladly, if time had
been allowed them, have undertaken the
manufacture of the former articles. I must
also say a few words respecting the Wallis
affair. Having carefully looked over the
report of the Wallis Board, I am convinced
that, had almost any other Government acted
in the matter as the present Government have
done, they would have been killed outright.
Certainly had the late Government acted in
such a way they would have been most
seriously injured. It is monstrous for a
Minister to send one of his officials before a
properly constituted jury, and then, having
had his mind made up on the subject all
along, to say to him-" You have been
found not guilty, but you must be dismissed." There can be no doubt the board
did declare Mr. Wallis to be not guilty.
The 1st charge against him was as foilows : " That the Secretary for Agriculture, in September, 1881, gave private instructions to the
members of the board appointed under section
10 of the Vine Diseases }]radication Act that
they were not to allow more than the value of
two years' crops as compensation for vines
destroyed under section 8 of the Act above
mentioned."
vVell, the verdict as to this charge concluded with these words : "The board find that the charge is unsustained."
With respect to the 2nd charge, which I
need not read, the finding was to the fol.
lowing effect : "The board find that charge No.2 is Rustained,
as far as the alleged words go, but desire to add
that Mr. Wallis' statement to the Minister was
so utterly inconsistent with the facts so manifestly to his interest to convey that it may
reasonably be assumed he was not conscious of
the words he had used, or the interpretation they
bore, and that such denial was given with no untruthful intent."
Then as to the 3rd charge, the only other
one, which was that Mr. Wallis had issued
certain instructions, the board stated"On the evidence already cited, the board
consider this charge is not sustained. The corl'espondence produced and before referred to,
emanating from the Chief Secretary's department, the board deems sufficient authority for
the action taken by Mr. Wallis."
And elsewhere in their report the board,
reflecting more upon the Minister of Public
VVorks than upon Mr. vVallis, remarked as
follows : "It is to be regrettcd that the Minister did
not exall1ine the doculllents the Secretary placed

180

Governor's Speech.

[ASSEMBLY.]

in his hands, as a perusal would materially have
removed the erroneous impression he had been
led to form of Mr. Wallis' conduct."

N otlting so strong was said against Mr.
Wallis by the board, and in the name of
common sense I ask how it is that such
findings were made ground for giving him
what virtually amounts to his dismissal?
With regard to another matter the Government have been treated extremely lightly.
I refer to the appointment of Mr. B. G.
Davies as inspector of railway refreshmentrooms.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-Do you disapprove
of it ?
Mr. DA VIES.-I do. There are coincidences in connexion with it that cannot
be overlooked. We must not forget that
on one occasion, when the division with
respect to a certain Reform Bill, which the
then Opposition were extremely anxious to
defeat, was expected to be rather close, the
present :Minister of Railways. acting as
secretary to the Opposition, succeeded at
the last moment in obtaining Mr. Davirs'
vote, and so turning the scale against the
measure. In the light of that circumstance,
does it not appear highly probable that
when that vote was obtained some promise
was given which was fulfilled when Mr.
Davies received his appointment? I know
that gentleman told me at the time that
various offers had been made to hi m, and
. he also stated that he had refused them,
but I suppose his saying so may now be
regarded as a mere matter of course. Again,
if what I refer to did not lead to the appointment, may it not be attributed to
something else? Mr. Davies having run
the present Ohief Secretary very close at
the last general election, and the other
honorable member· for the Avoca being a
deservedly popular gentleman, may it not
llave been thought desirable to save the
Chief Secretary at the next general dection
from the opposition of a possibly highly
dangerous candidate? I am sure that had
the late Government made such an appointment no end of political capital would have
been manufactured out of it by their oppoilents. But it seems as though nothing
the present Government show themselves
capable of doing arouses the smallest feeling
among those who used to be so indignant
at almost every act of the late Administration. If even the Minister of Railways was
to invent a railway brake, and adopt it on
the lines in his charge, we would hear
nothing on the subject from the honorable
member for Maldon (Mr. McIntyre), who
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was full of fire against the VV oods brake
be·causc he once experienced a severe shock
in a train, which he attributed to that machine, although it was subsequently found to
have been caused by some other brake. I am
not altogether surprised at the Premier undertaking to provide for the County Court judges.
We know that he has all along been very
careful of the civil servants, and in times
past fought their battles here manfully. Indeed I trust they will never regret what he
has done for thel11. For example, he has
always stuck up for them, and, when he
could, increased their salaries in every direction. In fact the honorable gentleman is
naturally generous, and I admire his generosity; but we ought to be just before we are
generous. I protest against generosity for
which my unfortunate constituents have to
pay the piper. Besides, it seems to me that
the Oounty Court judges have at present very
good times. But I will not detain the House
further. vVhile condemning the Government
for sending the pipes and carriages contracts
home, I may say that I shall nevertheless
act towards them this session as I did last
session, namely, in all reasonable things give
them a reasonable support. I believe they
have done much good, in that they have
carried measures, such as the Ohinese Influx
Restriction Act; which the late Government
would never have been able to carry, and I
shall be sincerely glad if an equal success,
although it may possibly arise from a desire
in certain quarters to keep the Berry party
out of power, is achieved with respect to the
Mining on Private Property Bill.
Mr. McINTYRE.-Sir, I do not know
whether, when the last speaker complimented
the honorable member for East Melbourne
(Mr. Zox) on his mild and amiable manner of
conducting himself in the House, ani hinted
that other honorable members were occasionally not quite so bland or suave, the blow was
aimed at me as belonging to the latter
class; but I can say that, in my opinion,
no more bland or pleasant speaker than
myself ever addressed this Chamber. I
may warm up and speak energetically on
some subjects, but when that is the case I
never mean to be offensive to anyone. At
all events, I will, on the present occasion,
try to repress any possible ebullition of the
kind. As for the remarks of the last
speaker on the question immediately before
us, I don't know that I have anything to
reply to them. I am not sure whether he
blamed the Government most or praised
them most. Upon the whole, I think his
observations were of the latter sort. He
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said they had made a multitude of mistakes,
but he never mentioned any of them. On
the contrary, he owned that the country
had obtained at their hands good measures
which could not by any possibility have
been got from the late Ministry. Then as
for the behaviour of the Minister of Railways, he seemed to be rather pleased than
not that the honorable gentleman was once
rude to a "holy father." Nevertheless,
honorable members generally will recollect
that, not long since, the House had under
discussion the question whether the honorable member for Grenville (Mr. Davies) had
quite ceased to be a " holy father" himself.
I think that he would not have liked, when
he bore the relation of "holy father" to a
particular flock, to be addressed in the
fashion adopted by the Minister of Railways
on one occasion. Upon the whole, the honorable member's attack on the Government
was of the weakest possible lrind. When
the honorable member for Ballarat West
(Major Smith) rose to speak, the other
night, I certainly looked for something very
different from what he gave us. I expected
him to be emphatic, but, instead, he drew
it exceedingly mild-speaking far more
in favour of Ministers than against them.
His tones were really of the blandest. How
different it was when he was on the Treasury bench. His demeanour' was then
truly warlike. I know that when he was a
Minister I felt threatened on one occasion
with a room up-stairs. It was the same
with the late Minister of Public Works.
He did not say a single offensive thing
against the Government. I suppose all
this is on the old principle" The devil was sick, the devil a monk would

be·

The devil was well, the devil a monk was
he."

Perhaps when those honorable gentlemen
get back to the Treasury bench the old
fighting element will be as strong in them
as ever. In fact, the Major did not advance
a single argument in favour of his chief's
amendment. Even with respect to. the
water pipes and railway carriages contracts,
although he talked a good deal about the
Phcenix Foundry at Ballarat, he in no way
showed that the proprietors of that establishment or anybody else were able to carry
out the work the Government wanted done.
One gentleman, the honorable member for
Stawell, did not say how he was going to
vote, but I understand that he is likely to
vote for the amendment. I have no hesitation, however, in saying that the whole
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of his speech-one of the best I have ever
heard delivered in the House-went to
show that it was advisable for the good of
the country to continue to support the
present Government. His position, therefore, if he votes against the Ministry will, I
venture to say, be most inconsistent. He
unhesitatingly asserted that the Minister of
Railways had done more in the interests of
protection than any previous Minister who
had occu~ied his position, and he referred
specially to the coal contract. Although I
am not in accord with the honorable member's views on that question, I certainly
must say that I cannot see how, after
having said so much in favour of the Government, he can give a vote to turn them
out of office. He could not possibly support the Government which would be
formed if the amendment was carried. If
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) formed a Government, one of its
members would certainly be the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson),
whose administration of the Railway department the honorable member for Stawell
condemned in the most emphatic and
scathing terms. I certainly cannot understand how he managed to sit in the same
Cabinet with that honorable member as his
colleague, but he did so, and I can now
account for a great deal of the injury which
was done to the country during the regime
of the second Berry Government. If mem~
bel'S of the Administration were so bitterly .
opposed to each other, it can be easily understood how the country suffered. Having
now referred to the principal speakers in
support of the amendment, I submit that not
one of them has advanced any evidence which
would justify the House in carrying a vote
of want of confidence in the present Government. I really fail to understand how the
honorable member for Geelong, as an old
and adroit campaigner, brought forward the
amendment at all. He must have known
that it was impossible to carry it unless
there was some side issue raised, such as
that introduced by the honorable member for
Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham). Possibly,
however, he may have thought that his idea
in regard to a coalition Government might
be brought about during the progress of the
debate ; but I think he must now see that
there is no chance of that, at all events. As
to the side issue, I must say I regret the
course taken by the honorable member for
Ballarat West. I think he should have
been more careful before bringing forward
the serious accusation he did against the
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Minister of Railways, which, so far, has failed
to carry with it the slightest conviction to
my mind. or the minds of the public that
the Minister was directly or indirectly connected with any matter having the slightest
tinge of corruption a.bout it. I hope the
Ministry will be careful before they support
the motion for an inquiry of which the honorable member for Ballarat West has given
notice; for it appears to me that, that is a
second motion of no-confidence i. its present form. Returning to the honorable
member for Geelong, I desire to call the
attention of the House to a speech which he
lately delivered at the demonstration in
honour of the honorable member for Sandhurst (Dr. Quick). I may mention that,
had it not been for the political tinge given
to that demonstration, most probably the
people of Sandhurst would have made it a
very worthy one indeed, because they are
all delighted when they find those who are
looked upon as almost natives of the colony
coming to the front in the educational arena.
The demonstration, however, appeared to
have been got up by politicians for party
purposes, and therefore it failed to be as
successful as was expected. The h0110rable
member for Geelong, on that occasion, took
the opportunity of making one of the most
extraordinary of the many extraordinary
speeches he has made in this country. In
the course of it he said" Dr. Quick had felt sore at having been termed
a 'voting machine.' That term was not applicable to him j' but he would tell them, and he
would tell the liberal party, that they must get
every man to be a voting machine."

Mr. BERRY.-That is what you areone of the greatest voting machines I ever
saw.
Mr. McINTYRE.-I am prepared to
defend all my votes on the ground that they
were always in accordance with my convictions. The honorable member continued to
say"He might exercise his talent and judgment,
and might express his opinions, but when his
party had determined on a certain' course his
duty was to be <1, voting machine. All the traitors
came from the liberal ranks, because they could
not stand being called 'voting machines.'"

That is a pretty statement for the leader of
the liberal party to make.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-Y ou claim to
be a liberal.
Mr. McINTYRE.-I am an out-and.out
liberal, but not in the sense honorable members opposite understand the term. According to the honorable member for Geelong,
all the liberals are traitors.
Mr. BERRY .-Not at all.
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Mr. McINTYRE.-The honorable member said that "aU the traitors came from
tho liberal ranks."
Mr. W. M. OLARK.-That is a very
different thing. Look on the Treasury
bench.
'
Mr. McINTYRE.-I look on the Treasury bench, and I see there a coalition
Government.
Mr. A. T. OLARK.-No, you don't.
Mr. McINTYRE.-Probablynotthe coalition Government desired by the honorable
member for Geelong the other day.
Mr. BERRY.-How do you know?
Mr. McINTYRE.-I know it, and I can
give my authority if the honorable member
wants it. Moreover, when the honorable
member for Ripon asked the honorable
member the other day whether he was not
trying to form a coalition Government, he
was silent, and" silence gives consent." I
consider the present Ministry to be a coalition Government in every sense of the word.
True it does not possess "all the talents."
It does not contain the honorable member
for Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson), the Professor, or the late Premier himself; but it is
a passably fair coalition Government. Four
of its members belong to what some people
call the conservative party, but what I call
the real liberal party of this country-the
constitutional party. The party who put
those gentlemen in power did what is being
done with certain persons in the country at
present. A thing existed which was called
Berryism-but which I call the small-pox of
the body politic-and we determined, in the
interests of the country, to put it in quaran.
tine, not for forty days, but for all time.
That disease required a very stiff and effectual remedy, because it was to a certain
extent new and had a very prejudicial effect
upon the progress of the country. There.
fore those who believe in constitutionalismthat is, in good government and law-determined that this disease should be destroyed,
and they put in power the present Ministry,
which contains a fair share of their own
people. The honorable member for Geelong
continued his Sandhurst speech in this way"The penalty which the party would have to
pay for progression was everlasting watchfulness. It was difficult for him to keep his ranks
together, because he could not promise too
much."

Just fancy such a statement coming from
the honorable member for Geelong !
Mr. BERRY.-That is not a correct
statement of what I said.
Mr. McINTYRE.-It is in all the
papers; but if the honorable member denies
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the statement, of course I will accept his
denial.
Mr. BERRY.-It is only a condensed
report. I say enough in this House. You
need not go outside it.
Mr. McINTYRE.-The honorable member proceeded" But underlying their opponents' tactics was
something which affected their personal interests. They tried to divide the liberal ranks
that they might be victorious."

The honorable member himself tried, the
other day, to break up the liberal party by
forming a coalition with leading members on
this (the Ministerial) side of the House.
Mr. BERRY.-Were not both sides
trying to form a coalition ?
Mr. McINTYRE.-I do not defend this
side if there was any such desire, which,
however, from the results I doubt very
much.
I ask the honorable member for
Geelong, however, as a gentleman who has
occupied a prominent position for many
years, and whom I believe to be at heart as
much a constitutionalist as I am, although
for the purpose of getting place and pay he
has been going wrong, how can he expect
us to help to restore him to power? I am
not satisfied to do so at present-not until
he has been sufficiently long in quarantine.
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-By-and-by.
Mr. McINTYRE.-It will be a far byand-by before the late Minister of Customs
gets into office again. The honorable member for Geelong further said" He did not expect to do anything during the
term of the present Parliament to organize the
liberal party, but he would promise that all
would be right at the ballot-box when the time
came to make the inevitable appeal."

Honorable members opposite will now see
how unfairly the honorable member for Geelong has lately been acting towards his party.
Here is a distinct pledge to make arrangements so that, by raising the old rallying
cry, their forces should be concentrated to go
on with the fight at the next general election.
Yet now we find the gentleman who made
that promise coming down to the House, and
attempting to get members from this side
to unite with him and destroy the liberal
party once and for all. He must have very
well known that, if the attempt to form a
coalition had succeeded, Berryism would
have been a thing of the past. Other liberals
would have come to the front, and other
leaders would have sprung up, and it is possible that they would have found many constitutionalists to assist them in carrying out
good government on the most liberal lines.
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-What are the
terms?
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Mr. McINTYRE.-The terms would be
the good of the people of the country, and
not of the individuals professing to represent
them. I think I have shown that the honOI'able member for Geelong, who has submitted this amendment, is a man who is not
altogether deserving of that sympathy at the
hands of the liberal party which he would
lead them to believe he has a right to expect.
From his conduct during the past week, and
from the danger which I saw in connexion
with the proposed coalition, I feel sure that
he has not the slightest sympathy with any
party that does not keep him in place, pay,
and power. The honorable gentleman, I
admit, has adopted a very excellent ruse in
framing the amendment. He knew that, if
he attacked the Ministry on a question of
policy, in the event of his being successful
they would probably have been granted an
appeal to the country, and therefore he
adopted the plan of moving that their administration was at fault, with the hope of
gaining the Treasury bench without a general election. I question, however, whether
the honorable gentleman was not mistaken
in that view, for I believe that, on whatever
grounds the present Government were de.
feated, honorable members would thereafter
have a very early opportunity of going to
their constituents. The honorable member
for Geelong was most careful and guarded
not to attack anyone point in the Ministerial policy as set forth in the Governor's
speech. I admit at once that that speech
is not of a sensational character-no panicstricken legislation is proposed, and nothing
calculated to set class against class. The
measures promised are mostly of a practical
and domestic character, calculated to supply
the social wants of the people. And surely
those are the measures which the country
desires, in preference to that class of sensational legislation to which we have been
accustomed since 1877. For example, there
is the Water Conservation Act Amendment
Bill. I must say that when the original Bill
was brought forward I was sorry that it was
not of a different character, because I thought
the question of water conservation was one
the Government ought to have taken in their
own hands. I. did not believe in the water
trusts at all ; I thought they were too local,
and were not likely to be a success.
Mr. BERRY.-And yet you voted for
them.
Mr. McINTYRE.-I considered the Bill
as, at all events, a step in the right direction, and I felt that the Government were
acting in the interests of decentralisation.
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They considered, no doubt, that works of a
public character were better in the hands of
local bodies than in the hands of the Central
Government, and I give them credit for
being actuated, in the proposals contained
in the Bill, by that belief. Having seen
that their ideas in that direction have, to
some extent, failed, they now unhesitatingly
step in and propose to amend their measure.
Oan there be any objection to such a proposition? Instead of having discredit
thrown on them, I think the Government
are entitled to a special vote of thanks
from the House for taking such prompt
steps to make the existing Act of more
practical utility; and I consider that the
Minister of Water Supply deserves the
gratitude of the country for the energy he
has thrown into the matter of water supply
to the country districts.
Mr. McOOLL.-What has he dono?
Mr. McINTYRE.-Some people speak
as if the Ministry had been the cause of
the drought in the country, whereas the
fact is that there has not been a drop of
rain since last August until the other day,
~.nd the Bill which gave the Government
any money to expend in connexion with
water supply was not passed until just
before Ohristmas. Moreover, the Minister
of Water Supply and the Minister of Railways have been most active in their efforts
to relieve the people suffering from the
drought, the former by sinking wells and
pumping water into the creeks, and the
latter by sending up water trains wherever
it was possible to do so. The honorable
member for Mandurang (Mr. McOoll) has,
I fully admit, done a great deal of good in
directing attention to the importance of
water supply on the Northern Plains, but I
submit that he has no right to allow his
party feeling to prejudice him against the
present Government, considering that they
have done everything possible towards alleviating the great distress which existed on
the Northern Plains in consequence of the
severe drought. As to the Serpentine weir,
I have been told by residents in the immediate neighbourhood that it is impossible to
make it a success, owing to the friable and
porous nature of the banks. As far as I
can gather from the reports, Mr. Gordon
simply pointed to the Serpentine weir as a
temporary source of supply. Nevertheless
I believe that the position is one of the
most natural situations in the district to
conserve water, and I think the Government
should make every effort to utilize it. At
the same time, I am not going to condemn
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the Minister of Water Supply because he
followed the advice of .those gentlemen of
engineering skill and ability in whom he
placed confidence. If they have done wrong
let that be shown, but I maintain that it
is most unfair to attack one of the most
energetic members of the Government because his scheme of water supply has
not dovetailed in every way. Another
important domestic measure promised by
the Government is a Bill dealing with the
adulteration of food. There can be no
doubt that the present law on the subject is
inoperative, and every honorable member
must see the importance of such a measure
being passed without delay. The next
measure mentioned in the speech is a Bill
to regulate the storage of explosives. A
more important Bill could not be submitted,
as I can say from experience that the
dangers of the present system are something
terrific. Another measure to be introduced
is a Bill dealing with the larrikins, and
there is no honorable member but will admit
that the time has arrived when it is absolutely necessary to take some action with
regard to those vicious fellows. Then there
is the very debatable question of the proposed penny postage. I know that a great
many honorable members say that this is a
measure to benefit the commercial community. The liberals ask-Why do not the
Government reduce the beer and tobacco
duties (which, by the way, they themselves
put on) and let the commercial taxation
continue? I maintain that the penny postage will be a great boon to the working
classes and the medium classes of the country, and not simply to the commercial
community. It is possible that it may
cause a considerable falling off in the postal
revenue at first, but I am much mistaken
if the change does not double the revenue
in a few years. When a letter can be sent
for a penny, the people will use the postoffice on every possible occasion. It is the
commercial men who gain the benefit of the
present penny postal card system, whereas
the poorer classes have to pay 2d. for the
conveyance of a letter. I hold that, when
the new system is introduced, postal cards
should be abolished altogether, because I am
aware that they have been used for abominable purposes; no communication should
pass through the post unless it is under cover.
Then there is the Melbourne Harbour Trust
Act Amendment Bill ; can there be any
objection to that? T4is measure should
have been taken up by the Government
years ago, because it is not merely of
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importance to the port of Melbourne, but
to the whole country. Great credit is
due to the honorable member for Emerald
Hill (Mr. Nimmo) for the manner in which
he has stuck to this Bill; and, as the Government have taken it in charge, I think
he at all events ought to give them a liberal
support. The Mining on Private Property
Bill is a measure the passing of which has
been promised for several years ,and the whole
of the mining community are desirous that
the question of mining on private property
should be settled. An Electoral Bill is also
promised, and there is no doubt that a
number of the constituencies reqUire alteration. Some honorable members ask for
single electorates, but that, of course, will
be a question for discussion. I can only
say that I feel very comfortable in the single
electorate I represent. Without going into
the other Bills enumerated in the speech, I
think I have given a sufficient number to
show the desirability of supporting the Government for the purpose of carrying into
law these important measures. "Vith regard to the ordering of water pipes and
carriages from England, I have already
endeavoured to show that the attack on
that question is altogether a sham. I can
assure honorable members-and I speak
from my recent visitations as one of the
Tariff Commission-that every workshop in
the country is at present fully employed.
All the foundries in Ballarat are crowded
with work, and the same is the case at
Sandhurst. It is utterly impossible for the
Government to get the work they require
done in the colony by the present appliances.
Now that they are giving out a contract
extending over a considerable period, it is
possible that new companies may be started
to carry out .the works; but at the present
time there is not a workshop which would
undertake to make the pipes or carriages
wanted by the Government. I was present
with the honorable member for Stawell at
Ballarat when the conversation took place
to which the honorable member has referredas to the manufacture of pipes by the Lal
Lallron Company, and I think the honorable
member must have drawn on his imagination when he said that that company was
prepared to undertake the work.
Mr. WOODS.-One of the partners said
that if they had had time they would have
tendered at £8 lOs. per ton ; and I can say
from my own knowledge that the iron would
be better than that in the imported pipes.
Mr. McINTYRE.-I admit that time
was an element in the contract, but the
SES. 1882.-0
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pipes were wanted immediately, so as to be
utilized for next year's water supply. The
outcry in the metropolis in the summer time
is something which demands the attention
of any Government which wishes to do its
duty. The Government were bound to
study the public convenience, and obtain
the pipes in the only way they could do so
within the requisite time. I myself, freetrader as I am, would certainly prefer giving
local manufacturers work to sending the
money to England, but the Government,
pressed as they were to provide a sufficient
water supply for Melbourne, cannot be
blamed for taking steps to secure pipes in
time for next summer's use. With regard
to the ordering of carriages, I must say
that I take a great deal of blame to myself
in connexion with that matter. I can remember when the honorable member for
Stawell, as Minister of Railways, asked this
House for three-quarters of a million to
supply the lines -with rolling-stock. -I
and others opposed that proposition very
strongly, and the result was that it was not
carried. I have no hesitation in saying
now, although the honorable member for
Stawell and myself are not on the most
friendly terms, that I regret the action I
took on that occasion, because I have seen
since what the public have suffered in
consequence. The honorable member for
Stawell evidently saw further ahead at that
time than I did. But it is not the present
Government who are to blame in the matter;
it is .this House, which rejected the idea of
the honorable member for Stawell. Because
we acted mistakenly, are we to censure .the
present Government because they see the
necessity of additional carriages being at
once put on the lines? To do so would be
absurd. Moreover, it must be borne in mind
that they are only getting a temporary supply, which is as nothing compared with what
will be required in the future when colonial
manufacturers will be in a better position to
tender. I am anxious to impress on the
honorable member and the country that there
has not been one sufficient reason advanced
by the Opposition why a vote of want of
confidence in the present Government should
be carried by this House. They have utterly
failed to establish any case against ·the
general administration of the Government,
and their attacks have been mainly directed
against two Ministers who are, in my opinion,
the most energetic members of the Ministry
~namely, the Minister of Railways and the
Minister of Water Supply. I admit that
those two gentlemen may not have the
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plausible suave manner of some of their predecessors, and when you go to them perhaps
they speak very bluntly, and tell you what
they think, but I rather admire that principle
mJ self. I have had comparatively few dealings with them, but whenever I have gone
to them-and the testimony of others is to
a similar effect-they have treated me properly and well, that is to say, they have
done what they were asked to do, if they
thought it right and just; and what more
can be expected? The Minister of Railways has evidently shown a desire to make
himself acquainted with the wants of his
department. Some people talk about his
gruffness, but though he may not have the
most pleasant manner in the world, I have
no cause to complain of him, and I do not
think any member of the Opposition
has either. Instead of the two Ministers
I have referred to being censured, I think
they deserve the thanks of the House for
the energetic way in which they have
administered their departments. As to
the case of Mr. Wallis, I must say
that the amount of spurious sympathy
which has been evinced for that gentleman
is to me most extraordinary, especially if
we consider the source from which it comes
-the authors of Black Wednesday. I
firmly believe that there has never been such
another vile crime as Black Wednesday
committed by any Government in the world,
and the honorable member for Geelong, who
has moved the present amendment, was the
head of the Government which was guilty
of that crime.
Mr. R. CLARK.-And who was the
Aftorney-Ge~eral ?
Mr. McINTYRE.-Thepresent Premier
was not in the Berry Ministry at all at that
time, and it is an iniquitous thing to say
that he had anything to do with Black
Wednesday. The honorable gentleman's
whole action since has shown that he disapproved of it, and desired to redress the
wrongs which were then committed. The
Attorney-General at that time was, I believe,
Mr. Trench. A more villanous crime than
Black Wednesday never took place in any
well-governed country in the world. It was
a kind of work which might be expected
from King Theebaw. One morning,"dozens
of civil servants, who had been serving the
State faithfully for years, woke up to find
they had been sent adrift without a moment's
notice, and without the slightest compensation at the time, not for any fault of their
own, but in order to gratify the revengeful
spirit of the Ministry of the day towards
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those who were supposed to be opposed to
them in their political views.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-Because the
Council would not make the public money
available.
Mr. McINTYRE.-The money was
forthcoming for any purpose for which it
might be wanted, but, in order that sweet
revenge might be wreaked on political opponents, the act was done which sent many
men who had served their country faithfully
to an untimely grave. The men who committed that act are the men who now stand up
to condemn the Government for the dismissal
of Mr. Wallis. And who is Mr. Wallis?
A man in the prime of youth, who received
a good salary while he waS in the service of
the State, and who goes out of that service
with a large gratuity. It is said that the
board of inquiry exonerated Mr. Wallis;
but, in my opinion, they did nothing of the
kind. Their judgment was like the Scottish
verdict, " Not provsn." I ask honorable
members who defend Mr. Wallis how anyone
of them, if a Minister of the Crown tomorrow, would like to stand before a public
deputation and be insulted' by a departmental officer in the way that Mr. Wallis
insulted the Minister of Public Works?
If I were a Minister and had been treated
so, I would have said to the offender" You go, or I must go." I cannot understand the spurious sympathy which has been
evinced with reference to this matter, particularly as Mr. Wallis is not a man to shed
tears about. I have been brought into
contact with him now and then, and it
always struck me that he had one of those
peculiar faces calculated, at any time, to turn
sweet millr into sour. Surely some more substantial accusation than this is necessary before the House can feel justified in ousting
from office a Government that is doing its
best for the country. I hope honorable
members in opposition will give up the agitation which they seem disposed to create as
a means to enable them to return to power.
Let them leave the country alone for a
time. We have had experience of the
kind of legislation obtainable from the
honorable member for Geelong and his
political associates, and we know, as a
matter of fact, that the country has not
prospered under it. Why, had the late
Ministry been in power during the recent
frightful drought in the north-western
districts, the country would have been sub.
jected to an absolute collapse. There can
be no doubt that the people have more confidence in the present regime than in the
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past, and therefore I hope the honorable
. member for Geelong will see his way to withdraw the amendment. I may mention that one
of the architects of this city has had orders to
the amount of £50,000 withdrawn from
him, pending the result of the amendment.
(" Oh, oh I ") It is easy enough to say
" Oh I " but I am stating a fact which can
be proved. I don't say people who act in
that way are doing right-on the contrary,
I think they behave stupidly-but the fact
that people do these things shows how
guarded we should be ill our proceedings, so
as not to excite alarm. There can be no
doubt that the thing called Berryism has
had an evil.effect upon the country; and that
until it is thoroughly obliterated, Victoria
will not go steadily on. The respite we
have had from it has already been attended
by beneficial results. For example, work is
plentiful, and such a thing as an idle man
is not to be found ; although this is the
season when in previous years unemployed
people have besieged the public departments
by the thousand. Under these circumstances, I say we are bound to prevent, by
the use of every possible means at our command, the return of the Berryites to political power. That Berryism is not very much
appreciated in the old country is shown by
the different reception given in England to
the Premier of New South Wales from that
which was accorded to the honorable member for Geelong. The honorable member went
to England as the chief of an embassy. He
had with him plenty to report what he said
-Mr. Pearson, Mr. Hayter, and a special
constable; but all the reporting in the
world could not secure for him a distinguished ovation like that tendered to Sir
Henry Parkes. It may be said that the
whole of Australia has been honoured through
that gentleman. I regret that the honorable member for Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson) is not in his place, because I have
some remarks to make about the honorable
member, and, when I have to speak of an
honorable member, I speak with more
vigour in his presence than his absence. At the same time, I think the
honorable member might almost be left
alone after the "dressing down" which
he has received from the honorable
member for Stawell. But it cannot be
overlooked that the honorable member for
Oastlemaine wanted to show that he was a
heaven-born Minister - that there was
nothing like disorganization, that everything went smoothly and well, in the Railway department when he presided over it;
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and yet it can be proved from the pages of
Hansard that there were more complaints
against his administration than there have
been against that of any other Minister of
Railways. The honorable member, the other
night, wanted to make the present Minister
of Railways responsible for the inadequate
accommodation on the Dandenong line on
the occasion of the recent volunteer encampment. But while the honorable member
was in office, he was complained of, if possible, more virulently and bitterly than he now
complains of the present Minister. Do not
honorable members recollect how he was
complained of by the honorable member for
West Bourke (Mr. Deakin) for causing
State school children from Bacchus Marsh
to come to Keilor station, on their way to
the Melbourne Exhibition, allowing them to
be kept at Keilor, in the broiling sun, because
there were no carriages to bring them to
Melbourne, from nine o'clock in the morning until the afternoon, when they were
taken back to their homes? Do they not
also recollect how the honorable member for
Kara Kara condemned the Railway deRartment, when under the same management,
for its inadequate arrangements in connexion with the wheat traffic? Why the
honorable member for Oastlemaine did more
than any other Minister of Railways to
disorganize the Railway department. One
of his blunders was to appoint some four or
fivemanagers,and so to divide responsibility;
but what is wanted is one good man at the
head of the department-a man quite away
from political influence-as independent of
political influence as a Oommissioner of
Audit. As to the so-called abolition of
patronage, I regard it as a sham and humbug. Why the honorable member for
Oastlemaine did not enter upon it until he
had supplied one of almost every family in
Oastlemaine with a billet. Oertainly I cannot get a billet for any of my constituents.
Mr. LAURENS.-You got a billet for
your son.
Mr. McINTYRE.-My son has arrived
at an 'Rge when he can exercise his own
judgment. He has been educated sufficiently to qualify him for the best billet in
the land. At present he is holding what is
only a temporary billet, and, if he is not able
to perform its duties, let him go at once.
If my son had taken my advice, he would
not have accepted it. As I have said before, I would rather see my family break
stones on the roads than become civil servants. The honorable member for Castlemaine complains bitterly that the Minister

188

Governor's Speecl~.

[ASSEMBLY.]

AddTeS8 in Reply.

of Railways, after entering into an agree- area of more than 60 acres, but I finel that he ha9
a consolidated lease in the Ararat district
ment as to the compensation which should issued
covering 135 acres, and two leases in the Sandbe paid to a poor fellow who was injured by hurst district covering 107 acres. Now 107 acres
the Jolimont accident, allowed that poor along a narrow line of reef means a total length
of about two miles."
fellow to take his case into court and obtain
It
would appear that the honorable member
a verdict. I regard the proceeding as most
generous and proper, and yet it is denounced for Mandurang made this extraordinary
by those liberals who plume themselves attack on the Minister of Mines without
upon being so anxious for the welfare of the attempting to inform himself of the facts in
poorer classes. Complaint has also been the slightest degree. He seems to have got
made about the creation of the office of in- hold of the Government Gazette, and, on the
sp3ctor of railway refreshment-rooms; but faith of what he saw in that publication, to
I consider that a more useful appointment have condemned the Minister of Mines for
than that has not been made by the Go- doing things which he never did, except so
vernment. The time had arrived when it far as signing his name to certain documents
becam,e necessary to see that the contracts was concerned, and he p-qt that before the
entered into between the refreshment.room country as a reason why the Minister should
keepers and the Railway department were be shifted from his position. What arc the
properly observed; and I have noticed that, facts? Why the very leases, the issue of
since the appointment of the inspector, a which the honorable member for Mandurang
marked change for the better has taken condemns, were recommended by the honorplace in the management of the refreshment. able member before he left office. The
rooms. Exception has also been made to Minister of Mines stated that he never, to
the gentleman appointed to the office. his knowledge, granted a consolidation lease
Now I recollect the honorable member for which his predecessor had refused, upon
Geelong stating in this House, with refer- which the honorable member for Mandurang
ence to the case of Mr. Sergeant, that in said" I give the honorable gentleman's statement
filling up an office under Government, a foremphatic contradiction. A t all events, the
mer member of this House, if he had served an
honorable member's kuowledge of his own acts
the country at all well, had greater claims must be very imperfect, because the cases of the
tlutll a member of the outside public.' The Golden Age, the New Moon, the Pandora, and
Golden Pyke leases stand out very conMinistry acted upon that dictum in the ap- the
spicuously, and I find that the Gazette notices of
pointment of their first inspector of refresh- their consolidation bear the honorable gentlement-rooms. The gentleman appointed was man's signature."
a member of the House for many years; N ow will the House believe me when I say
he occupjed the position of Chairman of that the only connexion which the present
Committees for a long period; and I am Minister of Mines had with the matter was
sorry he has not been selected for a more the attaching of his signature to leases
important position; but in the office to which his·predecessors recommended should
which he has been apJlointed he will be able be consolidated-a mere matter of form?
to do lUuch good for the public. I only The facts show what an amount of intellihope the Government will see their way to gence, information, and .acumen the honorappoint him to a superior position at an able member for Mandurang possesses, when
early opportunity. As to the idea of the . he has the audacity and effrontery to stand
honorable member for Castlemainc with up in this House and declare that the
regard to a coalition Government, it is well Minister of Mines should be· condemned for
known that the honorable member desires to carrying out work which he himself left in
be the leader of a party, and he may be one abeyance. The largest area in the Sandsome day, but not yet. He must· bide his hurst district embraced in a consolidated
time. Certainly he will not succeed in lease is'sued by the ·present Minister of
forming a coalition if he wants to bring into Mines is that of the Great Southern G. G.
it the honorable member for Geelong. I Company, and comprises 72 acres. That,
now wish to address myself to one particular no doubt, is a considerably larger area than
ex.Minister - the honorable member for is usually embraced in a lease in the SandMandurang (Mr. vVilliams). That honor- hurst district, but there were very exceptional
able member, in the course of his remarks reasons for the proeeeding,and those reasons
last Thursday, alluded in this fashion to the I am sure the public will appreciate. In
Minister of Mines : fact, the ground would have been utterly
valueless without the amalgamation. The
"The honorable member stated just now that
he had never consolidated any lease for an
correctness of what I state will be seen by
Mr. McIntyre.
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the following letter which I have received
from the company's manager : " Re Great Southern and South Belle Vue.
"Sandhnrst, May 2, i882.
"The South Belle Vue United and the Great
Southern Companies are perhaps the most particular examples of the advantage of gmnting
in some cases large areas of ground, each being
situate at the extreme south end of the lines 011
which they are working, so far as the development of the said lines to this date is concerned,
" Both companies are formed by the amalgamation of a number of other companies, each of
which had completely exhausted their shareholders by heavy calls, without the prospect, of
any return; but for this amalgamation the
ground held by tbe Southern would have been
idle to this day, the difference being that the
company have, and is now giving employment
to over 100 hands, exclusive of wood-carters
and others, and have, since the date of registration, April,187G, spent an average of close on
£11,000 per annum.
"The South Belle Vue United have spent
£11,400 since registration, which, added to
£ 18,112 spen t prior to the amalgamation, makes
a total of £29,512 out of the pockets of shareholders without as yet finding the reef.
"To give you an idea of the difficulty they
have to conteud with, I may mention that, although they have powerful pumping machinery
constantly at work, the water is so heavy that,
fl'om the 1st of March to the 1st of May, on ly
5ft. has been sunk in the shaft by two shifts of
men, using National drills, dri\'eu by Ford's aircom pressor.
" Now I would simpl.V ask, what could small
companies or illdiviuua.l enterprise do with
ground like this? Nothing; alia, as I said in
previous· letters, that the hOlding of an extended
claim under a secure tenure is the only inducelIlent for capital to bo expended, the assertion
that the amalgamation of leases has kept miners
out of employment is simply rubbish. The
miners could not work the ground if it was
thrown open to them to-morrow, but the amalgamations have been the means of giving constant employment to miners, engine-drivers,
bla.cksmiths, wood-carters, foundry men , &c.,and
afforded a large business to merchants in the
supply of the necessary tools and materials for
carrying on extensive operations."

'Vhen the House realizes that lease consolidation brings about such results as these,
I think it will be unanimously of opinion
that the Minister of Mines has done right in
this matter. Why the working men whom
the honorable member for Mandurang
appears to champion would have no work at
all in connexion with the mines I refer to
but for these amalgamations, As a matter
or fact, the working men are largely interested in these companies j they could participate in the success or the ventures only by
becoming shareholders in the concern; and
it was they, as a rule, who forced on these
amalgamations. But there are on the goldfields a certain class of men who are opposed
to amalgamations for their own ends, and
this class of men-loafers and jumpers-the
late Minister of Mines is anxious to legislate for, but the present Minister takes a
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far more proper view of the wants of the
mining interest, and he is disposecl to grant
fair areas in consideration for the amount or
money proposed to be expend eel and the
labour to be employed. Had the amalgamation system not gone on, a large extent of
ground would have had to be abandoned.
Olearly, the late ;Minister has not one leg to
stand upon, so far as his action against the
present Minister is concerned. Personally,
I have a strong cause of complaint against
the present 1Vlinister. I have gone to hlm,
time after time, and pointed out the necessity
for amalgamation in connexion with a company in which I am interested, which has
incurred an expenditure of between £10,000
and £12,000, which has regularly employed
from 50 to 70 men, and which has not yet
yielded one penny to the shareholders. Although the district in which the mine I
refer to is situate is wholly supported by the
labour employed on the mine, the Minister
refused my application, on the ground that
the amalgamation would embrace some
60 or 70 acres. The honorable member
for Mandurang talks about "shepherd. ing," but I don't think the Minister
or Mines would attempt to shepherd,
or allow the shepherding of any claim.
Does the honorable member for Mandurang know iihat the Minister of Mines has
been resident in the district in which I live
for nearly thirty years, that he has occup~ed
every public position in the locality, and
that his name is synonymous for honesty?
Oan· I say as much for the honorable member? The honorable member ought to feel
ashamed of himself. Why every line of
the policy of the honorable member with
regard to amalgamation has been, to some
extent, to carry out his own interests. Oertainly it is not for the honorable member to
twit any gentleman on this (the Ministerial)
side of the House. We need only take a
glance at the honorable member's political
career to see what n political weathercock he
hns been. Does the honomble member not
know that, as a member of the late Ministry,
he was no other than a nonentity-that he
was regarded by his colleagues ns n J on:111,
and was not allowed to S:1Y a word? How
he must feel that every remark which the
honorable member for Geelong made use of
the other night, ,yith regard to the political
traitors of the liberal party, must apply to
him. Only a few years ago, the honorable
member went about distributing tmcts
against the Berry Administrntion. Then he
came into this House to support that Administration, whiGh s\lbsequently he assisted
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to destroy. Then he joined the conservatives, but shortly afterwards sold them as
he had previously sold the Berryites. Afterwards he attained the great obje~t of his
life-a seat on the Treasury bench; but
during the time he was a Minister he was
not allowed to say a word for himself in
Parliament. I would feel an utter contempt
for myself if I had to look back on such a
career. And yet the honorable member now
poses before this House as the very personification of purity and innocence. How can
people be gulled with such displays? The
honorable member has the temerity to detlOunce an honorable gentleman whose career
has been a credit to him in every way-who
has been consistent in Folitics and honorable
in business, and who would disdain to talk
clap-trap about the working man. No Member of Parliament ever showed such gross
favoritism as a Minister as the honorable
member for Mandurang did when he was
Minister of Mines. He strained the law and
the regulations made under the law in many
ways in order to give pieces of ground to his
own friends. He was anxious that a certain
lease, which was in dispute, should be given
to a friend-the chairman or secretary of his
election committee-and when he found
that the warden was going against the
friend's application, he caused the right to
mine upon the piece of land to be withheld, by
which arrangement the land ultimately came
into the friend's possession. And yet, after
being guilty of such an act as that, the
honorable member stands up in this House
and denounces his successor. I don't think
audacity could any further go. When the
honorable member complains of the consolidation of leases in the Sandhurst. district,
he should not forget that he was a member
of a Ministry that contemplated leasing
something like 20,000 acres on the Sebastopol Plateau to one company. Whatever
the honorable member may say of the
Minister of Mines, the Sandhurst people will
thoroughly believe that the latter is an
honest man, who has their interests at heart.
With regard to the amendment before the
chair, I think honorable members on both
sides of the House llYust see that there is not
the slightest warrant for the proposition;
that the mover and the supporters of the
amendment have totally failed to prove their
case; and that this House cannot possibly
accept the proposition without stultifying
i~self .. Although I, occupy a peculiar positIOn With regard to the present Ministry, I
am confident that those with whom I act will
do all they can, so long as the l\1ini.stry bring
Mr. McIntyre.
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forward measures for the benefit of the
country, to give them an honest and honorable support.
Mr. HALL.-Sir, I have been thinking,
for the last hour and a half, of a little scene
which I once witnessed at a cheap show. It
was that of a lot of blustering individuals
going across the platform. As each individual went on his way, a voice called out" What a big tail our tomcat has got." It
occurred to me, while the honorable member for Maldon was speaking, how aptly
that expression applies to the state of
affairs on the Ministerial side of the
House. A great part of the speech of
the honorable member has been an attack
on the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) and other honorable members
who sit in opposition; just for all the worlel
as if members on the opposition side of the
House, and not the Ministry, were being
tried.
The honorable member for Maldon has alluded to honorable members in
opposition as the" small-pox" party. But
I would remind the honorable member that
there is another political disease, known as
the "conservative itch." It generally affects those who suffer from it in the palm of
the right hand, and the only known cure is
a family blister worth £600 per year. The
honorable member has also referred to members on his own side as a lot of voting
machines.
. Mr. McINTYRE.-I did not.
Mr. HALL.-If we on this (the opposition) side are voting machines, I think we
have a larger amount of independence than
the voting machines on the other side. The
voting machines on the other side always
work together. It is only on rare occasions that a split occurs among them,
whereas members on this side are frequently found to work independently. The
honorable member for Maldon has gone
through the Government programme, and
lauded it to the skies as something most excellent and grand, and I ask the honorable
member whether he intends to assist the Government in carrying it out? I think he
has hinted that he does not. The honorable
member will not vote for the amendment,
simply because it is moved by the honorable member for Geelong ; but it appears
that by-and-by the time will come-from
what I learn, it will come speedily-when
the Ministerial side will want our assistance.
Then what will be the value of the excellent
programme of the Ministry? It would seem·
as if the honomble member for Malclon and
his party would not allow the Ministry to
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carry one single measure contained in that
programme. I don't know whether it would
be in order to apply the term" hypocrisy"
to such conduct. I am afraid there is a
good deal of that commodity about the
House, but not on this side.
The
honorable member talked a great deal
about the Premier's veracity and noblemindedness, and his endeavours to do right.
He said that the Premier has done all he
could to remedy the evils of Black Wednesday. Now I would like to call attention to
the fact that some police magistrates were
dismissed on Black Wednesday, but the
Premier, though he has recently appointed
additional police magistrates, has not restored
any of those who were dismissed on that
occasion. How, then, can it be said that the
honorable gentleman has done his best to
remedy the evils of Black Wednesday?
But the honorable member for Maldon,
though he generally commences his speeches
by remarking that he is going to be very
calm, gets into a state of great excitement
occasionally, and is, perhaps, scarcely responsible for all he says. The honorable
member has evidently been fossicking in the
Mining department recently, and what has
he found there? He says that he has
found that some mining leases which ought
not to. ha ve been granted were issued by the
late Minister of Mines; but, if that is the
case, it is very strange that the existence of
the documents should not have been discovered by the present Minister. With
respect to the charges embodied in the
amendment proposed by the honorable member for Geelong, I must say that the Ministry
have been punished very severely by several
honorable members who have spoken on the
question. Of course they have been punished
in a parental sense, and on the principle of
the old adage which says "spare the rod
and spoil the child," but they have not
submitted to their chastisement very kindly.
Notwithstanding the prodding by the conservatives on the one side and by the liberals
on the other, it seems a very difficult matter
to keep tl1e Government in the right track.
Their position is a most unfortunate one;
indeed, I am inclined to think that they
are just "between the devil and the deep
sea."
Some reference has been made
during the debate to the merits of
their "Vater Oonservation Act, but I
v!'ill openly charge the Government with
Imving displayed utter apathy in dealing
Last
with the water famine districts.
session I attended, by invitation, a public
meeting, held in a portion of my own
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district, to urge upon: the Government thc
necessity for carrying out a scheme of
water supply, and subsequently, namely,
on the 2nd of November, I moved the
adjournment of the House to enable me
to call attention to the matter. I clearly
showed that a water famine was impending,
and pointed out what the sufferings of the
people would be unless something was done
by the Government to supply them with
water. Instead of being thanked for directing attention to the subject, I was twitted
by the Minister of Water Supply with
endeavouring to make political capital by
the course I adopted, and the idea of apprehending a water famine was ridiculed. One
of the hangers-on of the Government went
so far as to recommend me to go round with
a hat and try to collect sufficient money to
relieve the poor farmers and settlers in my
district. That was the kind of sympathy
shown by the Minister of Water Supply
and one of the hangers-on of the Government. Another Minister deliberately charged
me with attempting to prevent Moira from
obtaining water supply, because I occupied
the time of the House in calling the attention of the Government to the necessity for
taking some action in the matter. I ask
honorable members whether I had not good
reasons for bringing the question forward,
and whether it was not the duty of the
Government to pay respectful attention to
the representations made to them? It was
on that occasion that I spoke of the Broken
Oreek scheme, and stated that in consequence of the negligence of the Government
in not attending to the flood-gates, the
district had suffered severely. J was immediately accused of misleading the House,
and, in effect, charged with telling a falsehood. I had no opportunity of replying,
and have been compelled to rest under the
imputation of falsehood from that time to
the present. But the travelling reporter
of the Australasian has since verified
the statements I made, as will be seen by
an article published in that journal last
month. I will read the following extract
from the article : "The failure of the Broken Creek water
scheme is mainly to blame for the present
condition of the Lower Goul burn. The course of
the Broken Creek runs through the district from
C:1st to wcst, and if. it cont:1ined w:1ter, there
would be few p:1rts of the colony so well sup_·
I>.lied, but it became completely dry in December.
When the land was taken up four or five years
ago, the wide deep channel of the creek was full
'of water, and as the supply was thought permanent, very little was done in the way of making tanks and dams. Another ci~cuI?stance
which prevented the farmers of the dlstnctfrom
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providing a water snpply was the expectation of
baving the creek filled by means of tbe Broken
Creek scheme, which the Government was carrying out. As the Government had constructed
a weir on the Broken Hi vel' near Benalla for the
purpose of diverting the flood waters into the
creek, the farmers were justified in relying on
that source of supply, and consequently no large
dams were made in the district, a fact which
accounts for the water famine setting in sooner
than in other parts of the colony. In the Loddon,
Avoca., and Wimmera. districts the supply in the
t.anks and dams held out until the end of
January, or the middle of February, but as the
farmers of the Lower Goulburn waited for the
water of the Broken Rivel' which came not, they
were reduced to a state of want by the beginning
of December. Consequently it was with difficulty that harvesting operations could be carried
on, as water for the horses engaged in stripping,
thrashing, and carting hact to be carried from the
lagoons near the rivers, and the carting of water
has been the only work carried on since that
time, a work whIch has not been sufficient to
prevent many of the cattle and sheep from
perishing. Why did the water not come down
the creek from the Broken River? '::;ome one
had blundered.' This was the only explanation
of the matter I could obtain, and there is no
question that the blunder has been of a very
serious nature. The Government officials who
were charged with the mistake have denied
their culpability in connexion with it, and it is
not likely that anyone will be willing now to
accept the responsibility; but there are two
points of which there can be no question, viz.,
that a gigantic blunder was committed which
resulted in widespread disaster, and that the
fartllcrs who are suffering lay tbe blame upon
the department. The weir was completed last
winter, and the expected flood-gates on the
creek were kept closed. A deputation was sent
to the Minister, and the gates were ordered to
be opened, which wa.s accordingly done, and the
water allowed to flow into the creek. Much
valuable time bad been lost, however, and the
river soon sank below the level of the outflow.
Notwithstanding the loss of time which had
taken place, the water flowed down the creek,
over the least perfectly defined portion of its
conrse, to a point some three or four miles past
\Vllughr.u, near Numurkah, which shows how
well the Lower Goulburn districts should have
been supplied had not the blunder of keeping
the gates closed during the best part of the
flood-time been committed. It appears that
some dams were being made on the creek, and
it is supposed that the water was kept back
to enable those to be completed. However this
may be, the fact remains that the water was
allowed to flow past the creek, and that the present disaster in the district is the direct result. "
vVhen I asserted that the flood-gates were
kept closed my statement was flatly contradicted, but it is confirmed by the impartial
writer of this article, and people living
in the district are prepared to take oath
that the flood-gates were kept closed while
tho river was running very high. Not only
did the Government get full notice last
session of the necessity of providing water
for the settlers on the Northern Plains, but
they received a further warning during the
recess. A public meeting on the subject
was held at the Town Hall in March last.
I was requested to attend that meeting and
Mr. Hall.
"
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propose the following motion, which I
did:" That any further delay in the matter of providing water for the settlers on the Northern
Plains is to be deprecated, in the opinion of this
meeting; and the Government will be held culpable if further suffering or loss is entailed,
through the present or any future drought, to
the unfortunate settlers who have been induced
to select on these plains. "
I mentioned the fact that the country was
then in a prosp~rous state-that there was
abundance of money in the Treasury-and
I suggested that the Government should
make use of a few thousand pounds of that
money to construct the head works of Messrs.
Gordon and Black's scheme. I further
expressed the belief that Parliament, when
the matter came before it, would sanction
the outlay. How was my suggestion received? Why, on the 11th March, the
A 1.tstralasz'an made the following remarks
with reference to it : - " Mr. Hall delivered a ridiculous semi-political
speech to the effect that the Government ought
to construct water supplies for the country districts out of the public revenue without charging
interest on rates. "
But on the 26th of April the Argit8 came
out with this statement : " The cost of the weirs and of the main channels would be divided, the Government, however,
interfering no further than to approve of the
plans and to give the money. The districts
cannot claim this as a right, but in their present
distressing circumstances they have a strong
claim on the national generosity. The famine
districts can receive wbat in effect is a famine
gra.nt. ]for this policy precedent can be quoted."
It is very strange to me that within a little
over a month this joumal should advocate
the very thing I suggested at the public
meeting at the Melbourne Town Hall, though
at the time my remarks were characterized
as " a ridiculous and semi-political speech. "
There are other Jim Orows besides Members
of Parliament. When I mentioned to one
member of the liberal party that I intended
to suggest to the Government that they
should spend a few thousand pounds of the
large amount of money they had in hand in
assisting the country districts suffering from
the water famine, he said-" That is one of
the best cards they can play, and you may
depend upon it. they will grab at it in a
moment." In February last I introduced
a deputation, who urged that the Government should carry out the head works of
Messrs. Gordon and Black's scheme, leaving the local bodies to deal with the details,
as the Argus now suggests should be done.
Instead of doing anything, however, the
Minister of Water Supply received the suggestion with some little arum:?ement. He
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did not seem to understand how such a
thing could -be suggested. "Let the local
bodies," replied the honorable gentleman,
" send in their plans with as little delay as
possible~ and I will be prepared to advance
the money and allow the works to be commenced at once. "
Well, afterwards, a
number of local bodies did send in their
claims and took all necessary steps to comply
with the conditions of the Act, but up to
the present time not one shilling has been
advanced to them for water supply works.
I have been told that one local body who
applied to be formed into a trust has not
complied with the conditions, but I am in
a position to state that that is incorrect. I
was in the Minister's office when a deputation was introduced to him consisting of the
chairman and other members of the Maryborough Borough Council. They had come
down for the second time to ask for money
to enable them to carry out waterworks.
The Minister said to them-" I don't think
you have complied with all the conditions."
The deputation stated that they had complied
with everything, whereupon the Minister
appealed to an officer of the department,
who, after looking over the papers, said
there was one thing which had not been
done-a copy of the newspaper containing
the description of the area to be under the
jurisdiction of the proposed waterworks
trust had not been produced. The deputation assured the Minister that that had been
duly attended to, and, when the statement
was found to be correct, another obstacle
was started. It was said-" Oh ! a neighbouring shire has raised an objection to you
being formed into a trust." The deputation
informed the Minister that that objection
had been withdrawn, but the honorable gentleman said he had never received the withdrawal. The deputation then produced a
copy of it, but the Minister said the copy
could not be regarded as official, and that
it would be necessary for the original docu-,
ment to be produced before the application
could be acceded to. It afterwards turned
out that the original document had been
sent to the department three days previously.
I mention these matters to show the paltry
and various excuses which were made, in
order, apparently, to avoid granting any
assistance in the case.
The deputation
ultimately said they would go on with the
proposed works in the meantime, as far as
they could, if the Minister would only give
a guarantee that the money would be forthcoming when it was actually required; but
no guarantee O! the kind was given. The
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deputation told the Minister that they had
come down to do all that was necessaty to
be formed into a waterworks trust, and to
get the money advanced to them which was
required to enable them to carry out their
proposed works. They were the first council
that applied to be formed into a waterworks
trust-they had complied with the conditions in every respect--and yet they were
allowed to go away empty-handed.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Wlmt deputation is
the honorable member referring to ?
Mr. RALL.-The deputation from the
Maryborough council.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Then the statement
is not true.
Mr. RALL.-I was present on the occasion. I heard what passed, and saweverything that took place. Let the Minister
write to the Maryborough council-I do not
know one of the members of that bodyand I venture to say he will find that
the statement I have made will be substantiated by them.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Will the honorable
member allow me a word of explanation?
All I can say is that the statement is
absolutely without foundation. The Maryborough council and the two members for
Maryborough are thoroughly and absolutely
satisfied with the way that Maryborough
has ~een dealt with. All that caused delay
in the formation or the trust was that the
council were asked to state the metes and
bounds of the district over which it was
proposed that the trust should have jurisdiction, so that they might be duly proclaimed. The works are being proceeded
with, and all parties are satisfied. The two
members for Maryborough have both expressed to me their satisfaction at what has
been done.
Mr. RALL.-What the Minister says
supports my own statement. I stated that
the Mary borough council ha ve not received a
shilling to carry out water supply works, and
the honorable gentleman does not deny that.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-They are advertising
for pipes; they don't want the money at
present.
Mr. RALL.-However, in the observations I have made I have not been actuated
by any personal feeling against the Minister
of Water Supply. I have simply shown
the difficulties which the various local bodies
have had to encounter in trying to make
anything out or the Water Conservation
Act, and to obtain money on it. It is a
most unsatisfactory measure. I may refer
to tw~ cas~s which have occurred in my own
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district. One shire council have told me
that the Act is so ullsatisfactory that they
think it will b3 better for them to have
110thing to do with it; and another, who
:are anxious to get money to carry out
waterworks, state that they will prefer to
borrow from a private source rather than be
hampered with all the conditions imposed
l~y the Act. The Act is likely to be a fine
measure for the members of the legal profession; and certainly it has not enabled
the country districts to get water supplied
to them, though, when the measure was
under discussion, we were assured that the
wants of the country districts would be met
almost immediately after it became law. I
desire to say a few words with reference to
the matter of railway carriages and water
pipes. As a protectionist, I am bound to
.state that I consider the Government acted
-very wi'ongly indeed in interfering with the
protective policy of the country during the
parliamentary recess. As to the carriages,
there is ample proof that they could luwe
been constructed in the colony. No one
denies it. What necessity was there for
hurry? It is very strange that the Minister of Railways sent orders to England for
the carriages three or four months before
any private member of the House seems to
have been aware of the circumstance. The
fact that they were ordered with such
secrecy seems to' me a conclusive proof
that the Minister Imew that honorable
members would not tolerate the proceeding if they could prevent it-that they
would not allow the policy of the country
to be interfered with. There would have
been nothing lost by waiting until the carriages could ~e made here. The want of
suffi.cient carriages at excursion seasons has
been felt for some years, and it would have
been better that the public should have put
up with the inconvenience for a few months
longer rather than money should be sent to
England to purchase carriages. It seems to
me that the order for the carriages bas been
sent out of the colony at the bidding of a
party at the back of the Government, who
have said to them-" If YOll want our support you must do our bidding." The remarks I h!1Ye made as to the carriages will
also apply to the pipes. Local firms said
they could make the pipes if they were allowed an extra month 01' so. 'Vhy this
trc1ll8ndous hurry as to a month 01' two?
Melbourne has never yet been starved for
want of water, and it is not likely that it
woul(} lJaye been inconvenienced if the GoVel'lUllent had allowed the little delay to take
lJfr. Hall.
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place which was necessary in order to get
the pipes manufactured in the colony. In
neither case have the Government any justification for interfering with the protective
policy of the country. They have offered a
very poor excuse for their action, and their
supporters who have spoken have made even
a lamer excuse. I desire to refer to another
matter. To-night, there was laid on the
table of the House, on my motion, a copy of
the contract existing between the Education
department and a Glasgow firm for printing
certain books in use in our State schools ..
A very large quantity are now printed in
Glasgow. I believe that the cost of them
is about £5,000 or £6,000 a year. I am
quite sure that the work can be done as well
in the colony as elsewhere, and if the Government are anxious-as the Minister of
Railways appears to be-to redeem their
faults and sins, I think they will take the
necessary steps to have the books used in
the State schools printed in the colony in the
future. I will read a correspondence on this
subject between the secretary of the Melbourne Typographical Society and the Minister of Public Instruction. The following
letter was addressed by the secretary of the
society to the Minister : "Melbourne Typographical Society,
"O'Connor's Chambers, 100 Elizabeth-street,
" April 18, 1882.
"Sir,-I have been instructed by the President
and board of management of the above society
to write you as follows, and enclose the following resolution passed by the board :-' That a
letter be sent to the Minister of Education
requesting that all books used in the State
schools be printed in the colony, in accordance
with the protective policy of the country, and in
the interests of the colonial workman.' In
support of the resolution I would respectfully
direct your attention to the fact that, by adopting such a practice, a large amount of the best
class of work in the printing trade would be
executed in the colony. There does not appear
to be any absolute neces8it.y why the books used
in our State schools should be exact copies of
those used in the old country. There are
numerous features of interest in these new
lands that might be taken advantage of, and
entirely original school-books made use of for
the benefit of colonial school children. By
striking out this course, employment would be
found for numbers of literary men also, who at
present receive anything but a commensurate
reward for their ability. If our geographies,
grammars, &c., were printed in this colony, a
very large number of compositors who at present
are only casually employed would ue almost
permanently engaged, a very great improvemcnt
would be showlI in the class of workmen, and
the obvious intentions of the Legisla.ture would
be obscrved.
" By a.dopting a protective policy, America at
present stands unrivalleu in the higher grades
of letter-press printing, and it would be an
object worth striving for if we could succeed in
placing Victoria in such a proud position, so far
as regards the Australian colonies.
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"It is the intention of the Melbourne TypoI1raphical Society to lay these views before the
Tariff Commission, but in the meantime they
thought it advisable to bring this feature under
your special notice.
"Yours, &c.,
" W. '1'. WHEELER,
"Secretary Melbourne Typographical Society."

To this the following reply was sent, by
direction of the Minister : "Education Department, Melbourne,
" 25th April, 1882.
"Sir,-In reply to your letter of the 18th
inst., requesting that all books used in the
State schools be printed in the colony, I am
directed by the honorable the Minister of
Public Instruction to inform you that under a
contract made on the 28th September, 1880,
between the Minister of Public Instruction and
Messrs. Collins Brothers and Co., of Glasgow,
all books at present used in State schools must
be obtained from the above-named contractors,
and any change in this practice can only be
made after the expiration of tvlelve months from
the date of the Minister's giving notice of his
intention to terminate such contract.
" Mr. Grant desires me, however, to state that
he has read with much interest the arguments
advanced by you in support of the request you
prefer, and is prepared to give the subject his
most careful, and, if possible, favorable consideration.-I have, &c.,
"G. 'WILSON BROWN, Secretary."

I am glad to see that the Minister of Public
Instruction appears disposed to do all he
can to have our State school-books printed
in the colony in future. A difficulty has
been raised by some persons as to the
question of copyright, but I really cannot
see why there should be any copyright in
connexion with such books. The greater
portion of their contents consist of quotations
from poems, fables, and little matters of
history which any compiler could easily get
from other sources. I do not think there
would be much difficulty in buying the copyright, as it cannot be worth any large sum of
money; but if a difficulty were to arise about
the copyright, I have no doubt there, is
sufficient talent in this colony to compile
books that would be more suitable for the
use of the children in our State schools than
the books now imported, which are more
especially fitted for Great Britain. It
would be very desirable, I think, to have
school-books placed in the hands of our
children which would give them more information about matters relating to the Australian
colonies than is contained in those at present in use. On looking over the contract
with Messrs. Collins Brothers, of Glasgow,
I find that it can be terminated on giving
six months' notice, but in that case, there
is a condition, I believe, requiring the department to take six months' supply of
books. I intend, on the earliest opportunity, to propose that notice be given to
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cancel the contract, so that in future ouf'
State school-books may be produced in the'
colony. As to the printing of the books,
I have no hesitation in saying, from my
own knowledge, and from inquiries I
have made, that there are several printing establishments in Melbourne where
the work can be done as well as it can
be done in any part of the world. I
will now refer to the Railway department.
vVe have heard a good deal about the "commercial principles" of the Minister in connexion with the management or the railways ..
The changes which he has made in those:
principles have been so many and so strange
that they have puzzled me ; in fact, I am
disposed to think that it may be said of the,
honorable gentleman that "he changes his
princi pIes oftener than he changes his shi~t."
The Minister would have acted more wisely
if he had been less ambitious. Instead of
striving for notoriety when he took charge
of the department, he would have displayed
far more discretion if he had allowed the
permanent heads to carryon the railways as'.
they were previously conducted. The honoraNe gentleman travelled about the country
with some of his colleagues, and prated about,
"peace, progress, and prosperity," but he
ought to have recollected that" Peace only reigns where reason rules the mind.'''

Certainly in many of the acts which the
Minister of Railways did. there was no
reason. If there had. been, we would have
had a great deal more peace. Indeed, had
the Ministry generally gone about their
business with a little more reason and
common sense, they would have had more
or the confidence of the country and
of this House than they now possess.
There are one or two other matters coIl,::nected. with the Railway department upon
which I wish to enter, and I would be glad.
were the Minister or Railways present to
hear me refer to them, for I do not like to
bring charges against an honorable member
in his absence. However, I cannot, even
though he is not in his place, refrain from
allusion to some of them. For example, on
the 26th October last, the following took
place in this Chamber : "Mr. HALL asked the Minister of Rail ways
whether he would accede to the request of a
recent deputation for the construction of a wood
siding near Monea.-half-way between Avenel
and Longwood stations?
" Mr. HENT stated that, the day after the request was made, he sent an officer to the locality,
and that officer had reported in fa.vou~· of the
siding. Its ~onstruction would accordlllgly ue
proceeded with."

On the .lIth ,April I learned that that
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siding was not yet constructed, and, on
inquiry among my constituents as to why
the promise of the Minister was not fulfilled,
I was told rather a strange story. They
say that, after the receipt by the Railway
department of the report in favour of the
siding, a party of men were sent up to make
it, and were employed upon it for some
days; but, evidently for some purpose or
another, they were kept at only the Government stroke. Sucldenly, they were transferred to a place three or four miles further
towards Avenel-close to the Avenel station-where they were set to work making
a siding with all their might, the thing
being finished in less than ten days. It
seemed as though the object was to get the
affair completed before there could be any
interruption to it. My constituents have
pressed me to inform them why this was
done, and certain reasons 11ave been given
me ; but I shall not mention them, because
I don't want to bring in family matters. I
have no doubt influences were brought to
bear upon the Minister in connexion with
the affair. For the present, the people on
whose behalf I spoke in the House, and
who were promised a wood siding, have to
do without one. I would also like to say a
word or two about the Elsdon case. We
are told that Mr. Elsdon was asked to retire from the service on account of his
ill-health. There seems something rather
curious in that arrangement. I could understand the honorable member for Richmond (Mr. Smith) asking the Engineer-inChief-" Don't you feel well?" but another
member of the Cabinet doing so has a
strange look.
It appears like saying to
him-" Do you see what I have in my
hand? I advise you not to feel well."
A few days after Mr. Elsdon's retirement I
met him in Collins-street, smoking a cigar, .
and looking as well as ever I saw him look
in his life. vVith respect to the gravel business, I think the Government are not wise
in refusing the inquiry asked for. ""Vere I
in their place, I would have demanded such
an inquiry directly the imputation about the
gravel was made. So much has been said
of a slurring character against Members of
Parliament that I think we are entitled to
insist upon the inquiry. If the Minister of
Railways is ready to risk his seat in the
business, surely he might risk a select committee. I may say I would not be at all
sorry to see the honorable member clear his
character. I wish also to refer to the honorable member for Richmond, and, as he is
not in his place, I will address him in his
Mr. Hall.
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absence. I think, however, a Minister who
knows something is going to be said with
respect to him might as well put in an
appearance. We all know what a fad with
the honorable gentleman the penny postage
system has always been, and now it appears
his ideas on the subject are to get definite
shape, and be carried into law. But, inasmuch as he also claims to be a friend of the
working classes, I ask him whether it would
not be more to their benefit if, instead of
reducing the letter postage-an alteration
which would be of very little usc to them,
while it would create a deficiency in the
revenue and bring them extra taxation-the
present surplus in the State coffers was made
a pretext for taking the duty off such articles
as tea, sugar, tobacco, or beer? "Vould he
not, by making a proposal of that sort,
render himself quite as conspicuous as his
penny postage scheme is likely to make him?
My opinion is that it is the merchants and
bankers, rather than the working rr:.en of the
community, who would reap any benefit the
system he advocates is calculated to confer.
Again, if, through adopting the penny post,
there is a great deficiency in the postal
revenue, will not that state of things react
most injuriously upon the many districts
in the country which are crying out for
additional postal accommodation? Almost
every country member knows something of
the agitation on that account that is con·
tinually going on in (lifferent localities. I
am glad to see that the Government talk
of bringing in a Bill to amend electoral
boundaries, but I trust their intended measure will not he of a piecemeal .character.
What I say is that, if the Government
interfere with the Electoral Act in any way,
they ought to do so for the purpose of
establishing single electorates. Look at
how awkwardly the present electoral boundary system works in Moira, the second
largest electoral district in the colony. I
have presented petitions on the subject from
the shires of Shepparton, Benalla, Yarrawonga, and Wangaratta, all in fayour of
single electorates. I hope no one will
deem that I have said anything against the
Ministry of a personal character, because I
have no personal feeling against them. I
simply set up my opinion against them
politically, my duty to my constituents requiring that I should do so, but at the
same time I have no desire to throw the
country into confusion. We in opposition
are bound to tell them, from time to time,
what we think of them. and that we don't
agree with them. It' they look at the

Ml'. Berry's Amendment.
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present debate in that light, I fancy they
will feel thankful to us for endeavouring to
keep them in the way they should go.
Mr. McCOLL.-Mr. Speaker, I believe
it is tolerably well known that I have no
desire to put out the Ministry before the
expiry of this Parliament, but, when I look
nt matters connected with their conduct in
office, I begin to feel that I have been
spending far too much time over such things
as my correspondence with my constituents,
and that that has prevented me from devoting proper attention to the proceedings
of the gentlemen in power. I have frequently said that I have no personal feeling
against the Government. For instance, the
Chief Secretary is a gentleman whom I have
known for 28 or 29 years. What did he
say, the other day, at Korong Vale? That
he was a radical, and that his policy was
not a party. one, but that of the advanced
liberal minds of the world. But if a radical
is known by one thing more than another,
it is by his always seeking to preserve intact
what John Milton describes, in his Areopagitica, as I'; the· glorious liberty of free
speech." Yet, the other day, a worthy man,
who has done much good in Melbourne
by speaking to people in different places on
Sunday afternoons, was stopped in so doing
by the police. N ow the police are in the
Chief Secretary's department, and I felt the
blush of shame on my cheek when I heard
of what they had done.
Mr. GRANT.-It was not done through
me.
Mr. McCOLL.-I am glad to hear it.
I made a little inquiry into the matter, and
found that the man I allude to is of undoubted respectability, his character being
beyond all question, a,rtd that he was told
. that, before he could preach the Gospel in
the way he was doing, he must get a permit
from the Minister of Public Works. If
that is not Erastianism with a vengeance,
I don't know what is.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I never heard of it.
Mr;McOOLL.-Well, I will pass on to
the Postmaster-General, and I do so with
great pain j but I am bound to perform my
duty. A deputation from Seymour waited
on him the other day, and showed him that
the Government could, by an expenditure of
£1,000, put up a· respectable post-office
there, which would practically cost them
only £5 per annum, and he promised that
an arrangement of that kind should be
entered into. What, however, did he do
afterwards? He withdrew his promise, and .
renewed the existing contract with the owner
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of the building used as the local post-office,
which proceeding will involve the State in
a loss of £35 a year. Then I have to state
that 80 per cent. of the recent appointments
in the Post-office department have been
given by him to persons connected with the
church of which he is a member-in other
words, to Roman Catholics.
Mr. BOLTON.-What is your authority
for that statement?
Mr. McOOLL.-If the PostmasterGeneml will lay on the table a list of all
the appointments. he has made in his department, giving the names of the appointees
and the denomination to which they belong,
and it does not prove my words, I will
apologize to him; but it will be seen at once
that I cannot· give my authority. I will
accept no contradiction on the point from
the honorable gentleman, without the information I indicate.
Mr. BOLTON.-vVhat about Clementina McOoll ?
Mr. McCOLL.-I think I can explain
that matter. I went down to Gippsland
the other day to see the Bishop of Melbourne,
for whom I have a great respect, and, on
my way, I met an old friend of the same
name as mine, whom I had not seen for
25 years. He is no relation, altllOugh he
comes from my part of the Highlands.
Well, I found he had a daughter very anxious to learn telegraphy from her cousin, the
postmistress at Traralgon, and he asked
me to ask the Postmaster-General's consent
to such an arrangement.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Is she a Roman
Catholic?
.
Mr. McCOLL.-I have a letter in my
pocket which speaks of thirty Roman Catholics, men and boya, whom the Minister of
Public Works has put into places since he
took office.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-That is not true.
Mr. lYIcOOLL.-I distinctly repeat the
statement. I come next to the Customs
department, where there is great discontent,
owing to a particular act of its Ministerial
head. It seems he does not fairly promote
men on account of their seniority.
Mr. GRA VES.-That is not the truth.
Mr. McCOLL.-I distinctly state that,
within the last day or two, the honorable
gentleman has been interviewed by more
than one deputation, complaining of what
I mention. This is all I have to say against
.Ministers.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-Andnothing
against the Premier.
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Mr. lVlcCOLI.1.-He is a good-natured
soul. Once I trn.velled 178 miles twice
over, at my own expense, to vote for him
in Melbourne, but when I got here I found
my ticket was lost. So he must take the
will for the deed. I have no doubt he has
:a kindly feeling towards me. At the same
time, I cannot forgive him for crossing the
floor of the House. I am sure his conscience
troubles him about that. At present I 8a,y
of him"Let Cathmor come. I love a foe so great.
Ilis soul is bright. His arm is strong. His battles are full of fame. But the little soul is a
vapour that hovers round the marshy lake. It
never rises on the green hill, lest the winds
should meet it there. Its dwelling is in the
cave; it sends forth the dart of death !"
As for the Government as a whole, I have
searched hard to find something exactly
,descriptive of them, and I think I have at
last succeeded. I have come to the conclusion that they resemble a kite-not the bird,
but the kite the boys fly. They have no
body of any solidity, they are held fast by a
strong string-who holds that string is not
known to the world-they must have a good
breeze to blow against them, and they have
a tail, in the shape of a constitutional party,
to balance them, and keep them in their
place. But that tail will drop off by degrees,
and then, with two or three whirls, being
top-heavy, down they will come tumbling on
those who hold the string. I will next allude
to the utter unfitness of the Minister of
Water Supply for his position. He is simply
the mouth-piece and tool of an amphibious
engineer named Gordon. I speak that which
I know. Why am I continually dwelling
on this subject? I am creating that public
opinion over which, as John Bright once
said, Parliament has no more power than the
meanest subject. He also said that in India
canals always follow famines; and I believe
the case with us is the same. Sure I am that
water famines here will eventuate in a canal,
although we shall never have one while the
present Minister of Water Supply is in
office. I think I am now entitled to speak
of the Broken Creek business. Some months
ago, before the honorable member for Moira
(Mr. Hall) brought up the subject here,
I got a letter describing something in connexion with it which I could hardly believe;
so I went to see the works. What did I
find? An erection in the shape of a weir
that had cost £5,900. Its object was to
turn the waters of the river down the creek,
but it was put across the creek instead of
across the river, and a flood came and carried
the lock-gates away. That was a piece of
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maladministration which cost the country
£500. The misfortune was that, when the
work was put right, there was no flood to
come down. And now as to the Serpentine
weir. What did the Minister of Water
Supply do in that case ? We have all
heard of Colonel Crockett, who was so celebrated as a shot that once, when he aimed
at a racoon in a tree, the racoon cried out" Don't shoot, colonel! I will come down."
In much the same way the Minister of
Water Supply, when he found that his
statements with respect to the Serpentine
weir were to be laid bare, changed his
tactics and caved in. But on what grounds
did he cave in? ",V ere they sufficient to
justify any reasonable man, if he felt he
was right in giving way? He said-" I
agree to your plan against my better judgment, and against the better judgment of
the engineer." That was expediency with
a vengeance. What did I observe, the
other day, in the electorate of the Avoca?
I had been invited to that part of the
country by a water association, who wished
me to address a series of meetings, and
when I was there I saw scores of carts
carrying away water that perfectly horrified
me. To see if I could touch the stony
heart of the Minister, I brought him a
sample of the water; but, no! he would
not take my sample as evidence. He must
needs send his flunkeys to report on the
place where the water was, and bring down
a bottle full of it.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I did not.
Mr. McCOLL.-At any rate some one
was got to send down some water, but where
was that water obtained? At a place fully
twenty miles from where the polluted s~uff
was being supplied to the carts. The water
I have described-I could not describe the
myriads of insects and things in it-was
sent from Kinypaniel Creek over twenty
miles of country, and was polluted by what
it had passed through. Here is Mr. Cosmo
N ewbery's analysis of the sample I brought
down:., The sample of water is too small for an exact
determination of the substances in solution,
but I find the total impurity is equal to 182
grains per gallon. Of this 41 grains is organic
matter, to a great extent of animal origin. The
91 grains of inorganic matter consists of
chlorides and sulphates of sodium, potassium,
and lime."
The fact is that the water pumped out of
Kinypaniel Creek was sent along a gutter
just like one of Mr. Gordon's, and caught
all manner of sheepwash filth-deposits of
tobacco, arsenic, grease, and fluke.

Mr. Ber1'y's Amendment.

[MAY

Mr. C. YOUNG.-Mr. Gordon had
nothing to do with the pumping of the
water.
Mr. McCOLL.-I know that, but his
scheme is the counterpart of the arrange.
ment I allude to. Let honorable members
take warning from the Yan Yean water,
which a Melbourne newspaper has described
as follows :"Again there are loud complaints regarding
the Yan Yean water. The peculiar odour and
flavour noticeable in previous autumns bas
again set in, and to drink the fluid even when
filtered is by no means pleasant. In its un:filtered condition it is simply abominable. The
smell ;is so strong that it makes one's morning
bath an infliction instead of a pleasure. Statements have been made to the effect that the
authorities have repeated the mistake of previous years, and, being afraid of the supply running short, took in all the water that came down
after the first autumn rains a few weeks since.
]£ this be so, the deterioration of the water needs
no further explanation, for the watershed after
the long dry summer would be in a very unclean
state, and of course the first rain would bring
down all the objectionable scourings. Even
though the Whittlesea common may be now
shut out of the watershed, there would be sufficient objectionable matter in the first flush to
seriously affect the water. We trust the department will be able to contradict the statements
made."

I mention this because I assert, without fear
of contradiction, that that is the kind of
water which Mr. Gordon proposes to send to
the people of the Plains; in fact, the thing
is a perfect mockery, and the people will be
deluded if they submit to it. To show the
uncertain and untrustworthy character of
Mr. Gordon's reports and plans, I need only
quote the following sentence from his own
introduction to them:"The accompanying plans show the works
recommended. The whole of the weirs and main
channels are shown with approximate accuracy."

There is nothing very certain there-nothing
on which he could base an estimate if the
work was to be done.
"The positions of the secondary channels are
merely mdicated roughly, the minor channels
being omitted, as these cannot be determined
without a minute survey."

And these are the plans the Minister of
Water Supply is going to follow, and to
have nothing else! I recollect in this
House, in December last, while the Water
Conservation Bill was going through, some
honorable members spoke of Gordon and
Black's scheme, whereupon the Minister of
Water Supply exclaimed - " We have
nothing to do with Gordon and Black's
schemes; the shires can adopt whatever
projects suit them best." But what happened after the Bill became law? The
honorable gentleman would listen to no
one who came with any scheme unless it
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was approved of by Messrs. Gordon and
Black.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Hear, hear.
Mr. McCOLL.-Previously the llOnorable gentleman would have nothing to do
with Gordon and Black's schemes.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-No.
Mr. McCOLL.-I do not know how to
meet such a denial, but I can appeal to
honorable members as to whether the Minister of Water Supply did not make such a
statement in this House last session. With
regard to the Serpentine weir, it has been
several times asserted that it was always intended merely as a temporary work. But
what are Messrs. Gordon and Black's own
words? They say"This weir is peculiarly well situated to resist
any damaging action, having at flood time a very
large sectional area of water with very little
current in it."

Mr. MIRAMS.-Is that the weir he COlldemned afterwards?
Mr. McCOLL.-Yes. The Minister of
Water Supply also approves of Mr. Gordon's
idea that the best place to erect a weir is at
Bridgewater. No doubt, owing to the pre ..
sence of basaltic rocks there, Bridgewater
offers a good site for the erection of a weir,
but the objection is that the water would
ha ve no time to be purified before it came
down to Bridgewater, and it would be exactly
of the character described in the following
letter, which I received last November from
Mr. Hedley, a large brewer:"November 26, 1881.
"My dear Sir,-I take this liberty of writing
to you, to call your attention to the polluted
state of the Loddon river. I am very much
afraid that if the Minister of Water Supply
intends to take this stinking water, with any
amount of minerals in it, for.the people to drink
on the Northern Plains, it is not likely to do
them much good. We have not brewed from
this water for two months, and cannot again
till next winter. Had we not sunk a tank to
store the water that comes down the river in
winter, which cost us £400, we would have been
compelled to shift our brewery plant. Just look
at a letter in the Inglewood Adve1,tiser of the 23rd
inst. I, at the request of several farmers and
gardeners of this district, wrote that letter,
pointing out the folly of taking stin king mineral
water across the Northern Plains from Bridgewater for the poor people to drink. N early all
the water that runs in the Loddon in the summer
months is pumped from the Duke and Timor
claim, near Maryborough. It empties into the
Bet Bet Creek, which keeps the Loddon running.
If the Minister of Water Supply wishes to poison
all the people that have had the misfortune to
select on the Northern Plains, he could not do
better, to put on the finishing stroke, than tax
them say 10 per cent. and compel them to drink
this polluted water. Mr. Catto told me that it
killed all his plants in his garden, and the gardeners lower down the river tell me the same.
"I am, &c.,
"JAMES HEDLEY."
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A newspaper which I have received tonight describes this horrible water, and
suggests that the Minister of Water Supply
should be made to drink a pint of the mixture; the writer thinks it might have the
effect of inducing him to get on with something better than the water-carriage business.
In connexion with the carriage of water, I
think I may justly pay a compliment to the
Minister of Railwavs. Some time in
January, a man died ,~ho was employed on
the railway at Bagshot, and his mates
came to me and said he had been killed by
poisoned water. Other persons said the
same thing, and I at once came down to
Melbourne and informed the Minister of
Railways of the circumstance. I requested
him to send up water trains at once, and
when I assured him that I knew, of my own
knowledge, that the death I referred to had
been caused by polluted water, he at once
touched the bell, and within two minutes a
message was despatched to Sandhurst to
send off trains with water. And what
followed? The greatest "blowing" took
place in the conservative press, to the effect
that the Minister of Water Supply, at the.
request of Mr. Langdon, was getting water
trains despatched to the waterless districts.
To his honour, the Minister of Railways, when
he heard of the" blowing" that was going
on-I never spoke of it-requested the
Secretary of the department to send me a
letter acknowledging what I had done.
The credit, therefore, in that matter cannot
be taken from me. I may here also take
the opportunity of referring ·to an "outside
slander "-1 thank the honorable member
for the Barwon for the phrase-which has
been circulated regarding me. There have
been some thirteen leading articles accusing
me of an offence of which I was as innocent
as an unborn child. I was charged with
having rendered certain services for which
it was alleged 500 shares in the Richard
Heales Oompanywere given to my wife.
The man who made the statement on which
that charge was grounded has made an affida.vit, which will be produced in the right
place, that I never introduced him to the department, and never spoke or wrote to the
Minister about him. The Arg~t8 people
know this-Mr. Samuels has written to
them to that effect-but yet they still continue their "outside slanders." What a
blessing to hear such a phrase applied by. a
conservative to the leading Ministerial
organ which is keeping the 1Vlinistry in and
pulling the strings. The reason why I have
not hitherto taken steps to vindicate my
Mr. McColl.
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honour and the honour of this House is
that I did not wish to be mixed up in any
way in the case between Mr. Williams and
the A1'g1t8. But although proceedings have
not yet been taken, they have been in the
hands of my solicitor, Mr. Gaunson, for the
last two or three months, and he thinks
that it is better to wait until the other affair
is. settled. Returning to the Bridgewater
weir, it is intended to take the water right
away to the east for a considerable distance,
but it is simply a delusion and a sham
to think that the water will be fit to be
used after being carried that distance.
It will pass through the stations of the
leading squatters and only very few selections.
Mr. LANGDON. - The Serpentine
Oreek, you mean, runs through· large
estates.
Mr. McOOLL.-I am speaking of the
large estates that the water from the Bridgewater weir would run through before it is
carried the 12 miles that are spoken of and
brought to the selectors. But if the Serpentine weir was properly repaired it would
not only afford purer water, but the water
before it went down the Serpentine Oreek
would have to flow three feet above the weir,
and thus no one lower clown the river would
be robbed of water. I think I have good
cause for giving the notice of motion I did
to-day for the purpose of knowing what
position Mr. Gordon occupies in the public
service and what his duties are. I have
already pointed out in the House that the
scheme of Mr. Gordon is nothing more nor
less than a counterpa.rt of the scheme of
Mr. Acheson which was published in a
prize essay in 1860. Mr. Acheson proposed that channels should be cut about 3
feet wide by 2 feet deep, relying on the
erosion of the earth to make them much
larger in time, and this no doubt wouldha ve
been the result. But the mistake he made
was that he did not ca.lculate what was to
become of the earth which would be thus
washed away. There is a channel between
Inglewood and Bridgewater which a man
could once have leaped over, but which is
now 14 feet wide. It is with the greatest
C'ifficulty that the road can be preserved, and
steps are now being taken to sue the Government for the damage done. The scheme
of Messrs. Gordon and Black-which is, as
I have said, a copy of Mr. Acheson's-will
actually create the very evil which it professes to prevent, because the water will gradually wash away the soil and that soil will
fill up all the dams and tanks.

M'f. Berry's ..Amendment.

Mr. MIRAMS.-Howmany large estates
would the water from the Bridgewater weir
flow through?
Mr. McCOLL.-It would flow through
three large estates.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-All with frontages
to the Loddon.
Mr. McCOLL.-Another objection to
Mr. Gordon's proposal is that it will carry
away the water from the people to whom it
belongs, and I maintain that it is not right
to rob people of water to which they are entitled. Moreover, the Minister of Water
Supply omitted to mention that the construction of the Bridgewater weir will necessitate the cutting of a 16ft. drain before the
water can be carried even to the large estates.
A stream such as would come down that
cutting would before long make it 100ft.
wide, because such is the character of the
country that, if the soil is broken, no power
can keep the water from washing away the
earth.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-The canal would be
300ft. wide.
Mr. McCOLL.-But the beauty of it
is that it costs no more to construct a
surface canal between banks 340ft. wide
than if it were only 50ft. wide. But there
is something more than that to be said for
the canal. The waters of the canal will be
taken from a pure source-they will come
down from the melted snows of the eastern
mountains, and will be carried along pure
and free from putrid matter. It has been
said by the Minister of Water Supply that
he has not refused facilities for the formation of water trusts. But what is the fact?
The Strathfieldsaye shire sent in plans
twelve months ago and more. They have
complied with all the conditions required
to obtain the promise of the money necessary
to carry out their scheme, and they were
promised the money. I t was also promised
"to myself that the waters of the Coliban
would be sent down those creeks to afford a
temporary supply, but it was never done.
'In fact, there is nothing done yet, although
the parties concerned have complied with all
the necessary conditions, and I suppose now
that the rain has come nothing will be done.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-You are aware that
there is a petition against it.
Mr. McCOLL.-I am aware that there
. is a petition from a few people at Diamond
Hill who have the water of the Coliban there
already at their doors. Moreover, the Act
distinctly states that objectors must lodge
their objections within a month. That was
not done, and yet the Minister has stopped
SEs.1882.-p
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all proceedings on account of this petition
from some half-a-dozen men. Is that
right? No, it is the same excuse to put
off the works altogether until the people
are driven out of the country. The honorable member for the Avoca (Mr. Langdon)
will bear witness that the selections in the
Boort district are falling out of the hands
of the people, and that the district will
soon be almost depopulated unless something is done to provide water. The Minister
of Water Supply can have no other motive
than to secure the depopulation of the Plains,
for what course has he taken with regard to
the vote of £500 which was unanimously
passed by the House for a contour survey
for a surface canal in the north-western
district, with the view of testing whether
the pure water that is available could
be taken across the Plains? When
50 miles of the survey had been done,
he stopped it. To show that the canal
was practicable, I may n;tention that the
parties, starting 40 miles apart, when they
met tied to two inches-a piece of civil
engineering never equalled in Australia,
and proving conclusively the sound basis
on which the projectors of the canal have
been proceeding all these years. And why
did the Minister stop the survey? Was it
not because he saw that, if the Ganal was
practicable in Rodney, it would be much more
practicable through Mandurang,Avoca, and
all the way to Lake Hindmarsh? I say
that a Minister deserves to be impeached
for such conduct in the face of the water
famine existing, and considering that water
might have been sent down the Plains
almost at once. As to the money voted
being all exhausted, I need simply say that
Mr. Gordon distinctly stated, in the presence
of the Minister, that a survey from the
Goulburn to the Campaspe would only cost
£100; and, when I asked whether that
amount would include cross sections, he replied in the affirmative. Therefore only £100
has been expended out of the £500.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-That is wrong.
Mr. McCOLL.-The Minister will not
deny Mr. Gordon's statement. Moreover,
I have already shown in the House that
tenders were received from the ablest surveyors in Victoria for making this survey,
the lowest being 27s. 6d. per mile, and the
highest £2. If, therefore, more than £100
has been spent on the 50 miles which have
been surveyed, I would liJre to know where
the money has gone to? To show the value
of irrigation to a country, I need only point
to the case of California. Mr. Gordon said
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to a ht'tge deputation or respectable influential men that he never heard of a canal for
hrigation bein.g"made ~ hetw_eel~ b~nks," and
yet he 4ad, books relating to California in
his possession. The results of irrigation in
California may be gathered from the factthat;: in' 1881, 550 wheat and 430 flour
ships sailed from San Francisco. The
exports of wheat amounted to 32,226,513
bushels, and the value of the wheat and
flour sent out of the country was no less
than 33,236,088 dollars or £6,924,184.
During the same period, the quantity of
wheat grown in Victoria, according to
Hayter, was only 9,398,838 bushels.
1\1;1'. MIRAMS.-From ]lOW many acres
of land was the Californian wheat produced?
Mr. McCOLL.-Th~t is not given, but
in California they have 30, 40, and 50
bushels of wheat to the acre, and from 50
to 60 bushels of barley, and they reap two
harvests in the year. That is the way they
get the money to sink their mines, and bring
out the gold and silver. There is no poverty
there. Men with families make a living
from 10 or 20 acres of land.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I would suggest
to the honorable member that, as he is not
likely to conclude his remarks for some time,
and as there is only a thin House, he should
move the adjournment of the debate, and
finish his speech on Tuesday.
The suggestion was accepted, and the
debate was adjourned until Tuesday, May

9.
The House adjourned at five minutes past
eleven o'clock, until Tuesday, May 9.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

in Ireland.

Province (in the room or the Hon. vVilliam
Campbell, resigned), showing that lVlr~~
"William Austen Zeal, civil engineer, had
been elect'ed.
"
"
Mr. Zeal was then introduced and
"sworn, and presented to the Clerk the
'declaration required by the 32nd section of
the Act No. 702.
I

ADDRESS IN REPLY TO THE
GOVERNOR'S SPEECH.
The PRESIDENT reported that he;
with several members of the House, had .
waited upon the Governor, and presented to
His Excellency the address adopted by the
House on Tuesday, the 25th April, in reply
: to his speech delivered to both Houses of
Parliament, and that His Excellency was
pleased to make the following answer :"MR. PRESIDENT AND HONORABLE GENTLEMEN
OF THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL:

"I thank you for your address and for the
renewed expressions of loyal~ and attachment
to Her Majesty's throne an person, feelings
which are naturally intensified at the present
time by sentiments of gratitude to the Almighty
for the preservation of Her Majesty from the
recent attempt on her life.
" I rely with confidence on the assurance which
you give me that the various important measures
to be submitted to you will receive your careful
consideration. "

ATTEMPTED ASSASSINATION OF
THE QUEEN.
The PRESIDENT said he had received
a communication from the Governor's
private secretary, informing him that the
address of congratulation to the Queen on
Her Majesty's happy preservation from the
danger attending the late attempt on her
lire, which was adopted by the Council on
the 2nd inst., would be forwarded to the
principal Secretary of State for the Colonies
by the outgoing mail.

Tuesday, May 9,1882.
North-Western Province Election-Presentation of the
Address in Reply to the Governor's Speech-Attempted
ABiassination of the Queen: Address of CongratulationPolitical Assassinatious in Ireland: Adjournment of the
House.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at twentyfive minutes to five o'clock p.m., and read
the prayer.
NORTH-WESTERN PROVINCE
ELECTION.
The PRESIDENT announced that he
had received a return to the writ issued for
the election of a member of the Legislative
Council, to serve for the North-Western

POLITICAL ASSASSINATIONS IN
IRELAND.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON said-Mr.
President, news has recently arrived in
the colony of one of the most atrocious
crimes the history of Parliament has ever
recorded. On last Saturday, whilst walking
in broad daylight in Phrenix Park, in
Dublin, two members of the British Ad.
ministration were barbarously murdered.
The Government consider that it is the
duty of myself and my honorable colleague
in the representation of the Government in
this Chamber to ask the Council to act in
accordance with the precedent set by the
House of Commons with regard to this
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murder, and to adjourn, in order to express
sympathy with the British Ministry in the
"loss of two of its members, and also the
abhorrence of ourselves and of those we
represen t at the perpetration of such a
.
I
cnme.
t is unnecessary to detain the
House on this subject. I feel convinced
~h.at ~onorab~e m~mbers will unanimously
Jom WIth me m thIS mode of expressing our
deep sense of horror at the event. I beg to
move that the House, at its rising, adjourn
until Tuesday, the 16th inst.
The Hon. R. S. ANDERSON.-Sir
I beg to second the motion. I am quit~
jlure every honorable member here will be
prepar~d to take the step proposed, or any
other that could be properly suggested, in
order to expre!s the feeling of abhorrence
entertained by this Chamber of the crime
which is reported to have been committed.
A more atrocious one could scarcely be perpetrated than the murder, in broad daylight,
of the men who were about to create a new
state of things in Ireland, and initiate a
system of good-will and kifi'dness. There
can be no doubt every honorable member
will willingly express, in the mode proposed
'
his horror of what has been done.
The Hon. J. A. W ALLACE.-I beg to
move, as an amendment, that the House
adjourn until Tuesday, the 23rd instant.
What is the use of honorable members
meeting next Tuesday, when it is obvious
that there will not then be any business to
dispose of? Why, while honorable members
elsewhere are quarrelling over the loaves
and fishes of office, should the Council be
meeting week after week to do nothing ?
The Hon. R. SIMSON.-I second the
amendment. I think an adjournment for
a fortnight will be only fair to country
members, seeing that hitherto the Council
has shown itself always able to overtake any
work laid before it.
Dr. DOBSON.-I consider that an adjournment for a fortnight will be rather too
long, because it is impossible to make sure
that circumstances will not arise during that
interval to make the fact that the House
could not sit extremely inconvenient. If
there is no business to be done next Tuesday, country members need not attend., while,
if there is business, they can be telegraphed
for.
The amendment was withdrawn.
The motion for the adjournment of the
House was then agreed to.
The House adjourned at a quarter to five
o'clock, until "Tuesday, May 16.
I' 2
" .
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Tuesday, May 9, 1882.
:Political .Affairs in Ireland: Assassination of Lord Frederiok
Cavendish, Chief Secretary for Ireland, and Mr. T. H.
Burke, Under-8ecretary: Adjournment of the House.
The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
POLITICAL ASSASSINATIONS IN
IRELAND.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN rose and saidMr. Speaker, before the House proceeds to
business; I wish to call attention to an unfortunate affair which has occurred in Ireland-a matter of so serious a character
and of so much importance, that I think
~very man in the colo.ny will look upon
It as a very heavy natIOnal calamity. I
refer to the assassination of the Chief
Secretary for Ireland, Lord Frederick
Cavendish, and the Under-Secretary,
T. H. BUrke~ I gather from a telegram
" that both Houses of Parliament in England have adjourned to mark their sense
of the occurrence, their sympathy with
the friends of the assassinated persons
and their detestation of the crime'. Th~
Victori~n Parli~ment, 1 believe, is the only
Austrahan Parhament at present in session;
and I would suggest that we'should also in
a similar way express the feeling entertained by the people of Australia as to the
very grave nature of the crime, their ab ..
horrence of such a foul deed, their respect for the memory of the deceasedone of whom was a member of the Imperial Government, though not, I believe
a member of the Cabinet--and their sym:
pathy with the British Ministry in the loss
of their colleague by the hand of assassins.
I think that, under the circumstances the
proper course will be for the House t~ adjourn, and therefore I beg to move that the
House do now adjourn until to-morrow. '
Mr. BERRY.-Sir, as the Premier has
thought well, in the responsible position he
holds, to move the adjournment of the
House, I rise to second the motion. Whatever my opinion may be as to the course
proposed, I am quite certain that, as the
motion has been made by the head of the
Government, it ought to be acceded to.
But I feel that something more pertinent
than a motion for the adjournment of the
House is what the occasion really demands.
I would have been glad if the 'honorable
" gentleman had adopt'ed a similar course to
that which he took at the commencement of

Mr.
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the session with reference to a miserable England in the great affliction which has
attempt on the life of the Qlleen made by a fallen upon them-and, indeed, upon the
man who was mad. The Premier on that empire generally-in my opinion it will
occasion gave notice of motion for the ap- scarcely meet the real gravity of the case.
pointment of a select committee to prepare n the adjournment is agreed to-and I
an address to Her Majesty, and I would hope it will be unanimously-I trust that
.have been pleased if he had now intimated the leader of the House will deem it to be
his intention to move the appointment of a his duty to take other steps in order to
committee to draw up an address to Mr . place upon record the feeling of this Legis. Gladstone, the liberal Premier of Eng- lature in regard to the recent assassinations,
land, not only sympathizing with him which are only the culmination of other
and his Government, and with the English '" crimes. I hope also that the House will be
nation, in consequence of the fearful and sufficiently unanimous to adopt an address
cowardly crime that has been committed in to Mr. Gladstone, the leader of the great
Ireland, but also asking him and the great liberal party in England, asking him not
.liberal party in England not to allow that to be scared away from his policy of
crime to have too great weight on their moderation and peace towards the Irish
minds-requesting Mr. Gladstone, in fact, people simply because certain assassins
not to abandon the moderate and peaceful have met his overtures in the way they have
: policy towards Ireland which he has in- been met. I take it that the foul deed
· augurated, and the inauguration of which committed by these political assassins was
has been answered by certain assassins in really aimed more at Mr. Gladstone and
Ireland in a way that all right-thinking his peace policy than· at anything else.
· men must deeply deplore. I think thltt if It appears to be the protest of the
the honorable gentleman had taken that more violent section of the agitators in
course he would have risen to the gravity Ireland against the moderate and statesof the occasion ; and I further think that manlike course adopted by Mr. Glad· we might be asked to express our horror, stone-a policy which only last week we
· not only of these particular murders, but heard that Mr. Parnell was going to use
· also of the whole course of events which his influence to assist the Government to
have led up to them, and which has caused carry out, so as to stop the outrages which
· political assassination to be regarded as have been taking place in Ireland for a conalmost an ordinary every -day occurrence. siderable time past, and to restore peace to
· Although former victims have not been that country. The assassination of the
such prominent men-although they have Chief Secretary and Under-Secretary for
· not occupied such important public positions Ireland appears, as I have remarked, to be
as the unfortunate gentlemen upon whom the answer given by the more violent and
this last outrage has been committed- fanatical sections of the Irish agitators to
we cannot shut our eyes to the fact that the peaceful overtures made by Mr. Gladstone.
other men whose lives have been lost, who They seem as if they were determined that
have been mutilated, and who have had they will not have peace or compromise,
· members of their families murdered for but will keep Ireland in its present disturbed
political reasons, were equally victims with state, in order to bring about the consumthose gentlemen whose death we now all mation of their own desires. I hope the
deplore, and suffered equally with them Premier will take an early opportunity of
in all the horrors of political assassin- asking the House to adopt the course I
ation. Something more than the mere have indicated, which I am sure is the only
adjournment of the House is, I think, course that can fairly mark the gravity of
necessary to mark the real and genuine the case, and express the real feeling of this
feeling of this House-which in this respect country with respect to the lamentable and
represents the feeling of the country - in terrible affairs which have occurred in
regard to these crimes. The House almost Ireland.
invariably adjourns when one of its members
Mr. FRANCIS.-Sir, I rise most
· dies in the ordinary and natural course heartily to support the motion made by the
of events; but something more than an Premier, and also to express my regret that
adjournment seems to be wanted under the it should have led to any difference of
circumstances to which the Premier has opinion. I am doubtful whether the time
called attention. While an adjournment has arrived when it is competent for the
will in some measure express our grief for, head of the Government to move the
and our condolence with, the people of appointment of a committee for the purpose
o
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suggested by the honornble member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), but I think that the
object of the motion for adjournment is one
which we can all approve of. It is to
absolutely retire from business on this occasion, in order to make the day marked by an
expression of sorrow and sympathy on behalf of the people of Victoria at the great
disruption of social and political life which
has been forced upon the attention of the
world at large by the perpetration of a crime
that is almost unprecedented. But, fortunately, in times of trial and trouble there is
genernlly some ground for hopefulness and
consolation. With the day and with the
occasion, the man will arise; and I am
glad to see, by one of the latest telegrams,
that Mr. Forster, in a daring, noble, selfsacrificing, and patriotic spirit, has offered
to resume the office of Chief Secretary for
Ireland.
Mr. PATTERSON. - Forster is the
man.
Mr. FRANCIS.-Yes, he is the man.
England never yet lacked volunteers for a
forlorn-hope. In every emergency some of
her brave men have been found equal to the
occasion. In the present case I trust and
believe that the people of Ireland will not
b3 fOllnd wanting in their expression of
detestation at the foul deed which has been
perpetrated within the last two or three
days. When deeds· of violence culminate
in such a crime as that, I am convinced
that the great majority of Irishmen will not
only scout all sympathy with the assassinations, but that they will be anxious to purge
themselves from even suspicion of sympathy with anything so flagrant by joining
in the general expression of horror and
indignation at the crime. In this matter I
trust that the British nation are at one. I
believe that there is no difference of opinion
about it. In carly life, when I was a boy
in England, I was not without some sympathy for the feeling of discontent which
prevailed in the sister country, Ireland. I
am very much afraid that if I had lived 50
years earlier, knowing the great causes for
dissatisfaction which then existed in that
country, I would have been ready to extenuate the acts of nialcontent citizens in Ireland
if they showed that thcy were not altogether
loyal subjects of the British Crown. But
the whole policy of the present English
Ministry has been to red uce and remove
the grievances or which the Irish people
complain,. and to promote the good of the
community. The very mission on which
this unfortunate no~le~an, Lord Fre~eri~k
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Cavendish, and the Under - Secretary for
Ireland were engaged at the moment they
were murdered was a mission of mercy, peace,
and good-will; and the fact that such a
time was chosen to assassinate them proves
to me that it was the act of some Fenian or
other external organization. I cannot believe
that such an occasion, which was one fo~
gratitude and reconciliation, would hav~
been selected by the people to commit a
national crime. I trust that we will not
enter into a discussion as to the merits or
demerits of the Irish policy adopted by Mr.
Gladstone, but that we will at once agree
to the motion submitted by the Premier.
When I received an intimation this after:'
noon of the course which the honorable
gentleman intended to adopt, I stated, after
consulting with two or three friends to whom
I had the opportunity of speaking on the
subject, that I considered the occasion was
a very proper one for the House to adjourn~
Mr. PATTERSON.-Mr. Speaker, I
wish to express my entire approval of the
It will
step adopted by the Premier.
reflect credit upon him and upon the colony,
and I am sure that it will be appreciated
elsewhere. I hope that the expression of
abhorrence at the terrible act which has
occurred in Ireland is one that is really felt
by all classes of this community. I am also
glad that the House is not afraid to say a
word or two on the question, and has not regarded the adoption of the motion as a mere
perfunctory or sentimental duty.
Any
honorable member, at any time during the
last twel ve months ,would have acted properly,
and performed a public duty, if he had
called attention to the atrocities committed
in Ireland. In this instance the blow was
directed at a Minister of the Crown and
another high official, but in the other cases
the unfortunate victims were poor landlords
or unoffending tenants, whose only fault was
that they paid their rents. I say that such
outrageous crimes have been committed in
Ireland as would raise the blood of every
man who has a spark of humanity in his
bosom; but, unfortunately, sympathy with
them has not been wanting in other parts
of the world. In America there are miscreants who have not concealed their
thoughts, but have thrown out threats and
incited the people to crime against the Crown
and the Government of England. Even in
this city there is a periodical circulated once
a week which contains extracts and comments from papers of other countries, disseminating the vilest treason throughout
the length aI~d ~readth of the <)olony. I
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hope this kind of feeling will never take root
in this community; but I regret to say that
this country has been stumped by an
agent of the Irish Land League, and funds
collected on behalf of that· body. I have
no more sympathy for the recent victims of
assassination than I have for the unfortunate
landlords and P90r rent-paying tenants who
have also been murdered. The whole of
these atrocities in Ireland go to show that
land leagues and other secret societies
should be stamped out. Mr. Parnell may
only desire to go to a certain extent, but
,the whole system shows that where Parnellism leaves off Fenianism begins. I
hope that Mr. Parnell and those who agree
with him will take warning by what has
occurred, and see the danger of rousing the
passions of the people. I believe that these
~rimes will bring irretrievable suffering on
their. country. The British Government,
headed by Mr. Gladstone-perhaps the
greatest statesman in the world-have manifested a desire to conciliate the Irish people,
but this blow has reversed the whole position
of things, and will occasion an anti-Irish feel. i
ing thr~ughout the United Kingdom and I
the British Empire. I trust that temperate.
counsels will prevail, and that this last
atrocious crime will prove to be the act of
some fanatics, and not to have the sanction
of any numerous body of the Irish people.
I hope also that in this country, wherever
the evil crops up, we will strike at the very
root of those secret organizations which we:
know exist, but which we have never had:
the courage to denounce.
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-Sir, I think it is
unfortunate that at this particular juncture
a discussion should have been started on
the state of affairs in Ireland. I concur
entirely with the motion' proposed by the'
Premier, and with many of the remarks
which have fallen from the leader of the
Opposition; but I do not think this is the
time to appoint a committee for the purpose
that has been suggested, or to attribute the
recent murders in Ireland to any organization or any class of men. The great boast
of Englishmen is their love of fair play, but
it is not fair play to impute crimes to men
in the absence of any evidcnce to show who
are the culprits. Lately, whenever any
startling event has happened in any part of
the world-be it the burning of a ship, a
murder, or any crime against life or property-the cry has been at once raised that
the act was committed by Irishrnen or
Fenians. What proof is there that the
reccnt assassinations were pel'petrat~d by

in beland.

Irishmen or by Fenians? When intelligence of the late attempt on the life of the
Queen-which afterwards turned out to be
the act of an unfortunate lunatic-was
telegraphed to this country, it was said that
Fenianism was the cause of it. I repudiate
such foul slanders. When we know the
actual circumstances of the late assassination in Ireland, and by whom the murders
were committed, that will be the proper time
to frame an address expressive of the
abhorrence of every member of this community at such a foul and vile crime; but
until further particulars are known we have
no right, either by word or deed, to cast a
reflection upon a people nine-tenths of whom,
I believe-if not the whole of them-will
regard the crime with indignation and
horror.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Mr. Speaker,
it was not my intention to say one syllable
about this unfortunate matter, but I am
compelled to notice some of the remarks
which have been made by other honorable
members. As an Irishman, I feel proud of
having been born in Ireland. I love that
country and its traditions; and certainly I
will not sit in this House. and silently hear
any man slander a brave and an ancient
nation because of the misconduct of a few
individuals. Nor would I do so if the
slanders were applied to any other nation ,
than Ireland-to Russia, or England, or
Scotland, or An:ierica, where crimes have
been committed quite as bad as those whic~
we are now deploring.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Never.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-I rose simply
to deprecate, on an occasion like this, when
we are expressing sympathy for the English
Government, and for the friends of the
victims of the recent assassination, the
introduction of Imperial politics into our
local Parliament. Whether the British
Government consist of tories, whigs, or
radicals, the intrusion of our opinions
upon them as to a question of Imperial
policy-either by the adoption of an address,
or by the action of a committee of the House
-would indicate that we do not understand
our position. Weare not here, as the members of a local Parliament, to dictate to the
Imperial Government what policy they are
to pursue towards Ireland, India, Canada,
Scotland, 01' any other part of the British
Empire outside the portion which concerns
ourselves. The introduction of a political
matter into a proposal for expressing our
abhorrence of a terrible crime which has been
commit.ted in Ireland is both ill-timed and

Political l1ssassination.s

[M~y,

9.J

in. Ireland.

207

out of place. It is not necessary for me to any man here who. is acquainted with the
say that there is no man living who abhors. things which have led up to 'the :..l.iss.ensions
more than I do assassination of any kind, . in Ireland and ~rought about the present
whether it be the killing of a prince or of state of affairs? There. is not a member
any private person. An expression of ab- of the House capable of ·tackling such a.
horrence at the perpetration of such a foul subject. Any man who wants to ascertain
crime is no more than ought to be expected the cause of the troubles in Ireland will
from every human being. Life was given have to go back to the times of Henry II,
to us all by God j and no man has the right Elizabeth, and Cromwell, and traverse the
to take away the life of any of his fellow whole legislation of England towards that
men ,except by direction of a judicial tribuna]. country, which for several hundred years
Whoever takes upon himself to assassinate was of the most oppressive character, as is
one of his fellow creatures is so great a now admitted by allli1;>eral and enlightened
criminal that all civilized nations abhor the minds.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Don't apologize
very thought of such a thing being done.
But whoever may have committed the recent for crimes.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-I am offering
murd~rs in Ireland, it is utterly impossible
for us at present, in the absence of further no apology for crime. -I am stating an
information, to form an accurate judgment. historical fact. I venture to say that there
What do we know at present as to the per- is no member of the House who is able~r
sons who committed the crime, whether they . who would be able even if he had a month's
were hired assassins, or whether they were preparation-to give anything like an outin the pay of the league, as has been hinted? line of the causes which have led up to the
Nothing whatever. It surprised me to hear present unfortunate state of things in Irethe honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. I land. This statement is not an apology for
Patterson) take advantage of the motion for crime. It is nonsense to pretend that the
adjournment to try if he could not make a condition of Ireland is easy of cure when the
little political capital out of the unfortunate question has taxed the powers and ability of
,circumstances which have occurred in Ireland. a man like Mr. Gladstone. Will any member
I agree with the honorable member that in this of this House presume to offer advice to a
<::ommunity, and in every other, secret political statesman of his type and character, and to
'societies should not exist. But if I am not the party acting with him? What would
:'misinformed-I was absent from the colony be the use of such an address as that sugwhen I obtained the information-I believe gested by the honorable member for Geelong
that the honorable member has recently (Mr. Berry) ? We have our difficulties in
announced himself to be in strong commu- this colony, but we have little 01' no trouble
nion, if not actual fraternity, with a secret compared with that which besets a man in
Mr. Gladstone's position. We should enpolitical society in this country.
Mr. PATTERSON.-That is not true. deavour to manage our own affairs, and not
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-I am glad to attempt to dictate to or advise the Prime
hear it is not true. I however,saw the state- Minister of England. We should allow
ment'reported in a paper in a neighbouring the present occasion to pass without entering into any discussion on Irish politics;
colony, when I was visiting there.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-Shall I give it a for, if we begin to discuss a subject of that
more emphatic contradiction ?
kind, where is the debate to end? It was
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-There is no out of place to introduce any reference to
necessity to do so. I accept the honorable Irish politics. I am prepared to support
member's word. It affords me great plea- the motion for the ad journment of the
sure to find that the honorable member will House in order to mark my sense of the
co-operate with me-as I trust every mem- atrocity of the crime which has been comber of the House will do-in putting down mitted,without in the smallest degree wishsecret political associations in our own midst. ing to interfere with ·the Imperial GovernThey are not safe institutions in any coun- ment in such action as they may think fit
try. As to going into the cause of the pre- to take in regard to the country of which I
sent state of things in Ireland, as has been have the honour to be a native.
suggested, that would be altogether outside
Mr. FISHER.-Sir, I venture to say
our functions. What the House is asked to that there are members of this House who
do is to offer its sympathy with the friends are acquainted with the history of that unof the victims of the late assassination, and fortunate country Ireland, and who are
with the English Government. Is thert'} competent to express an opin,ion upon the
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important matters to which the honorable
member for Belfast has referred. It is
unnecessary to do more than mention the
honorable member himself, who, I think, is
exceedingly well versed in the history of his
native country. I cordially agree with the
motion for the adjournment of the House,
and I regret that it has given rise to a debate in connexion with which so many irrelevant matters have been introduced. It
ought to have been adopted without any discussion whatever. I sympathize with the
hope expressed by the leader of the Opposition that the Gladstone Government will not
be deterred from pursuing the same peaceful and conciliatory policy towards the people
of Ireland which they have lately adopted;
but I do not concur with the suggestion that
this House should send an address to Mr.
Gladstone, or give him some advice in relation to Irish affairs. Any advice from
this Parliament to the Prime Minister of
England about the condition of things in
Ireland would, in my opinion, be altogether
out of place. I don't think that the British
Government would take such advice kindly,
any more than we would be willing to receive advice tendered by them as to the
management of our local affairs. I trust
that, without further debate, the motion
for adjournment will be unanimously a,greed
to.
Mr. DUFFY.-Mr. Speaker,theadjournment of the House, as I understand, was
moved by the Premier, so that, by adjourning, we might express our solemn sympathy
for the victims of the late horrible murders
in Ireland. I am sorry that we have wandered out of the record, and that other
matters have been brought before the House.
For this we have to thank the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson),
who asked whether there is any section of
this community that sympathizes with these
murders. I say there is no section of this
community that sympathizes with them;
and I go further, and assert that there is no
section in Ireland which sympathizes with
them.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Oh!
Mr. DUFFY.-Is this British fair play?
I say there is no section in Ireland that
sympathizes with political assassination.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-I say there is.
Mr. DUFFY.-I will go further, and say
that there is no country suffering from the
same excitement in which political assassination has so little obtained. I heartily
sympathize with the motion for the adjournment of the House. I feel deeply the
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national disgrace that has fallen on the empire and on Ireland by this lamentable occurrenee; but I am not prepared to prejudge
the matter. Personally, I think it is not
so much a political assassination as is
supposed. My theory is-and I mention
it for what it may be worth-that the
person intended to be murdered was Mr.
Burke, that he was the victim of some persons who had a feud with him-whether
Irish or American has yet to be ascertained,
but I trust not Irish-and that the unfor- .
tunate nobleman, Lord Frederick Cavendish,
was unintentionally murdered through being
in his company. However, I trust that
before long the murderers will be taken, and
will meet their doom.
The motion for the adjournment of the
House was then agreed to.
The House adjourned at five o'clock, until
the following day.

LE G I SLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Wednesday, May 10, 1882.
Railway Department: SubUl'ban Tra.lns on the Gippsland
Line: Ballarat Trains: Oamberwell Line-Public Insuuotion: School Age-Ooal-Post and Telegraph Office at
Kerang-Water Supply Department: Mr. Gordon-Ad·
ministration of the Education Department-Address in
Reply to the Governor's Speech: Mr. Bam's Amendment:
Sixth Night's Debate-Mr. Elsdon.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. MUNRO asked the Minister of
Railways when he expected to have correct
time kept on the suburban section 'of the
Gippsland line? At present, the trains
were frequently ten minutes behind time;
indeed, the length of time they were behind
varied from five minutes to a quarter of an
hour; and stoppages had often to be made
at the junction with the South Yarra line
and again at Richmond. In fact, the
trains came to town in much the same way
that cabs went through crowds-they had
to grope their way. The result was that
many people were too timid to travel by the
line. One member of the House, because he
was afraid to travel by it, llad removed to
St. Kilda. He believed it was only a
question of time when there would be a
smash, with its attendant destruction of life
and property. It was said that there was a
deficiency of engine and brake power, and
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that the engine-drivers and guards were not
able to keep time because they could not
control the trains.
Mr. BENT said the honorable member
for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) was quite
right as to the dangerous character of the
Gippsland Railway.. As he had repeatedly
informed the House, the gradient wa~ 1 in
40. Within the last week he had visited
the line in company with Mr. Greene, who
told him that ifa truck happened to
get away near the honorable member for
North Melbourne's residence, it would go
smash down to South Yarra. More trains
now ran on the suburban section of the
Gippsland line than ever ran before, and
strict instructions were given to the inspector
of trains that time must be kept. He believed
that, during the last few days, time had
been pretty well kept on the line.
Mr. JAMES asked the Minister of Railways if he would consider the advisability of
increasing the speed of the 4.20 p.m. downtrain and the 3.25 p.m. up-train between
Melbourne and Ballarat, so that the time
occupied on each journey might be the same
as that observed by the ordinary passenger
trains? The trains in question were supposed to perform the journey in five hours,
but sometimes they were an hour longer.
If it were arranged that they should travel
at the rate of 25 miles an hour., they would
command a much larger number of passengers than they did at present.
Mr. BENT said the subject was under
the consideration of the Traffic Manager,
who, however, had not yet had time to determine whether the suggestion of the honorable member for Ballarat East (Mr. James)
could be carried out or not. He was under
the impression that already the Ballarat
people had the benefit of four passenger
trains per day to and from Melbourne. (Mr.
J ames-" Three, without these.") Since he
had been in office, he had caused a passenger
carriage to be attached to all goods trains ;
so that really Ballarat had the benefit of
four passenger trains. It was a question
whether, consistently with the conduct of
the railways on commercial principles, any
further accommodation could be given to
Ballarat. He was inclined to think it could
not.
Mr. WALKER asked the Minister of
Railways when he expected to be able to obtain the haulage and brake power necessary
to worl~ the Camberwell line with efficiency
and safety? At present the difficulties in
con veying passengers between Camberwell
and intermediate stations and Hawthorn
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were such that persons found it more convenien t to walk than to ride.
Mr. BENT stated that, at present, the
traffic on the Camberwellline was worked
by two little engines, and with those the
public would have to be content until proper
engines could be obtained. He would take
the earliest opportunity of obtaining sufficient haulage and brake power.
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
Mr. MIRAMS asked the Minister of
Public Instruction whether he had any objection to supply honorable members with
copies of the minutes and reports of the
conference of inspectors of State schools
that sat lately to deal with the question
of giving instruction to children under six
years of age?
Mr. GRANT stated that, if the honorable member for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams)
would table a motion on the subject, it would
be treated as " unopposed."
COAL.
Mr. WILLIAMS inquired of the Minister of Mines whether there had been any reduction of rent since the coal leases were
granted at Kilcunda and Cape Patterson?
Mr. BURROWES replied in the negative.
KERANG.
Mr. WILLIAMS asked the PostmasterGeneral whether he would make provision
on the Estimates for 1882-3 for post and
telegraph offices at Kerang? A large
amount of postal and telegraph business
was transacted at Kerang, but the office
accommodation at present was of the poorest
description.
Mr. BOLTON said the Estimates would
contain a lump sum for new post and telegraph offices, and when that vote was under
consideration it would be competent for the
honorable member for Mandurang (Mr.
Williams) to bring forward the claim of
Kerang for considera tion.
MR. GORDON.
Mr. McCOLL asked the Minister of
Water Supply what position Mr. Gordon,
C.E., occupied in the public service, and
what were his duties and salary?
Mr. C. YOUNG stated that Mr. Gordon
was paid by the day for the time he was
employed. His duties were to report upon
the various propositions made for local
water supply. When the waterworks were
in progress, Mr. Gordon's business would
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be to report on th~ w~y they were constructed, and to certify to the payments to
be made out of the loan. His reinuneration
was, at the rate of four guineas per day, and
the amount paid to hini by the department
between the 1st January and the 31st March
:was £97 odd.

,AddTeS8 in Reply.

ADDRESS IN REPLY' TO THE,f
GOVERNOR'S SPEEOH.
,

SIXTH NIGHT's DEBATE.

The debate on Mr. Blackett's mQtion fQr
the presentation Qf an address in, reply to
the Governor's speech, and on Mr. Berry's
amendment thereto, condemning the administratiQn Qf the public departments during
PETITION.
A petition was presented by Dr. QUICK, the recess (adjQurned from Thursday, May4),
from the Oorporation of S::).ndhurst, praying was resumed.
Mr. McOOLL.-Mr. Speaker, I believe
that leave might be given for the introduc,-tion of a Bill to vest ill that b04y ,certain that anything I say to-night will nQt intluence a single vote on the division which
,lands in the city of Sandhurst.
will soon take place. I believe my words
will fall like thistledown. Yet I feel that
ADMINISTRATION OF
THE EDUOATION ·DEPARTMENT. there is "a power behind the throne."
, . M~ . .GRA~T said-M;r. Speaker,' the Behind the Parliament stand the' people,
honorable member for Grenville {Mr. Davies) 'and I knQw that there is nQt a wQrd that
when addressing. himself to th,e motion of falls frQm me to-night but will take rQQt
no-confidence ,on Thursd~y evening, made Qutside; and, therefQre, I would warn thQse
'.sQme remarks with reference to prQmotions ·whowQuld stand in the way of the supply Qf
in the Education department, which have the great want of the people to look out,
been construed by the permanent heads of because the prQbability is that Qn the
the department as a reflection upon them. occasion of the next general election they
,I have received the following memorandum will not be returned to this House. To conon the subject from the Secretary for Edu- tinue the thread of my discourse, which was
left unfinished Qn Thursday evening, I may
cation : state that recently I accompanied 'a depu.
" I desire to call Mr. Grant's attention to the
subjoined extract in this day's Ar[Jus of Mr. D. _ tatiQn from Rodney to. the Minister of Water
·M. Davies' speech in the LegislatIve Assembly Supply, who, in the course of the interview,
yesterda,yevening,
stated. distinctly that he would follow the
"Ueferring to this department, Mt', Davies is
He contended
reported to have said-' He 'thought the Minis- I dictum Qf Mr. Gordon.
ter . . . was more likely to act impartially' that that was his duty, and the honorable
with teachers than official heads, who in that member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies), who also.
,department he knew had their friends!
, "I think I am putting no strained construc- accompanied the deputation, stated that it
tion on these-words in regarding them as imply- was the Minister's duty. Strange to. say, the
ing a charge of favoritism against the officers of very same words were used by the honorable
this dep'artment in their recommendations as to
member for Rodney six years ago, when he
teachers.
'
"On behalf of the Inspector-General and was Minister of Lands in the last GQvernmyself, against whom the charge must be ment of which Sir James McOulloch was
levelled, I beg to state that we entirely disclaim
.any such imputation, and would submit that the head. And here I desire to state a few
Mr. Davies be requested to specify any case in facts to show the miserable position of
which fRYoritism has been exercised. and that Ministers of the Orown, who seem to regard
an inquiry be held thereinto.
"We are prepared to stake our positions on themselves as responsible not to Parliament but to Mr. GQrdon, Some of the
the issue.
" G. 'VILSON BROWN."
leading landowners of Mandurang and
Mr. DAVIES.-I presume I may be Rodney waited upon Sir James McOulloch
allowed to say one word about t11is matter. to obtain the sanction of the Government
When I was speaking the other evening, I; of the day to a survey of the proposed route
made the assertion that officers of .the Edu- ' of the N orth-Western Oanal, and Sir James
cation department have their likes and dis- McOulloch then declared it would take the
likes just as Members of Parliament and capital of all the banks in VictQria and
Ministers of the Orown; and I persist in England to construct a surface canal 600
saying the same thing. If the officers of miles long, 340 feet wide, and 10 feet deep.
the Education department say they are However, aftcr a short explanation, Sir
purer and freer from all .kinds of bias tllan James McCulloch realized the feasibility of
Members of Parliament and Ministers of the undertaking, and referred the deputation
the Orown, I will take their word, and still to his Minister of Lands. The deputation
hQld my Qwn Qpinion.
accordingly interviewed Mr. Gillies, who
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caved in and gave permission for the to show the gross tyranny exercised attimes
survey. But this permission was sub- over Ministers by civil servants. In view of
sequently withdrawn at the instance of such things, I say that" Black " Wednesday
the same Government official who guides ought to be called "Bright" Wednesday,
the present Minister of Water Supply. because it was a bright day for the colony
And yet it turns out that Mr. Gordon is when Ministers had the courage to crush the
no more· than a day labourer; he is paid tyranny I refer to, and become independent
simply for what he does. Mr. Gordon, in of men who ought to obey them. I will
a report, warns the Government against now refer to the report of the interview
visionary schemes and gigantic projects which took place on the 24th March, 1876,
which may land those connected with them, between the promoters of the N orth-W estand also the country, in ruin; and this ern Canal Company and the then Minister
report is circulated under the authority of of Lands. The report is from the Bendigo
.
the Government. How are such slanders to Advertiser.
be met? I have endeavoured, again and
Mr. KERFERD.-What book is the
again, to meet Mr. Gordon before the honorable member reading from?
Mr. McCOLL.-It is a small portion of
Minister-to meet him publicly and privately. On one occasion, arrangements the canal and· water supply literature. On
having been made for an interview with Mr. the occasion I refer to, Mr. Gillies stated as
Gillies, Mr. Gordon was ordered to attend, . follows:but the day before that appointed for the in"He considered it would be scarcely fair to
terview he sailed for New Zealand. However, the company to agree to temporarily reserve
13~ chains if the Government did not see its way
I will undertake not to mention the name of to
go further. To do so would be taking a step
" Gordon" again in this House if the Min- calculated to deceive the company. They would
havejust
cause for complaint against the Governister of Water Supply will consent to sum- ment if, after
having the expense of a trial survey,
mon before himself, or before strangers, Mr. the Government refused to go any further. That
Gordon and Mr. Black on the one hand, and was his difficulty, and he found a difficulty in
determining which was right-the company or
our engineer and myself on the other,in order .the
officers who had reported on the scheme.
that the whole matter of the N orth-Western Mr. Gordon was dead against it.
.
"Mr. Dobs.-I think you will find that Mr.
Canal may be discussed before him without
Gordon
contradicts
himself.
passion or waste of time. More than that, I
"Mr. GILLIES said there were, he admitted,
will pledge myself to abide by the decision of some discrepancies in the report, but the result
the Minister. That is a fair challenge, and of his (Mr. Gordon's) investIgations was a conthat the whole scheme, as it stood, was
I will expect an answer to be given to it to- viction
not practicable on the basis laid down. In the
morrow night.
face of such advice, tendered by an officer of
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I won't do it. There considerable capability, the Government would
be incurring great responsibility in refusing to
is the answer now.
follow it.
"Mr. DODs.-Am I to understand that you
Mr. McCOLL.-Then I will proceed to
show the influence which this amphibious look upon Colonel Sankey's report as authol,'ized ?"
engineer has exercised over successive
Ministers. For eleven years I have been There was more meaning in this question
advocating a scheme which will advance the than appears on the face of it. Had Colonel
weal of the country, and during a large Sankey's report been accepted as authorized
portion of that time Mr. Gordon has been by the Government, the Government would
working for its woe. It would seem as if, have been liable to an action for damages to
throughout all these proceedings, Mr. the tune of many thousands of pounds for
Gordon were superior to the Minister,. slandering the N orth-Western Canal Comand as if the Minister were subordinate pany's engineer. But the Government would
to Mr. Gordon. This reminds me of the not acknowledge the report and yet they
intimation given by Mr. Gillies, at the acted upon it, just as they refuse to acknowinstance of his officers, that if we de- ledge Mr. Gordon as the permanent head of
posited £5,000 as security for the payment the Water Supply department although
of surveyors, the survey might be allowed they carry out his behests. The cOllversation
to go on ; and of the reply to that intimation. proceeded as follows : (( Mr. GILLIES said Colonel Sankey's was on ly
-a reply which received general applause
opinion, but it had been supplemented by Mr.
from the newspaper press -that it would be an
Gordon's, and he did not think the Government
jU8t as reasonable to ask a man, before a would be justified in disregarding the fact that
mining lease was granted to him, that he there was such an opinion.
"Mr. DODS remarked that Mr. Gordon was
should deposit money for the sinking of a. also
an alien, and it was a strange thing that the
shaft 1,000 feet. I mention these things progress of the country should be impeded by
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the gentleman whom Colonel Sankey had decla.red was not practically acquainted with
irrigation. "V ere Victorian engineers to be set
aside by nobodies? Their works, at all events,
did not bear out their professions.
"Mr. GILLIES.-I don't think we are here to
determine the differences between doctors. The
Government felt bound to place some reliance
on the opinions of their own officers. If they
did not, it would argue that they had no faith in
them. If it had no faith in them, it should not
retain their services."

The honorable member said the same thing
the other day. I will appeal to every
Minister who has presided over the Water
Supply department, except the present
Minister, whether he has not been thoroughly
dissatisfied with every report brought up by
Mr. Gordon?
Mr. R. CLARK.-No.
Mr. McCOLL.-I will except the honorable member for Sandhurst (Mr. Clark),
who, however, was forced to engage Mr.
Gordon much against his will.
Mr. R. CLARK.-I rise to order. On
a previous occasion I contradicted the
honorable member when he made a similar
statement.
Mr. McCOLL.-With regard to the
contour survey undertaken by means of the
vote passed last session, I am glad it was
intrusted to an able and honest engineer,
Mr. Murray. When the Minister of Water
Supply mentioned the name of that
gentleman as having charge of the work,
I heartily approved of it. According to
that survey, the canal survey is declared
sound and perfect. Every report we
made has been ratified by that survey.
The canal survey is also now admitted by
Mr. Gordon to be correct, and his own
maps and plans carried right away through
Avoca into the Wimmera, and on to Lake
Hindmarsh, show the levels to be such as
we proved them to be in the trial survey
we made some years ago. It has been
doubted whether there is sufficient water to
supply the Plains, which comprise some
19,500,000 acres. Now, from Malmsbury
to 70 miles beyond Sandhurst, 120,000
people were kept alive during the last
water famine by water from the Malmsbury reservoir. But for that supply, water
would have had to be taken from the Murray,
and probably every railway truck in the
Government service would have been required to convey water to keep the people
from dying. And from what source is
the water which has been sufficient to
supply all these people derived? It is
taken from an area of 100 square miles,
with a flow at mean summer level of 7'29
cubic feet per secon~.
A watershed of
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that extent has been sufficient for all these
years to supply the people of Bendigo,
Chewton, Oastlemaine, Eaglehawk, and a
large district which uses enormous quantities of water for crushing and other mining
operations. And where do we propose to
get the water which is to carry life and
We tap the
progress to the Plains?
Goulburn, which has a watershed of 700
square miles, and whose flow per second is
1556'4 cubic feet, every drop of which is at
present unutilized and running to waste.
Not only that, but there are also the
following other rivers to become feeders of
the project :-The Mitta Mitta, with a
discharge per second of 464'3328 cubic
feet; the Little River, with a flow of
161'88 cubic feet; the Ovens Ri\7er, with a
flow of 596 cubic feet; and the King River,
with a flow of 153 cubic feet. Altogether
I am within the mark in saying that we
have, to supply the canal, volumes of water
flowing in the aggregate at the rate of
2,800 cubic feet per second. The whole of
the water of these rivers at present goes to
waste, and even selectors living on their
banks have had to leave their selections,
though the water was running pa.st their
doors, becnuse they had none on their lands.
Mr. WOODS.-vVhat are the levels?
Mr. McCOLL.-On th~ official map
published by the Government the levels
show a fall of 3 inches to the mile. Surely,
the fncts I have given will induce the
Government to consent to the appointment
of a committee to investigate the whole of
this great question. Committees and commissions have been appointed to deal with
paltry and contemptible subjects, but this is
a question affecting the very existence of the
people. Such a committee will be able to
elicit what scheme will be best suited to the
requirements of the country, and before it
rival engineers will be able to appear face to
face, and support their respective ideas apart
. from the excitement of public controversy or
party contest. I sincerely regret that the
honorable memberfor Geelong (Mr. Berry),
in framing his amendment, did not include
the subject of water supply, because I consider that the Minister of Water Supply, in
putting down his foot and disobeying the
order of this House by preventing the contour survey going further than the Campaspe,
was guilty of conduct for which many
Ministers would have been impeached. I
can tell him that, in consequence of that
action, if he goes over the Plains, he is likely
to get a very hot reception indeed. Every
ma.n who has written on this subject has
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and open the ignorant eyes or the people as
to the advantages of that measure. I myself have addressed ten or fifteen public'
meetings, explaining it to the people, and
., The practicability of the diRposlt1 of a they are perfectly convinced that Mr. Gorportion of this vast natural supply in the form don's project will never be applicable to the
of central westerly streams, capable of commanding at high levels a large area of Victoria, forms Plains. In the shire of Echuca, the returns
a subject worthy of the deepest consideration, show that during the past year the number
fraught, as it is, with such importance to the
development of all the material resources of the of selectors has decreased from 2,015 in
colony; nor should the apparently insurmount- 1881 to 1,983 in 1882-a decrease of 32able difficulties that present themselves to the and this is the smallest reduction for some
execution of such a great work deter searching
. investigation into its merits. So high an years. In the small shire of Marong, no
authority as the Surveyor-General has, indeed, less than 280 selectors have been compellBd
already propounded a scheme somewhat similar, to give up the cultivation of the land
and of as great magnitude; in the absence of
The honorable
preliminary surveys, however, it would be through want of water.
premature to decide definitely on the subject."
member for the Avoca (Mr. Langdon) can
Although that was published in 1860, the also bear witness that there is a great
surveys have not been made yet, and I now diminution of the number of selectors in the
ask the Minister of Lands whether he thinks Boort district from the same cause. Surely
he has done his duty in bringing forward a these facts ought to open the eyes of the
Bill to dispose of all the waste lands of the House to the necessity for providing water
. colony without ascertaining their value? If to enable the people. to continue on the
he was told that certain land was auriferous, land. At the recent deputation, to which
and proof of the fact was presented to him, I have already referred, the Minister of
would he dare to throw it open to selection Water Supply distinctly stated that, as Mr.
instead of reserving it? Certainly not, and Gordon was opposed to a surface canal, he
in like manner not another acre of land should also was opposed to it, and, on a member of
be sold in Victoria until it is known if water the deputation inquiring whether Mr. Gordon
can be taken to it, and at what levels it can would still feel bound to report against that
be brought. If that were done, the revenue scheme, the latter answered that he was
which would be received by the Government opposed to a surface canal scheme, and that
from the lands accessible to irrigation would an excavated canal would be cheaper.
amount to a sum that no one ever dreams of.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Hear, hear.
Such is the value of irrigation. The Minister
Mr. McCOLL.-I venture to say that it
of Lands himself told me, the other day, that would take all the capital of all the banks
his father has some land-an acre and a in Australia to make an excavated canal to
half-at Flemington, on which three cows irrigate 18,000,000 acres. Mr. Gordon has
are fed, and that last year some members of also several times attempted to pin us down
the family, having the curiosity to make to the irrigation of 18,000,000 acres, and
cuttings of the green stuff, found that at published lengthy documents to show that
the end of the year the cuttings joined the water would not supply that area, whereas
together reached the height of 18 feet. the fact is, as we have shown over and over
Yet the Minister of Lands is now bringing again, that in no irrigated country in the
in a Bill to hand away a 640-acre block of world is more than one-third of the land
the remaining Crown lands of the colony to irrigated that could be irrigated, and, at the
anyone who pays the mere bagatelle of lOs. deputation, he admitted that one-third was
an acre. I was recently in the mallee all that would be irrigated in any country.
country, and I saw there tens of thousands The truth is that the promoters of the canal
of acres of land, the soil of which consists of are educating Mr. Gordon, although he will
pure vegetable mould, a sample of which I not acknowledge it. He has put in his pegs
now produce for the inspection of honorable where our pegs are, and the very points
members. I think there will be very little where the great weirs are to be taken for the
chance of the honorable gentleman carrying canal he has accepted. He even recommends
a Bill to dispose of that land in the way he the Government to reserve the Waranga
desires, and that his Land Bill will prove as Swamp, as if he had made quite a new
great an abortion as his colleague's Water discovery. The Minister of Water Supply,
Conservation Act has done. The ATgUS backed by Mr. Gordon, also spoke strongly
to-day absolutely suggests that the Minister about the waves which he said would wash
of Water Supply ought to send out lecturers away the canal embankment, but his judgthroughout the country to give explanations ment on that point was led astray by the
desiderated a survey. Mr. Acheson, whose
essay on the Collection and Storage of
}Vater was published by the Government,
says-
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plans of the Echuca Shire Council, which I California since 1871, and the production of
had nothing to do with, and never saw until grain has risen there until last year it was
they came before the Minister. The honor- something like 64,000,000 bushels. The
able gentleman said-" This will never do ; only advice I could get from Mr. Willoughby
to carry the water along the Plains you concerning the book was to sue the Daily
must have an embankment with a slope of Telegraph. However, a copy was eventually
3 to 1." That is the very slope of the canal found for me in America, through the kindwe have been advocating-12 feet on the ness of the United States Consul in Mel ..
top, with a slope of 3 to 1 inside. The bQl.lrne, but unfortunately it was without the
reason for that is that, with such a slope, the plans. An account for it was presented to
waves would only fall on the embankment as me, the amount charged being 75 dollars ;
a gentle ripple. At the same interview, Mr. and the details of the bill showed the
Gordon made a most extraordinary remark, different items of costs involved in having
which showed that he was ignorant of the to search for the work through the various
library of his profession. He distinctly stated states of America. Thus it cost £15 to
that he never heard of a canal between banks replace with an inferior copy the work which
for irrigation. Here, however, is a work of disappeared between the Telegraph and the
high standing-the United States Mechani- Arg'l.6s. I am proud to state, however, that
cal Engineers' JO~6rnal, published in New subsequently the bill was franked to me, a
York in 1854-which shows drawings and receipt being sent with the compliments of
sections of a surface canal similar to'. that one of the head officers, who stated that" the
which we advocate for Victoria. Morepver, · book was to be presented to Mr. McColl."
in Central Asia-as will be seen in Blair's I have in the same kind way received very
Nineveh-there are ruins of surfll,ce canals, valuable reports from the departments of the
identically similar to that which we propose, United States relative to their agricultural
between banks having a channel outside each · products. The volume I got. last contains
bank, from which the earth was excavated. drawings of new grasses, which were first
And yet Mr. Gordon never heard of a surface engraved and printed in the agricultural recanal between banks for irrigation.
· port of this colony. I will read one other
Mr. ANDERSON. - He referred to extract with regard to irrigation, and I think
modern times.
I may then leave the subject until it comes
Mr. McCOLL.-Well, there are 1,900 before a committee of the House, and, if bemiles of such canals in California, taken fore that committee I cannot corroborate
from our plans in 1871. Surely that is a every word I have said, I will even give up
sufficiently modern illustration for the hon- speaking of the canal. The extract relates
orable member. Some three years ago, I to Salt Lake City, the site of which, from
was applied to by Mr. Willoughby-I don't being a solitude, now contains 25,000 people
know whether" Timotheus " is in the gal- and covers more ground in proportion to its
lery to hear me-for a work I got from population than any other town in the world.
California,. President Grant's message to It is as follows : the United States Congress on irrigatiop.,
and I lent it to him, saving that the editor
"Rivulets of clear water run along the sides
J.
of most of the thorou6'hfares, and supply nuof the Argus desired to see it afterwards, merous drinking fountams. These are all drawn
and instructing him to let that gentleman from the stream called City Creek, which is the
have it. It was a royal octavo volume, with :~i:~~~!~thw~~~slri~~~tt'o~~~il~~e~~ fi~~:
twelve lithographic plates showing plans into those remote regions beyond the Rocky
.
f
M W'll
hb
Mountains, the plain around Great Salt Lake
th
r. 1 oug y, was not merely' a solitude, but an arid desert.
. e very copIes 0 ours.
who was then on the Daily Telegraph, left Levels and hIll slopes were covered up to a
a. few days afterwards, and went to the Argus, height of 7,000 feet apove the sea, that is to say.,
and since then, although I have applied .for 8,000 feet above the lake, with sage bush ana.
other dry and prickly plants. Notrees, no
the book a hundred times, it has been kept grass, because no water. . . . It required
out of my, hands between the Telegraph and courage as well as foresight to fix a city in such
a spot. But Brigham Young perceived that the
t h e A rgu8. H a d I beenable t 0 recover that site was fertile, needing nothing but irrigation
book, it would have shut every mouth, and to make its fertility available. He established
Mr. Gordon would not have dared to say himself on the banks of City Creek, at a point at
which he could command a flow of its currents, and
that he never heard of a surface canal. I thereby was able not only to direct. the water
tried to get another copy-I sent for one over the .slo~es, so as to irrigate theIl! and fac~li.
to Oalifornia-but the work was out of tate cultlvatlOn, bu~ also t.o confi.rm hiS authOrIty
.
.
over the people, SlDce dIsobedIence would be
prmt. As I have alread.y s. aId, there ha.ve I.punished forthwith by stopping the water
. '.
.
been 1,900' miles of canals constructed in. supply of a rebel." .
J
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Need anyone ask a more sttiking illus:...
tration of the· results of irrigation than
that? 'I have an invitation from two
high officials to visit SydJl.ey with my
plans. And what have they tol~ me ~ T~at
I was casting myself away m V lCtona,
and that, although they have five distinct
water schemes in New South Wales, my
scheme, if introduced there, would swallQw
them all up as did the transformed rod of
Aaron the serpents of the magicians; Moreover I was told that I would not there
hav~'audiences of poor men, but of the leading statesmen and wealthy capitalists, who
would be prepared to put even £2,000,000
or £3,000,000 into such a project as would
canalize the whole of Riverina, and prevent
it from falling into the hands of Victoria.
I may state that our scheme of cana~iza~ion
is calculated to extend not only to Rivenna,
but throughout the whole of Australia. I
desire now to refer to some matters connected with the Minister of Public Works.
I am informed that the contractor for the
Parliament . Houses tendered to erect the
building with Stawell stone for the sum of
£180,000. There were three alternative
tenders-namely, for Stawell, Sydney, and
Tasmanian stone-and I believe there was
only a difference of £2,000 in the cost of
the Stawell and Tasmanian stone. I recently travelled with one of the most intelligent architects in Victoria, and he assured
me that the Stawell stone is quite equal to
the Craig Leith freestone, which is regarded
in Scotland as the finest in the world, or
even to the stone of Saxony, which is considered superior to the Craig Leith stone.
Nevertheless, it appears that, there is a
scheme on foot to have theStawell stone
rejected. It '~is said th~t t}Ie contraG~or
wants to get 'stone from his fnend's q~a~rIes
in Tasmania, but I hope that the Mmister
of Public Works, especially after the favorable report of the .last board of inqui~y,
will insist on the work being proceeded With
at once. I stated last week that freedom
of~ speech was being swamped in Victoria,
but the Chief Secretary denied the state-'ment, and I accepted his denial. T~e folloWing paragraph, however, appears III the
Ballarat Oourier in support of the charge I
then'made : , ' "Mr. Peter Campbell's street service in
Geelong on 'Sunday evening, 26th February last,
was stopp,ed by Constable Caulfield, No. 2670, a
Catholic constable, who demanded the production of a permit. Another constable made ~he
same demand, and stated that he ha~ autho~lty
from head-quarters t? preve~t s~rv!ces bemg
held on Sandridge RaIlway PIer. ThIS occurred
011 SundaYi 16th April last. But the pier
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service was held' notwithstanding., ,.qf, this iJ.lterference complaint was made in wrl~lDg to SIr
Bryan O'Loghlen by Mr..Campbell, WIthout ~·c-.
. ceiving a reply. A permIt to preach on the pIer,
was applied for from tbe Board of. Lan.d.~.nd
Works, who referred the applicant to ,th.e M1Pister of Railways, who referred t~e apphcant to.
the police, who took no other actlOn than s~nd
ing four constables to the subsequent serVlCes.
The Chief Secretary was complamed to to-day
by Mr. Campbell."

I think that shows at least that the police,
acting on instructions from head-quarters,
have stopped Protestant preachers from
preaching in the streets. And now as to
the new appointments in the Post-office.
I expected to have seen before now the
names of the persons appointed by the
Postmaster-General j but up to the present
moment they have not been furnished. I
think it is time a list of them was on the
table. I don't want to speak of any of
them personally. I simply adhere to my
former statement that 80 per cent.-indeed
I am informed that the proportion is really
90 per cent.--:-of those who have been put in
office by the Postmaster-General are connected with a certain class of men and
creed.
Mr. BOLTON.-That is not true. '
Mr. McCOLL.-I quite understand a
man like the father of a family obeying the
Scriptural rule-" But if .any one provide
not for his own, and espeCIally for those of
his own house, he hath denied the faith and
is worse than an infidel," but that does ,not
excuse the .Postmaster-General in looking
after only members of his own church. I
cannot in conscience, quite blame the
Minist~i of Railways for what I amg~ing
to speak 'about· next, because I behev~
certain influences were brought to bear upon
him. What I hold in my hand, ho~~ver,
proves that, at the.instance of the MinIster
of Public Works,. he appointed a man to be
an inspector of railways who was not competent for the post.
. '
Mr.' C. YOUNG.-Who istheman?
Mr. McCOLL.-HeJs named Minogue,
and he' acted. as the honorable gentleman's
bully at the Kyneton ~lection.
'
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I may mention that
Minogue never was an insp~ctor of ra~'Yays.
I believe the Minister of Railways appomted
him to inspect some ea~~-works' ?r. timber
in connexion with the GIppsland Ime. He
was not appointed by me.
. Mr. McCOLL.-He was appointed toa
, billet of £306 it· year.. ' At least;. ~o I a.~
informed by. a gentleman of standmg.
Mr. BENT .-Ther~ i& not a word of
, truth in the' statement.
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Mr. McCOLL.-I have asserted no more
than what I believed to be true. Of course
if it is not the fact-Mr. DAVIES.-The Minister of Railways only contradicts the statement as to
the salary.
Mr. McOOLL.-That alters the case.
This same Minogue has been everything by
turns and nothing long. I am told he has
been in his time a defaulting rate-collector,
a publican, and a brewer, and that on the
17th March last, at some sports at Kyneton,
he acted as barman. At that time he was
receiving Government pay. I am also informed that at a banquet of the Oatholic
Young Men's Society he proposed a toast
of such a treasonable character and in such
language that those who were present were
induced to cry" Shame," and the reporter
of the Guardian was ashamed to publish
what he said. In his speech he defended
the Fenians. I believe what I say, and
have aU the documents to prove it.
Mr. BENT.-I don't want to see the
honorable member led into a mistake. Mr.
Minogue is not in the Railway department
at all.
Mr. McOOLL.-I did not name the
Minister of Railways as to be blamed, but
only those of his colleagues who moved him
in the matter.
Mr. BENT.-There is no appointment
at all.
Mr. McCOLL.-I am very glad to hear
that the Minister of Railways can clear
himself of this and many more of the sIanders piled on him. At the same, let not
Irishmen fancy I am opposed to them as
such. Indeed I think I paid the Irish nation the greatest compliment possible when
I said that, in competitive examinations,
their descendants, up to the age of 21 or
22, are always ahead of the English and
Scotch of the same age. Let me say also
that during the last few days several Irish
Catholic gentlemen have complimented me
on my courage in exposing the way the
Government have made appointments, they
considering that as much harm was being
done to their people and creed in the colony
. by appointments like those of the Postmaster-General as was done to the Irish
cause at home by the foul cruel deed of the
diabolical fanatics who, the other day, destroyed those men in Dublin. Forty years
ago I was taught-my teacher was Hugh
Miller-to sympathize with the efforts of
Ireland to have a Parliament of its own,
, and not only have I believed its claims on
that ground to be just, but I have advocated
o

o
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them, without fear and without favour. I
always wish to put down in my own mind
any idea or feeling of sectarianism. And
now with regard to Clementina McColl.
The Postmaster-General asked me the other
night if she was a Catholic.
Mr. BOLTON.·-I deny most emphatically that I asked anything of the kind.
Mr. DEAKIN.-I distinctly remember
the Postmaster-General saying the other
night-" Is she a Oatholic 1"
Mr. BOLTON.-I know I never intended to say anything of the kind, and I
don't believe there is the slightest foundation for the statement that I did do so.
Mr. McOOLL.-Olementina McOoll is
no relation of mine. She is simply a young
girl of 14, who wanted to learn telegraphy
from her cousin at Traralgon, and the Postmaster-General was appealed to to allow her
to do so. The appeal to him on the subject was made not by me, but by a Catholic
gentleman. The honorable member for
South Gippsland wrote a warm letter, and
then the permission was given. Another
appointment made in the Railway department is one with which Bendigo is now ringing, and it is condemned everywhere. It is
that of the brother of the Minister of Mines,
who has as little knowledge of railways as I
have. However, inasmuch as he is a boottrimmer by trade, he cannot be said to have
no acquaintance with leather, or, perhaps,
to be in consequence totally unable to inspect the leather trimmings of carriages, or
the leather pipes used in connexion with
locomotive boilers. At the same time, I
don't think his knowledge of such matters
entitles him to a salary of at least £7 per
week. While alluding to the Minister of
Mines, I may say that, if I have been 1ately
pained by one thing more than another, it
was by the speech delivered last week by
the honorable member for Maldon. The
honorable member declared the Minister of
Mines to be the very pink of honesty-that
his name is synonymous with honesty-and
I suppose the intended inference is that, in
comparison with the late Minister of Mines,
he is as the archangel Gabriel is to the king
of the bottomless pit. What, however, are
the facts 1 I am not going to speak much
of my honorable colleague in the representation of Mandurang (Mr. Williams), he ..
cause he is able enough to take his own part;
but I may mention that the Minister of
Mines, in comparing the number of forfeitures
signed by himself and that signed by his
predecessor, took what was done by the latter in only six months, as against what was
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done by himself in no less than ten months.
Had he explained that difference, he would
have shown that, taking the two periods of
time in their proportion to each other, the
late Minister of Mines signed as many forfeitures as his successor did. Again, the
honorable gentleman in his speech of last
Tuesday, in reply to my honorable colleague, said as follows : "The honorable gentleman further said that
when he was in office, and representations were
made to him that certain persons were not working their mines, he told those complaining that
they had the remedy in their own hands, and
ad vised them to put the ,44th and following
clauses of the regulations into force. I consider
that in this course the honorable member showed
himself the worst friend the miners could have.
Re compelled the men to be prosecutors, and to
deposit a certain sum with the warden. I admit
that I took a different course from the honorable member in that respect. I 'took the bull by
the horns,' and, in cases where the men did not
work the leases, I forfeited them."
Well, if the non-working was proved, the
conduct or the honorable member is to his
credit. But to-day I received a letter on
the subject, showing something of a different
kind. Before I read it, let me ask the
Minister of Mines if he is any relation to
the Mr. Burrowes who is chairman of the
directors of the cc>mpany holding lease No.
4570? For all I know there may be some
relationship.
Mr. BURROWES. - The honorable
member knows well enough that that Mr.
Burrowes is no relation of mine.
Mr. McOOLL.-I don't know anything
about it. I only know that the surname of
the chairman of the directors of the company at Eaglehawk I refer to is exactly the
same as that of the honorable gentleman.
Mr. BURROWES.-What is the name
of the claim ?
Mr. McOOLL.-I have mentioned the
number of the lease, which was taken out
in the name of Frederick Pringle. The
letter I speak of is to the following
effect : " May 4, 1882.
"Dear Sir,-The following information may be
of importance to you at this juncture. Since
Mr. Burrowes' advent to office, a lease, No. 4570,
was applied for and issued on the 1st August,
1881, to Mr. F. Pringle. As no work whatever
had been done up to the 24th January of this
year, a party of men, of whom I was one, deposited £5 with the warden at Sandhurst· to
cause an inquiry into the non-fulfilment of the
labour covenant. This was forwarded to Melbourne, and, in about three or four weeks, we
received a reply refusing to grant an inquiry on
the ground that a sufficient time had not been
allowed the lessee in which to commence work, .
although nearly seven months had elapsed since
the lease was issued. In the meantime, another
party applied for an inquiry in reference to the
same ground, not knowing that ours had already
SES.1882.-Q
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been refused, and in due course received a reply,
also refusing to grant an in9,uiry and on the
same grounds, that sufficient time had not been
allowed in which to commence work. And, sir,
at the time this last application was refused,
eight months had elapsed from date of issue.
Also, Mr. Burrowes was interviewed personally
on the subject, and his reply was that he woula
allow parties taking up ground for mining purposes from six to twelve months in which to
begin operations. If you think this of any value,
Dr. Quick can authenticate all I have said. '1'his
is taking the bull by the horns with a vengeance.
A singular coincidence is that the chairman of
the directors of this company is named after the
Minister of Mines."
Yet the honorable member for Maldon could
stand up in this Rouse, and contrast the
conduct of my honorable colleague and that
of the Minister of Mines in the following
terms : "Does the honorable member for Mandurang
know that the Minister of Mines has been a resident in the district in which I live for nearly
thirty years; that he has occupied every publ~c
position in the locality, and that his name IS
synonymous with honesty. Can I say as much
for the honorable member? The honorable
member ought to feel ashamed of himself."
For this to come from " Slippery John" !
Dr. QU1 OK.-Who is "Slippery John"?
Mr. McOOLL.-The honorable member
for Maldon. Dr. Johnson once said to a man
who was bespattering with praise some one
of whom he was speaking-" Rave you had
any money transactions with him ?', The
reply was" No." "Then," said the doctor,
"never speak unqualified praise of any man
with 'whom you have had no money dealings." 1 would advise the honorable member for Maldon to follow the same line. I
remember that he once laid much stress on
the fact that my honorable colleague had
charged £300 to some claimholders for
letting them take some gold out of their
claims through his shaft. But what are the
facts? My honorable colleague and his
brother sunk a particular shaft at the cost
of £450, and when they came to the cap of
the reef they took a little gold off it. But
they found as they sank that gold richly
studded the ground of the claims on each
side of the claim. What did they do ? I
may say that they acted altogether unlike
the conservative Mr. LanseH, to whom it
was once attributed that, after taking a large
quantity of stone from a neighbouring claim,
he laid dynamite, connected with wires, in
order to so throw up the ground as to prevent any successful investigation into what
had been done to it. On the contrary, the
Messrs. Williams acquainted the holders of
the adjoining claims with what they had
seen, and when, neither of those claims having any shaft, their proprietors asked to be
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throats. Ah! talking of "voting maallowed' to work their ground through the
chines," let us remember that of all the
Messrs. vVilIiams' shaft, the request was
honorable members who supported the
granted on easy conditions. The owners of
Service propositions the present honorable
the s~aft said-" The shaft cost £450, but
member for Boroondara, the honorable
we will take £150 off the price and let you
member for West Melbourne (Mr. Orkney),
use it £01' £300." The end was that one
and the honorable member for Villiers and
claimholder tool~ out £16,000 worth of gold,
while the other got £13,000 worth, and . Heytesbury (Mr. Anderson), .were the only
ones who found no fault with the Service
at .the end of ten months, after the two
Reform Bill, but accepted it neck and crop.
claims had paid many dividends, the Messrs.
However,my honorable colleague had courage
Williams received the money agreed upon,
enough to face the odium of crossing the
never asking for anything further. Why
tp.e story of this affair was told so as to
floor, and he has been fearfully maligned
leave on the minds of those who heard it
ever since. Now that I see Mr. Willoughby
in the gallery, I may as well say a few words
an unfavorable impression of PlY honorable
colleague's conduct, I will not say j but I .respecting him.
venture to affirm that had the. honorable
Mr. FRANCIS.-I rise to order. I
member for ·Maldon been the owner of .the
think it the duty of every honorable member
shaft in question, he would have insisted
to protest against the objectionable praotice
the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr.
upon having £1,000 from each of the companies. I am satisfied that the antecedents
McOoll) has indulged in,namely,of watching
of my colleague will bear favorable comparithe reporters' gallery, until he saw a parson with those of the Minister of Mines, who
ticular stranger enter it, and then calling
once charged 30 per cent. for tribute.
attention to him by referring to himpei:'Mr. BURROWES.-Without using any
sonally.
Mr. MoOOLL.-I thank the honorable
stronger expression, I will simply say the
honorable member is stating what is not the
member for Warrnambool, and take his infact.
terference very kindly. I believe it was
Mr. MoOOLL.-Judging from the argumeant kindly. I did not see Mr. Willoughments and statements made use of on the
by, but I was told he was in the gallery~ -1
Treasury bench, it would seem as though
would not have alluded to him but for the
fact that, having spoken in this Ohamber on
" That in the captain's but a choleric word
Which in the soldie:t; is flat blasphemy."
, Thursday, and having to resume my speech
. A. conservative Minister can do as he likes,
on the next sitting day,a column and a half of
and_ the Argus will find no fault, but let the
the Argus of yesterday morning was. devoted
smallest .shade of anything suspicious 'rest: to me and my wife. Now, when thesubjec~
on any member of the late Ministry, and. it, matter of that article first came before the
House, I rose and'-maae a most emphatic
is down on him at once. Not long ago, the
public press of Sandhurst was full of letters
statement respecting it. I said that I knew
of complaint from the tributers of ground
nothing whatever of myown knowledge about
held by the Minister of Mines. I will not
it, that I had been promised nothing 101' introsay more in response to the monstrous
ducing Mr. Samuels, and that if a. commit~ee
charges made against my honorable colof inquiry found the slightest blame attachleague, who, it is well known throughout able to my personal honour, I would at once
his district, never receives tribute from
resign my seat; and the House- accep~~d
working men until they have first taken out' my assurance. Nevertheless, some thirtytheir wages. In. one case tributers under
five leaders and sub-leaders have appeared
him who had made .£500 in a few weeks
in the Argus, in the Evening Mail of which
Mr. Willoughby was formerly editor, and,in
offered to pay him extra, but he would have
nothing beyond his tribute. That is the
the Australasian, reflecting on me and wy
character of the man, for a kinder-hearted
wife in connexion with the matter. Wh~t
one never breathed. 1 know of no man
are the facts about the New Richard Heales
living whose moral tone is higher than his
Company? A gentleman called at my hous,e,
is. He was once led away by plausible
and handed an envelope to my wife, saying
men for a short time; but for that it is hard
it was for her, and then went away. When
to blame him, since he was the only man on
my son came home, Mrs. McOoll said to.hip1
his then siele who had the honesty and. -" George, here is some scrip; who left it
I don't know; surely father is not so foolish
manliness to give expression to bis convicas to go again into this claim, where he lost
tions when Mr. Service brought in his
Reform Bill, and tried to force it down our
so much money." In fact, I was an original
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holder, and gave away 4,000 shares in the old
company to my friends. That is not an uncommo!! thing to do. When I got home,
and waf! told about the scrip, I asked who
had left it, and, from the description of the
man that was given me, I felt sure it was
Mr. Samuels. I then remarked-" Very
likely he has given the shares to me as an
old mate of his." When, however, I found
my name coupled with that of Mr. Samuels
in the way it was, the scrip was returned
within the hour. That I never took it up is
well known to my family. None of us had
any gain out of it. These facts are known
to one of the leading gentlemen of the
Argus office. I would not be surprised if.a
Bill was brought into the House to protect
honorable members. I have been the victim. of not only the literary assassins, but
the legal assassins, of the Argus. At the
trial, even the judge-Mr. Justice Williams
-had to find fault with Mr. Purves, and
call him to order. No doubt the language
he used in court was disgraceful to any professional man. He dared me to sue the
Arg168, telling me-" If you do, your £300
a year will soon be swallowed up; you will
not find it go far against the Arg'l68.:' The
impregnable armour of wealth was what he
relied on. After the legal assassin had
made his libellous attack on me, a gentleman touched me on the shoulder, and, when
we.got outside, offered me the heavy stockwhip he held in his hand, for me to strike
Mr. Purves across the face with it, saying
he. would protect me. Of course I was not
ready to do that, but, perhaps, had I been
thirty years younger I would have acted differently. I say honorable members ought
to be protected from this sort of thing.
Po~r as I am, I would have taken legal
proceedings in the affair, and the writ would
have been issued before now; but it was
thought that my honorable colleague's case
against the Argus ought not to be mixed
up with mine. Mr. Samuels has made
the Argus aware of the true facts of the
case, namely, that I never introduced him,
or gave him any letter on his behalf, to the
Min.ing department, or said a word in his
favour. It was another gentleman altogether, and in a moment of confusion Mr.
Samuels mentioned my name. With
regard to what I said respecting the Customs department, since a flat contradiction
was given to me, I must follow the subject
up. My assertion is that disorganization
exists in the Customs department, because
officers there have been promoted over their
seniQrs, to say nothing of their equals.
Q 2
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.Here is something from a letter written to
me:" The vacillating conduct of the present Commissioner has become a by-word among officer~
of every grade, has intensified their feelings of
dissatisfaction, and seeing that the promotion of
juniors over their heads is now a matter of
almost every Gazette notice bearing on. their in.terests, they are hopeless of ever succeeding to
their just rights from the present Government
under the provisionR of the Civil Service Act.
If I am challenged to the proof on this head, I
am prepared to instance many cases to prove
my assertion. Nor does what I conceive to be
maladministration on the part of the Commissioner of Trade and Customs stop here. Let me
ask what reason, what justification, he can offer
for depriving the Inspector of Stock of his very
convenient offices in the Custom-house,andsending him to a place altogether out of the way for
the due despatch of his business? And for what
To make room in public offices for what to all
intents and purposes is a private company-I
mean the new association of bonded proprietors
and lessees, of course limited. Ah 1 how many
infiuentials of the department are included in
this limited ?"

Mr. GRAVES.-The document read by
the honorable member is at utter variance
with the facts.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Who signed the letter 1
Mr. McCOLL.-I have proof that ths
statements are true.
Mr. GRAVES.-Mr. Speaker, I beg to
ask whether the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr. McColl) may not be called upon
to lay the letter on the table?
Mr. McCOLL.-The letter is a private
one to me.
.
The SPEAKER.-The question raised
is a peculiar one. The rule of the House of
Commons is that if a Minister reads from
a paper he is bound to lay it on the table
afterwards, unless allowing its whole contents to be known would be damaging to
the public service. But there is a difficulty
in applying such rule to a private member,
the House not having the same control over
him that it has over a Minister. I think
it will be my duty for the future, when an
honorable member is about to quote from a
private document, not to allow him to do so,
unless he intimates that he will afterwards
lay it on the table, other honorable members
having the right to see it.
Mr. McCOLL.-As I know that several
other members desire to take part in the
debate, I will not occupy the time of the
House much longer; but there are still two
or three matters which I wish to refer to
before I conclude my remarks. The traine
that took water up to the famine districts
cost the country £7,000, independently of
the trucks that were ta.ken away from other
employment, and the pumps at Kinypaniel
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cost £700 or £800. Altogether the expense of carrying water to the people in the
famine districts was about £10,000. The
necessary works and machinery for pumping
water from the Goulbnrn, and carrying it
along a distance of 100 miles, could have
"been obtained for one quarter of the money,
and would have supplied water enough to
meet the domestic wants of the people of
the district and to keep their stock alive.
I will here read one or two extracts from
Mr. Acheson's prize essay on the Collection
and Stol'age of Water. The writer says"Storage of water by reservoirs must necessarily be limited to localities, and hence they
are restricted in their usefulness. A general
scheme is required, by which a great area of the
colony can be commanded at high levels, to
effect which economically and within reproductive limits is the great problem."

I desire to call the special attention of
the Minister of Lands to the following
remarks : " In order to ascertain the capacity of the
valleys of the various water-courses for the
stomge of water at such levels as will command
a large extent of country beneath them, and will
permit of the construction of aqueducts leading
to centres of population, where required, it will
be necessary to obtain such sections as will indicate the relative heights above the sea of the
beds of the various water-courses, at frequent
intervals. "Were such levels carried out from
the coast as a base northwards up the valley
lines to the dividing range on one side, and from
the Murray River southwards up its tributaries
to the north side of the dividing range, a network of relative levels would be established of
incalculable importance to all schemes for increasing the water supply, as also to general
engineering and scientific purposes."

When my suggestion for a contour survey
for water supply purposes was first brought
before the House, it was received with jeers
'and laughter. I estimated the cost at
"£50,000. Mr. Skene said it would cost
"£250,000; and the Minister of Lands, departing from his usual courtesy of demeanour, laughed at my idea of the outlay that
would be necessary, and said that he had
been talking to some surveyors-he himself
having been a surveyor-and that they
stated the work wou.ld cost £2,000,000 or
£3,000,000. I venture to assert, on the
authority of trustworthy engineers, that
levels at various heights, from 100 feet to
800 feet, could be taken at an outlay of
£36,000, and that water could be carried all
the way to the South Australian border. I
do not profess to be an engineer; I may be
only a projector; but I will say this: the
first man who ever published authoritatively
the existence of an underground sea in
Victoria was Hugh McOoll, and the fact
that I did so was clearly set forth by Mr.
Nicholls, of the Ballarat Star, in a series of
Mr. McOoli.
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papers published in that journal. Recently
Mr. Murray was sent up to report as to the
existence of that underground sea, and in
certain quarters he got all the kudos and
credit of the discovery; but Mr. Nicholls
stepped to the front, and, in a sub-leader
which appeared in the Star three weeks
since, claimed for me the credit of having
made the discovery and given publicity to it
flix or seven years ago. If the survey which
I have suggested were to be carried out, it
would give employment to about 200 of the
young surveyors of the colony, instead of
their being compelled, as at present, to contemplate seeking employment in the neighbouring colonies or in India. With respect
to engineers and projectors, I may mention
that when the people of South Yarra found
that their bath water was getting discoloured,
and an addition to the Melbourne water
supply became necessary, surveyors were set
to work by the department, and it was contemplated to construct a tunnel from King
Parrot Creek to the other side of the Dividing Range at a cost of £300,000; but a
gentleman named Marshall, neither an
engineer nor a projector, but a farmer, said
-" G~ntlemen, you have no occasion to
make a tunnel that will cost £300,000; if you
will get on your horses, I will take you to a
place where there is an unlimited quantity
of water, from which a supply can easily be
conveyed to Melbourne." He led the way
to certain falls which probably had never
before been seen by any white man except
himself, and the result was that, at a
cost of only £60,000, the people of South
Yarra are to be supplied with pure water
from the mountains.
The credit of this
is due to Marshall, the farmer, and yet,
owing to the jealousies and rivalries in
the department, his name has been kept
back and no reward has been given to him.
Such is the fate of all persons outside the
charmed circle of Government engineers
and other official gentlemen I I desire to
say a word or two as to the meeting held in
the Melbourne Town Hall, in March last,
with reference to the water famine which
then existed on the Northern Plains. I
took a great deal of trouble to get 90 or
100 signatures attached to tIle petition,
requesting that the meeting should be
convened. "What have we to do with the
Northern Plains? If people go and settle
there, knowing that there is a want of water,
let them suffer; those lands were intended
for grazing, and they are not suitable for
agriculture." Such was the answer I got
from about two out of every three persons
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whom I asked to sign the requisition. The
I have seen and heard.) I am convinced that
heads of the different religious denominathe manner in which the diamond drills have
tions were applied to, hut I will not mention
been worked has resulted, in nearly every
the name of the only one who wrote a letter case, in a waste of time, a waste of diamonds,
and a waste of labour. Wherever they have
in response to the invitation worthy of 11is
been used, the miners, with scarcely an exname, his fame, and his ability. No ministers of religion attended the meeting, nor
ception, have been dissatisfied with them.
I believe that the Minister of Mines desir(>s
any Members of Parliament besides myself,
except the honorable member for Moira
that the diamond drills should be as useful
(Mr. Hall), who proposed a motion which as possible, and, therefore, I would urge
upon him that the Mining department should
he framed himself, and it was adopted.
at once discard having anything whatever to
The .Arg'lts regarded the meeting as a
political job to damage the Government,
do with them. I know capitalists who are
prepared to take the whole affair out of the
and showed no sympathy with the resoluhands of the Government, and one gentletions which it adopted; but the Ministry
man is prepared to invest £10,000 in the
have since adopted the suggestion of the
honorable member for Moira, and are pro- • formation of a company for that purpose.
Mr. BURROWES.-Send them to me.
posing to amend the Water Conservation
Mr. McCOLL.-No doubt they will
Act)n that direction. Sir, I must now
fall back on the Minister of Railways after
come. I venture to say that, instead of boring by diamond drills being 16s. or 18s. per
all. One of tlle most ill-advised acts of
foot, which is the amount thut it has cost
that Minister was taking away the free
passes from the press. The hypocritical
in some cases under the present system, if
a private company bo formell to work the
character or the proceoding is shown by the
drills the cllarge to the millers will not be
fact that the Government propose to abolish
the postage on newspapers altogether, on
more tban 5s. per foot. In New South
the pretence that by adopting that course
"Vales the average cost is 3s. 4~d. per foot..
The diamond drill is as much the hope of
they will promote the education of the
mining in this colony as irrigation is the
people. The abolition of the newspa.per
hope of farming. It is, therefore, very
postage is evidently intended as a sop to
desirable that the use of these chills should
the middle-class constituents of the Gonot be made too expensive. A bore of one
vernment, who believe in nothing hut conof the companies at Sandhurst has b8en
servatism. The withdrawal of free railway
costing 16s. or 18s. per foot, and the compasses from the representatives of the press
pany have stopped the diamond drill, as they
seems to me to be an impolitic act. It
found that n. drive 8 feet high and 6 feet
must be remembered that the passes issued
wide could be made half the distance for the
to the press did not cost the department one
same money. I desire to say n. word n.s
extra penny, and that they were made use of
to the appointment of magistrates bY'the
to report public proceedings, about which
present Government. I am surprised to see
the reporters sent long telegrams to their
the large number of names that have been put
newspapers, from which telegrams the Goon the commission of the peace, but, strange
vernment derived a revenue. vVhile no
to say, in one dn.y the Government ceased
hardship is inflicted on the proprietors of a
to put on any more. I was not present to
wealthy journal like the .Argus by the withhear whn.t occurred, but it is quite evident
drawal of the press passes, it IS a very great
to me that the Nestor of the Ministry-the
disad vantago to the proprietors of small
Chief Secretary-must have said to his
newspapers. As an old newspaper proprietor
myself, I know that no persons in the world
colleagues, " Come, boys, this is going too
far." If the names of those who have been
have a greater struggle for existence than
appointed magistrates are read over, they
some of the smaller newspaper proprietors.
will be found to be as Irish as the pigs of
The action of the Minister of Railways in
Drogheda. Speaking generally as to some
abolishing the press passes is an instance of
of the matters which I desire to impress
feeding the fat sow and impoverishing the
upon the House, I will say let us have a
poor one. The honorable gentleman will
department for water and dminage by itself ;
only do his duty if he restores the old sysnot a Yan Yean under the Public Works
tem, and, therefore, I hope he will do so. IE
department, and. a Victorian W n.ter Supply
he does, I will add a stone to his cairn when
under the department of Min-es, but a
he goes to another place. I must now come
department pure and simple, with its own
back to the Minister of Mines, who has the
Mini~ter of the Crown, to prevent such
pontrol of the diamond drills. From what
\
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"hdlesale suffering and pecuniary loss as the
last eea30n has witnessed. The Water
C~)llservation Act aims at multiplicity of
schemes. We want a Water department
which, like Aaron's rod, will not only
swallow up, but assimilate all those minor
schemes for the good of the Victorian people
al3 a whole, not any particular class or district. We want no Mr. Gordon or Mr. Black
as such, but we want responsibility-responsibility to this House, and to this House
alone. It should be our aim to foster and
encourage private enterprise; Our policy
has been to crush it. Our railway system
1s already so unwieldy and cumbersome as to
threaten to fall to pieces by its own weight.
Several private companies would have done
the work much better,I believe. But whether
we 1iave a railway policy or not, let us
by all means have a Victorian water supply
policy, a Minister of Water, and a Water
department, with competent officers to carry
out its wants and requirements. We have
too much government in detail. For instance, surely such a mechanical appliance
as the diamond drill, now that it has been
so successfully introduced, might be solely
intrusted to the energy and sagacity of our
private mining enterprise. Thanking honorable members for the patient hearing they
have given me, I will conclude my remarks
with the following quotation : "Shame, truth, and faith have flown. In their
stead creep in frauds and craft, snares and force,
and the rascally love of gain."

Mr. GRAVES.-I desire to make a personal explanation. The honorable member
for Mandurang (Mr. McColl) has stated
that I hav~ removed the offices of the Inspector of Stock from the Custom-house
to make room for a private company. When
I became Minister of Customs, I found that
the upper floor of the Custom-house was
occupied by the Inspector of Stock. That
gentleman's department was removed from
the control of the Chief Secretary and
placed under that of the Minister of Agriculture, and was provided with rooms in
the public offices at the east end of the
city. Outside the Custom-house there
is a building which I found was used
as a shipping-office. It is a large and
expensive building, and was occupied by
three clerks. The Harbour Trust offered
£500 a year for that building, and I let it
to them at that rent, with the approval of
my colleagues. After the tra,nsfer of the
Inspector of Stock to the llew public
offices, the statistical branch of the C ustoms department was removM t1l the office

previously occupied by that gentleman .. Thelower floor is now occupied by a mercantile
marine office, not by any company. Inside
the Custom-house are five custom"':hou'se
agents, occupying hali a room. They were
in the Custom-house long before I becaine
Minister of Customs. I do not know the
gentlemen personally, but I let a portion 6f
an unoccupied room to them at £60 a year:
That was recommended by the officers· of.
the department, and the arrangement does
not in any way interfere with the office
lately occupied by the Inspector of Stock.
The statement that I have removed the
Inspector of Stock to make way for a
private company is altogether an error.
Mr. McLEAN.-Mr, Speaker, at the
outset of my remarks I had better remove
any apprehension that I intend to follow
the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr.
McColl) through all the dreary mass of
statements which he has made, especially as
I think that the House must have had
quite enough of aquatics for the present.
If we compute the cost of the honorable
gentleman's speeches since he first became
a member of this House, it will, probably,
be found that it would be cheap for the
country to construct the surface canal
which he advocates, on the condition that
he will hold his peace on the subject in
future. I shall not occupy the t.ime of the
House v~ry long. I think that the sooner we
come to a di vision, and then proceed with the
legitimate business of the session, the better
it will be for the interests of the country,
and for our own credit. The practice which
prevails at the commencement of each
session of carefully reviewing and closely
criticising the administrative acts of the
Government is not at all an objectionable
one, in my opinion; on the contrary, if the
review is impartial, and the criticism disinterested-offered solely in the interests of
the public-I think that the practice is a
sound and wholesome one. It is calculated
to restrain abuses and to promote the purity
of representative government. I must confess that I thought it was in this spirit that
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) spoke the other evening, for, after
making allowance for certain bitterness
which was not at all unnatural in a gentleman who was criticising the actions of a
Government that turned him out of office,
I certainly considered that his remarks did
not in any way exceed the bounds of legitimate criticism, and that they were made
purely and simply on public grounds. But
when the honorable member concluded his
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speech by proposing a motion of want of confidence in the Government, I was takcll very
much by surprise. The case, in fact, assumed a very different aspect, according to
my view of the matter. I venture to say that
any disinterested and impartial judge, who
reads the honorable member's speech from
beginning to end, will not find a siligle
passage in it that could possibly justify the
extreme course which the hOllorable member
adopted. At the conclusion of the honorable member's remarks, it appeared to me
that the sp'eech, which I thought was
delivered in the interests of the public, was
merely a factious attempt to remove the
Government for no better reason than to
make room for the honorable member and
his colleagues. Political aspirations should
soar very much higher than a miserable
scr.amble for office. Unless we can succeed
in elevating politics somewhat above the level
to which I fear they are rapidly drifting in
Victoria, I am afraid that the country will
have little reason to thank us for the manner
in which we discharge the duties of one of
the highest and most sacred trusts in the
gut of a free and intelligent people. To
my mind, no trust can be of a higher or
more sacred nature than that which vests us
with the power and right to mould the
ft1ture destinies of this splendid colony. Sir,
in,comparing the relative merits of the present and past Governments, reference has
been made by sundry honorable members to
the' present prosperous condition of the
country, and a good deal of credit has
been claimed by both sides. The honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson)
endeayoured to show, by quotations from
eminent authorities and by other means,
that the Governments with which he had
been connected had sown the. seeds of
prosperity, and that the present Government were_ reaping the harvest; but if we
consider that the honorable gentleman' and
his late colleagues held office for something
like foul' years-.Mr. A. T. CLARK.-No.
'Mr. McLEAN.-At all events, the honorable member for Geelong was the leader of
two Governments that held office for over
four years with very little intermission.
Mr. L.£i URENS.-Of which Governments members of the present Ministry
formed part.
Mr. McLEAN.-I am not now speaking
of members of the present Government, but
I am referring to the gentlemen who occupy
the front opposition benches. Considering
the length of time they were in powel'l I
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think it will be admitted that the seeds of
prosperity which they sowed were very slow
indeed to fructify. Sir, it is not my intention to give the present Government credit
for the' whole of the prosperity which the
country is fortunately now enjoying, nor do
I intend to hold honorable gentlemen opposite responsible for the whole of the depres.
sion which unfortunately existed during
their term of office. Both prosperity and
adversity arise toa great extent from causes
over which Governments have no control;
but this much I do claim for the present
Ministry-they have done nothing to' mar
the natural prosperity of the country. They
have done nothing to create distrllst in
the minds of property-holders or intending
investors in property. They have done
nothing to create class distinctions, 01' to
disturb the friendly relations which should
always exist between capital and labour ;
and, what is more, they have done agood
deal to establish a policy of decentrali2:ation. They have -promised legislation for
the purpose of opening the ports and harbours along the southern and eastern coast
of the colony to the commerce of the outer
world ; and they have also promised to develop the internal resources of the colony by
a comprehensive extension of the system of
State railways. In the latter respect I think
that their administration will compare very
favorably with that of their predecessors.
With respect to the proposals of the
Government to extend the State railways,
as indicated in, the Governor's speech,
I was sorry to hear honorable members on
both sides of the House express their disapproval of those proposals on the grounds
of extravagance and that they are premature. I contend that no expenditure of
money confers more solid and lasting advantages upon the country than that which
is devoted to the purpose of bridging over
the space which separates the producer from
the oonsnmer. The benefit of those advantages is felt quite as much by the
consumer as by the producer. I think that
£1,000,000 devoted to this purpose would
do more to promote the iuterests of the
country than £20,000,000 expended on
bricks and mortar in the metropolis. It is
to be regretted that some members who
never say a word against the profuse expenditure on ornamental palaces in Melbonrne-on such buildings as the new law
Gourts and Pa.rliament-house, which are
more suitable for a population of 10,000,000
than for one of 800,000; on a building for
aD, Exhibition. that was intended to promote
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an international trade which our fiscal
policy renders impossible; and on a costly
vice-regal mansion-should object to the
expenditure of a few hundred thousand
pounds for reproductive works intended to
relieve the wants of the struggling farmers
and selectors throughout the country. Surely
if any class of the community is entitled to
special consideration at the hands of the
State, it is the pioneers of civilization, who
have difficulties to contend with that are
unknown to the dwellers in cities and
towns. I trus.t, therefore, that no serious
opposition will be offered to a proposal
for giving the facilities to carry their
hard-earned produce to market. The honorable member for Geelong, in support of
his no-confidence motion, laid great stress
on the treatment of Mr. Wallis by the Minister of Agriculture. It is not my intention
to say one word against Mr. Wallis. Indeed,
I think that the privileges of this House are
too often used for the purpose of slandering
peo pIe outside who cannot d efend themselves.
So far as I am personally concerned, I shall
endeavour to avoid that course. I will not,
I repeat, say one word about Mr. Wallis;
and it is not my intention to defend the
Minister for dispensing with his services.
But the honorable member for Geelong went
further than to condemn the act of the
Minister in the case' of Mr. Wallis. He
declared that not a single act of any Government with which he has been connected
could compare with this one in harsh treatment of a civil servant. As the honorable
member made a serious statement of that
kind in support of a motion of no-confidence in the Government, I consider that
I would be wanting in my duty-though I
am sorry to revive unpleasant reminiscences
-if I were not to remind him that he was
the leader of a Gov~rnment who perpetrated
one of the most cruel acts of wholesale dismissal of civil servants that perhaps the
modern history of any country in the world
can record.
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-Some of the members of the present Government were parties
to it.
Mr. McLEAN.-I do not wish to relieve
anybody of his share of responsibility in the
matter. It will be remembered that by one
Gazette notice scores of families were rendered destitute, scores of houses were rendered desolate, and scores of civil servants,
against whom not a murmur of complaint
had ever been whispered, were driven to
poverty and ruin, not for any fault of theirs,
but to gratify a miserable spirit of ~evenge,
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not against them, but against gentlemen
who it was thought would sympathize with
the misery that was created. The Gazette
notice which contained the dismissal of those
civil servants constitutes the darkest passage
in the history of Victoria.
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-A very bright one.
Mr. McLEAN.-I am sorry to hear the
honorable member say so. I think those
gentlemen were driven from office to their ruin
with less ceremony than many right-thinking people would feel in driving a favorite
dog away from them. Sir, I now come to
the causes which have been assigned for the
present motion of want of confidence. I
say" the causes that have been assigned,"
for we all know that the real cause is the
desire of certain honorable gentlemen to
get back to the Treasury bench, to which
they seem to think that they have acquired a
sort of pre-emptive right. The alleged cause,
however, is a deliberate attack which they
say has been made by two members of the
Government on the protective policy of the
country. Now I am a free-trader by conviction, but I know perfectly well that in that
respect I differ from a majority of the
people of this country. I acknowledge the
undoubted right of the majority to rule, and
would not be a party, either directly or indirectly, to subvert-by any side-wind or by
any covert act of administration-the policy
which the majority of the people have carried into law. Moreover, I think that the
vested interests which have grown up under
that policy are entitled to consideration.
Therefore, if any attempt had been made to
subvert the protective policy, it would, in
my opinion, form a just and legitimate
ground for protectionist memb~rs of the
House to support the motion of want of
confidence. But I deny emphatically that
any such attempt has been made. I will
take the case of the railway carriages first.
We know by painful experience that a great
portion of the rolling-stock of the railways
has been worked to a condition that is ab.
solutely dangerous to life and property.
The breakdown at J olimont affords a very
sad proof of the truth of this. It should be
remembered that it was not the result of an
unforeseen accident, it was not occasioned
by any unusual obstruction on the line or
by any ulterior cause whatever, but it was
purely and simply a breakdown of worn-out
rolling-stork under the ordinary strain of
the every-day traffic. And when the late
Minister of Railways-the honorable member for Castlemaine-was denouncing his
successor in such unmeasured terms, the other
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evening, I could not help thinking that he
would have displayed better taste if he had
spared some of his denunciations, and exerted
his eloquence in defending his own portion
of responsibility in connexion with that disaster. The fact that the honorable member
left office a few days before the disaster
occurred does not relieve him in the slightest
degree. To work defective rolling-stock until
within a few days of a collapse is a tampering with life and property which should not
be permitted. I do not say the honorable
member is to blame in the matter, but he
was, for a time, the person responsible to
the country for the working of the railways, and, therefore, the country had the
right to expect an explanation from him.
And what did the present Minister of Railways do ? He merely sent to England for
the bare number of carriages absolutely
necessary to supply present requirements.
He did not send for one carriage more. And
I think it must be admitted that, with accidents happening every week through the
defective condition of our rolling-stock, it
was the duty of the Minister to obtain those
carriages in the quickest possible manner.
So far from evincing any disposition to
injure the local manufacturers, the Minister
initiated steps to give them orders for the
rolling-stock which will be required during
the next four or five years. I contend that
to denounce this as an attempt to subvert
the protective policy is a deliberate attempt
to "sell" the people-an attempt which,
no doubt, the people will estimate at its
proper value. With regard to the water
pipes, what are the facts of the case? A
report was submitted to the Minister of
Water Supply by the engineers of his department, stating that a certain number of
water pipes were required to be laid down to
avert a partial water famine next summer.
Within three days after the receipt of that
report, the Minister invited tenders, and he
allowed a month more for the reception of
tenders than the time suggested by the
engineers. However, local manufacturers
were not prepared to supply the water pipes
within the period fixed by the Minister. In
fact, they could not complete the delivery of
the pipes until next March, when the summer would be nearly over. Now I submit
this reason-unless honorable members are
prepared to see a partial water faminewas quite sufficient to justify the Minister
in the course he adopted. Another point
which must not be overlooked is that the
tender of the local manufacturer was very
IQ.qch higher th~n tbe others. I think th~t
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even protectionist members will admit
that the proper tribunal to decide npon
the amount of subsidy which should be
paid by the taxpayers, to encourage local
manufactures, is the Parliament of the
country-the representatives of those taxpayers, and not anyone Minister of the
Crown. I contend that no Minister has
any right whatever to increase the subsidy
which has been fixed by the representatives
of the people to encourage any industry.
Why, sir, I think that a Ministry that
would give, out of the money of the taxpayers, a bonus to any particular firm over
and above the amount fixed by Parliament,
would not be fit to hold office for twentyfour hours. I am sure that if such a thing
had been proposed by the present Ministry,
honorable members in opposition would have
been the first to object to it. The honorable
member for Castlemaine said, in a sneering
manner, the other night, that the Ministry
should have known that the £2 import
duty on iron pipes, fixed by Parliament, was
intended .to be prohibitive, and that they
should have acted accordingly. Why the
honorable member might as well have said
that the judges of the Supreme Court had
no right to administer the law as they find
it written in the statute-book, but that they
should endeavour to make themselves acquainted with the unrecorded intentions of
those who framed the law. The same
honorable member endeavoured to make out
that the present Minister of Railways, in
connexion with one oE the cases of compensation arising out of the late J olimont
accident, dealt with the public money in a
more liberal manner than he would have
done with his own private money. But I
would ask the honorable member for Castlemaine, if he .were present, whether in .the
event of his having to purchase water pipes
for his own use, and to pay for them out of
his own purse, he would give lOs. Gd.
per ton more for them in order that they
might be manufactured in the colony, and
not imported? I am very well assured
the honorable member would do nothing so
foolish. And yet if his arguments go for
anything, they go to assert that the Minister
of Railways is unfit for his office because he
dealt with the public money in a manner in
which he would not have dealt with his own
private money, and that the Minister of
Public Works is unfit for his office because
he dealt with the public money in precisely
the same way that he deals with his own
money. Thus each point which the honorable member sought to make against tho
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Government was refuted by the only argu,:,
mont with which he sought to support the
other. In conclusion, I will state to the
House my own position with regard to the
present Government. I was very unwilling
to vote the late Mini.stry out of office at
the close of last session-:-I wQuld williI;lgly
have allowed them the benefits of ~ recess-:but as a vote of want of confidence Wfl,S
moved I, as one who did not believe in their
policy, had no alternative but to $upport it.
Their successors consisted of ~ntried men
from both sides of the House. I did not
know what the policy of the nj:lW Ministry
would be, and I did not commit myself to
follow them in a;ny way. However, I w[!,s
determined that, a;:;. far as IW!1s concerned,
they should have a f[!,ir trial-that J wowd
support them ,When I cQnsjdered they wer.e
right, and oppose them when I thought thC;ly,
were wrong. They have done nothing since
then to justify me in voting against them;
and so long as they contil).ue to act in such.
a way as, in my opinion, will be calGulated
to promote the general prosperity of the
country, so long will I have mu~h more
pleasure in supporti~~g than in opposing
them.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Mr. Speaker, the. honorable gentleman who has just sat down has
furnished us with a number of illustrations
of the difficulty which. honorabl~ members
experience, when addressing the House, in
keeping within the, bounds they mark out
for themselves. TIle honorable member
commenced his observations by stating that
he would not make any chargC;ls, against
gentlemen sitting on this.C the. opposition)
side of the House, and then he proceeded
to launch out strongly and vehemently
against those gentlemen on account of what
he is pleased. to call tJle Black Wednesday
proceedings. If the honorable member
honestly feels one-tenth of the indignation
which he professes. to feel .when lecturing
gentlemen in opposition, how can he support
the gentlemen who now sit on the Treasury
bench? Why of two of the most prominent members of the present Ministry-the
gentlemen whom the honorable member for
North Gippsland (Mr. McLean) declares he
is willing to follow so long as they continue
in their present course-one was a most
prominent mover in the Black Wednesday
business. and the other took office immediately ;fterwards, and so agreed tacitly
with the proceedings of the Ministry of the
day.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-:-No. The honorable member for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams)

.
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if he only carries back .his memory to .the
time of the fir~t "Vest Melbourne election.
which I contested, must be aware that I
stated, I think, to himself personally-certainly I stated to the members of the then
existing Government-that, if I were questioned on the pubUcplatform as to the
dismis.sal of the civil servants, I would have
to say that I entirely disagreed with· th~
proceeding.
..
. Mr. MIRAMS.-I have no recollection
of the honorable member having spoken in
that way; and I say that, whatever may
have· been his private opinion of the matter,
by his public acts he condoned the offence.
Another thing which the honorable member
for North Gippsland told us was that h~
had formed a high ideal of the positiop.
which. members. of this HO~lse hold in 1'0-.
lation to the p~bIic ontside,: and the important work which the public intrusts to us. I
· agree with every word' which he uttered on
· that subject; but 1 am astonished .to find
that these high ideals, .and the attempts to
reach them, never occur to gentlemen until
their own friends are in office. We hav.~
talked about these things over and. Qv~.r
ag.ain when our own friends ha:ve' been in
power; but we have taken no notice ?f
them when our friends. have been inopposition; and ·therefore I say it if! too
late to .begin reading homilies as -to· the
way in which members should;r;conduut
themselves as members of :the House in relation to that matter. TheI)., sir, the honorable _member for North . Gippsland. was
pleased to give utterance .to .asentiment
which was also given expression to by the
honorable member for East Melbourne (Mr ..
Zox)-a sentiment which I am glad to find
admitted by gentlemen on the Minis.terial
side-that, in reality, Governments as Gov.ernments have very little to do either with
· the prosperity or . the adversity of the'
country.. I say,without fear of. contradiction, that the most potent weapon used by
the con'servative party to oust the. first
Berry Administration from office was the
weapon which made it appear, to thepe.ople
of this country, by exaggerated and falsified
statements, that the Ministry of ·the day
were responsible for the then depressed con:dition of the cole)l1Y. Those exaggerated
and falsified statements in relation to the
effect which the existence of the Berry
Ministry was said to have on the finances
and prosperity of the country formed the
most powerful weapon used by the couservative party to get that Ministry from
office. But if honorable members on the
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before proceeding to deal with ,the amendMinisterial side are sincere in what they say
now:.-if they speak for other honorable
ment proposed by the honorable member £01'
members who sit beside them and hold the
Geelong (Mr. Berry). The' first item to
sn.me political vi~ws-they stand self-con- ' , which I desire to draw attention is tltatrefessed with having misled the public for , lating to the defences. I think we- must
political purposes in relation to the effect . n.ll admit that a wealthy and prosperous
which the action of 'a Government has upon I community like this ought' to be prepared.
the prosperity of a community. The Berry ,to maintain its own defences, and defend
Administration, as everybody knows who , itself, at its own cost, and not have to go
cap-in-hand to the mother country to proreally considers the matter, had very little
vide defences for us. We ought to be in ,a
to do with the depressed condition of the
position to do that ourselves, and we ought
colony. We all know that it arose princito be willing to do it. I, for one, am wil.,..
pally from two bad seasons and a bad wool
clip, as we know that the present prosperity
ling to do it; and, so far as the expenditure
does not arise from any action of the present
of the Government in that direction has
Government, because that portion of the
gone, I don't think the House or the country has any reason to complain, because it
prosperity which is outside natural causes,
appears to me'that they have been merely
over which neither the one party nor the
carrying out the work their' predecessors
other has n.ny control, is attributable to the
commenced; they have been merely en...
expenditure of the £5,000,000 loan which
deavouring to complete the necessary arthe last Government raised, and to the
beneficial effects which the holding of the
rangements for our defences approved of by
Exhibition had upon the financial affairs of
past Governments and tacitly approvedoL
the country. Therefore it is idle for the
by Parliament. Whatever their future
honorable member for North Gippsland to
proposals may be in relation to land forces
talk of the expenditure on the Exhibition
or naval forces, when they come before the
a's a waste of money.
House will be quite time enough for us to
give them attention. In the meanwhile, I
Mr. McLEAN.-I did not say it was.
Mr. MIRAMS.-The honorable member
am disposed to favour the system hinGed at
cited the Exhibition-building as one of the
by the honorable member for Stawell when
instances of wasteful expenditure in town
he said that every ma.n in the community
as against the requirements of country dis- ought to learn to be able to defend himself,
so that no set of men should have'to be
tricts. He also referred to the new law
courts and the completion of the new Houses
specially picked out for that purpose when
of Parliament.
the necessity arose. The next question I
Mr. McLEAN.-I did noi; denounce the
wish to speak upon is water conservation~
expenditure. I merely said that the same
It is admitted on all hands that water conprivileges should be accorded to the country.
servation is a necessity for the country in' a
Mr. MIRAMS.-The honorable member
great many 'ways; but after all that has
cited these as three instances of wasteful
been said,pro and can., not only during this
expenditure in town, while the country is
debate, but during the debate on the Water
standing in need.of public improvements.
Conservation Bill last session, it is clear
But everybody who is not thoroughly biased
that the Government, this House, and the
by prejudice and political feeling will admit
country are all somewhat in a fog as to really
that the Exhibition has been immensely
what is wanted. Some members go to the
advantageous, financially, to the country by
full extent of the proposals made by the
making it so well known to European
honorable member for Mandllrang (Mr.
nations that capitalists have been induced
McColl) ; others wish the scheme modified
to send money here, irrespective of the
so that it should provide only for irrigation
£5,000,000 public loan, for private investand for the supply of water for live stock j
ment.
others do not advocate more than a supply
Mr. ZOX.-Where from?
of water for cattle, so that if crops fail
Mr. MIRAMS.-Some from France,
cattle may be kept alive; and others again
and a great deal from England. Coming
think only of the supply of water for
to the question immediately before the
domestic purposes to towns and the neighchair, I may mention that the Governor's ; bOUl'hood of towns, Therefore I think that
speech is so voluminous that a considerbefore tIllS House will be in a position to
ation of the whole of the items would occupy
pass the Bill in relation to this matter
far',more than the share of time 'Lt my diswhich the Government have promised, it
posal; but I will touch upon two or three
will be necessary for the Government to make
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up their mind as to what they really mean in
relation to the water conservation question,
and be prepared with a thoroughly practical
schem~ of some sort. First of all, we have
to consider where the water schemes are to
be carried out, and the class of people to
be benefited; because it appears to me
that those who benefit by water supply to
such an extent that their land will bccomeat the Bishop of Melbourne stated in his
address at Kerang-ten times as valuable
as it is now, ought to be prepared to contribute some share of the cost of providing
that water supply.
Mr. McOOLL.-So they are.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I am glad to hear that
statement, because I have been under the
impression that most of the people in the
country districts suppose it to be the duty
of the State, after providing them with
land, to provide them also with water, in
order to make the land ten times more
valuable than it is at present. If the
settlers, farmers, and squatters throughout
the country are willing to come to the
assistance of the Government in providing
the means for carrying out the water
schemes, part of the difficulty will be done
away with. But I trust that, whatever
may be the plan hit upon, the Ministry will
address themselves to something definite,
so that we may not be in the same state of
uncertainty after the Bill has passed as I
and other members. have been in up to the
present moment. The next matter mentioned in the Governor's speech that I
desire to. deal with is that of rail way
extension. And here I wish to say to the
honorable member for Nortlf Gippsland,
who seemed to think that the House would
be disinclined to consider proposals for the
supply Of further railway accommodation to
country districts, that I have no disinclination whatever. I altogether deprecate the
attempt which unfortunately is continually
made in this House and on platforms
throughout the country to set town against
country, and country against town. Sir,
I say that our interests are mutual.
It is impossible to tell where the interests of the country begin and where
the interests of the town end. If we spend
£4,000,000 on the construction of railways,
those railways will be not only a considerable cOllvenience to the districts into which
the· lines are carried, but they will be of
equal benefit to the people of the towns who
want to reach those districts. Townspeople
will be supplied with provisions-necessaries of life-at a cheaper rate than if the
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railways were not constructed; and therefore I say it is folly to talk of the interests
of the town as opposed to the interests of
the country. With regard to the public
buildings which have b3en referred to, they
are not for the advantage of town alone.
This Parliament House is not for the use
of town only-it is for the use of the whole
country; not merely during our time, but, it
is to be supposed, for generations afterwards; and that argument may be applied
to every other public building which we are
proud of as a nation, and which, I think,
we have a right to be proud of. If the
country were denuded of its public works, or
of anything it might honestly and fairly lay
claim to in order that these buildings might
be erected, the country would have a fair
right to compla.in; but, let me ask, of the
£22,000,000 which Victoria has borrowed
to construct public works, how much of it
has been spent in town as compared with
'what has been spent in tho country? Why,
of the£22,000,000 no less tha.n £20,000,000
has been spent in the country, as against
£2,000,000 spent in town. I don't think
the district I represent has been fairly
treated in the matter of rail ways. I had
nothing to do with the proposal to construct
a railway through my district; .I had very
little to do with urging it on. However, it
waS authorized by Parliament, and, having
been authorized, I must say there has been
a great deal of unnecessary delay in carrying out the line. I don't speak so much
for my own constituen.ts, because the line
will not go through the populous part of my
district. I don't think the line will be
used by my constituents so much as by the
people of Alphington and Heidelberg ; but
I think it unfair to the northern parts of
the metropolis, that the railways promised
to them, and authorized by Act of Parliament, should be left untouched, while the
southern parts of the metropolis, which are
already well supplied with railway accommodation, should have additional accommodation provided for them in various waysnew lines in some places, and the duplication of old lines in others.
Mr. BENT.-I wish to reply to that remark.
The SPEAKER.-Order, order.
Mr. BENT.-Well, I will not stop here
to be attacked in this way.
The SPEAKER.-The honorable member has no right to interrupt.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I don't think the
Minister of Railways can properly characterize my remarks as an attack; and
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better management. There can be no doubt
possibly he will have the opportunity of
explaining, presently, how it is that the
that the Railway department very badly
needs some new system of managementconstruction of the Alphington Railway
some way by which the divisions of labour
has been delayed, as I consider, unnecesshall be more clearly defined-some way by
sarily. I know what the excuse of the
Railway department is. The department which the head of each branch may be made
more responsible for the conduct of that
says that the claims for compensation for
branch than he is at present-at ::my rate,
the land through which it is proposed to
some way in which the establishment may
take the line are larger than the Act provides for. That may be a good excuse for , be managed a little bit more on those
"commercial principles" that the present
the time being; but I think there are ways
of getting over the difficulty if the Railway Minister of Railways is never tired of saydepartment is really in earnest in desiring ing is the aim and object of his life as
to carry out the line. Taking our rail- an administrator; above all, some way by
which we may be saved the pain and the
way system as a whole, and looking at the
results which have bcen derived from it expense of the accidents which are now beginning to be so frequent among us. I do
during the past year, I think we may congratulate ourselves upon the fact that our not think that the proposal which the
Ministry have promised is likely to meet the
railways are commencing to pay. We have
requirements of the case. I do not think
a magnificent property which, year by year,
that by extending the amount of political
is improving in value; and I think we have
every reason to be pleased and hopeful patronage, or interference, things are likely
to be made much better than they are now.
-because of the returns which our railways
And here I desire to reply to a statement
have yielded during the present financial
made by a member of the Ministry in the
year, so far as it has gone. They are altocourse of a speech, the other day, up country
gether beyond my expectations, because
-a statement which I think somewhat unwhen the Treasurer, in his Budget speech,
ventured to anticipate that the income from
warranted, and particularly as members of
this House and people outside may be disrailways during the current year would be
posed to think that it was made with my
as large as it was ciuring the last year, I
knowledge and consent. The statement was
thought he was taking rather too hopeful a
view of the situation. We all know that to the effect that I am to be made all right
the railway income of the last financial year in relation to these matters by the prospect
of an under-secretaryship. So far as I am
w~s wonderfully assisted by the holding of
. the Exhibition. I speak not only of the
qoncerned, there is no foundation for the
statement or insinuation. If I go in for a
numbers who travelled on the railways in
secretaryship at all, it won't be an underorder to visit the Exhibition, but also of the
secretaryship that will satisfy me. The
,large traffic caused by bringing goods to
the Exhibition and taking them back again.
next point to which I desire to refer is the
Everything connected with the Exhibition -question of the Treasury-bonds; In the
Governor's speech, gratification is expressed
helped to augment the railway income for
the year. Therefore, when the Treasurer thatexpected to obtain in a year when there was
"The surplus of revenue over expenditure has
enabled the Government to anticipate the due
no Exhibition as large a railway income
date of the Treasury-bonds due in next Novemas was received during the year when there
ber and in November twelve-month, and, by
was an Exhibition, I thought that his ex- paying them off to a large extent, to practically
extinguish the revenue deficit of past years."
pectation would not be realized. But, according to the returns so far, the expectation
Now it appears to me somewhat unfair to
will be more than realized. I say that, as
the section of the community who provided
a community, we have reason to be thankful
the money for redeeming the bonds that
and proud at the result. At the same time,
the bonds were redeemed instead of the taxwe may equally regret the large numberpayers being relieved from the necessity for
the accumulated number-of accidents, providing the money any longer. When
more or less serious, which have occurred
the Treasury-bonds were issued by the late
on our railways during the last ten or twelve
Government, it was for the purpose of
months. It is great matter for regret that
meeting a deficiency which had accumulated
so many accidents should have occurred.
during three years, chiefly through non-I will here take the opportunity of saypayment of arrears of rent, so called, which
ing one word in relation to the proposal of
selectors ,had to pay for their land. Of the
the Government to put the railways under
£500,000 which the Treasury-bonds were
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to cover, £440,000 was due to the arrears
of selectors. It will also be recollected that
in order to ensure the Government of the
day the money to meet the-bouds with as
they became due, this House, instead ,of
looking forward to any increase of revenue
from the sources then available, imposed
three new taxes. Two of those taxes were
to be upon one class, and the third was to
be on the other class of the community.
The two taxes which were to be on one
portion of the community were the beer and
tobacco duties. The two luxuries, socalled, of the working man were taxed in
order to ensure that money should be forthcoming to pay the Treasury-bonds when
they fell due. It was also proposed by the
late Government that the wealthy class
should contribute their share towards that
purpose, and that this should be brought
about by an amendment of the Land Tax
Act, so that the 'tax should be made to
y.ield as much revenue as was expected from
it when it was first imposed. We know
the result. The other Chamber passed very
quickly the taxon the poor man's beer and
tobacco, but they threw out the modified
tax on land; and I say the present Government ought to have had that circum- '
stance clearly in view when they found the
Treasury overflowing with money as they :
did. When _they found that the taxation
, on beer and tobacco was 'wanted no longer
to. ensure the payment of the Treasurybonds, they should have put both classes on
the levels' they occupied before the bonds
were issued; and that they could have done
by taking off the duties either on beer and .
tobacco,. or on some other necessaries of
life. ,That would have been a statesman,..
like action-an action which would have
gained them much credit, and have commanded the applause of the community.
In~tead of -that, the Government used up
their surplus to payoff the Treasury-bonds
befoxe they were due. I, next desire to
refer to,a passage in the Governor's speech
which may mean a great deal or may mean
nothing. It is as follows : -

.t1d(b'ess z'n Reply.

on business? For some eight or nine 'years
past, bank after bank h3s come to this
House and asked for a Bill to continue. its
charter for a longer or shorter period, ip.
order that all the charters under which th.e
banks carry 0~1 business might expire .a~
the same time, so that general legisla~ion
with respect to them might then be adopted.
I want to know whether the proposed amendment of the Oompanies Statute is with the
view of enabling the banks to carryon business under the Companies Statute without
the responsibilities and disabilities which
_,their charters impose upon them? If that
is what is intended, the matter will require
a little more looking into than honorable
members may at present deem necessary.
The next question referred to is the amendment of the Electoral Act. I quite agree
with the Government that some of the
present electorates want alteration, but I
also concur in the opinion expressed by
several honor,able members that, if the electorates are to be dealt with at all, it should
only be by a radical measure which will give
us single electorates over the whole of the
colony. This proposal has already received
the -approval of the public, for it will be
remembered that in 1873 the honorable
member for Warrnambool, who was then
head of the Government, passed througJ:!
,this Chamber a Bill dividing the colony into
single electorates. That Bill was sent to
the Upper House and rejected.
Mr. ·FRANCIS.-A monstrous straini;ng of power.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I agree with the honor~ble member, because the Bill did n0t affect
the Legislative Council or their electorates
in any shape or form, and, no doubt,. their
action in rejecting it helped as much as
anything else to rouse public opinion against
the pretensions of honorable members in that
House. I was about to say, however, that
immediately after that rejection a dissolu.tion took place, the question went to t4e
.constituencies, and the constituencies, 'ass.
-rule, approved of the proposal of dividing
,the colony into single electorates; but to
this day no further action has been taken in
"'An amendment of the Companies Statute
will be introduced to enable the banking corpo- the matter. If the, Government do bring
rations. not incorporated themselves to take
in a Bill providing fer single electorates, I
advantage of its provisions; at the same time
, hope they will also go a -step further, and
sU:bjecting~ them to the duties' and obligations
imposed by tha,t Statute."
incorporate wit4'it the system whigh exists
in France whereby no man can sit in the
Do ,the Government mean us to understand, by,this passage, that they are going
Legislature representing only a minority of
to amend the Companies Statute in such a the electors who have recorded their votes.
way as to prevent the necessity of a bank' ,Those who have had any experience in recoming to this House and asking for a re- :lation to organizations for election purposes
newai:of th~ charter under which it ,carries i ,must agree that it is monstrousthat.the
I
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trouble, expense, and worry of endeavouring
to perfect our electioneering system should
be thrust upon a few of the most earnest,
energetic, and most public-spirited men, who
have to take upon themselves the difficult
duty of securing the representation of a
majority of those who vote, because I maintain that is the real aim and object of every
political association which has no underhanded proceedings that it desires to conceal.
The one aim and object of political organizationis to ensure that only one candidate on
each side shall go to the poll. Honorable
members on that (the Ministerial) side connected with the Registration Society, and
others on this side belonging to the National
Reform League, must be aware that the
culmination of the difficulties of organization
is when there is only one seat to be won,
and two men on the same side persist in
going to the poll to contest that seat.
What do political organizations of the right
sort exist for, except to secure the retirement of surplus candidates on their own
side, so that there may be a fair field and
open fight ,between the opposing parties,
and then let the majority win? Such
organizations would be rendered unnecessary
if the Government undertook to do that work
itself, and at the expense of the community
who reap the profit of having fair and equal
representation in this Chamber. What need
either the Reform League or the Registration Society care how many candidates chose
to ,come forward" if they knew thattlie
elector's themselves wotild 'sift out the r'ight:
m:eii~on:"thefirst day-the men' who were
r~ally': ih 'tli~ ,running~apd' th~t; all the 'rest:
would have to stand aSIde on the,secondday?
II'lFrance, if the man who is at the head
of .the poll has, not more' votes recorded for
him than are given to the others together
-in other words, if he has not a majority of
th~ 'votes polled on that day-the election
hit~· to, take plac'e o~ the next day with' the'
highest Qf his opponents as his sole antagonist. Thus there is 'a fair fight b~tween
both, side,S, a~d, the majority win., With
that system engrafted'in a 'Bill introducing'
SIngle. electorates; we would n'ot again see'
su~h'a state, of thing,s as we have ,'seen in:
thi.s Chamber in years past. For instance,
the honorable member for N ormanby has I
S3ft: in this House as the representative of,
the minority of his constituency-he was:
oJ?ce returned,by fewer votes than were given:
to'his opponents, ~ecause the votes of the'
opposite party were foolishly divided among:
three or'four men. A ~imilarthing h.appened1
soDie years ago to· the present honorable
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member for Portland, when he was returned
for Belfast by the minority of the constituency, and we know that the same state of
things was nearly taking place the other day
at Boroondara, where, if it had not been for
the extraordinary efforts of the constitutional
party, who succeeded in inducing two out of
the three candidates on their side to retire,
the liberal candidate would have been returned by a minority, and would have sat
in this House, very unfairly as I think,
representing a minority of the constituents
of Boroondara. I contend that we ought
to provide against such a contingency by, in
addition to establishing single electorates,
making it imperative that the representative
of a constituency shall obtain a majority
of the votes polled at the election. The
question of the endowment of municipalities
is a very important one, and I hope that
, the Government will be prepared with a
tangible and equitable mode of distributing
the municipal endowment, which has been
a bone of contention for years past. I
believe they will earn the thanks of the
community if they succeed in achieving that
result. I am not 'quite clear what the
Government mean to convey in the paragraph they have put in the speech 'with
reference to the land tax, but I need not
dwell upon it, as it will be quite time enough
to discuss the merits of the proposed measure
when it comes before us.' I will only say
that if it is proposed to 'tax'town lands and
countty lands alike, irrespective. of improve:IJnents~ lao not think' arty' town member
will 'be, fou~~ ,to" object 'to:"tm: equitable
proposal 6£ that 'kind; but if it 'is propOsed
to 'taX-town improvements 'and let country
improvements' go free,' I, for one, will
certainly oppose anysu9h one-sided proposition. The amendment'which the honorable
member for Geelong has proposed is
based upon t~~.'~dministrative acts of the
Government durmg the recess, and the
e~cuse 'which has been urged on behalf of
the Ministry hi reply is tha~ circumstances
wer~ too powerful fo~ them, and that they
could not h~lp, themselves. Now I think
that before we can, take into consideration
the que~tion of the circumstances being too
strong for the ~overnment, we have to go
a little further back and ask ourselves
whether .the Government were responsible
'for the circumstances. If they were, the
, ex{}use, of'e'ourse, is no excuse 'at all ;
while, if they were not so responsible, then
we have next to consider whether the excuse
,is born~ 'out by the facts, and there was no
other' way' Qut of' the' difficult! than that
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which the Government chose. Taking first
the matter of the railway carriages, I am
free to admit that, as far as my judgment
goes, the present Minister of Railways was
not personally respollsibie for the circumstances in which he found himself, and
which he says compelled him to send the
order for railway carriages home to England.
To discover the responsibility for those circumstances we must go back to the time
when the State purchased the Hobson's Bay
Railway. It was then the circumstances
commenced that culminated in the accident
at Jolimont, which the Minister of Railways
urges as his excuse for ordering 70
carriages from England. What are the
facts of the case? I will not weary the House
with quotations, bllt I could give the
strongest assertions from gentlemen on both
sides of the House, made in 1876-two years
before the property was actually boughtwhen its purchase was proposed by Sir
James McCulloch, that the railway was
utterly bad, thoroughly out of repair, and
that even the sum of £100,000, which Mr.
Higinbotham, the then Engineer-in-Chief,
considered necessary to be spent on it to put
it into thorough working order for its existing traffic would be nowhere in doing the
work that was required to be done. Mr.
MacBain declared that £300,000 would be
wanted at the very least. Mr. Service
scouted the idea of £100,000 being sufficient,
and other honorable members followed in
the same strain. That was in 1876, and the
railway which it was then declared would
require more than £100,000 to put it in
working order went on getting worse for
two years, and then the Government of which
the honorable member for Geelong was the
head asked the House to purchase it. We
had then the Engineer-in-Chief's estimate
of £100,000 referred to over and over again
in the Assembly. Mr. Lyell declared, however, that an estimate of £100,000 was all
nonsense, and that £50,000 would be ample
to put the line in proper order-and this,
remember, although the railway was two
years worse than when members of the
House had said that £300,000 would be
wanted to repair it thoroughly. On the
strength of Mr. Lyell's statements and on
the strength of reports obtained from the
company, this House, much against my
wishes and efforts, purchased the Hobson's
Bay Railway, and wha,t was the result?
For five years previous to the purchase of
the railway, the company had been spending upon its maintenance £35,000 a year,
and yet, in spite of that expenditure, the
Mr. Mirams.
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Engineer-in-Ohief maintained that it was in
such a state that i,t wanted a lump sum of
£100,000 to put it in repair for its then
traffic. Would not one suppose that, when
the Government had purchased a railway in
that condition, they would begin to spend
more annually than the company had
previously been spending on it, even if
they did not expend the lump sum which
the Engineer-in-Ohief had stated was
required? But what actually took place?
During the first eighteen months the
Government had the railway-I speak
from a return which I moved for last session
-they spent, in keeping the line in repair,
the sum of £19,057, or at the rate of about
£13,000 a year, in place of the £35,000 a
year the company had been expending. Is
it any wonder that the railway, the expenditure on it being so reduced and its traffic
being enormously increased by the accession
of the Gippsland traffic, fell into such a
state that the smash occurred at Jolimont ?
Is it not rather the wonder that the smash
did not occur long before? I assert that
that smash was no accident at all. I
maintain that every succeeding Minister of
Ra.ilwa.ys, from the time when the railway
was purchased until the J olimont smash
took place, must take his fair share of
responsibility for the position which was
brought about. It may be asked-Why did
not the Government spend more money on
the line than the amount I have mentioned?
Simply because, if they had done so, it
would have been plain and patent to the
country and the House that a monstrous
job had been perpetrated in buying that
railway at all. Why even with the cheeseparing policy of cutting down the expenditure to £13,000 a year instead of £35,000
a year, and with savings which the company
could not have made-such as being relieved from £2,500 a year in taxes and
rates to the municipalities through which
the lines ran-the Hobson's Bay Railway
was carried on by t,he Government, during
the eighteen months over which the return
extends, at a loss of £1,474. If they had
expended £35,000 a year instead of £13,000
a year, one can easily see what an enormous
loss the purchase of the line would have
shown, and then the country would have
awakened to the fact as to who was right and
who was wrong in regard to that transaction. Believing, therefore, that the present
Minister of Railways was not responsible
for the position in which he found himself
any more than previous Ministers, I next
proceed to ask whether there was no
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other way out of the difficulty than the one
he took, of sending home to England for
carriages; and here, I think, the case is
clearly against him. I am informed by
those who are acquainted with the carriagebuilding business that, if the honorable
gentleman had gone no further than the
workshops on the Yarra bank, he would
have found that with the present appliances
only-if those workshops had been put to construct the carriages and the carriages alone
-60 could have been turned out by
December next.
Mr. BENT.-No.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I am informed that
they can turn out at the. rate of five per
month with their present appliances, if confined solely to that work. I am not going
into the question as to the advantage of
having the carriages made in the colony.
Everyone admits that carriages made in
the colony are less in cost and better in
construction than those imported, because
the latter have to come here in six pieces,
and have to be put together at a sacrifice
of strength with "corner-irons" after they
arrive in the colony. It does not therefore
even require one acquainted with the trade
to know that the colonial-made carriages
are far preferable to those imported, and
they are, I believe, £50 per carriage cheaper.
Under these circumstances, I think the
Minister of Railways had another way out
of the difficulty than that which he selected.
1 now come to the question of the pipes. In
this case, it appears to me, the position is
exactly reversed. I admit that, when the
Minister of Water Supply ordered the pipes
from England, he found himself in circumstances which left him no option but to take
that course if the requirements of next summer were to be met. But, in my opinion, in
this case the difficulty was altogether of the
Minister's own making. A board, of which
the honorable member for Emerald Hill (Mr.
Nimmo) is chairman, was appointed by the
late Government to visit the watershed of
the Yan Yean and ascertain if there were no
means readily available by which the water
supply of the Y an Yean reservoir could be
increased. That board sent in its report to
the department as to where and how that
additional supply could be obtained, and the
department adopted the report, and called
for tenders to construct the works necessary
to bring the additional water into the reservoir. That report was in the department early in November of last year, the
work was known to be urgent in anticipa-l
tion of the requirements of Melbourne next
SESe 1882.-R
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summer, and are we to believe that the department took steps to bring water into the
reservoir and did not immediately take steps
to let it out again? Was the country to be
put to the expense of constructing an aqueduct round a mountain at a cost of £60,000
in order to bring additional water into the reservoir and let it stop there? Can any sane
man suppose that the department would be so
foolish as that? The department therefore,
having taken steps to bring in the water
to the reservoir, must have determined to
bring it out again in order to supply Melbourne; and to get the water to Melbourne
they knew that additional pipes were required. Then why was not the order for
the pipes given in December last, immediately the department came to the determination to construct the aqueduct? If it
is not the fault of the Minister that this
was not done, it certainly is the fault of the
department, and I cannot help thinking
that it was the deliberate act of the department, done on purpose to thwart the Legislative Assembly of this country in its policy
in relation to these pipes. Let me remind
honorable members that we had a discussion on the pipe question in this House
when the previous contract was accepted.
Two or three speakers have laid it down
that there was no new departure in the department from the policy of the country
by ordering pipes from England, because,
they tell us, the policy of this colony only
goes to the extent of a protective duty
of £2 per ton upon pipes. That is the
law, and the honorable member for North
Gippsland said that any Minister who
went beyond that law, and gave a bonus
either directly or indirectly to any firm to
construct these pipes, beyond the assistance
given by the Tariff, would be misapplying
the public funds, and ought to be called to
account for so doing. I would tell the
honorable member that in connexion with
the construction of pipes this House has
already gone far beyond the law as it stands
in the Tariff. Does not everyone know
that, when the previous contract was called
for, it was made a question of debate and a.
question of voting in this House? The
Tariff was the same then as it is now. The
duty of £2 per ton on imported pipes was
fixed in 1874, but it was in 1878 that this
House determined that, over and above that
duty, we would endeavour to establish a
pipe industry in this colony. And can any
one pretend to believe that this Homle, and
the country backing up this House, determined to give one contract only for pipes?
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Did we induce a firm in this city to expend
a large .sum of money on plant merely to
construct one lot of pipes-merely to execute one contract? The charge is monstrous. It is plain and patent to every
one that this House and this country,
when they gave the first contract for pipes,
meant that that should be one of a series so
as to establish and build up a pipe industry
on a firm and lasting footing. Therefore the
policy of the country in relation to pipes
went altogether beyond the Tariff, and
honorable members who plead that we are
bound simply by the Tariff-that our policy
is there and nowhere else-are altogether at
fault as far as water pipes are concerned.
The firm that accepted that contract expended £4,000 in plant, and I venture to
say that that was a great deal more than the
profit they made on the execution of the.
order, which was only for some 5,000 or 6,000
tons of pipes. In going to this expense, of
course they acted as other contractors have
to do, who, when they receiTe their first
contract, have sometimes to expend more
in the purchase of plant than they are likely
to gain by their first piece of work. But
why do they do this? Simply because they
know that the plant will answer them again
when they have to do work of the same
sort. I maintain that it is monstrously
cruel and unjust to any firm to induce them
by the action of this House to execute a
contract at a loss in the expectation of
further work, and then, when the time comes
when that further work could be given to
them, to refuse it on 'a paltry excuse which
could have been avoided by the department
if it was really desirous of loyally carrying
out the wish of the House and the country.
It was the duty of the engineers of the
department, immediately they determined
upon the construction of the aqueduct, to inform the Minister, if he did not think of it
himself, that it would be necessary to have
additional pipes made, and that there would
be no time to make them in the. colony
unless tenders were called for at once. Instead of that, however, the matter was
allowed to rest from November until March, ,
and then tenders, were called for when it
was too late, we are told, for the pipes to be
made in the colony. Now I was told today, during the proceedings of the Tariff
Commission, by the manager of the firm
interested in this question, that he could
have carried out two portions of this contract-it was let in three sections-if the
GovernmeIft could have given their firm
sevell :rrionths instead of five to do the work.
Mr. Mirams.
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It was only necessary, therefore, for the
department to have told the Minister what
was required two months earlier than it
did, and at least two out of the three parts
of the contract could have been executed in
the colony.
Mr. "\-VHEELER.-Why did they not
tender for the Daylesford pipes?
Mr. MIRAMS.-I am just about to refer
to that. Immediately after the honorable
member made his speech defending the
action of the Government, and endeavouring
to make the House and the country believe
that these manufacturers were not in earnest
in desiring to manufacture pipes, as they
would not construct 1,000 tons for the
Daylesford Oouncil, I wrote a memorandum
to the manager of the Langlands Foundry
Oompany, asking him what explanation he
had to give, and I received the following'
reply:"Langlands Foundry Company I.Jimited, also
late Fnlton Foundry Company:
"Melbourne, 28th April, 1882.
"(Memo. for Mr. Mirams.)
"To give an intelligible reply to Mr. Mirams'
note, it is necessary to state that when the Fulton
Company arranged their appliances for the contract recently executed they did so specially for
that contract, and without due regard to future
requirements. For instance, th~ stones and ot~er
appliances were wholly unSUitable for castmg
12ft. lengths, a length which would be very
frequently req..ired by the Government, consequently, as the bulk of the pipes recently submitted to tender by the Government were 12ft.
lengths, the Langlands Foundry Company
decided to put up an entirely new factory-

I may mention here that the previous contract was for 9ft. lengths, which the company's appliances could have turned out,'
but the lengths have been increased to 12ft.,
apparently in order to throw as much difficulty as possible in the way of the local
manufacturer.
"and to make it worth their while to do so, they,
would require a job of at least 3,000 to 4,000 tons.,
When they failed in securing the recent jOQ hit
by the Government, they abandoned the idea of
a new factory, and now it would not be worth,
their while to tender for such a job as Ml':
Mirams now refers to-viz" 1,000 tons for 8-inch "
pipes-for, in the first instance... they could not;
expect any preference OTer the auty to be given
by such a body, and to compete with the'im-"
porter for a solitary 1,000 tons is out of the';
question.
,
.
"The Langlands Foundry Company were pre- .
pared to lay themselves out to compete withthe ~
Importer if they could have secured an extensive
job such as the one recently submitted to competition by the Government, and, if the Govern- ,
ment had given a reasonable time to make the"
whole in the colony (say 12 months), there is no ~
doubt but that the Langlands Foundry Company's tender would have been as low as the
Importer's, or at any rate within 2i per cent.
When the Langlands Foundry Company found
that they could not get the Government job"
they took out the pipe tools, and used that part
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of the shop for general pUfJ~oses, and it would
not now be worth their whIle to shift for 1,000
tons.
"In fact, when they found the Government
(who are the largest consumers) did not in any
way consult the interests of the colonial manufacturers, but rather those of the importers, they
certainly cannot expect sufficiellt work from
outside sources to Justify continuing the industry.
,
"No doubt it will be said the Government gave
5,000 tons to he' made in the colony, and why was
that not sufficient to establish the industry?
The answer to this is that one contract of 5,000
tons is not sufficient to place any firm in a position to be prepared to meet all demands, as at
least £15,000 to £20,000 outlay would be required
to place any firm in a position to make every size
of pipes from Bin. to 24in.-I am, &c.,
"JAMES THOMSON."

There is another matter to which I wish to
refer in relation to this question. The Tariff
Commission were told in evidence to-day
that the local manufacturer was still further
handicapped by being compelled to cast the
pipes with the faucet downwards. TIlls
necessitates about 9 inches being cast 011
the top of the pipe more than the pipe requires, because the refuse of the metal flows
to the top in casting. The manufacturer
has thus to make the pipe 9 or 10 inches
longer than he otherwise would do, the
surplus being afterwards cut off and thrown
away. As will be easily understood, that is
an expensive process, and the commission
were told, moreover, that the attenti9n of
Mr. Davidson has been called to the point
that the pipes which the Government have
got from England, and which are now on
the wharf or in the tank reserve, have all
been cast with the faucet upwards. If that
is true, it is another instance of grave injury
having been done to the local manufacturers
as against the importers.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-What Government ordered those pipes? When did they
arrive?
Mr. MIRAMS.-I do not wish to say
anything about them. All I am anxious
to know is whether in the tender let to the
importer on the present occasion the Government have also stipulated for the pipes
being cast faucet downwards, and whether
they have taken any means to ensure the
pipes being so cast in England. Not
only is the. local manufacturer compelled
to submit his pipes to a pressure test,
but during the whole time of their
manufacture they are under the daily
supervision of a GOV'ernment inspector paid
to see that the contract is carried out in
every respect. Are the Government going to
pay an inspector in Scotland or Englandwherever the pipes now ordered will be ~ade
-to s~e' that they are properly cast, or is
Ii 2'
"
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this another condition imposed on colonial
manufacturers but not imposed on foreign
manufacturers? These are questions which
require looking into, but the main point
in relation to these pipes is, that the Government could have had them made in the
colony if they had been ordered at the right
time-namely, when it was determined to
bring the increase of water into the Yan
Yean reservoir. For these reasons, which
have not been disproved or shaken in the
least by any speaker who has preceded me,
I think the Government failed in their duty
to the people of this colony in relation to these
two matters. But, although I shall vote for
the amendment of the honorable member
for Geelong on these grounds, I must say
that, as a member of the liberal party, I
regret extremely that the honorable member
should ha ve found no better or worthier
ground-no more public ground of policyupon which to base his motion of want of
confidence in the present Government. I say
it is a reflection on the liberal party, to which
I am proud to belong, that, after' such a
struggle as we have had in this colony for
the last five years, we should be reduced to
the low miserable condition that the leader
of our party has no question of public policy
on which to go to the country, and upon
which he is prepared to ask· the verdict of
the country as against the policy which
gentlemen opposite are offering. It is
unworthy of us, it is unworthy of the honorable member for Geelong himself, as our
leader, that he has been reduced to the necessity of endeavouring to unseat the present Government by what I call a miserable
side-wind-a charge relating to the expenditure of a few thousand pounds in England
rather than in the colony-while he has
allowed a great question of public policy,
a question which must be dealt with in
the immediate future, to go by without any
consideration or challenge whatever. I was
astonished beyond measure when, in going
through the speech which was submitted to
the House, I saw the honorable gentleman
direct his attention to the clause immediately
preceding that dealing with the land question, and then, carefully jumping that question, deal with the clause which immediately
followed it. In fact, he carefully held his
tongue in relation to the one question of
policy of the day upon which he ought to
have been prepared to take the verdict of the
House and the country, instead of the miserable subterfuge, as I must terlll it, which he
made use of on this occasion and which
really looks:-"put the. best face on it you
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possibly can-as if it were only meant not
to substitute a different policy for that
which the Ministry offer, but simply to effect
a change of Ministers without a change
of principle or policy. I repeat that that is
an unworthy position, and, although I shall
vote for the amendment, I shall do so not so
much on the grounds named in it as on two
other grounds, which I shall now refer to.
There are two real substantial grounds upon
which the present Government may be fairly,
honorably, and openly challenged. The first
is that they occupy their position unconstitutionally. I will ask honorable members to
look back upon the history of the past in
this colony or in the mother country, and say
whether they can point to a single set of circumstances under parliamentary government
affording a parallel to the present position.
We have a Government consisting of nine
members, and only two followers; . and those
two followers are paid followers, whose following and whose votes are therefore worth
nothing. Outside the two gentlemen who
occupy the position of "whips" to the Ministry, they have not a follower of their own
in the House. In this case the position is
exactly the reverse of what it ougllt to be.
As a general rule, the Government .of the
day is a committee of a large party, resting
upon that party; but in this case, instead
of the Ministry being at the head of the
pyramid, we find that the pyramid is
upside down, with the Ministry on the
apex in company with the two "whips."
I say that that is a thoroughly unconstitutional position for the honorable members
on the front Ministerial bench to occupy,
and had the leader of the Opposition challenged them on that ground, and endeavoured to carry the House and the public
with him, he would have deserved the thanks
of the whole community, and the earnest
and sincere support of every member of the
real Opposition. I wonder at the position
at present assumed by the honorable members who sit, some in the Ministerial and
opposition corners, and others even behind
the Treasury bench, and who are never
tired of calling themselves the constitutional
party. They take the name of the constitutional party, and they pose before the world
on every possible occasion as the men whose
care and privilege in political life it is
to take care oE the Constitution, but I ask
them how can they be really taking care of
the Constitution while they keep in power a
Government who have a following of only
two? A state of things of that sort is
utterly subversive of all parliamentary
Mr. Mirams.

I
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government. My idea of parliamentary
government or government by party is that
the members who obtain seats on the
Treasury bench, and act as leaders of
the House, should reach that position as
the exponents of some acknowledged and
clearly-defined lines of political faith and
political action. We expect to see honorable gentlemen achieve seats on that bench
as the outcome of work in the country
and before the constituencies. We look
to see politicians, in the first place, start
in political life with well-defined political
views and aims, which they seek to make
well understood by the country, and to
imbue the people with-laboring on the
platform to secure a majority of the electors
in favour of what they enunciate-and then
we expect, as the result of their toil, and of
the support gained by them outside this
Chamber, that they will take their seats on
the Treasury bench as the only place in
which they can ask Parliament to give effect
to what they had previously induced the
people generally to consent to. But did the
honorable gentlemen now on the Treasury
bench gain their seats there on such grounds?
What great political questions have they
made their speciality before the country?
Are they for the present Education Act, or
opposed to it? Are they for the political
principle which we call free-trade, or for that
which we call protection? Are they where
they are by virtue of a single well-defined
and well-understood political principle which
it has been their aim and object before the
country to carry out in its integrity? I
say, distinctly and definitely, that they are
on the Treasury bench for no reason of the
kind. They have no party, nor, indeed,
principle-in the political sense of the word
-and, therefore, they occupy their present
places unconstitutionally. I repeat that,
had the leader of the party in opposition
based his want of confidence motion on this
ground, he would have secured the earnest
and united support of everyone on his side
in the House, and everyone in the colony
who believes in the party that side represents. But, over and above all, there is the
question of the land. Sir, if the leader of
the Opposition was unwilling to go to the
extent of accepting the leasing system as that
which ought to be ad0p.ted by the countryof linking to it his fate as the leader of the
liberal party, and making it a stand-point on
which to re-unite their scattered forces-I
think there is a length to which, in the
interests of the party and the general community, he might still have gone. I will
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say further, that he ought to have gone
that length, and to have been prepared to
move, at least, a resolution something like
the following : " That, in the opinion of this House, the question of disposing of tile remaining Crown lands
of the colouy is of such vital importance to the
commnnity at large that no action in that direction should be taken until after tile electors
have had a chance of expressing their opinion
on it at the next general election."

He might have safely ventured that distance. Moving such a resolution would
have bound him to no political principle or
system, while it would have given us twelve
months during which we could discuss the
whole question on the platform and in the
press, leaving it to the proper tribunalthe people, whose estate we are going to deal
with-to say, at the next general election,
whether they approve of the leasing system
or disapprove of it. Again, even though
the leader of the Opposition has not moved
such a resolution, the Government ought,
on every ground of reason and of common
sense, to accept the suggestion so embodied,
because, when we come to look at the matter
fairly, it appears simply monstrous that in
the last session of this Parliament-a Parliament which the Government themselves
admit does not truly represent public opinion,
inasmuch as they propose to alter some of the
electoral boundaries on the ground that they
lead to unfair representation-we should be
asked to deal with the most important question we possibly can have to deal with,
namely, the disposal of the public estate.
Only the other day, when I was at Bairnsdale, I had evidence given me, as chairman
of the Tariff Commission, which would
simply astonish the country if they listened
to it, or had time to read it. The commission were told that there are thousands of
acres of land, along the eight or nine rivers
that run into the Gippsland Lakes, which
are eminently suitable to the growth of
hops and maize, and that the occupiers are
paying for it as rent-mind, as rent pure and
simple, no purchase money being included
in it-to those who purchased the soil from
the selector, no less than £4 per acre per
annum. Sir, what are we now asked to do?
To expend £150,000 of the public moneyyour money, my money, the money of every
one in the country-what for? To open
the sea entrance to the Gippsland Lakes,
/tnd a very proper thing to do. But let me
tell you that, immediately that work is acpomplished, the value of the land I speak
pf will be enhanced by at least £1 per
acre per annum, whi9h repre$ents a capital
1,<:
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value of from £15 to £20 pel' acre. Are
we to spend our money in that way, and
with that result, and then say to Dick,
Tom, or Harry-" Go down to Gippsland,
take up any area of land you like up to 640
acres, and pay for it, not so many pounds
per acre per annum, with nothing to come in
in the future, but Is. per acre per annum,
with the freehold for nothing to come
in at the end of twenty years" ? Was
a land proposal more monstrous than
that which the Government had in view
ever submitted to an intelligent community?
Sir, if the people would only wake up to the
facts before them, and look at them as they
ought to be looked at, instead of passing
them by in the way they do, they would
promptly stand against the Ministry of
the day, or any Ministry, proposing to deal
wjth the public estate so as to throwaway
the birthright of my children as well as of
all the other children in the community.
I have seven boys-to say nothing of
daughters-growing up, and, am I, as a
member of this House, to take a part in
throwing away the magnificent public estate,
of which, were it kept in the hands of the
State, each one of them would undoubtedly
have a share in the future, whether he
went on the land to cultivate it, or adopteel
another walk of life? Because, if he did not
go on the public soil himself, it would nevertheless be let for rent which would go so far
to relieve him, and those who came after
him, from taxation. For these reasons, and
on these grounds, the leader of the Opposition should have risen to the importance of
the situation, and founded his motion on
the unconstitutional position of the Ministry,
and the principle that there ought to be no
dealing with the land question until after a
general election. A want of confidence motion so based would have been more in accordance with the fitness of things and with the
honorable gentleman's character as a statesman, and it would no doubt ha ve recei ved the
unanimous support of the community.
Mr. W ALSH.-Mr. Speaker, in the face
of the much time already spent in this discussion, I propose to be as brief in my
remarks as possible. In the first place, I
will direct attention to one of the points
dwelt upon by the honorable member who
has just resumed his seat, and who spoke in
a very able manner, namely, that relating
to the supply of water pipes ordered by
the Government from England. For my
part, I think that, if the Ministry deserve
credit for one thing more than n.nother,
i~ i_s for their action in that d,irection ; aU,d"
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on behalf of my constituents, I deem it my
duty to tender to them my thanks for what
they have done. It will be remembered
that, last session, this Chamber determined
upon a further extension of the Yan Yean
system, in the shape of laying an additional
main from the reservoir, in order that the
inhabitants of Melbourne should not suffer
next summer from a water famine. I am
sure honorable members cannot have forgotten the complaints that were made last
J auuary respecting the supply of water
throughout the metropolis, and that it was
bn this account it was decided that the
laying down of a new main should be at
once proceeded with. I believe, in fact,
that within only a day or two after the
report of the engineer appointed to inquire
into the subject of our deficient water supply
Was received, the Government called for
tenders for the intended work. What the
result of that proceeding was the Minister
of Water Supply told us the other night in
the following words : -
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manufacturers, but they have been unable to
get them made in time; they will, however f
be ready by next summer." I fancy hardly
anything could exceed the blame that would
then be cast upon the Government. However, instead of waiting until the local
manufacturer could erect pipe-making works,
and then proceed to manufacture the articles
required, the order for them was given to
the lowest tenderer-a Melbourne importing
firm, representing an English manufacturing
one. I think that, throughout the whole
transaction, the Government showed excellent business aptitude, ami exercised a very
wise discretion, and that the motion before
the House ought to be one not condemning
them, but praising them, and giving high
credit to the Minister of Water Supply for
the determination he and his colleagues
arrived at. The statement made on this
subject by the Minister of vVater Supply
has been confirmed to a considerable extent
by the honorable member for Creswick (Mr.
Wheeler), who told us a very remarkable
"Tenders were invited for pipes of various story. It appears that, a.short time since,
sizes, so as to allow the local manufacturers to the borough council of Daylesford also recompete for one or more of the contracts; but, quired a large quantity-about 1,000 tonswhen the tenders were examined, it was fonnd
that the only colonial tender sent in was con- of iron water pipes, and called for tenders for
siderably higher than the price of the tenders them; and that, although the pipes they
for imported pipes."
wanted were to be of the 8-inch size, which
I don't think the extent of the difference in is the one most convenient for local manu· question has yet been made known, but I facture, and they offered to "give full timeam able to state that it amounted to about namely, eight months-and to receive and
£2 lOs. 6d. per ton, so that, inasmuch as pay for the pipes as fast as they were
imported pipes are subject to a duty of £2 delivered, only five tenders were sent in,
· per ton, the saving effected by the Water and all of them for the imported article.
Supply department by means of the step Trne, one tender came from a local manuthey took is only lOs. Gel. per ton. ButwhatI facturer, but he only proposed to deliver
wish to direct particular attention to is tllat English pipes. How then can it be said
i~ was found that the pipes locally tendered with reason that colonial manufacturers were
for could not be supplied before next summer prevented frorri'tenderillg "for the Yan Yean
· was over-that is to say, before next April. pipes because sufficient time was not given
· What, under these circumstances, were them? As for the action taken by MinMinisters to do? They decided that, as isters jeopardizing the settled policy of the
the pipes were required to meet the con- country, i think honorable members will
tingencies of next summer, it was anything agree with me that it has no more endanbut desirable to wait until that summer was gered protection in Victoria than the speech
past. More than that, they realized the fact the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
that a very large proportion of the intended Berry) recently made in Sydney has enorder was for pipes 24 inches. in diameter, dangered free-trade in New South Wales.
which the local manufacturers would not be I do not think either that any honorable
in a position to make until they had erected' member who looks at the subject in an
new works for the purpose. I ask honor- impartial spirit can say thit protection, as
able members to look at the matter from a the policy of the colony, has been even
commercial, and not a party, point of view. infringed. For example, we know that,
Let them also consider what would happen under the new law relating to the conservation
if the Minister of vVater Supply WfiS C0111- of water, thousands and thousands of tons
pelled next summer to llleet complaints of of iron pipes will be required, ,vithin a short
a water famine il1, the city J?y saying- period, in various parts of the colony; but
" 'Vega ve an orqer for pi pelil tq ~he ~ocs:y~ do we hear of any arrangements on the part
Mr. Wals~~
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of iron manufacturers to provide themselves
~vith the means or making them?
We do
not. Under the circumstances, I regard
the cry about the principle of protection
, having been contravened as simply bunkum.
The same to a very considerable extent may
be said of the cry about the railway carriage
contract which has been sent home. I consider that the Minister of Railways has
displayed a very great deal of energy.
When the terrible railway accident at Jolimont occurred, a few days after he took
office, he was shown at once that the Railway dep..'lrtment was but very indifferently
supplied with rolling-stock, and what did
. he do? I am convinced that he did his
very best to obtain a local supply of carriages within a reasonable time. But with
what response did his effort meet? A
number of local contracts for carriages have
been taken up, but we are told that not
one carriage has been delivered within the
contract time. Orders have been freely
given-I don't know how many, but the
number is considerable-for both carriages
and trucks of local manufacture, but they
have not been complied with in a way to
meet public requirements. What would any
business man do under such circumstances?
He would look around to see from what other
place carriages could be quickly supplied, in
order to meet the urgent need of them that
existed. Had the Minister sent home for all
the rolling-stock he wanted, I could understand the indignation of some honorable
members, but, on the contrary, he only
ordered from England the carriages which
, were required immediately, and for which
it would be dangerous to wait too long.
Let us also observe that the sum which
sending out of the country the particular
carriage contract in question subtracted
from the wages fund of the colony does not
amount after all to more than some £7,000
or £8,000. It is my wish, and that of every
free-trader in the House, that whenever the
q.overnment can spend £1 in the colony
advantageously they should take care to do
so. In fact, I may ask honorable members
t<? look around Melbourne at the large
manufactories established on every side fQr
the development of colonial industry, and
notice who originated them, and to whom
they belong. They belong to, and were
originated by the free-traders of Victoria,
who in that way give employment to hundreds and thousands of hands.
An HONORABLE MErtfBER.-The protection policy of the colony guicl~d them in the
' 'action they toolc.
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Mr. WALSH.-I don't give them any
credit as patriots for what they have done,
because I am well aware they did it from a
pounds, shillings, and pence point of view.
Again, inasmuch as we do not hear at the
present time of any scarcity of employment
-indeed, I believe, the artisans of every
trade just now find themselves,. in full
demand-I am entitled to contend that
sending the contracts in question 'home has
in no way operated unfairly or injuriously
to the working classes of the colony. The
case is not as' though the Ministry were
determined to send home all their orders.
I repeat that, instead of being blamed for
what they have done, the Government ought
to be commended, and that the motion
before us, instead of being one of no-confidence, ought to be one expressing every
confidence in them. I notice that the Governor's speech states that a Factories and
Workshops Bill has been prepared, Itnd will
be submitted for our consideration. Well, I
think the Government entitled to high praise
for their step in this direction; for undoubtedly one of the greatest social problems before
us at the present time is how to help labour
consistently with complete fairness towards
both employer and employed.
I hope
honorable members will bring their best
energies to bear in order to deal with this
question in a practical way, so that, on the
onehand,employes may obtain every possible
ad vantage with respect to workshop accommodation and hours of labour, while, on the
other, employers may have no reason to complain of any restrictions placed upon them.
The Premier is, I think, pretty well seised
of the whole subject, and I have every hope
that the Bill he will bring in will be one
calculated to command the attention of
honorable members generally. We have at
the present time a Factories Act which was
carried at the instance of the honorable
member for Ballarat vVest (Major Smith),
but it has been found sadly ineffectual. I
am glad the Government intend to help the
Harbom: Trust Act Amendment Bill, although I observe that they propose to do
so, not by taking it up as a Government
measure, but by giving it every assistance
they can, so that it may become law at the
earliest possible period. vVe all know the
difficulties the honorable member for Emerald Hill (Mr. Nimmo) experienced last
year in connexion with this measure; but I
hope they will not be again placed in his
way. l fiqd t1~at the Government also
prqpqse an amell-ding Land Bill. I will
p,.ot' Qn the present occasiOll tOl!.ch upon the
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merits or demerits of the propositions the
Government have in view in that quarter;
but, in reply to the statement of the honorable member for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams)
that he does not think the land question can
be dealt with by the present Parliament, I
will express the hope that at all events the
portion of the Bill that relates to the mallee
country will be carried. If we deal with
that part of the subject in a proper spirit
we may effect a vast amount of good, and
probably the rest of the intended measure
may be left over for the decision of the constituencies. With respect to the amendment of the honorable member for Geelong,.
I confess that I am, in common with many
other honorable members, placed in a somewhat peculiar position. It is not often in
political history we find a House of Legislature divided into parties like those in this
Chamber. But, as a matter of fact, when
the late Ministry was displaced, the change
was practically brought about b.y the constitutional party, and, in consequence, we
decided at the time to give the present
Government a generous support until they
did an act inimical, according to our views,
to the best interests of the colony. That
support I, for one, deem it my duty for the
present to continue. In all probability the
time will some day arrive when the measures
of the Ministry will not meet with our
approval, but until it comes my vote will be
given on their side.
Mr. DOW.-Sir, it is to my mind somewhat unsatisfactory, taking everything into
account, to find the Government assuming
an injured tone with respect to the criticism
to which they have been subjected. For
instance, we have found the Minister of
Customs arguing that the commercial
interests and revenue of the country are
suffering from the way in which the present
debate has been protracted. But my impression is that it is the Premier who has
shown the most desire to prolong the discussion. On last Thursday evening, for
example, he took a very unusual step. At
about half-past ten or a quarter to eleven
O'clock, when the honorable member for
Mandurang (Mr. McColl) had nearly
finished his speech-the honorable member
has assured me he was then about to come
to a conclusion-the Premier encouraged
him to move the adjournment of the debate,
and resume his remarks upon the next day
of sitting. With this fact before us, I
don't see how the Government can, with any
consistency, assume the injured tone I speak
of. Of course, I have in my mind the
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rumour alluded to by the honorable member
for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams), but, as for
the present motion, we all know the numbers
are up, although that may not be the case
with the motion we are told we may
possibly have froIp. the honorable member
for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham). Again,
there is another reason why the Government
should not be deemed justified in their complaints respecting the criticism passed upon
them. Look at how the party last in power
were treated by the present Premier. Why
to them he was simply obstructiveness personified. Then I notice that a member of
the Cabinet who, when he was in this Chamber, deprecated every proceeding of the kind,
has lately, since he became one of the representatives of the Ministry in the Council,
adopted a rather curious line. He went on
the stump the other day at Donald, and
talked about the late Ministry doing nothing
while they were in power but place dummy
measures before the House, and about their
supporters having supported them on that
ground, winding up with the statement that
he was glad there was at last a Government
in power whom he could support, because
they went in for "peace, progress, and
prosperity." But this eternal prating about
peace which is no peace is rather monotonous. . When I first glanced at the
speech the Government put into the mouth
of His Excellency the Governor at the
opening of Parliament, I did so with, I
confess, a feeling of utter disappointment.
What, for instance, does it promise in the
direction of aid to the mining interest?
Yet there can be no doubt of the extreme
anxiety of all of us to assist that interest.
My electorate contains many mining districts which are at the present moment in a
languishing condition. Not for want of
gold to take out of the ground there. There
is more gold in Kara Kara than has ever
been taken out of it. What it wants is a
Government of " peace, progress, and
prosperity," to develop and revivify its
mining industry. But what are the present
Government doing in that direction? What
does their programme offer on the subject?
If their policy is simply to conduct themselves as a band of very lucky fellows, who
jumped the Treasury bench at a fortunate
. time, doubtless their best card is to confine
themselves to playing off one party against
another. If that is their line, they are pursuing it in the best manner they can. But
to say that their programme is one consistent
with the "peace, progress, and prosperity"
they profess to a~~ at is ~n asse~~o~ whl:ch
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I can find nothing to justify ; nor does it
afford any ground on which I can support
them in office. If they are going in for
what we have heard so much about, namely,
for dropping this party fighting, of which
we are all utterly sick, and for doing the
best possible for the material interests of
the country, I think they should evince
some administrative ability, and offer us
some practical legislation. I have referred
to the mining interest; what word have we
in the Governor's speech about prospecting
for gold? The previous Government, who, we
are told, went in for only dummy measures,
at all events did their best, up to their lights,
in the direction of prospecting; but we have
had nothing of that kind from their successors, in any shape or form. I admit that
I don't wish money to be thrown away in
prospecting of the kind done under the old
regime, but why don't the Government take
ad vantage of the diamond drills which they
plume themselves upon having introduced,
but which the" dummy" Government I supported last session did introduce? If they
took a course of that sort, and sent diamond
drills to such districts as those of Amphitheatre, Percydale, Moonambel, Elmhurst,
Landsborough, Barkly, Navarre, Redbank,
Frenchman's, Glenpatrick, or Stuartmill,
the result would unquestionably be that gold
would be obtained there in greater abundance
than ever it was obtained there before.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-Ought not
that sort of thing to be left to private enterprise?
Mr. DOW.-That is all very well from a
free-trade point of view, but I say these districts ought to have assistance. Besides, of
what good is talking of private enterprise
being entered upon in places that are now
practically depopulated? If you say that
£100 a week or so must be paid for the
use of a diamond drill there, the result will
simply be that one will never go there. If,
however, on the other hand, you send a
diamond drill to such a place, making it
a condition that all gold discovered by its
means will be made to pay a royalty for its
use, but that no payment will be demanded until gold is touched, you will
establish a method of recouping the State
for all its expense in prospecting, and restore
prosperity to the districts successfully prospected. Then if the Government have
put themselves forward as anything special,
they have announced themselves as tl'uly a
" Farmers' Ministry." But what is there
in the Governor's speech about agriculture?
What has the Minister of Agriculture
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done to develop agriculture in Victoria?
Up to the time of his advent to office, we
had a department' of Agriculture, whereas now we have none, for it is abolished.
Why? Because the Minister had a personal quarrel with the late Secretary for
Agriculture, on whom he inflicted a wrong
before which every atrocity of the kind done
by any former Ministry pales its fires.
Black Wednesday is not at all to be compared with it. When the gentlemen dismissed on Black Wednesday were dealt with,
the serious issue then before the country in
some way accounted for the proceeding;
but 'what justification can there be for a
Minister acting as the Minister of Agriculture acted towards Mr . Wallis? In past
times I, no doubt, criticised with some
severity the proceedings of the late Secretary
for Agriculture, but, in so doing, I simply
dealt with the department, not the civil
servant administering it. What I said was
in effect that the department was capable of
doing much good if it was properly worked.
But it is quite a different thing to find fault
with such an officer merely because something
he has done does not meet with the approbation of the Minister above him, and to
dismiss him in consequence in the summary
way Mr. Wallis was dismissed, after a board
of inquiry had exonerated him from all
blame. With respect to the charges that
were formally made against him, I have
looked carefully into the particulars of Mr.
Wallis' case, with the result that I
found that that gentleman was dismissed because - I make this assertion
deliberately and definitely - he did his
duty to his Ministerial head and to the
State. He stood by his chief loyally. But,
because he did not do what the Government
wanted him to do, he was summarily
dispensed with. A board reported in his
favour-acquitted him of the charges made
against him -and yet even the scanty justice
of allowing him to resign, so that he might
leave the service without a stain on his
character, was not done to him, but he was
summarily dismissed. To gloss over this
transaction, if possible, the whole department of Agriculture was abolished. And
this was done by the " Farmers' Ministry"
-a Ministry who, on taking office, professed
that they would promote the interests of the
farming community, and alleged that those
interests had been egregiously neglected by
past Governments. As far as I am personally concerned, I am bound to say that
Ministers have been courteous in their
treatment of honorable members, and have
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endeavoured to meet the requirements of our
constituents in business matters ; but their
policy as a Government, has given us little
encouragement to support them. They
have put themselves forward as the" Do
Everything Government" as opposed to the
"Do Nothing Governments" of past years,
'but they have utterly failed to do anything
· to entitle them to support. Although the
Governor's spe2ch is a very long one, it
contains no indication of the intention of
, the Government to deal with the things
. ' which agriculturists have a right to expect
, shall receive the attention of the Legisla· ture. The abolition of the department of
Agriculturc is a very serious matter, because,
properly managed, that department could
have been made of great service to the
country. There are a number of industries
languishing for want of encouragement, and
which require the aid of the Government iIi.
order that they may be properly developed.
I may refer, for example, to flax growing.
· It is well known that flax will grow in this
country-in fact it is indigenous in some
parts of the colony-and its production
might be made a valuable industry, not
inferior to what it has attained in any of the
fla.x-growing countries of Europe. But,
though the soil and climate of Victoria are
suitable for flax growing, the industry cannot be developed until capital is invested to
provide the machinery required to put the
raw material through certain preliminary
stages of manufacture which it is necessary
for it to undergo before it can be exported.
To Lring about this result, the Government
must step in and offer some encouragement,
either in the slutpe of a bonus for the production of a certain quantity of flax, or by
some other means, so as to give the industry
a start. But these matters will remain
in statu q~w unless the GovernmCT~t,
through such a department as the department of Agriculture, take the initiative
and adopt an encouraging policy, which
is necessary for the establishment of new
industries in new countries. The Government, however, have not only inflicted a
great wrong upon a civil servant-one of
the greatest wrongs ever committed in the
colony-but they have destroyed the department of Agricultl1r0 which was established
for the purpose of carrying out the objects
to which I have referred. One would snppose that a Government professing to bo
the farmers' friends would have been ready
to bring in Bills to amend the Fencing and
Impounding Acts. They must he aware
that much heart-burning and unpleasantness
Mr. Dow.
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are caused by the unworkable character of
the existing law with reference to fencing
and impounding. Both police magistrates
and honorary justices have declared that
they cannot tell what the Acts mean, and
it is impossible to estimate the obstruction
and injury done to the agricultural interest
by allowing the Acts to continue in their
present state.
But ther~ is not a word in
the Governor's speech of any intention to
amend them. Another measure requiring
amendment is the Dog Act. Perhaps the
Government will say that these are little
matters, but I find that the Governor's
speech refers to numerous things which are
not ~o be compared in importance with these
practical subjects. Again, there is nothing
which more urgently demands immediate
legislation than tIle question of the forests.
This is certainly referred to in the speech,
but it is crowded away among other items,
after 25 or 26 previous topics, as if it was
only thought of at the last moment, or was
not of any great importance-only worth
sticking amongst the ruck. ,\Vhen is the
Minister of Agriculture going to give his
attention to the forests question? ,\Vhen
are the conflicting interests of the forests to
be dealt with? When is the wholesale
denudation of timber to be stopped, and
when is the replanting of timber to begin?
When are we to commence to deal with a
subject which practically means an alteration
of the climate of the country-the increase
of our rainfall? I regret that the Government have not dropped us the slightest hint
of the character of the legislation w11ich
they intend to introduce on a matter of
such urgent and vital importance to the
I give the
prosperity of the country.
Minister of Agriculture credit for his Water
Conservation Act'. It has turned out to be
a cl'llde measure, but I am perfectly willing
to take my share of any blame attaching
thereto, inasmuch as I voted for it. I believe
that the Government, in introducing it and
getting it carried into l::t w, did the best
they could under the circumstances. The
Mi;1ister of Agriculture, in administering
the Act, has behaved very fairly, at all
event.s so far as my district is concerned,
which is one of the water-famine districts.
'Vhcn I went with a deputation to the
honorable gentleman, I found thrrt he was
willing not only to adopt our suggestions
in regard to, an amending Bill, but also to
take prospective action. No man could do
more than he has done in this matter, and
I have pledged myself to support the Government in carrying the amending measure
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.' into law. In sending water up to the famine
· districts, both the Minister of Agriculture
and the Minister of Railways Ilave done
their best to relieve the wants of the selec· tors, and they deserve the greatest credit for
their action. As to the question of the 8er· pen tine weir and other matters connected
therewith I don't want to enter into any
· discussion, but, if I were to go into particulars, I could point out that a great deal too
much has been made by the Government
· and their supporters of certain pumping
opera:tions done in certain districts. vVith
respect to the pumping on the Kinypaniel
Creek, my information-which is gathered
on the spot and from the best sources-is
that there would have been no pumps there
· at all but that the first six miles to be pumped
over was to pump wflter into the water, holes on the property of a large landed
proprietor.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-vVhat about pumping at Dunmunkle ?
Mr. DOW.-That was done before the
present Government came into office.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-No.
Mr. DOW.-I will next briefly refer to
the land q l1estion, in which a great deal of interest is felt. The Government intend to reintroduce the Land Bill which they brought
in last session, but they cannot expect that
it will receive any support from members
who know what sort of a Land Bill the
country wants. I take leave to say that if
the Government will submit their Land Bill
to the country side by side with an intelli. gible and reasonable policy, their measure
. will go hy the board. I don't say this from
, what I have picked up in Melbourne, but
from information gathered by going into the
COllutry districts and consulting men who
have settled on the lands. I have a pretty
good idea' of what the country wants.
Mr. CONNOR.-We don't want a leasing system.
Mr. DOW.-The country, at any rate,
docs not want a squatters' Land Bill; and if
there is to be any "stone-walling," I tell
the Government that I will do my utmost
to defeat any attempt to carry such a measure as they say is the main feature of their
proposal. That is a measure which will
still further consolidate the large landed
properties-still fnrther facilitate the aggregation of land into large estates-and still
further prevent the honest industrious man,
with bone and sinew, but without much
capital, from settling on the land. However, this is not the time to enter into any
criticism of the Land Bill. I don't wish to
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say that the Government have placed this
measure in their programme with the
determined intention to work into the hands
of the large landed proprietors and squatters.
I would rather say that the present Minister
of Lands wishes to do his best for the
country. The honorable gentleman has
been most courteous to honorable membE.1's
personally whenever they have interviewed
llim on matters affecting the interes~s of
their constituents. He has endeavol"!.recl to
settle disputes between selectors amicably
and fairly, and has always tried to do what
was right and just. Moreover, he has
n0\7e1' done anything to countenance the
charge which is sometimes made against
honorable members that, in going to the
Lands department in the interests of their
constituents, they are acting as land agents.
That is a most uncalled for accusation,
because in some cases they are oLliged to
see that the business of their constituents
is attended to, although they would be very
glad to be relieved from such duties. I
refer to these things for the purpose .of
showing that I am opposed to the Government not on personal grounds, but on
account of their policy. It comes with very
bad grace for an honorable member, who
represents the Ministry in the other Ohambel', to go about the country speaking of
the last Government as having had only a
jelly policy, and denouncing honorable members who supported them. The present
Ministry are open to tIle charge not only of
having no policy at all, but of being altogether a dummy Government. They therefore ought to be exceedingly modest. As
a citizen of Victoria, and a representative
of the people, I would gladly do what I
could to place on the Treasury bench a
Government composed of the best men in
this House, because no one can shut his
eyes to the fact that the position of the
Ministry at the present time is unsatisfactory to themselves, unsatisfactory to
the constitutionalists, and unsatisfactory
to the Opposition. W c generally have
either one party or the other in power.
I admit that we have had too much party
business in the past, but ,ve havc now
gone to the opposite extreme, for we have
a Government in office who have no party
at all. Now that we have got tid of all
burning questions, and the work of government is said to be chiefly a matter of administration, I would gladly see the Treasury
bench occupied by the best men in the
House, on the same principle that [L bank is
managed by the best men amongst the
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shareholders. How is this end to be attained? I frankly admit that it is not to
be attained by the manner in which we are
acting just now. 'Ve have one motion of
no-confidence levelled against the Government, and we have another in the background. The present one is to be lost; but
there are hopes in the minds of some honorable members that the other will be carried.
But, in any case, the time of the country is
being wasted. Ejecting the present Ministry to put other gentlemen in their places
simply because they have been Ministers
before will not, in my opinion, meet the difficulty, and will not forward the material
interests of the country. I am afraid that
the present system of fighting for office cannot be got rid of, because it seems to be one
of those things which the House will never
abandon, but I would like to see it given up,
if possible. The common·sense plan to adopt
in its stead is to appoint the Ministry in the
same way that the directors of public institutions such as banks are appointed, namely, by
ballot. Let the best men in the House, to be
elected by ballot, be chosen as the Ministry.
Mr. R. OLARK.-That is a novel idea.
Mr. ZOX.-Every member would vote
for himself, and would get but one vote.
Mr. DOW.-I am not surprised at the
suggestion being received with a certain
amount of ridicule, but I believe that its
adoption would result in the formation of a
Government which would be satisfactory to
the country. Are not the Speaker and the
Chairman of Oommittees elected by the
votes of honorable members? If the principle is a good one to adopt in their case,
why should it not also be applied to the appointment of the Government, who are supposed to be the executive committee of the
House? The position of Ministers would
then be filled by the best men in the House,
and we would get rid of these motions of
no-confidence, the aim of which is to put out
one Government and to put other members
in their places whose names are already
before the country. I will read an extract
from Blackwood's Magazine, which was
written at the time of the formation of a
new Government in England : cc No game of whist in one of the lordly clubs
of St. James' Sq.uare was more exclusively
played. It was SImply a question whether his
Grace of Bedford would be content with a half
or a quarter of the Cabinet, or whether the
Marquis of Rockingham would be satisfied with
the two-fifths, or whether the Earl of Shelbourne
would have all or share his power with the Duke
of Portland. In those barterings and borrowings
we never hear of the name of the nation: no
whisper announces that there is such a thing as
the people; nor is there any allusion, in its
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em broidered conclave, to its interests, feelings,
and necessities. A II was done as in an assem blage
of u. higher race of belngs calmly carving out the
world for themsel VCfl, a tri be of epicurean deities

with the Cauinet for their Olympus."

There is pretty much the same sort of thing
in this colony at the present time. There is
a carving out of Cabinets from certain governing families, but I take exception altogether totheidea of having certain governing
families in Victoria. If the object of the
motion of no-confidence is to eject the
present Government, simply to put in certain other gentlemen who think that their
time has come to have another turn at the
loaves and fishes, not much will be gained
by it. My vote against the Government
will therefore be given for broader reasons.
The Government really have no policy.
Their only claim to hold office is that
they jumped the position at a lucky time.
They have done nothing to justify them in
calling themselves what they profess to bea Ministry of progress. The attitude taken
up by the honorable members who defend
the Government is not only inconsistent, but
it aggravates the humiliating position which
the Government occupy. In fact, those
honorable members who have spoken on
behalf of the Ministry have given them a
sort of support on the one hand and a slap
across the face with the other. The position
occupied by the honorable member for
Maldon is the most extraordinary one of
all. During the Service regime, which was
in what might be called the fighting session
-a session of personalities and bitternessthe honorable member devoted himself to
finding out anything that would stick, anything which had the slightest colour of an
accusation, and flinging it at honorable
members then sitting on the opposition side
of the House. If there was anything in the
sbape of a job-anything with the smell of
a job about it-it was picked up, worked up,
and, to use a vulgar expression, " rubbed
into" honorable members. But now the honorable member has taken up the role of defending the Minister of Railways-whom I am
not going to condemn-though his own
party, and the organs of his party, wish
with all their heart to kill him. In fact,
the fiat has gone forth that, in order that the
Ministry may live, the Minister of Railways
must be killed. And what has the honorable
gentleman done? When the constitutional
party arranged that the present Premier
should be simply used as a catspaw, to pull
the chesnuts out of the fire, the Minister of
Railways upset that arrangement, and put
the present Government in power j and hQ
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has kept them there. They are afraid to
touch the honorable gentleman. Let them
touch him, and down will come their house
of cards with a run. Strange to say, however, the honorable member for Maldon,
who, in a previous session, searched the
gutters in order to find accusations against
other honorable members-who was the
very exponent of political Billingsgatehas defended the Minister of Railways over
the gravel question .. The leading organ of
the constitutional party, and almost every
member of that part.y, say-" We cannot
stand this gravel business," but the honorable member for Maldon can. The honorable member can stand this and a great
deal more when it suits his purpose. I am
not saying the Minister of Railways is
guilty, but, if any member of the Opposition
had done anything to give half the chance
which that gentleman has afforded of having
an accusation levelled against him, how the
honorable member for Maldon would have
howled. He would have talked of a con. spiracy between the honorable member, his
banker, and his agent, and he would have had
a text worth speaking to. The course pursued by the honorable member for Maldon
shows that honorable members on the
Government side of the House can be
guilty, when it suits them, of ignoble voting,
ignoble intrigue, ignoble humiliation, and of
giving any set of men an ignoble support.
The Minister of Railways would not lend
himself, in caucus, to the intrigue which
had for its object to use the head of the
present Government for a certain time,
and then to throw him on one side in
order to place in the position the gentleman who has recently gone home as
Agent-General. The thing went wrong,
and the man who put it wrong is the
Minister of Railways. He has to be killed,
but the Government do not see how they
can throw him out without going out themselves. Then they are placed in a very
awkward position by the motion of which
the honorable member for Ballarat West
(Mr. Fincham) has given notice of, for the
appointment of a select committee to inquire into the charge made against .the
Minister of Railways. They do not exactly
know what attitude to take up in regard to
it. Altogether the situation is a very difficult one, and I can quite understand the
Premier being anxious for the debate to be
prolonged, so as to gain time for consideration.
On the motion of Mr. R. CLARK, the

debate was adjourned untij the following day.
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MR. ELSDON.
Mr. RICHARDSON asked the Premier
if he would lay on the table and have printed
all the correspondence connected with the
dismissal of Mr. Elsdon, the late EngineJrin-Chief?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said he was not
aware that there was any correspondence
connected with Mr. Elsdon's retirement,
except his letter of resignation. If the
honorable member would propose that that
be laid on the table and be printed, the
motion would be unopposed by the Government. He would, however, like to lmowwhat
correspondence the honorable gentleman
wanted? Perhaps he wished for the production of the correspondence between Mr.
Elsdon and certain contractors, but that had
nothing to do with Mr. Elsdon's retirement.
Mr. RICHARDSON stated that the
correspondence which he wished to see tabled
and printed was that which related to Mr.
Elsdon's dismissal, and to .the contract that
gave rise to his dismissal.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN remarked that the
honorable member was under some misconception. Mr. Elsdon was never dismissed,
nor was he compelled to resign. He voluntarily retired, on the ground of ill-health.
The only correspondence there was on the
subject of his retirement was a letter from
Mr. Elsdon, or from the honorable member
for the Ovens (Mr. Kederd) on his behalf.
However, there was no objection to print
any correspondence that the honorable member for Creswick (Mr. Richardson) wanted
to have printed.
Mr. RICHARDSON askedifthe Premier
would lay the correspondence on the table
next day?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN replied that, if the
honorable member would let him know what
correspondence he wanted,it would be printed.
The House adjourned at seven minutes
past eleven o'clock, until the following day.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Thursday, Moy 11,1882.
The Police: Constable Quilter-Customs Returns-Coranderrk AborIginal Station-Railway Department: Fares
on the Hobson's Bay Lines: Employ€!s' Hours of Labour
-Royal Park: Sale of Crown Land-Public Instruction:
Tennyson's New National Song-Petty Sessions Court at
Morwell- Political Assassinations in Ireland -Motions for
the Adjournment of the House-Address in Reply to the
Governor's Speech: Mr. Berry's Amendment: Seventh
Night's Debate.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
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THE POLICE.
asked the Ohief Secretary
whether it was the fact that Oonstuble
Quilter had been removed from Sebastopol
contrary to the wishes of the inhabitants of
that locality?
M1'. GRANT said it was the fact that
Constnble Quilter had been removed, and
the circumstances which led to his removal
were set forth in the following report from
the Ohief Commissioner of Police : "I hn.ye the honour to state, for the information of the honorahle the Chief Secretary, that
Constable Quilter joined the police force in 1872.
In 1874 he was fined for drunkenness by the
C1'Iief Commissioner of Police (Captain Standish),
and cautioned that if he again misconducted
himself he would be removed from the force.
In 1877 he was again brought before the Chief
Commissioner of Police for gross misconduct,
and WfiS again cautioned that if he continued to
be unsteady and troublesome he would be removed from the force. He was then transferred
to the Ballarat district, and was afterwards sent
to the Sebastopol station. For some time past
police matters at this station have been in an
unsatisfactory state, and Inspector Ryall, who
was then in charge of the district, was directed
to hold a strict investigation into the cause, and
he reported as follows :" 'I beg to state that on receipt of memo. B
615, of the 2Brd ult., stating that police matters
at Sebastopol were in an unsatisfactory condition, I proceeded to Ballarat on the Brd in st. to
investigate the matter, and from the insubordinate manner of Constable Quilter, 2494, towards the constable in charge of the station
(Wolfe, 2101), I considered it advisable, for the
benefit of the service, that he should be removed from the station, and placed under a
smart sub-officer. I ordered his removal to
Ballarat South station, within a short distance
of Sebastopol, so that he· would not be put to
much inconvenience or expense.'
"Mr. Ryall's recommendation was approved,
and the constable's transfer ordered. I need
scarcely point out that if outside inflnence is
successfully brought to bear to prevent a
transfer from one station to another, which is
for departmental reasons considered necessary
and expedient, it will be in vain to attempt to
maintain discipline in the force. The constable
has been guilty of insubordinate conduct about
Which the public cannot be able to form a correct
opinion. He has been leniently dealt with, and
is himself to blame for any inconvenience he
has been put to.
"H. M. CROMLEY, C.C.P."
CUSTOMS RETURNS.
Mr. LAURENS asked the Minister of
Customs whether the excise and other
revenue received at the Melbourne Customhouse were included in the revenue returns
quoted in reply to a question last week?
Mr. G RAVE S said if the reply referred
to was the following : . "The Cnstoms revenue for the week ending
Saturday last was £87,229 98. lld.~ being £8,982
5s. 5d. less than the previous weeK, ending the
22nd,"
he begged to state that the return included
excise as well as Customs r~venue.
l\[ajG~':Sl\nTH
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CORANDERRK ABORIGINAL
STATION.
Mr. DO'V inquired of the Ohief Secretary whether he would state to the House,
as soon as possible, his intentions with
regard to the abor.iginal st.ation at Coranderrk? The manager had resigned, and it
was important that a new manager should
be appointed without delay.
Mr. GRANT stated that the papers
would be considered by the Oabinet in a
day or two.
PETITION.
A petition was presented by Mr. Zox,
from David Charteris McArthur, praying
that leave be granted for the introduction of
a Bill to establish and regulate a permanent
fund in connexion with the Old Colonists'
Association of Victoria.
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. MACGREGOR asked the Minister
of Railways, without notice, whether he
would take into consideration certain facts
before finally sanctioning the proposed reduction of passenger fare8 on the Hobson's
Bay lines? It would appear that the Traffic
Manager had started on a wrong basis in
framing his scheme of reductions. At all
events, the basis was unfair to Emerald
Hill, Sandridge, and Richmond.
The SPEAKER.-The honorable mem-.
bel' is exceeding the limit allowed in
connexion with the putting of questions to'
Ministers.
Mr. MACGREGOR said, to place himself in order, he would move the adjournment of the House. According to Mr.
Anderson's scheme of reduction a 1st class
monthly ticket from Melbourne to' Hawthorn, a distance of 3! miles, would be 12s.
At that rate the price of a 1st class monthly
ticket to Emerald Hill, a distance of 1±
miles, should be, not 8s., which was charged
at present, but 4s. 3d., and the price of a
1st class quarterly ticket should be l1s.,.
which was three times 4s. 3d. less 15 per
cent. However, Mr. Anderson recommended that the price of a 1st class quarterly
ticket to Emerald Hill should be 20s. 6d.
He (Mr. Macgregor) also submitted that,
consistently with the other passenger rates,
the price of 2nd class periodical tickets to
Emerald Hill should be no more than 3s •
7d. per month, or 9s. per quarter, and the
ordinary 1st class ,return tickets should be
2d. to Emerald Hill, and 3d. to Albert
Park.
The motion
was not'seconded.
.
'
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Major SMITH asked the Minister of
Railways whether it was the fact that
cngine-drivers, guards, and fircmen, in
charge of passenger trains, and other railway employes were frequently at work
during exceedingly long hours, and, if so,
whether steps would be taken to remedy the
evil?
Mr. BENT said he had already given an
order that the eight hours system should be
carried out on the railways as far as practicable, and no employes were on duty a
greater number of hours than eight per day,
. except in cases of emergency and pressure
of traffic. vVhen he stated that the railway
revenue for the past week was £2,800 more
than during the corresponding week of last
year, honorable members would realize that
emergency must necessarily have arisen of
late. It was the fact that engine-drivers
had sometimes to run a double trip, but the
practice was avoided as far as possible. (An
Honorable Member-" They are paid for
what they do.") Yes; and well. The statements published by the Ballarat Courier with
regard to the matter were incorrect.

Public In;;;truction.

247

(Mr. Carter-" Docs tho Minister consent
or refuse to withtlraw the land from sa.le 7")
Intimation was conveyed to the deputation
tha.t waited upon him that if they could
produce any documents to show that the
sale should. not take place he would be glad
to consider them, and there was ample time
,to do this before the day appointed for the
.auction. At present, the Government did
not propose to withdraw the lanel from sale."
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
Mr. A. YOUNG asked the Minister of
Public Instruction if he intended to introduce into the State schools the new national
song written by Tennyson ?
Mr. GRANT said it was not intended
'that the song should be used in Sta~e
schools. The Government had been asked
simply to allow children to sing it on the.
Queen's birthday in the Exhibition-building.
He had been furnished by the Secretary for
Education with the following memorandum'
on the subject : -

"In reference to Mr. Young's question as to
the introduction into the State schools of the
new national song written by Tennyson, Mr.
Grant is informed that. in accordance with his
ROYAL PARK.
directions, arrangements are being made for a
concert
to be given in the Exhibition-building
Mr. CARTER asked the Minister of
the anniversary of Her Majesty's birthday, at .
Lands whether he would be good enough to on
which the song in question will be sung by from
withdraw from sale by auction the portion 4,000 to 5,000 children, selected from the Melof the Royal-park for some time used as an bourne and suburban State schools. The
arrangements are in the hands of Mr. Summers,
experimental farm, until the House had an the departmental inspector of music, who is
opport1;lnity of expressing an opinion as to receiving cordial assistance from the singing
masters and the teachers of the schools. The
the expediency of the sale? He had been former
will make a selection of the best voices in
requested by the Melbourne Oity Council their several districts, and the latter will underto put the question for the reason that it take the charge of their respective contingents:
going to and returning from the concert.
appeared from the answer given to a depu- in "The
only difficulty hitherto experienced iIll
tation from that body, by the Minister, the the matter has arisen from the action of the
attorney
for Messrs.· Boosey and Co., musical
previous day, that he had an imperfect
publishers, who has interdicted the printing of
knowledge of the facts connected with the ,copies
of the song, under the threat of prosecu~
original appropriation of the land in ques- tion for infringement of cOPYJ;'jght. Mr. Summers..
has
been
good enough to provide manuscript:.'
tion.·· .
.
copies for the use of the singing masters, andl .
Mr~ W. MADDEN stated that the fol- 'there is no reason to doubt that ·the- intendedl .
lowing was the offiqial ~eply with reference proceedin~s will be satisfactorily carried out.
I "ProvisIOn cannot, however, be 'made' for
to the matter,:- .
'.
~ountry districts which might desire to organi~e'
"The land referred to is not portion of the similar celebrations. One application ,for copies
Royal-park, and is not a reserve under any Act Iof the song for the use of State .school c,hildren
of Parliament.
. .
has already been received from Sandhurst,andl,
"It may' have been spoken of in.past years as similar requests may be expectecl from .other
portion of the Royal-park, but the position and quarters, but from the difficulty, under the cir~ .
boundaries of that park are precisely described cumstances above stated, of multip.1yiilg copies~ ,
at p. 1,934 of the Government Gdzett~ for 1876, and' the department will be able to,assist to a 'very
in toe ~rown, grant dated the 6th· N ovembeij limited e~tent ..
1876,0£ ~ The Hoyal-park,' comprising 424a. Or.
"G.. W,ILSON BROWN." .
21p".1..to certain trustees.
.
Mr.
LONGMORE
(who, to put himsel(
• The land advertised to be offered for sale on
the 16th inst. is not withiu the boundaries set in order, moved the adjournment of ·the
forth in the Government Gazette and the Crown House) observed that "God save the
grant above quoted, and is not therefore within .
Queen" was a good song, but he objected
the Royal-park.
" A. MORRAll, Secretary for Lands."
to the Government being instrumental in

If the land had been· within the Royal-park, placing a drinking song before the public ..
he woUl~ not have thought. of touching it.. He considered it rather toqbad, to. call upon:
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State school children to sing tllree or four
verses of the worst doggerel in the world in
celebration of the Queen's birthday. Her
Majesty had had a long and glorious reign,
and long might she live, but he considered
it a degradation and insult to Her Majesty
that such a song as "Hands all Round"
should be sung:in her honour. Why there
was not a penny-a-liner in the colony who
would not be ashamed of such a production.
He hoped the House would interfere to
prevent the Minister of Public Instruction
allowing a bacchanalian song to be sung by
State school children on the Queen's birthday.
The motion was not seconded.
MORWELL PETTY SESSIONS.
Mr. MASON asked whether the
Attorney-General would cause a court of
petty sessions to be established at Morwell?
He explained that such a court was much
needed in the district. At present, the
nearest courts were Traralgon on the one
hand and Moe on the other.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he was aware
from his own personal knowledge that
Morwell was the centre of a district in which
it might be necessary to establish a court of
petty sessions; and he would cause inquiries to be made into the matter.
POLITICAL ASSASSINATIONS IN
IRELAND.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Mr. Speaker, I
desire to mention that immediately after
the House adjourned on Tuesday, I transmitted the following telegram to the Right
Hon. W. E. Gladstone : .
"Both Houses unanimously adjourned this
evening to mark their sympathy WIth the nation
in this national calamity, and their abhorrence of
the crime of political assassination."
In reply, I have received this telegram : "Sincere thanks for sympathy."
MOTIONS FOR ADJOURNMENT.
The SPEAKER.-I desire to call attention to this fact that already, this evening,
two motions for the adjournment of the
House have been proposed, and that neither
was seconded. I must express the· hope
that, for the future, honorable members who
contemplate moving the adjournment of the
House will arrange to have a seconder
before they commence to make a speech,
because the speech cannot be replied to unless
the motion for adjournment is seconded.
Mr. WILSON expressed the hope that
the House would consent to revive the
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order which was in force last session, re~
q uiring the concurrence of six members
before a motion for the adjonrnment of the
House could be submitted.
ADDRESS IN REPLY TO THE
GOVERNOR'S SPEECH.
SEVENTH NIGHT's DEBATE.

The debate on Mr. Blackett's motion for
the presentation of an address in reply to
the Governor's speech, and on Mr. Berry's
amendment thereto, condemning the administration of the public departments during
the recess (adjourned from the previous
evening), was resumed.
Mr. R. CLARK.-Mr. Speaker, the
course I propose to adopt and the vote I
intend to give with regard to the motion
now before the House probably will not
meet with the approval of .a large number
of members on this (the Ministerial) side
of the House; but I am forced to adopt
that course and to give that vote by a sense
of public duty. I hope my remarks will
not be taken, in. any way, as offensive to
members of the Government. In fact, it is
contrary to my habit to make a remark of
an offensive character with regard to any
member of the House. I am sorry that,
during the present debate, too much personal spite and abuse have been indulged in.
But surely a motion of such importance,
involving as it may the existence of the
Government, should be discussed without
resort to abuse or personality. It bas been
asserted by some honorable members that
efforts have been made to get up the cry
that the Education Act is in danger. I
don't think the proceeding is much to be
wondered at, particularly after the evidence
given before the Education Commission,
and the unfair questions put in order to
elicit that evidence. I would not have
ventured to refer to this matter had not
the leading Ministerial journal cast certain
reflections on tIle State school teachers and
the officers of the Education department.
I make bold to assert, without fear of contradiction, that there are not two better
officers in the service of the State than the
Secretary and Inspector-General of our
Education department. They are always
anxious to oblige honorable members, no
matter on which side of the House they sit,
and they spare no pains to carry out the
Education Act in its entirety. Although
efforts have been made to show that gross
immorality has been practised in our State
schools-not that I believe in the representations, because I consider that our State
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school teachers, so far as their moral life is
concerned, will compare favorably with any
other class of the community-and although
efforts have been made to create in the minds
of the public a want of confidence with
regard to the operation of the Education
Act, yet I was astonished to read in the
Argus, of the 23rd March, an article which
I could not help regarding as very harsh
in its language and unnecessarily severe.
Commenting on certain charges or cases of
immorality which took place in years gone
by, the Argus said"These cases amounted to 43 in number, the
offences involved ranging from adultery down
to 'indiscreet familiarity' with little girls. The
punishments inflicted appear to us to have been
wholly inadequate, having been confined mostly
to censure and removal. No doubt removal, with
its expenses and reduction of salary, is a severe
penalty, but it leaves men in office the nature of
whose offences is such as to show that they are
not fit to be intrusted with the care or management of young people. After proving by overt
acts that they are centres of demoralization instead of examples of everything that is pure and
of good report, teachers have been simply transferred to fresh fields wherein they might have
other chances of gratifying their bestial propensities."
That is a very serious allegation for a public journal to make; and I was glad to find
that the Secretary for Education did not
allow a charge of the kind to go unchallenged. That gentleman wrote a letter,
which appeared in the Argus the next day,
showing distinctly what had occurred. Here
is an extract from the letter:"In 11 of the 43 cases pupils alone were concerned, leaving only 82 in which teachers were
implicated. Of these 82 cases, in six the char~e
was not substantiated j 14 teachers were dISmissed the service j one accused decamped, and
thus evaded inquiry j one accused was proseeuted, and acquitted, but resigned; one offender
was admonished; six offenders were admonished
and removed to another school; one charge was
not substantiated, but teacher was dismissed on
other charges; one charge was not fully established, but appointment, which was held temporarily, was terminated; one charge was not supported, but accused was removed to another
school. Seeing that the Education Act has been
in operation for nine years, this gives an average
of less than three proved cases annually amongst
a. body of teachers numbering on an average
(male teachers only) 1,800. It further appears
that in two-thirds of the proved cases the punishment inflicted was dismissal from the service,
whilst in only one-third, or seven cases in all,
which I must still regard as cases of minor culpa.bility, was the offender allowed to remain in the
service."
It thus appears that less than three cases
have occurred annually.
Mr. LONGMORE.-And they were
the remnants of the old denominational
system.
Mr. R. CLARK.-I think that if the
statement put forward by the Argus had
SESe 1882._8
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been correct, it would have been the duty of
this House to have made a very searching inquiry as to the kind of morality prevailing
in our State schools, but the contradiction
given to the statement by the Secretary for
Education renders that course unnecessary.
I have seen the announcement in the public
prints that the Education Commission contemplate sending a sub-committee of its
number to Canada to inquire into the working
ofthe education system there ; also that a subcommittee is to be appointed to take evidence
and then report to the commission. These
I regard as extraordinary proposals. And
here I may say that I think honorable
members have reason to complain that the
Premier has not caused them to be supplied
with copies of the evidence already taken by
the commission and the progress report
they have sent in to the Government. I
find the progress report published in this
morning's newspaper, and yet I have not
received a copy.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I have received one.
Mr. R. CLARK.-I have not.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN. -After the
matter was brought under my notice the
other night by the honorable member for
Sandhurst (Mr. Clark), I gave orders for
the printing and circulation among members
of the progress report, and also so much of
the evidence as bore on that report. I have
also given directions that the whole of the
evidence which has been taken up to the
current week shall be printed with the
greatest possible despatch. Of course, the
printing must occupy some time, but no
avoidable delay will occur.
Mr. R. CLARK.-I presume that it is
not the intention of the Government to
act upon the progress report before submitting it to Parliament. I notice, from
the copy of the report which appears in
this morning's newspaper, that the commission recommend that the duties now
performed by the architect's branch of the
Education department should be transferred
to the Public Works department.
The
whole of the evidence given on the subject
is against such a change, and I think that
the Government would not be justified in
making any departure of the ldnd without
first consulting Parliament. I would like
to know if it is their intention to act on the
progress reports of the commission, as they
are received, without first affording Parliament an opportunity of expressing itfl
opinion in regard to them? If they do so,
the whole of our educational system may be
altered without the authority of ParliamAnt.
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Mr. KERFERD. - The Government
have given a promise that they will not do
S~

.

Mr; R. OLARK.-H that is understood
lam perfectly satisfied. The speech made
by the honorable member for Maldon the
other night greatly astonished roe. I do
not object to the honorable member ex.;
tolling the Government for the excellent
work which he considers they have done,
but I take exception to the remarks which
he made. to endeavour to exonerate the
Premier from any responsibility for what
was done on Black Wednesday. The honorable member said"I firmly believe that there has never been
such a vile crime as Black Wednesday committed
by any Government in the world, and the hon~
orable member for Geelong, who has moved the
present amendment, was the head of the Government which was guilty of that crime."
I then interjected-" And who was the
Attorney-Genera11" whereupon the honorable member remarked"The present Premier was not in the Berry
Ministry at all at that time, and it is an iniquitous
thing to say that he had anything to do with
Black Wednesday. The honorable gentleman's
whole action has shown that he disapproved of
it, and desired to redress the wrongs which were
then committed. The Attorney-General at the
time was, I believe, Mr. Trench."
Last evening the Premier, in reply to a
challenge by the honorable member for 001lingwood (Mr. Mirams) denied that he had
anything to do with Black Wednesday;
but I shall be able to show most unmistakably that the honorable gentleman,
though not a member of the Berry Government at the time, approved in the most
marked manner of what was done on that
occasion.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Ask my colleagues.
Mr. R. OLARK.-I have nothing to do
with private conversations. I will deal only
with the Premier's public utterances and
public acts. On the 31st January, 1878,
only three weeks after Black Wednesday,
the honorable gentleman attended a large
open-air demonstration held in Oollinsstreet, and moved the first resolution, which
was as follows : "That this meeting entirely approves of the
legislative and administrative action of the present Government, and pledges itself to support
the Ministry by every mea.ns in its power in
effecting such reform of the Constitution as will
secure to the people of the colony, through their
representatives in the Assembly, the right and
power to dispose of the finances as they alone
may please."
On the 26th January, or about a fortnight
after Black Wednesday, when addressing a
meeting of the electors of West Melbourne,
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for which constituency he was then a can·
didate, the honorable gentleman made these
remarks : " They had heard it said that it was illegal to
dismiss the servants of the Crown. He ventured
to say that, under the circumstances, it was not
illegal."
Subsequently, when Attorney-General in
the Berry Government, the honorable gentleman made a speech in this House, in the
course of which he said"There is another matter-the dismissal of
the County Court judges-with which I was not
personally connected, but which I desire to
allude to on behalf of my colleague, the Minister
of Justice. It was asserted, broadly and roundly,
time after time, in mail summary after mail
summary, and article after article, that that act
of dismissal was illegal; and ret we had last
week the judgment of a majonty of the judges
of the Supreme Court that the dismissal of a
County Court judge is itself a legal act-that
without any cause shown, and without any
inquiry, the Crown has the right to remove such
an officer."
On the same occasion, the honorable
gentleman made these observations : "The Argus accused me of perpetrating' a
series of outrages on propriety'-of an 'indecent
attempt to burke inquiry into fraudulent practices'-and wound up by declaring 'that, byway
of climax to these infamous proceedings, the
Attorney-General was found making use of his
official powers for the purpose of screening his
creatures from the chastisement due to 'their
offences.' This is the style of article which I
have been treated to for doing what I conceive,
and what the event has proved, to be my duty
as a law officer of the Crown."
Some time afterwards the honorable gentleman issued a Gq,zette proclamation telling
.the people not to believe anything which
appeared in the Argus newspaper relative to
the proceedings of the Government, because
it had published statements which were not
true. I wonder what has brought about
the extraordinary reconciliation which has
taken place between the Premier and the
Argus during the last few months. The
greatest enmity existed between them when
he was Attorney-General of the Berry Government, and the Argus did everything
it could to excommunicate the honorable
gentleman from public life. It has now,
however, taken him into its fond embrace.
I don't know what has brought about this
wonderful transformation. I am not going
to discuss the question of whether what was
done on Black Wednesday was right or
wrong, but it is most unfair for an honorable
member who formerly condemned the
Premier for his share' in that transaction
to now try and exonerate him from all re":;
sponsibility in connexion with it. When
the honorable gentleman was Attorney.
General of the Berry Government, no honOl'able member commented more severely
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on his actions than did the honorable member for Maldon. In a speech which he
made in September, 1879, he charged the
honorable gentleman with corruption-with
giving £400 of the public money to certain
people in West Melbourne-and he wound
up his speech by applying the following
words of Byron to all the then Ministers : " Their breath is agitation, and their life
A storm on which they ride, to" sink at last."

I don't know the cause of the change which
has come over the honorable member. I
do not understand how honorable members
who formerly denounced and condemned
the present Premier and the present Chief
Secretary for their connexion with the proceedings of Black Wednesday can now give
them their support.
Mr. ZOX.- You have supported the
present Government.
Mr. R. CLARK.-I do not deny that,
nor am I going to discuss whether what was
done on Black Wednesday was right or
wrong. All I say is that, if it was wrong,
it is not fair to try and remove all responsibility from those who were the chief perpetrators of the act. The Chief Secretary
will not deny that he figured conspicuously
in bringing about what occurred on Black
Wednesday. The honorable member for
Maldon, the other night, spoke in praise of
the Water Conservation Act. He called it
one of the best Acts ever passed. But if
ever a measure proved an absolute failure it
is that Act. And upon whom does the responsibility for that failure rest? Night
after night, while the Bill was under discussion, honorable members sitting in this
(the Ministerial) corner tried their utmost
to induce the Government to alter one of
the most important principles of the measure, so that the large waterworks might be
constructed at the expense of the State.
During the first night's debate on the motion
for the second reading of the Bill, I said"There will not be much use in passing the
Bill if we insist upon getting from local bodies
4i per cent. on the money loaned to them for
water supply purposes. In view of the fact that
the State grants £810,000 per annum by way of
municipal subsidy, and that the Estimates for
the current year provide for roads, bridges, and
other local works to the tune of another £100,000,
I don't think £300,000 is too much for the State
to spend in water conservation works over the
extent of territory I have just referred to. Let
it be recollected that, unless water is taken to
the farmers, many of them will have to give up
the land they now hold. Certainly, the creation
of a weir costing something like£15,000 or £20,000
should be regarded as a national work-a work
that a poor district, with a sparse population,
cannot be expected to construct out of its own
resources!'
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A similar view was urged by other honorable
members, especially by the honorable member
for Belfast and the honorable member for
Rodney (Mr. Gillies). We voted for the
second reading on the distinct understanding
that we would endeavour to get the measure
altered in committee, but the Government
turned a deaf ear to all that we said,
evidently considering that they knew more
about the wants of the farmers on the
Northern Plains than anybody else did. I
wish the members of the Government had
travelled over those Plains, and seen the
destitution existing there during the past
summer. I very much fear that the farmers
will have to suffer great privations during
the whole of next summer. What is an expenditure of £100,000, or even £300,000
or £400,000, in order to supply those districts with water? The Coliban scheme,
though it cost a large amount of money, has
proved of immense value to Sandhurst.
True, there was a great deal of bungling in
its earlier stages, but the promoters of that
scheme deserve the lasting gratitude of the
people. During the whole of the late dry
season, Sandhurst, which is a very hot place
in the summer months, had a grand, clear,
pure, and copious supply of water.
Mr. LONGMORE. - For which the
people of Sandhurst have not to pay.
Mr. R. CLARK.-But what would have
been the condition of Sandhurst during the
summer without that water supply? Unless
water is taken to the Northern Plains, it will
be impossible for people to remain on the
land in that portion of the colony. Extending the railways is a good thing, but it is
not to be compared in importance with giving
the people water supply. Whatever Government come into office, I hope that they
will endeavour to cope with the great question of water supply. Speaking on this
subject brings to my mind the criticism to
which the Minister of Agriculture, who is
also the Minister of Water Supply, has been
subjected in regard to the dismissal of Mr.
Wallis, late Secretary for Agriculture.
After carefully examining the report of the
board of inquiry, the evidence, and Mr.
Wallis' pamphlet, I have come to the conclusion that the Minister was perfectly justified, under the circumstances, in making
that dismissal. The Minister of Railways
has come in for a large share of criticism
during the debate. No doubt he has, to
some extent, brought. that criticism upon
himself; but, having known the honorable
gentleman for many years, I, for one, refuse
to believe that he was actuated by any
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corrupt or improper motives in connexion charged Mr. Elsdon with the responsibility
with the gravel business about which so for the Jolimont smash. Is it fair or
much has been made. I believe that he is just that a,ny honorable member should
the last man in the country who would be make such a charge? The accusation is
actuated by pecuniary considerations-by a absolutely absurd. In 1876 the honorable
desire to promote his own ends-in the ad- member for Stawell estimated that the
ministration of the department of the State necessary repairs of the Hobson's Bay lines
over which he presides. That he was in- would coat about £130,000, and when Mr.
discreet in connexion with the contract in Elsdon was engineer of the Hobson's Bay
question, there cannot, in my opinion, be any Company £40,000 per annum was spent on
doubt. The indiscretion was one which, if repairs. But what did the honorable memthe honorable gentleman had reflected, he ber do, during the nine months he had
would not have committed.
charge of those lines, to effect the repairs
Mr. BENT.-Not atall.
which he previously stated were urgently
Mr. R. CLARK.-The balance of evi- required? The honorable member alleges
~ence, in my .opinion, goes in that direction.
that his efforts were crippled by the Cabinet,
Mr. BENT.-I am willing for an inquiry. but, according to the statement of the
Mr. R. CLARK.-I hope that the honor- honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
able gentleman, for the sake of his own Pearson), all that his colleagues did was to
reputation, will court inquiry-that he will insist that before any large expenditure was
not put up his back against the appoint- incurred it should be submitted to the
ment of a committee to inquire into the Cabinet for approval, which was only reacase.
sonable and right. The statement of the
Mr. BENT .-Let Mr. Elsdon put down honorable member that he was prevented
his £3,000 against my seat.
from carrying out necessary repairs is thereMr. R. CLARK.-What I complain of fore not true. As to the J olimont smash,
is that the Minister of Railways used his there is no more justification for casting the
position, if not to coerce, to influence the blame of it on Mr. Elsdon than there would
late Engineer-in-Chief to do certain things. be to blame Mr. Mirls for the late accident
Mr. BENT.-I did not.
at W odonga. The Engineer-in-Chief canMr. R. CLARK.-It has been alleged not be expected to examine every engine,
by honorable members on both sides of the every ca,rriage, and every carriage wheel.
House that the honorable gentleman asked Mr. Elsdon had responsible officers under
Mr. Elsdon to give a certificate passing the him, whose duty it was to look after the
gravel.
carriage wheels and other details, and to reMr. BENT .-I did not.
port to him if there was anything wrong.
Mr. R. CLAR K.-I am only stating At the time of the Jolimont accident
what has been alleged. Moreover, it has the responsible officers under Mr. Elsdon
been stated that the Premier went to the were Mr. Warkinan, locomotive superinRailway department to hold an inquiry.
tendent; Mr. Johnson, carriage examiner;
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No.
Mr. Francis, traffic manager; Mr. BackMr. BENT.-I have said before, and I house, inspector of permanent way; and
will now repeat, that I never went near the Mr. Lunt, engineer of maintenance. It
late Engineer-in-Chief in regard to the would be just as absurd to blame the
Brighton contract. I never spoke to him manager of a large mine or a large factory
about that contract, never had a word with for an accident over which he had no conhim about it-from beginning to end. I trol as to blame Mr. Elsdon for the Jolihope that my statement will be accepted.
mont accident. The next matter to which
Mr. R. CLARK.-At any rate, the rela- I wish to refer is the subject of the extentions existing between the Minister and sion of the eight hours system to the railway
Mr. Elsdon must have been of a most un- employes, about which the honorable memsatisfactory character. What, I would like ber for Ballarat West (Major Smith) asked
to know, brought about that unfriendliness a question this evening. In November last
between the permanent and the political the Minister was asked if the eight hours
head of the department? The honorable system would be carried out on the railways,
member for St.awell endeavoured, the other and the reply he made was as follows : night, in a most unfair manner, to blacken
" He could simply repeat what he stated on a
the character of a gentleman whose reputa- previous occasion, namely, that about two
months ago he made a memorandum that the
tion has been unsullied during the last men in the Railway department should only be
quarter of a century. The honorable member asked to work eight hours per day. . . • If it
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could be shown that any officer compelled a man
to work more than eight hours a day, unless in
a case of emergency, he was game to suspend
that officer right off.'"
'

N ow I must blame the Minister of Railways
for not putting the eight hours system in
force in his department, though on several
occasions he has promised to do so. I hold
in my hand a petition signed by enginedrivers, porters, signalmen, and other railway-employes, at Sandhurst, complaining of
the long hours they have to work-in many
cases far more than eight heurs a day. An
article in the Ballarat Courier of the Istinst.
contains the following statement : " It may seem incredible, but it is nevertheless
true, that engine-drivers have been on their
engines oyer twenty hours without sleep, having
been ordered on another trip when off their
ordinary journey, and, in one instance, it is stated
that a short time since a driver was compelled,
notwithstanding a remonstrance, to be on duty
over thirty hours consecutively, with the exception of a two hours' spell between the
journeys. And this driver, be it remembered,
was in charge of an engine drawing a passenger
train."

The same article also says" It would naturally be supposed that the
guards at least should not be overworked when
life and froperty were under their care; but
what wil be thought when we state that one
guard, a short time since, in one week made no
less than twelve days' time? We understand
in this case some surprise was expressed at the
head office that a man could do twelve days'
work in one week, but there was no attempt
made to alter such a system."

I have never heard these statements contradicted by the Minister of Railways. Is it
not a blot on our railway management that
employes-even men in charge of passenger
trains-are kept at work twelve or fourteen
, hours per day? I hope that the Miuister
will see that the responsible officers carry
out his desire to have the eight hours
system extended to all the railway employes.
As to the ordering of railway carriages and
water pipes from England I will not say
much, because the subject has already been
thoroughly thrashed out. I regret that
such a large amount of money has to be
sent out of the colony, and I think that
local firms have some reason to complain
that sufficient inducements have not been
held out to them to tender for the work.
As to the abolition of free press passes, I
disapprove of the action of the Minister of
Railways. In my opinion, it is a great
mistake to deprive the press, and especially
the country newspapers, of free passes.
Who suffers by it? The general public
suffer. The newspapers sent reporters
hither and thither to get information, but
takinl? away free ,passes deprives them of
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facilities for travelling on the railways, and
consequently the public suffer by the proceeding. The amount involved is so small
that I am surprised at the honorable gentleman's action. I have known the proprietors of the Sandhurst papers send reporters
to Geelong, Maldon, and other distant
places to report the speeches of public
men. What is the cost of passes compared
with the expense which newspapers incur in
telegraplling reports? I regret, also, that
this colony is getting a reputation for parsimony, because of the withholding of free
railway passes from distinguished visitors.
If the other colonies grant free railway
passes to such visitors, surely Victoria
ought to do so. It is a great mistake to be
so mean as to abolish these passes. Another subject I desire to allude to is the
non-removal of Mr. Farrell, the Parliament
Librarian, to some other office. When the
honorable membpr for Geelong (Mr. Berry)
was Premier, he gave the House to understand that Mr. Farrell would receive another
appointment. Relations not of a very
friendly or pleasing character exist between
the Librarian and some members of this
House, and it is not 4esirable that honorable
members should have to come in contact
with a Librarian with whom they are not on
friendly terms. OO,nsidering the appointments made by the present Government,
surely they could find some other position
for Mr. Farrell. Again, the speech which
Mr. MacBain, a member of the Government
who sits in the Upper House, made at
Donald last week, was exceedingly injudicious, to say the least of it. It was a
long Ministerial statement delivered by an
irresponsible Minister, and delivered on an
occasion when the Minister of Lands, who
is a responsible Minister, and has a seat in
this House, was present. I consider it was
a great slight on this House for any member
of the Oouncil to make a Ministerial statement of the kind delivered by Mr. MacBain,
and to criticise, as he did, the action of the
Assembly. Sir, I now wish to make a few
remarks with reference to the state of parties
in this House. For a great number or
years I have been associated in politics with
the honorable member for W arrnam boo!.
That gentleman represented my political
views before I became a member of this
House, and since I have had the honour of
being a member I have been more closely
associated with him. I still wish to be
associated with him in the same way that I
have been heretofore. In all constitutionally governed ~~u~ltdes, it is a reco~niscct
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:principle that the Ministry should have a
majority of supporters in the Assembly.
Mr. CARTER.-So this Government
have.
Mr. R. CLARK.-TheGovernment have
not a majority of supporters in the Assembly.
(Cries of "Try it," and" Divide.") How
tnany members on the Ministerial side of
the House will call themselves "O'Loghlenites," or supporters of the present
Government, at the next election? It is
reported in one of the newspapers that 35
members sitting on the Ministerial side
were present at a recent caucus, and that
they recognised the honorable member for
W arrnambool as their leader. How many
of those 35 members are thick-and-thin
supporters of the Government? Are there
six? If there are not six members who
can be regarded as Ministerial supporters,
we have a Government without a party at
all. Since they took office, the present
Ministry have lived on sufferance alone. It
is wrong to tbis House and to the country
to place a Government in such a position.
A Government in the condition of weakness
1 have described are apt to do things which
they would not think of doing if they had a
strong majority at their back, because they
would not then have to placate and conciliate
by every means in their power in order to
retain the support necessary to keep them
in existence. What I speak of is the
wretched sequence of the state of parties we
in this Chamber have arrived at. Who
would have thought to see myoId friend, the
Minister of Water Supply, sitting'in the
same Cabinet with the Premier? I don't
desire to say anything personally disrespectful of the Government as a whole, or of any
one of their members. I have always been
treated by them with great courtesy, and
by none of them more so than by the
Postmaster-General. But I say it is a bad
state of things for the country when we have
in power a Ministry who cannot command
the support of six members of the House.
I ask honorable members what is there to
prevent a coalition? What is the line that
divides the two great parties in the House?
I could quite understand the position taken
ap by the honorable member for Warrnambool if the honorable member for Geelong
had said, when he moved his .amendmeht,
that he was prepared to stand by it, and to
ac?ept nothing but what carrying it would
brmg about. But he did nothill!>' or the
k~nd .. ?n the contrary, he showed 1:'1f str(mg
diSPOSItIOll to pClalesce with hOllOllablo
members h~ the Miliistc!'!wl c~i:!le!:: . Hq,y~
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we not been informed that, in the first in ..
stance, he did not want to move the amendment. at all? For my part, I don't see what
more the honorable gentleman could have
done towards a coalition-except, perhaps,
go down on his knees-than he has done;
and I am sure we will never have thoroughly
good government in Victoria until a proper
coalition of parties is brought about. I hope
to see a strong coalition-a strong. party
formed-and I also hope to see a good and
strong Ministry constituted from that party.
The Ministry I would expect from such a
source would be one known for their broad
liberal principles, the justice and judgment
displayed in their legislation, and the honesty
of their administration. Do not plenty of
the honorable members now on the Ministerial side of the Chamber share the feelings
and views I have just expressed? They
may say-l am sure I don't know upon what
good grounds-" This is not the time for a
coalition," but they are bound to agree with
me that,if we are not to have a coalition now,
we must have one at some time in the near
future. I sincerely hope that circumstances
to bring about a proper coalition will soon
arise, and when one is proposed I will support it.
Mr. FRANClS.-Sir, I have listened
with some interest to the remarks of the
last speaker, because he appears to have
been led to conclusions which remind me of
those arrived at by a certain meeting held
some fortnight or three weeks ago, and of
what was published as its result. I was
present at that meeting, the occasion for
which somewhat surprised me, because I was
certainly not expecting the proposition it
was required to consider. On the other
hand, I was not unwilling to see if I could
do any good in bringing parties together.
I may say that during the last day or two
I have suffered from a giddiness in the head,
and that I do not at the present moment
feel quite up to the mark. I have never had,
or affected to have, the fluency of speech of
some honorable members; but, on the other
hand, I am perfectly prepared to aclmowledge that I ought to hold myself responsible for an incapacity which, in the minds
of a good many, should not be possessed by
one who proposes to lead. I have endeavoured within the last few days to prepare
an utterance which would have the acceptance of the House, but unfortunately I find
myseH not satisfactorily placed for its
~1cliye~'Y. However, I will try to refresh my
memory by referring to some notes I have
set (tOWll 011 parer of th9 oxpressions. I
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consider most suitable to me under existing
circumstances. I think that to properly
understand the present debate I ought to
put. this qu~stion- What is the position of
parties in the House just now? To my
mind, the answer is that there are three
minorities. What then are the obligations
of the Ministerial corner? I say to carry
on the government and support only good
measures. Again, are we, in this· (the
Ministerial) corner, acting consistently in
keeping up our separate organization? I
think we are. What, then, is our duty at
the present juncture? Are we to look on
the amendment of the honorable member
for Geelong (Mr. Berry) as simply a move
designed for the benefit of the country, or
as a party attempt to bring about a Ministerial change with a view to partyadvantages? I hope I am not influenced by any
feeling of the latter kind. My only object
is to get peace and prosperity for the community in which I reside. I am bound to
admit to myself sometimes that the country
seems to want a change, but I will not
pretend that to me personally such a change
would not have a detrimental aspect. I
very often think that I am not the one who
should take the lead in a change. There
are many others who have so much more
than I have of the gift of utterance and expression-who are so much more able than
myself-that I cannot help feeling that
they should lead. At any rate, if I may
not be an administrator, I may be an adviser.
I fancy I do not feel as a man ought to feel
before he can fairly consider himself impelled to try to lead others. The next
question is what are the merits of the
charges embodied in the amendment, and
have they been sufficiently sustained to
make it our duty to oppose the Government?
Can we justify an adverse vote unless we
count the consequences-everything that
may flow from carrying the amendment?
I must admit again that I am suffering,
and have done so for some days, from a
giddiness in the head which is the result of
an accident I met with many years ago. I
trust honorable members will allow for this.
Mr. ZOX.-Speak on another day.
·Mr. FRANOIS.-No j I will try to
get on. What are the accusations brought
by the honorable member for Geelong?
He seems to disapprove of the administration of the departments, and on that
ground. he asks us to express no co~fi7
dence 111 the Government. Well I think
his view quite natural ;:1l1C!. ~lotls~nable under
the circumstanC9~, He H.a~ tq t~~at t4~
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subject from an opposition stand-point,
which, however much he may be inclined not
to be harsh, cannot be a friendly one to the
Government. The acts of administration
he most condemns are the importation of
certain iron pipes and railway carriages
which he regards as an infraction of the
principles of protection for which the Government should be held responsible. Well,
I will not deny that those who stand prominently forward as the advocates of protectionist views in this country may properly
find fault with the action complained of, but
~ have no hesitation in saying for myself
that, had I been a member of the Administration when that action was taken, and
realiged the pressing necessity there was for
obtaining the material wanted, and the
shortness of the period that could be allowed
for procuring it, I would have acted as the
Government did. With respect to the rail...
way carriages particularly, I would point
out that those who remember the horror
and sympathy aroused by the J olimont
railway accident cannot but acknowledge
that the Government were very heavily
pressed to regard it as an absolute and
paramount necessity that no money considerations should be allowed to stand in
the way of avoiding future calamities of the
kind, by procuring as rapidly and effectually
as possible a quantity of fresh rolling-stock
which might, under other circumstances,
have been left to be manufactured by the
local makers. Therefore, I do not regard
the steps taken by the Government in the
matter referred to as constituting ground for,
at any rate, a vote of no-confidence on the
part of this Ohamber. Then I come to the
extravagances which the honorable member
for Geelong has charged against the Government. On this point, I must at once
say, without wanting in the least to avoid
any extenuation of which the conduct of
the honorable member when ill office may
be capable, that I think the extravagances
connected with his trip to England, and
other matters in which he was concerned,
preclude him from commenting on the
extravagances he professes to have found ~n
the acts of his successors. I must agam
complain that my head will not allow me-The SPEAKER.-The honorable member for Warrnambool can, if he chooses,
speak sitting.'
.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I do not wish to claIm
t~~~t indulgence. I think I .o\.1g~lt to be
held responsible for my deficlellCles. All
£lay yesterday, and several days before,
I felt ~his giddiness, which is the result
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of an assault made on me about 25 years
ago by a burglar whom, at about three
o'clock one morning, I found in my room.
I feel that I cannot now do justice to myself. I may take another opportunity of
offering a few more words. I will not ask
to speak on Tuesday, because I have no
right to expect the debate to be adjourned
uniil then.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Perhaps I may
be permitted to make a statement. I have
recently interviewed the honorable member
who moved the amendment, with the object
of ascertaining when a division upon it can
be taken, but from what the honorable member tells me, and the list I have before me
of honorable members still desirous to speak
on the question, I don't think the debate
can be closed this evening. Under these
circumstances, I take it the feeling of the
House will be in favour of allowing the
honorable member for Warrnambool, for
whom we all, I am sure, have great sympathy, an opportunity of continuing his
remarks on Tuesday, when I trust the
debate will be brought to a conclusion.
Mr. LA URENS.-Mr. Speaker, I beg
to express my deep regret for the cause that
prevents the honorable member for Warrnambool from continuing his speech. Before
commencing the brief observations I have
to offer, let me state that my remarks will
be exactly the same as they would have
been had no motion of want of confidence
been moved. Afer a recess of over four
months, it is only right that the shortcomings of the Government-their sins of
omission and commission - during that
period should be duly inquired into and
criticised. At the same time, I do not wish
to be harsh. Indeed I have always received
great kindness, courtesy, and attention
from every Minister, even the Minister of
Railways, and I don't wish anything I
may say to be taken as conveying any
personal reflection upon any of them.
Under these circumstances, which include
the considerate and attentive reception the
Minister of Customs has always accorded
me in his department, I regret somewhat the
misunderstanding I have had with him with
relation to certain matters that came before
this Chamber last week. I don't think however that, when affairs are cleared up, it will
be found that the difference between us is
of a very important kind, although the deductions drawn by myself from the data the
honorable gentleman has kindly supplied
me with may be strikingly contrary to those
drawn by himself. I have also to state that,
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when I interjected last week that the figures
I had relied upon were taken from the Argus,
I did not mean to convey that they were
wrong. That is not the case. The fact is
that certain figures-certain items of revenue receipts-included in the Argus returns are not comprised in the figures which
the Minister of Customs brought to the
House. Nor do I wish it to be thought that
the figures I took from the A rgus are those
of the Argus alone. The similar statistics
given by the Age and Telegraph-I have
examined them carefully-perfectly agree
with those given by the former journal.
Each of these newspapers publi~hes every
week an account of the receipts at the
Custom-house with regard to every item
of revenue receivable or payable there,
whereas, as I have already indicated, the
revenue returns recently quoted by the Minister of Customs include only a certain number of those items. Nevertheless, his figureEl
and those of the newspapers may both, when
their basis is duly considered, be regarded
as absolutely correct. Having said that, I
come to the subject more immediately before
us. I will, in the first place, again call
attention to something to which I referred a
few nights since. On last Thursday week
the Minister of Customs, speaking on the
present question, remarked as follows : ., If the present debate is to be continued for
three or four days, I would draw honorable
members' attention to the fact that the revenue
and trade of this country will be again seriously
prejudiced."
.

Well, the contingency the honorable gentleman dreaded has arisen. The debate has
gone on for a period even longer than the
three or four days he mentioned, and what
has followed? Certainly not the injurious
results the honorable gentleman prophesied.
I am in a position to say that the amount
received at the Custom-house during the
first week of the present month exceeds
the amount received there during the first
week of the previous month by no less
than £16,96810s. 2d. I have no desire to
follow the example set the other day by the
Minister of Railways, who, by way of challenge to the honorable member for Ballarat
West (Mr. Fincham) as to the accuracy or
inaccuracy of a certain statement, offered to
stake his seat on the issue if the honorable
member would do the same with his seat;
but I do not mind telling the Minister
of Customs that, if he will disprove the
assertion I have just made, I will place in
his hands a cheque for £50 for the Melbourne Hospital, and so enable him to
become a life governor of that institution a~
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my expense. I have hitherto shown no wish
to offer a factious opposition to the Government, nor shall I evince such a desire
after the House has come to a decision upon
. the amendment, respecting which I am informed the numbers are up entirely in their
favour, and against the honorable member
for Geelong (Mr. Berry); but I.shall give
them, as I would any other Government in
office, every assistance in my power in carrying on the affairs of the country. There
is one point to which I wish to call attention, because there has been a good deal of
political trading with respect to it. It has
been asserted over and over again that we owe
the current prosperity of the country to the
existence of the present Government. Now
no statement could be more fallacious. The
other day, for instance, a friend said to me
-" Mr. Laurens, how do you account for
the buoyancy of the revenue at the present
time 1" I answered with another question
-" When do you think the increase to the
revenue began 1" To that he replied, as I
anticipated-" From the day the O'Loghlen
Ministry took office." Said I to him-" My
friend, will it astonish you if I tell you that
the revenue for the year ending June 30,
1881-the month before the late Ministry
retired-exceeded that of the previous year
by £560,000 1"
Mr. LEVIEN.-That was in anticipation of the change.
Mr. LAURENS.-I don't care how it
occurred. I simply deal with facts as they
are. It was no wonder the young gentleman I spoke to was somewhat stunned. I
had to show him the revenue returns before
he would believe my statement. I also
venture to say, although nearly two months
will elapse before the close of the present
financial year, that the ratio of increase of
revenue during the twelve months ending
June 30, 1882, will be found below, or not
to exceed, the ratio of increase during the
preceding twelve months. If that proves
to be the case, notwithstanding the increased
revenue derivable this year from the duties
on beer and tobacco, what shall we have to
boast of in connexion with the "peace, progress, and prosperity" we hear spoken of as
attending the career of the present Ministry 1
To show how public opinion on subjects of'
this kind is manufactured, let me read a few
extracts from articles that appeared last year
in the Argus, under the head-" The Labour
Market." On the 9th April, 1881, that
journal published the following : "The labour market continues in a brisk state,
apq. the improveQlen~ n<?~eg fo,: S9IUe time past
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will probably continue, owing to so many capitalists investing in house property. So many
trades depend upon house building that, whenever there is plenty doing in the way of house
building, business is brisk generally. The large
number of visitors from the country and the
neighbouring colonies to attend the International Exhibition has given a. great impetus to
business in Melbourne up to the present time."

Here is an admission that the Exhibition
had a great deal to do with the renewal of
prosperity we are now enjoying. Six weeks
afterwards, namely, on May 22, the paper
stated"The labour market has not been in such a
prosperous condition for the last two years. In
every part of Melbourne and the suburbs new
buildings are being erected. All the trades connected with house building are fully employed,
and, as usually follows, the other trades are
proportionately active."

Again, on June 6, there appeared the following:.
"The prosperous condition of all the trades
connected with house building noticed last mail
still continues. In every direction in and around
Melbourne houses are being built. The demand
for bricks is far beyond the supply, and the
Brunswick manufactory has ceased taking
orders, being so far in arrear. The boot factories
are in full work, and the clothing factories are
nearly all in want of hands. House servants
really find employment, superior servants being
in great request. In almost every trade capable
workmen are fully employed, and it has seldom
occurred that so much activity in every branch
of industry has been shown at this time of the
year."

And then, on June 20, the Argus referred
to the same subject in these words : "The labour market continues in the health;¥'
condition noticed last mail. House building IS
being carried on to such an extent that the brick
yards are unable to supply the demand for bricks,
and some large establishments are several months
in arrears. All the trades connected with house
building are fully employed. The timber yards
are very bus,; and so great is the pressure
on the clothmg factories that they have not yet
completed the winter's orders, whereas in previous years the summer orders are generally
commenced by this time."

I commend the extracts I have read to
the attention of all who suppose that our
current prosperity began when the present Ministry came into power, as they
were all published before the late Berry
Ministry left office. When we look at the
speech the Governor read to us the other
day, what do we find? The promise of a
great many measures that were also mentioned in the Governor's speech in opening
the previous session of Parliament. The
Harbour Trust Act Amendment Bill was
in the former speech, so was a Mining on
Private Property Bill, so was a measure to
amend our system of land taxation, and so
were Bills embodying law reform, to establish a school of agriculture, to amend the
law relating to public health, and so on.
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With respect to the Harbour Trus't Bill, in
which it is well known I take much interest,
what occurred last session? In the first
place, the Premier ha ving promised at
Lancefielcl that it would be made a Government measure, the honorable member for
Emerald Hill (Mr. Nimmo) and I did not
ourselves press· it forward. What was the
result? That the Bill was not advanced a
single stage, and I am very much afraid
tha t the case will be the same this session.
Yet, a few years ago, we were told that the
measure was one that could be passed in a
single night. Progress was made, however,
last session with two Bills. For instance,
we carried the 'Vater Conservation Act,
but what did the honorable member for
Sandhurst (1VIr. R. Clark) assert half-anhour ago? That the measure is a complete failure. I take the honorable member, who has himself administered the
Water Supply department, to be somewhat
of a judge in the matter. To some extent
the Government themselves admit the Act
to be a failure, because the Governor's
speech states that it will have to be materially modified, and that too in the very
direction I and other honorable members
urged the Government to follow last session.
When the Minister of Railway was junket:ing over the country, soon after he took
office, I remember reading that at one meeting he told his" hearers that he would not stop
for any engineer's plans or anything of that
kind, but that he would very soon supply
them with water. Well, although the Government have been some ten months' in
office, the fact remains that the people are
as far from having a water supply as ever
they were. Again, last session the Government pressed us very hard to pass a
£4,000,000 Loan Bill, the Treasurer stating
time after time that it was essentially necessary the Bill should be made law before the
close of the session, so that he might be able
to take advantage of the London money
market should it become easy during the
recess. The Bill was passed accordingly,
but what do we find? When I asked the
T~easurer, the other clay, whether the debenttues under that loan had been prepared and
forwarded to London, the answer was that
they had not been prepared at all. And
has that occurred because the London money
market has been tight? On the contrary,
our 4 per cent. stock has never been quoted
at such a high figure as within the last few
nionths. The other day it stood at 104,
one of the reasons being, of course, that
con sols (which only pay 3 per cent.) were
Mr. Laurens.
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1~ above par.
Money has thus been very
easy in London, but notwithstanding that
Jact, no debentures whatever are yet ready,
although the plea for passing the Loan Bill
last session was to enable the Treasurer to
take advantage of an easy state of the
money market. A gentleman respected by
all parties for his ability, integrity, and
political honesty-Mr. Murray Smith-has
been sent to London as Agent-General,
yet when he arrives there, which he must
do very shortly, he will find his hands so
perfectly tied that he could not sell a single
£100 debenture on behalf of the colony
under the authority of the loan authorized
last session. Has the "progress" portion
of the Ministerial motto of " Peace, progress,
and prosperity" been followed out in this
matter? There has been prosperity which,
as I have already shown, had manifestly
commenced long before the Ministry came
into office; there has been political peace
as soon as the coveted .Treasury bench
was reached by the gentlemen who
were striving for it-though there does
not appear to have been peace in th~
Railway department, but rather a kind
of systematic warfare which eventuated
in the outgoing of M.r. Elsdon; but there
has been no progress. It is not alone that
there has been no fruition fro in the Loan
Act of last session, but the Premier at
Lancefield, when going before his constituents for re-election, announced that one
great feature of his policy was to convert the
old loan bearing 6 per cent. interest into a
4 per cent. loan, and he led the public to
understand. that the conversion would be
almost immediately effected. But what are
the facts? The new Agent-General has
gone to London, yet, when he arrives there,
if any holder of a 6 per cent. debenture came
and offered to exchange it for a 4 per cent.
debenture having 25 years to run, Mr.
Murray Smith, although sent home partly
for the special purpose of effecting the proposed conversion, would have no power
wha tever to carry out the exchange. No·
Loan Redemption Bill was brought before the
House last session, although that was the
very thing which ought to have been done,
so as to enable the Agent-General to take
advantage of the easy money market now
prevailing in London. Several honorable
members, including myself, pointed out that
there was no necessity for passing the Loan
Bill last session, as there was still £2,000,000
of thcpreviolls £5,000,000 loan unexpended,
and not one-half of the 23 lines included in
the Patterson Railway Bill had been carried
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out-many of them, indeed, are not carried
out to this day. Indeed, the Government
have themselves virtually admitted that the
Loan Bill was not required last session,
because, although the money market has
been favorable, they have taken no action
to float the loan. Exception has been
taken both inside and outside of the House
to the form of the amendment submitted by
the honorable member for Geelong, but
I would point out that it differs only very
slightly from the motion proposed last year
by the present Premier, upon which the late
Government were turned out. The motion
was as follows : "That this House has no confidence in the
conduct, by the present Ministry, of public:business either in Parliament or the departments."

The amendment of the honorable member
for Geelong likewise finds fault with the way
in which some matters have been dealt with
in the departments, and, although it certainly does not speak of the manner of conducting public business in this Chamber, I
have pointed out that the Ministry did conduct the public business last session in a
very unsatisfactory manner in carrying
measures which have had no fruition. I
desire now to say a few words on the pipes
and carriages question, and I think it is not
even necessary to look at the question from
a protective point of view to show that the
Government have scarcely acted fairly in
the matter. New South Wales is a colony
which loudly professes free-trade, yet what
occurs there? When they want carriages
for the use of tlleir railways they debar
not merely English manufacturers, but
even manufacturers in the other colonies,
from tendering at all. Is it not a strange
anomaly that the free-trade colony of New
South vVales should confine tenders for the
construction of carriages to her own people,
whilst here in Victoria, which claims to be a
protectionist colony, we send abroad for our
rolling-stock? That is a point which cannot
be overcome except by showing that there
was an absolute certainty, when the want
of carriages first became apparent, that they
could not be constructed in the colony. But
as the honorable member for Collingwood
(Mr. Mirams) has pointed out, the matter
might have been inquired into and deliberated upon long before the time when the
Ministry dealt with it. The Jolimont accident occurred on the 30th August, 1881,
and at least from that dav it must have
been manifest that a large al;lOunt of rollingstock would be required. Therefore, it
was undoubtedly the duty of those who had
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charge of the railways to give timely notice
to local manufacturers, so that they might
be prepared for a large order. But instead
of that, although Parliament continued in
session until Christmas, 1881, not a word
was said in the House concerning the necessity of having to send to England for carriages. Indeed, nothing was heard, as far
as I am informed, of the order having been
sent to England either in January, February, or March, and it was only when the
House was about to resume its sittings that
the thing got whispered abroad, although
the order had been despatched in January.
Was it not due to the members of the
House to inform them before the session
closed at Christmas that the Government
were so pressed for railway carriages that,
contrary to the usual practice, they would.
have to send a comparatively large order to
England in a few days ? We did not get a
hint that such would be the case, but no
sooner was Parliament prorogued,and members debarred from asking any questions,
than the order was sent to England. Apart
altogether from the question of free-trade
and protection, it has been the practice for
years to have the railway carriages manufactured in the colony, and the Minister of
Railways cannot plead that he had no previous knowledge of the want of carriages.
It has been argued very forcibly by the
honorable member for Collingwood that the
reports of the Engineer-in-Chief, Mr. Higinbotham, must have made it manifest years
ago that new plant and rolling-stock would
be required for the Hobson's Bay lines, but
at all events there could have been no
doubt at all on the subject after the J olimont accident. Consequently it was clearly
the duty of those who had 'control of the
department at that time to make every local
manufacturer acquainted with the fact that
ere long the Government would have to call
upon them for a large supply of carriages.
That was not done, and the time was
allowed to go on until it was too late for
the local manufacturers to furnish the supply
as soon as the carriages were wanted, and
then the plea was raised that the department could not wait. What would be said
of a man who wore his boots down to the
very last point before ordering a new pail'
from his shoemaker, and then said he must
have the new ones next day? And flUther,
if such a man was told by his shoemaker
that his wants could not be supplied so
quickly, would the customer run to another
tradesman ? No; as a general rule he
would submit to a week's inconvenionco
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sooner than leave the tradesman who had
served him well and faithfully in the past,
especially as the fault was the customer's
own in not giving llis order earlier. I believe that practice obtains in private life, and
I think it might be applied to public matters
as well. The remarks I have made upon
the railway carriages apply also to the
order for pipes. The Argus has stated
that the fact that these pipes will be
wanted for the supply of Melbourne
during next summer only became known in
January last. That, however, is only a part
of the truth. Years ago I read in the
columns of the same journal that the capacity of the existing Yan Yean pipes was
not sufficient for the supply of Melbourne
even at that date during the hot weather.
What then becomes of the statement that
this discovery was only made in .January
last? It is quite evident that this assertion was only made to cover the laches of
a Government which might have acted very
differently from what they have done in the
matter of these pipes. I am not unmindful
that my remarks reflect somewhat on past
Governments as well as the present Ministry, but there is this marked differencethat previous Governments, during the last
three or four years at least, have been hard
pressed for money. When the Service
Government took office, they went about
the country preaching from every platform
that there would be a deficit at the end of the
current financial year. Surely that was not
a time when a Ministry could anticipate the
wants of a future period. The present
Treasurer, however, has been in such a
different monetary position that he has been
able to redeem local debentures which were
not due for two years.
Mr. BENT.-Hear, hear.
Mr. LA URENS.-The Minister of
Railways does not see how the "Hear,
hear" tells the other way. The Government were under no obligation to redeem
those debentures, and the money so applied
was available for any other purpose. The
present Government, in short, have not been
embarrassed by any want of money, and
therefore they are blamable for allowing
the last moment to arrive before looking
into the question of the want of pipes and
carriages for the future. For a considerable
time after he took office, the Minister of
Railways was closely engaged in junketing
about the country, and promising 56 new
lines, while taking no thought at all apparently about the want of rolling-stock.
Does not the honorable gentleman believe
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now that he would have done better if he
had occupied himself, instead, in properly
equipping the existing lines?
Mr. BENT.-No.
Mr. LA URENS.-Of course the promise of 56 new lines is a very large bait,
and I have no doubt it does catch the votes
of honorable members. If the Government
can claim any popularity at all, it must
arise from the liberality of these promises.
I must also inform the Minister of Railways that he would have been better employed in looking into the question of carriages than in advertising for tenders for
the Alphington and Coburg Railways, the
plans of which had not been prepared. In
consequence of the honorable member's
action in that respect, I placed the following contingent notice of motion on the paper
last session : " That, in the opinion of this House, the system
uow practised by the Commi!lsioner of Railways
in calling for tenders for the construction of
railways several months before it is by any
means possible to prepare sectional plans and
specifications for the guidance of intending tenderers is a waste of public money, injurious and
disappointing to contractors, tends to mislead
the ~eneral public, and therefore should be discontmued."

As there was a general desire, however, that
the business of the House should be interrupted as little as possible, I refrained from
proposing that motion, but time has shown
that it dealt with facts, because, although
the Minister called for tenders in August,
1881, it was only in last March that tenders
were accepted for the construction of the
Coburg Railway. These useless advertisements may not have involved a very large
cost, and no doubt they were inserted with
the object of making it appear that the
Minister of Railways was very active, but I
may remind the honorable member that it
is not by advertising for tenders six months
before plans are ready that railways are to
be constructed. They cannot be constructed
without plans.
Mr. HARRIS.-Sir, as it seems to be
the intention of honorable members all
round to address the House on this question, I would like to say a few words,
although I have no desire to imitate previous speakers either in prolixity or diffuseness. I listened attentively to the impeachment by the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry), and I was much struck by the
absence of that fire and energy which the
honorable member used to display in treating a "burning" question. I suppose, however, it is difficult for even so experienced an
orator as he is to be enthusiastic when he
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knows the numbers are against him-when
he knows that he has not a majority in the
House; and particularly when he knows
that the country is against l1im. (" No"
from the opposition benches.) Speaking
from a metropolitan and suburban point of
view, I have no hesitation in saying that there
is an immense majority opposed to putting
the Government out. I admit that when
the present Ministry was formed I looked
askance at its composition, and I could not
think how on earth such a combination of
conservatives and liberals could come about.
The honorable member for Sandhurst (Mr.
Clark) says he wants a coalition Government, but I must say that, if we have not a
coalition Government now, I really don't
know what a coalition Government means.
I have watched the career of the Government since its inception, I have heard or
read attentively all the speeches delivered
during this debate, but I have yet to learn
that the Ministry have done anything worthy
of political death. I grant that blundersegregious blunders if you like-have been
committed; but what Ministry has ever
existed that did not commit mistakes? As
to the twopenny-halfpenny gravel question,
I am surprised that the honorable member
for Sandhurst and the honorable member
for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham) did not
make themselves acquainted with the whole
of the facts befoTe addressing the House on
the subject. Both of those honorable members-and others also-seem to have got
into a regular fog with regard to the matter.
They have mixed up the ballast on the
Brighton line with the ballast on the Mordialloc line-two distinct matters which have
nothing to do with each other. I admit that
the Minister of Railways was guilty of an
indiscreet act in allowing gravel for the
Brighton line to be supplied from a quarry
owned either by himself or his wife; but I
do not believe there was the slightest attempt
at any underhanded proceeding. As a private member of the House, I would not
have hesitated for a moment in supplying
the gravel had I been the possessor of a
pit, but I think I would have hesitated had
I been a Minister of the Crown, and especially the Minister of the department in
connexion with which the gravel was
supplied. The Minister of Railways, no
doubt, has stated that he was ignorant of the
matter at first, but he could not have been
ignorant of it very long, and when he
became acquainted with the fact that gravel
was being supplied from Mrs. Bent's pit, I am
surprised that so old a political hand should
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have put into the hands of his enemies a
rod to chastise him with, by not immediately
stopping the proceeding. He knew that he
was not only confronted by the straight
Opposition, but was surrounded by pseudo
friends in the Ministerial corner who were
keenly watching every act of the Ministry,
and therefore he ought to have shown a little
more prudence. I am astonished also that
the astute Premier or the shrewd Chief
Secretary did not say to him-" Bent, there
will be a row about this; I think we had
better put a stop to it." I have yet to
learn, however, that Mr. Thomas Bent is
not an honest man. I have known him for
many years, and have always found him an
honest man, and I have yet to learn that he
has not been honest in his administrative
capacity as Minister of Railways. It is
hardly worth while speaking about the water
pipes and carriage questions. They have been
exhaustively thrashed out, and I am sick of
the discussion, and I believe the country is
too. I deprecate very much the immense
waste of time which has taken place over
this· bogus amendment, for every one knew
from the commencement that it must result
in a fizzle-unless indeed that pretty little
coalition which some honorable members
wanted was brought about. I am very glad
that it has not been brought about. In
voting against the amendment, I think I
shall not in the least compromise myself
with my constituents of St. Kilda. At the
last election I was distinctly asked by some
protectionist friends whether I would do
anything to upset the protectionist policy of
the country, and I said I would not.
Mr. DEAKIN.-No, you will only let
others do it.
Mr. HARRIS.-In voting against the
amendment, I believe I shall not be doing
anything to upset the protectionist policy
of the country. At the last election I
polled an immense majority-l,OOO or soover what were called the Berryite candi..
dates, and received a large number of protectionist votes because the people of St.
Kilda were thoroughly weary of Berryism.
Berryism, I believe, is killed, and we shall
never have it in the future as we have had
it in the past. I was pleased to find in the:
Governor's speech an allusion to a Land.
Bill and a Forest Bill. I may say, how-·
ever, that I am not at one with the Government in proposing to increase the area of"
selection to 640 acres; but neither am
I at one with the honorable member for·
Collingwood (Mr. Mirams) with regard to. the leasing system.
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Mr. MIRAMS.-Then you ought to
be.
Mr. HARRIS.-I am open to conviction,
but, at present, I am of opinion that to
adopt the system of leasing the lands of
the colony would be disastrous in the highest
degree. I was surprised to hear the honorable member for Kara Kara state last night
that the department of Agriculture has
been abolished, and I regret that the Minister
of Agriculture is not in his place, because
I wish to ask him whether such is the
case or not. I am aware of course that he
sent Mr. Wallis to the right-about, and I
think it would be no great loss to the
country if Dookie Farm were sent to the
l'ight-about too unless it is placed on a
better and surer footing than it has been on
hitherto. I think, however, that in a new
country like this, every attention should be
paid to agriculture, and I believe past Governments have been very short-sighted in
not devoting more attention to the subject.
In my opinion, agriculture is of paramount
importance-far more importance than even
the mining interest. . The gold may run
out and other industries may fail, but the
land we have always with us, and, by its
proper utilization, this might be made a
great, independent, and prosperous conntry.
The Dookie farm was established with three
main objects. The first and most important was that it should be a school for
young farmers; the second was that it
should be a model farm from which our agriculturists and selectors might take example;
and the third was that it should be a place
for the growth of various new and economic
plants - something altogether different
from the ordinary routine of cultivation.
Farmers, as a rule, are not the most scientific men, and unfortunately they are possessed of very little money. I don't wish
to be thought a pessimist, but I have grave
doubts whether Victoria will ever become a
great producing country. I don't believe it
will be able to compete successfully against
the immense producing territories of America,
such as Minnesota, Dacota, and Nebraska,
where farming is conducted on an immense
scale, beside which our farming is of a puny
character. In those countries there are
farms of 30,000 or 40,000 acres, and all
farmers know that large areas can be cultivated far more economically than small
areas; and although labour there is at
times quite as dear as it is here, yet machinery is used to a large extent, and the
:{>roduce is grown within easy distance of the
great European trade centres. It has been
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proved that in the countries I speak of wheat
can be grown profitably and delivered in
London at a fraction over 3s. per bushel.
In some places the produce is at the rate of
from 30 to 35 bushels per acre. A very
small portion of our land can compete with
that. Under these circumstances, I say
that we, as a Parliament, should take some
steps to promote the cultivation of plants
other than the eternal wheat, oats, and
barley which we have been in the habit of
growing. I know that it is difficult to get
farmers out of their routine-to induce
them, to . do other than grow what their
fathers grew before them; but I may mention that when at Shepparton, the other day,
I came across a very intelligent farmer, who
stated that he was tired of growing wheat,
and asked me to advise him as to what purpose he should put his land to. I advised
him to try olives or raisins or Zante currants.
He asked me whether I considered these products would pay. I said I did not know,
-but I added that they had been grown successfullyin South Australia and in Europeall
countries. The natural conclusion from this
cOllversation is that Parliament should insist
upon the Government growing these things
for the purpose of showing farmers and selectors whether they can be grown profitably in
this country or not. The Dookie farm consists
of 3,000 or 4,000 acres, but most of the
soil is very inferior. Probably there are
only 300 acres of good land ; and the things
grown consist of olives, a few consumptive
castor-oil plants, a number of tea plants, and,
I think, a lot of grasses. Artificial manures
are supposed to be applied to these grasses,
and records have to be taken of the results,
but the experiments have not been properly
carried out, owing to the cheese-paring policy
of successive Ministries. The other night,
the honorable member for Ballarat West
(Mr. Fincham) asked the Minister of Railways if he would appoint a board to report
as to the best exotic and indigenous woods
available for the manufacture of railway
carriages, and the Minister replied that he
would be glad to appoint a board if the
honorable member for Ballarat West would
indicate a few names. The matter was
referred to me, and I suggested a name or
two. I would particularly commend to the
Minister of Railways the name of Mr.
Snowball, who was chairman of the timber
jury at the late Exhibition, the reports of
which jury were most comprehensive and
instructive. Mr. Snowball has resided in
the colony over thirty years; he has been
in the timber business all his life ; and he
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has growll on Mount Macedon a number of
timber trees with the view of ascertaining
whether they are suitable to the climate. There
are scores of plants and trees which could be
grown profitably in the colony, and I think
that unless something is done in the way of
encouraging the growth of those plants and
tr~eF3 the future of the colony will not be as
bright as we could desire; because to grow
wheat with such results as marked the last
harvest-the yield, in some instances, being
no more than 4* bushels to the acre-cannot pay at all. The panacea for that state
of things, according to the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr. McColl) is irrigation, but irrigation without fertilization will
be of no good' except for a year or so. I
don't profess to know much about irrigation,
and I am not prepared to say that the
scheme of the honorable member for Mandurang is altogether bad. I beheve in
facilities being given for the supply of water
to farmers and selectors for their stock and
for domestic purposes, but whether any extensive scheme of irrigation will ever pay I
am not in a position to declare. I have
very great doubts on the subject. In conclusion, I beg to state that I shall vote
against the amendment. I do this from
no party spirit. I have no particular love
for the present occupants of the Treasury
bench, but I have no wish to see that bench
occupied by the gentlemen who now sit in
opposition.
Mr. DEAKIN.-Mr. Speaker, I am
quite certain that every member of this
House witnessed with great regret the unfortunate illness of the leader of the majority
on the Ministerial side, and I am sure
that the universal feeling in this House is
one of sympathy with him, and of trust that
the illness from which he is suffering is
merely temporary, and will be of short
duration, and that we shall be able soon to
see him in his place again, in the full enjoyment of his physical and mental powers.
But I could wish that the honorable member
or some other representative of his 'party
were present, because'it is desirable that we
should be acquainted with the attitude taken
up, with regard to the immediate question
before the chair, of what is generally known
as the conservative party. I am sure the
Ministry are also to be sympathized with.
I fancy their condition is far more hopeless
than that of the honorable member for
Warrnambool. It must be patent to every
independent and impartial member that the
position which they at present occupy is
neither honorable to therp.selves nor to this
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House. They hold that position simply
because the gentlemen who sit in the Ministerial corner are the most magnificent voting
machines ever constructed in this country.
To prov~ this, we have to carry back our
minds only to the last Parliament, when one
after another of those members ros'e and
found fault with the measure bid before
them by their chief-picking and pulling it
to pieces-but, when they were brought under
the driver's whip, they voted as one man for
the measure they denounced. I refer to the
Service Reform Bill. But let us come to
this Parliament. At the close of the 'first
session, a motion was submitted with the
view,of ousting the late Ministry. In the
debate on that motion, member after member
of the conservative party avowed that, for
his part, he would much regret if the Ministry
were removed from office at that period of
the session. Nevertheless, they all voted at
their party's call, and put out the Ministry.
Was there ever such an exhibition of magniRcent docility as was displayed by that party
with reference to the expulsion of the Berry
Ministry and the voting for the Service
Reform Bill? And yet, in the eyes of these
gentlemen, the proposal to put out the
present Government is very· bad indeed.
Such a proposal, they say, is calculated to
affect injuriously the Customs returns, the
b~siness of the country, and the price of
debentures. Therefore, no more Governments are to be put out if they have the
countenance of the conservative party.
During the present debate, we have had
member after member going in, not for
defending the Ministry, but, as the last
speaker did, for making so many damaging admissions of the incapacity of honorable gentlemen on the Treasury bench
that the hope of those gentlemen, as expressed on their features, has been that the
next admission was that he was going to sit
down. With admission after admission
from their immediate supporters, and much
more than admissions-open statementsfrom their crooked friends in the Ministerial corner, the Ministry are in no enviable plight. And here I may remark that
the crooked gentlemen won't announce what
their intentions are. We know that they
did not intend that the present Ministry
should come into being. We know that
they intended to come into being themselves. We know that they don't acknowledge the slightest responsibility for
whatever blunders and jobs may have been
committed during the·recess. Theyac1mowledge no responsibility in the present; and
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they are especially dim and misty as to their
intentions in the future. They will have
nothing to do with the Ministry-past,
present, or future-beyond voting for them.
Why two caucuses had to be held in one
week to tell the voting machines what to
do. I can remember when the holding of
caucuses by gentlemen who now sit on this
(the opposition)side of the House was looked
upon as an act of high treason. I can recollect when the foundations of constitutional
government were shaken-when the representative institutions of the colony positively
trembled-because the liberal party held a
caucus. We were denounced as voting
machines because we attended a caucus and
decided by the votes of the majority what
course the party should take. But now two
caucuses are held in one week, in order that
the voting machines opposite may know
what they are to do at a particular crisis.
Having resolved on Tuesday that the
Ministry should have their continued support, they met in caucus the next Tuesday
to ascertain whether the time had arrived to
give the Ministry their opposition. Thus
it appears that the most striking defence of
the Ministry at the present time is that
they exist on a very stable foundation indeed-the exquisite docility of impeccable
voting machines. I make the Ministryoa
present of their support. Two gentlemen
have come forward as champions of the
Ministry. I only regret that neither of
them is present, for the reason that it is
not fair for an honorable member, after
discharging his speech-after launching
damaging accusations or insinuations
against his opponents-to leave the chamber, and not listen to any reply. I am not
referring to gentlemen on the Treasury
bench, though one of them last evening,
because he was not permitted by the Speaker
to make interjections in a jack-in-the-box
style, was for leaving the chamber forthwith. What sort of a House would this be
if gentlemen on this side were to so act
with regard to every unpleasant reference
to themselves? I need not say that my
remarks as to members who are not to
be found in their places to listen to any
reply to the unfounded charges they themselves have uttered are especially directed
against a gentleman who is noted for this
kind of Parthian warfare--that of shooting
his arrows and then galloping away. That
gentleman is the honorable member for
Maldon, who commenced his observations
the other evening by saying that he was
going to make a very mild speech. The.
Mr. Deakin.
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honorable gentleman is the most mildly
malignant member of the House. He
reminds me of a man in the second stage of
sea-sickness-he discharges nothing but
bile. But, as the honorable member is not
present, it is useless to attempt to reply to
some of the charges to which he gave currency. Besides, considering the sources
from whi~h they proceeded, they are scarcely
worth notice. Another member, whom I am
sorry not to see in his place, is the honorable
member for Boroondara. We have heard
of a member of the House of Commons
who was known as "Single-speech Hamilton." I won't go so far as to say that the
honorable member for Boroondara will earn
an unenviable notoriety of that kind, but, if
he harps so perpetually on one string, he will
be in danger of being called" Single-string
W alkoc." I would remind the honorable
member that the speeches which he made at
Richmond on the occasion of his first election, the speech which he made in this
House when he sat behind the Service
Government, the speech which he made
again at Richmond when he was unsuccessful, the speeches which he made at
Boroondara when he was successful, and the
speech which he delivered in this House the
other evening, all harp on one and the selfsame string. It is the same speech cut into
different portions and pasted together again.
I would suggest to the honorable member
that this is scarcely the kind of treatment
which a question like that now before the
chair merits. No doubt it was treatment
most convenient for the honorable member.
Indeed, it is curious to notice the feeling of
freedom and relief which honorable members
in the Ministerial corner experience by leaving the circumstances of the present time and
of the last nine months quite in the shade,
and looking back three or four years. Those
honorable members declare that the reputation of the leaders of the late Ministry is
too strong for their nostrils. And yet those
same delicate nostrils can tolerate and sit
behind two of the most highly flavoured
of those leaders. It was my desire, after
having indicated, as far as possible, the
peculiar nature of the support which the
Ministry receive, to endeavour to bring back
the debate to the point from which it started.
The debate started with the accusation that
the administration of the Government had
not given satisfaction, and that in two particular instances the Ministry sought to interfere with one of the cardinal principles of
the policy adopted by the majority of the
inhabitants of this country. Now we are
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told that that is not enough. The honorable member for St. Rilcla eMr. Harris) in
his gentle way-and other gentlemen, who
preceded him, in their ungentle way-alike
referred, apparently with regret, to the fact
that the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry), in moving the amendment, did
not exhibit what theycaU, with fine euphony
of expression, his accustomed fire and energy.
It seems to me that what to-day is regarded
as fire and energy, the absence of which is
regretted, was regarded a short twelvemonths
.ago as "the insensate language of an infuriated demagogue," who was seeking to
destroy the liberties of this country, and
whose every speech was not the calm deliberate utterance of reason, but the maddened outcry of a passionate office-seeker.
Yet when the gentleman adopts the tone,
method, manner, and language which is desired, we are told that what is lost is not
the infuriated business, but fire and energy.
When he was fiery and energetic, it was
said that the fire and energy were used to
cover his real motive; and now that there is
neither fire nor energy, it is urged that the
honorable member for Geelong cannot really
mean what he says. Thus the honorable
member is in the unfortunate position of
never meaning what he says, whether he is
in a passion or not, whether he is cool or
whether he is excited. I would remind the
Premier-my honorable colleague in the representation of West Bourke-that when
he sat in opposition he was, iE possible,
milder and gentler than the honorable member for Geelong, at the same time that he
had a much weaker case to handle; but
while the utterances of my l}onorable colleague, though mild, were sufficient to oust
the Berry Ministry, it appears that the
utterances of the honorable member for Geelong, though quite reasonable, are not sufficient to oust the present Ministry. Charges
three times as grave as those which were
brought against the Berry Ministry are not
sufficient to oust the O'Loghlen Ministry,
simply because they are taken under the
happy wing of a conservative majority.
Mr. ANDERSON.-There's the rub.
Mr. DEARIN.-It is a rub whic~
affects not members in opposition but members on the Ministerial side. This reminds
me that it used to be the practice of the
honorable member who interjects, when he
rose to speak: in this House, which was not
very often, to declare that he was animated
not by party influences-Heaven save us,
no-but by sentiments of honesty and incormptibility. I would suggest that the
SEB. 1882.-T
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honorable member should take a lesson frolll
the last speaker, who teUs us that honesty
and incorruptibility are old-fashioned virtues
and should be laid aside, and that the new
virtue for which a Ministry should be lauded
is discretion. If a Minister enters into
contracts with hilllself or his agent-I don't
say that a Minister has done so, or that he
has been charged with doing so-it is not a
question whether he is honest, nor whether
he is incorruptible, but whether he is quite
as discreet as he ought to be. Ought not a
Minister, argu~s the last speaker, to have
been asked by his colleagues-" Look here,
my dear fellow, we aU know about your
honesty and incorruptibility, but is it discreet?" However, returning to the question
immediately before the chair, I say that if
the accnsations of the honorable member for
Geelong, no matter how mildly and gently
they were made) are proved, they are quite
sufficient to justify the removal of the
Ministry. Surely if there have been such
signal failures in administration and such
breaches of the policy of the country as
have been represented, there arc grounds
enough for the removal or a score of Ministries, let alone one. And how is it that
the gentlemen who were so thin-skinned
when they sat in opposition have become
so pachydermatous since they have been
on the Ministerial side? I desire to
say a word with regard to another marvellous change. But yesterday it seemed
to me that honorable members who now
sit on tlJC Ministerial side-and the Premier
especially-were in nothing so p~rsistent
and consistent as in dcsire to protect the
permanent heads of the public departments.
The picture which used to be held up to the
public gaze was the great sea of political
corruption sweeping over Victoria, which
was only to be stayed in its impetuous
course by a breastwork in the shape of the
permanent heads of the public departments.
These were gentlemen w110 were not to be
weighed in the same balance with wretched
politicians who creeped into office one day
only to be gone to-morrow. Why to put
mere creatures of the moment on a level
with gentlemen who drew high salaries
year after year, and mixed in the most
correct circles of Tool'nk, Wf!R n thil1!~' ],()t ~t)
be thought of for a lll()lll ·It. \.:.111
recall the fine disdain-tl18 ,. utt"],l, It;
too utter" disdain-that \ras <'xhib d
the columns of the "utterly utter" J:'n\::,~,
when an honorable gentleman, it lllight be
a Minister, dared to put his word against
that of a civil se~n~nt? There was no
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question which was to be believed. The
civil servants were the men upon whom the
foundations of society were based, and the
permanent heads were the bright particular
stars upon whorp. no blot could rest. But
what a change has come over the spirit of
our dream. The fond illusions of our youth
have been rudely swept away. A Minister
of the right complexion has only to be in
office, and straightway the relations between
himself and the mere hirelings who wait
upon his will are altogether changed~ Yesterday the permanent heads of the departments might have stood against the world ;
to-day there are "none so poor to do them
reverence." I wish specially to refer to the
dismissal of a civil servant with whom my
relations were never particularly friendly,
but rather the reverse, because, although he
was an able and energetic officer, he was
very brusque in his dealings, and was very
much disposed, if he could, to have his own
way. However, I invariably found that his
motives were above suspicion, and that he
was animated by the utmost honesty. It
is needless to say that I refer to Mr. Wallis.
I also wish to allude to the Minister of
Public Works. My experience of that
honorable gentleman corresponds with that
of other members. I never had occasion to
wait upon him without receiving the courtesy I expected; I never laid before him a
case which did not receive the fullest and
fairest attention, and an equitable decision.
My own conviction, a conviction formed on
the facts, is that the honorable gentleman
personally is by no means responsible for the
removal of Mr. Wallis any more than the
Minister of Railways personally is responsible
for the removal of Mr. Elsdon. There has
been sufficient evidence before us to show
that the action in both cases was the action
of the whole Cabinet; and I will add, under
considerable pressure from outside.
Mr. C. YOUNG.~I take the whole responsil1ility of the dismissal of Mr. vVallis.
No pressure of ~ny kind wa.s brought to
bear on me or any member of the Cabinet
on the subject.
Mr. DEAKIN.-The Minister of Public
Works is generous. ". I was perfectly well
aware he was not going to admit that there
was any interference ,Vith his department;
but, without listening'to the statements .of
honorable members who have a personal
knowledge of the matter, we have only to
look at the clatefil of the letters. Those
da tes show that ~en day~ ~ll1pseJ between the
sqpposecl olfeIwe and MIl, "'tV~lli§! ~tt~l}tion
being 9nlletl to the matteI\
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Mr. C. YOUNG.-Because he was absent from the department.
Mr. DEAI~IN.-Is that a reason for a
Minister delaying to act in such a case?
Mr. C. YOUNG.-Icould not communicate with him.
Mr. DEAKIN. - Honorable members
can see for themselves whether the case is
not as I put it. However, the case was first
judged by It board. Two members of that
board found Mr. Wallis notgu'iltyof charges
1 and 3, and the third found him not guilty
of charge 2, so that virtually the verdict
of the board was an acquittal-not a partial
but an entire acquittal. Curiously enough,
the board in its report states that the only
evidence in favour of Mr. vVallis was an
antecedent probability, and the assertion of
Mr. Wallis himself, overlooking the fact
that in the printed evidence there was the
absolute and direct testimony of a reporter
who was in the room-and who left his
position beside the reporter who gave evidence against Mr. Wallis and walked up
to the table where Mr. Young and Mr.
yv allis were standing and talking warmly
-that Mr. Wallis never made any such
assertion as the reporter at a distance attributed to him. The board entirely overlooked this exact and precise testimony,
which I undertake to say any barrister in the
House, after an examination of the facts of
the case, would declare to be most reliable. I
consider Mr. Wallis' dismissal a monstrous
act of inju::ltice, only to be paralleled, if it can
be paralleled, by what I must still venture
to call the dismissal of Mr. Elsdon from
the Railway department. The facts of that
case are not so clear and definite as the
facts in the case of Mr. Wallis, but there
appears to be the best reason for believing
that Mr. Elsdon was hustled, shouldered,
and hunted out of the Railway department,
which he ought never to have left. I do
not think that anything of what is known
as Black vVedncsday in any way equals
the iniquity of those transactions. The
so-called Black Wednesday occurred at a
moment of great public excitement-when
a life and death struggle was prevailing
between the two Houses of Parliament, the
other House having struck the first blow.
It seems to me, as I have already said and
will say, that there was an error of judgment
in that Black Wednesday business, because
of the cOllfusion of two isslles entirely distinct--the one being the struggle with the
other House, and the other being the reduction of the civil service. The error of
the Ministry of the day was in not keeping
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those two things entirely separate. But
when we recollect the intense excitement
which prevailed at the time-when we remember that the particular measure which
was at stake did not by any means represent
the cause which was at stake-when we know
that, if the struggle had resulted in a victory
for the other Chamber, we might as well
have shut up this Chamber, do we not see
a palliation for the dismissal of the civil
servants in that case, althcugh a great
llardship, which could not possibly exist in
the case of dismissals from mere personal
jealousy and personal capl'ice? The characters of those civil servants were not taken
from them.
Mr. SHIELS.-The lives of some of
them were.
Mr. DEAKIN.-I wish, in referring to
this very serious matter, to be perfectly clear.
In the one case we have, at a moment of
great political excitement, the dismissal of
certain civil servants whose reput.ation is
left unstained. In the other case, we have
the absolute crushing of two men by acts of'
personal despotism, arising from personal
jealousy and caprice, on the part of a few
men who are placed for the time being in
the position of Ministers of the Crown. I
say there is no comparison between the two
deeds. I. believe that the Berry Ministry
of 1878 would have been justified, in their
contest with the Council, if they had gone
a great deal further-if they had dismissed
and shut up the whole civil service. I
would have dismissed every civil servant in
the country, if I had had my choice in the
matter. However, I think there was a
grievous error in not afterwards re-appointing every civil servant who had been dismissed. Every single civil servant who
was put out for purely political reasons
ought to have been reinstated; and although
that would have delayed the reduction of
the civil service which so many honorable
members desired, yet the delay would have
been only for a period, and the reduction,
when made, would have been made not at a
time of excitement, but at a time when men's
minds were calm and cool, and each individual
case could have been dealt with not according
to political and party necessities, but on its
merits. I say that all the civil servants ought
to have been dismissed while the struggle
lasted, and that, when the struggle ended,
they should have been put back in their
places and paid the salaries which they lost
through no fault of their own; and that a
commission should then have been appointed
to go through the whole seryice and root out
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the sinecures, and reduce the number of employes within reasonable and proper limits.
vVhile holding this opinion, I say that the
two gentlemen recently dismissed have lost
their characters as well as their employment,
and I say further that their dismissal is a
much more severe act of political despotism
than the dismissals of the 8th January,
1878, and is without the justification which
attended those dismissals. It seems to me
that, in dealing with those two cases' as far
as we can, we have dealt with one of the
most serious charges that can be made
against any Government. I say that if the
permanent heads of departments who are
immediately under the control of Ministers,
who stand between them and the public,
and who are appointed to act as umpires
between those who have monetary claims
on the State and those who are intrusted
with the moneys of the State, are to be
dismissed at the mere personal will of gentlemen in office, the civil service of this country
has been more thoroughly destroyed and demoralized than ever it could have been by
dismissals made in the heat of party passion.
Passing over the stereotyped charges against
the Government, which have been repeated
with such force by honorable members on
this side of the House, and confirmed by
the admissions of honorable members on the
Ministerial side, I will refer to one matter
which has not been alluded to by any
previous speaker. I wish to put the case as
mildly as possible. Although complaints
have been made as to the reception given to
some deputations by certain members of the
Ciovernment, I must bear tribute to the fact
that I have invariably been treated with
personal courtesy by "Ministers. I only
wish that there had not been so many
efforts made to propitiate honorable members when referring to national questions.
For instance, when a charge is made by one
honorable member against a Minister-a
charge not against himself personally, but
affecting the administration of his department and the particular policy which he has
pursued-the Minister rises with indignation and says, "I have always been courteous
to the honorable gentleman; I have given
him all the appointments I could; I have
let him have all the delicacies and tit-bits of
the season; what does' he complain of?"
Ministers do not seem to see that the
charges are not made against them persona11y, but relate to questions of a national
cllaracter-to matters affecting the administration of the departments placed under
their control. I will mention one trifling
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instance as an illustration. The Minister of
Railways, while refusing free passes to the
press, with a stoical determination to
administer his department upon the severest
cJmmercial principles, was, with an altogether exceptional and unpr0cedented generosity, presenting members of this Chamber
with two passes for their lady friends.
Mr. BENT.-Sir, I rise to order. I
have already stated that I did nothing of
the kind that the honorable member alleges.
I simply sent to members of this House the
usual prorogation passes. These have been
given for several years to country members;
but last year I sent passes to town members
as well as to those residing in the country,
so that all might be treated exactly alike.
I am happy-or perhaps I ought to say I
am unhappy-to state that I think every
. honorable member except the Premier and
myself got the passes, and I believe that
every honorable member used them.
Several HONOR:ARLE MEMBERs.-I did
not use them.
Mr. DEAKIN.-I acknowledge my
mistake in saying that the act was unprecedented, but I ·was informed by several
honorable members-I must admit they
were. town members-that this was the first
time they had received such passes. But
even if, in this matter, the Minister followed
a course for which tliere was a precedent,
he adopted a course for which there was no
precedent in abolishing free passeR to the
press and to distinguished visitors. Why
did he use the shears in one case and not
in the other? It would have been more in
accordance with the principles upon which
he professes to manage the railways if, when
he stinted the outside public, he had also
.stinted Members of Parliament. I might
also refer to interjections which have been
made during the debate by some of the
colleagues of the Minister of Railways.
When the honorable member for Mandurang
(Mr. McColl) complainzd of certain appointments made in the Postal department, the
Postmaster - General interjected - " You
asked me to make an appointment, and
did I not make it ?" The honorable gentlema.n ma.y be able to show, in some mys. terious manner, what logical connexion there
is between his remark and the charge made
by the honorable member for Mandurang,
but, in the meantime, I can only regard the
interjection as another curious illustration
of the incapacity of Ministers to separate
personal issues from national issues. I will
conclude my remarks by calling attention
to the national qnflstions which are really
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involved in this debate. Notwithstanding the mildness of the speech of the
honorable member for Geelong, there has
baen no insufficiency of proof of the
charges which he made. Whatever may be
the difficulties, obscurities, annoyances, and
disappointments of the conservatives, no
liberal need have any doubt as to what he
should do when the division takes place. If
honorable members sitting in the Ministerial
corner intend that the monkey shall not
only pull the chesnuts out of the fire, but
persist in eating them in the most ungentlemanly way-as he has been doing up to
the present, and is likely to continue to do,
as far as the conservative party are concerned, for some time to come-that need
cause little trouble to the liberal party. We
can fortunately look on with amused unconcern. All the changes and deliberations
as to who is to propose the further motion
or amendment which is to eject this very
awkward, very unpleasant, but, at the same
time, very difficult to get rid of Ministry,
are made in order that the glorious constitutional party, that party which maintains
law and order intact, and which speaks with
no ordinary but with an oracular voice,
shall not be compelled to go back as the
supporters-supporters, if you please-of
honorable gentlemen who are the very tail
or their own party and the rejected of another party. The Government, however,
have been patronizing, rewarding, honouring, and distributing favours amongst them.
They have given the Agent-Generalship to
one worthy good fellow, and a small appointment to another who has done his duty
in the past, but who is now employed in his
leisure and business hours in the full enjoyment of inspecting our railway refreshment-rooms. So, with a little trifle to one
and another, and with the favouring breeze
of fortune blowing about them, the great
conservative party marches on, not followed
but led by Falstaff's ragged regiment.
They, however, are not being led to certain
victory, but to certain defeat. They could
not pursue a policy which would be m0re
gratifying to gentlemen who hope to see a
genuine liberal Ministry, supported by a
liberal majority, obtain possession of the
Treasury'bench. It is all very well to talk
about a coalition Ministry, but it will be
better for honorable members on this (the
opposition) side of the House to keep the
skirta or our policy quite clean. If we could
have a full, frank, and manly coalition, the
case would be different; but, under the circumstances, it is better for us to keep clear
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from' association with the other side, better customs duties recouped to them in the price
for us and for our reputation that we should which they charge for their goods, and
be able to go before our constituents and in the same way the amount which they exsay that we sat here as liberals; that whether pend in postage in conducting their business
we were in a majority or a minority, whether practically comes out of the pockets of the
we were successful or otherwise, at all events general public. If the public obtain an
we left no principle b3hind us ; and that advantage from a reduction of customs
when we saw a Ministry in power who duties, will they not, on the same principle,
threatened everything we held dear-who benefit by a diminution of postage rates?
threatened protection, who threatened the Moreover, I would ask the honorable member
Education Act, and who threatened the for Geelong to recollect that the commercial
whole liberal policy-there were at least 35 classes bear only a small proportion to the
members found true to their pledges, and number of people who send letters through
ready to vote against the Government.
thepost. The aspect in which the honorable
Mr. BOLTON.-Mr. Speaker, I have member looks at the proposed reduction of
listened in vain to the speeches 'of honorable postage is certainly not the view he took of
members to hear anything said worthy of it two or three years ago, when a motion,
being called an indictment against the proposed by the honorable member for
Government. I venture to say that there is no Richmond (Mr. Smith), was carried that
other instance to be found in parliamentary the postage on inland letters should be
history of a motion of want of confidence reduced from twopence to one penny. Nor
being based on such trifling and trumpery is it the view taken of postage reduction by
charges as the present one is founded on. I
a celebrated statesman, Sir Robert Peel,
am doubtful whether I would have taken any when the subject was discussed in England.
part in the debate had not some reflections He regarded the reduction of the postage
been cast on my administration of the Postal as a measure fraught with great advantage,
department. Before I come to that subject, socially, morally, intellectually, and physiI desire to congratulate the honorable cally, to t.he whole of the nation.
The
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), the leader example whieh was set at that time by
of the Opposition, on the mildness of his England has been followed by nearly every
speech. Probably nothing but mildness country in the world, and it is everywhere
could be expected from the honorable mem- admitted that the result has been attended
ber, knowing the weakness of his case.
with immense advantage to the people. In
Mr. BERRY.-Is mildness weakness?
South Australia the postage rate on inland
Mr. BOLTON.-Certainly there was not letters is the same as in this colony, but in
much in the honorable member's speech- all the other colonies the postage on town
nothing in the nature of a serious indict- letters is only half what it is in Victoria.
ment against the Government. N everthe- Surely Victoria, which is the premier colony
less, I must express my surprise that the of the group, ought not to be behind the
honorable member should object to the pro- other colonies in the matter of cheap postage;
posed reduction of the postage on inland and it must be admitted to be an anomaly
letters. The honorable member said that, if to charge the same postage for a letter sent
the revenue was prosperous, the burthens of from here to any of the neighbouring colo, the people should be reduced instead of the nies that is charged for a letter delivered
postage rates being lowered. In other words, anywhere within Victoria. My predecessor
the honorable member led the House to in office, the honorable member for Collingbelieve that a reduction of postage does not wood( Mr. Langridge), has expressed surprise
mean a reduction of taxation-that it will that I should propose a reduction of postage
only benefit the commercial classes, and not when there is an annual deficiency in the
the great bulk of the community. At the postal revenue of £104,000. But the
present time most of the taxes are levied honorable member has only looked at the
through the Custom-house, and are paid in question on the surface, or he would not
the first instance by the commercial classes, have taken that view of the proposal. It
but ultimately they come out of the pockets is true that there is a deficiency, but it is
of the bulk of the community - the con- only a nominal one.
As against the
sumers of the goods which are subjected to apparent deficiency, we ought to take into
taxation. If the duties on any of those account the business that is done by the
goods were reduced, would not the consumers 'Postal department for other Government
get the benefit of the reduction? The mer- departments, for which no charge is made.
chants get the amount which they pay in There is also a sum of £36,000 a year which
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the Railway department charges the Postal
depUl'tmollt fol' the carriage of mails. If,
exclusive of tbis sum, wo take into account
the vnlue of the postage of Government
correspondence, sent in franked envelopes,
£35,000; the value of Government telegrams,£23,378; thecable subsidy, £15,330;
the manufacture of duty stamps, from which
the department derives no benefit, £5,000 ;
and the loss on the steam postal contract,
£22,914, vl'11ich is not a fair charge upon
the department, we shall get altogether
£101,622, which ought to be set against
the nominal deficiency, and will almost
account for the whole of it.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-Docs the Postal
department get that money?
Mr. BOLTON.-I say that it ought to
get that money. As the Postal department
has to pay the Railway department £36,000
for the carriage of mails, it is only fair that
it should be paid for the work which it
does for other depart.ments. 'Vhen the
question of the reduction of postage was
under discussion in the House of Commons,
Sir Robert Peel said"I think it would be ad visable to require that
each department should specially pay the postage
incurred in the public service of the department.
If every office be called on to pay its own postage, we shall introduce a useful principle into
the public service."

I quite agree with this principle, and I think
it must be generally admitted to be a fair
one. I feel sure that the proposed reduction
of postage will be felt to be a boon to the
colony, and I fail to see how it will interfere
with due facilities being given to meet the
wants of the country districts in the matter
of postal accommodation, as is feared by
some honorable members, including my
honorable colleague in the representation of
Moira. I believe that the reduction will lead
to a vast increase in the number of letters
sent through the Post-office, and that the
loss of revenue which it will entail in the
first instance will be gradually diminished.
According to Hayter's Year Book" Australia occupies a position, inoregard to the
extent of the correspondence, second only to
Great Britain."

A table is given of the number of letters per
head of the population posted yearly in
various countries, from which it appears that
Great Britain stands first with an average of
32'7 per head, and that Australia comes
next with an average of 27'5 per head.
There is every reason, I repeat, to expect
that the proposed reduction of postage will
be attended with all the success that can be
desired, but this is not the time for me to
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enter fully into the -details connectecl with
I will now 1'0£01' to the
chn.rgcs which have been made against
certain memucrs of the Government. The
honorable member for Castlemainc (Mr.
Patterson) not only indulged in virtuous
indignation against the Minister of Railways,
but almost went so far as to allege t.hat the
honorable gentleman has been guilty of
dishonorable conduct. I am surprised that
the honorable member, who knows the difficulties of the Railway department, was not
more generous towards the Minister of
Railways. The honorable member should
not have spoken in the way he did, because
he seemed to indicate that something suspicious-at all events, not creditable-has
been done by that Minister. I would remind
the honorable member that, during his own
term of office, one or two matters relating to
railway construction occurred which are
worthy of notice. One of them was in conncxion with the Mordialloc line. That line
has been constructed in a very peculiar
manner. Any honorable member who travels
over it will see that it crosses the roa.d from
Oaulfield to Mordialloc three or four times
without there being any necessity for so many
crossings. What occurred in connexion
with that line? After the permanent survey
was completed, alterations were insisted on
in the route near the race-course, and to
carry them out necessitated a delay of about
two months in the construction of the line,
the lengthening of the line by about six
chains, five extra curves, and an additional
expenditure for survey alone of about
£200. Another strange circumstance is
that a station was fixed at the junction
of the Glen Huntly and Race-course
roads, less than half a mile from the
Caulfield station. How is it that those
alterations were sanctioned by the late
Minister of Railways, when they occasioned
a loss of time and an unnecessary expenditure of money? I believe that they were
protested against by some of the officers of
the department. I would like to know who
was to be accommodated by the alterations,
and whose land was to be particularly served
by the deviation of the line? With reference
to the charges made against the present
Minister of Railways as to certain ballast,
the facts have not been clearly put before
the House. Indeed, the Mordialloc line
ballast and the Brighton line ballast have
been mixed up together in the discussion in
such a manner as to lead honorable members
altogether astray. The whole affair has been
discussed by some honorable members ~s
the proposal.
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though the charges made against the Min- the number is not very large-have been
ister were perfectly correct, and the state- made upon th~ grounds of eligibility anel
ments of the honorable gentleman in reply qualification, irrespective of any other C011were entirely erroneous. The Minister, how- sidepttion. As to the charge made against
ever, has stated distinctly that no ballast for . the Government by my honorable colleague
the Mordialloc line was supplied from the in the tepresl'ntation of Moira of apathy in
gravel pit belonging to Mrs. Bent, and that regard to the sufferings of the farmers in
the only ballast obtained from that source was the water famine districtf3, I venture to
fOl'thc line betweenElsternwickandBrighton. assert that I have as much sympathy with
Mr. Elsdon never refused to pass the ballast the farmers as any member of the House
on the Brighton line; and, indeed, I do not has. There is no member to whom the la,te
know that he has refused to pass the ball::fst water famine gave more uneasiness and
on the MOl'dialloc line. I had a conversa- sorrow. I mn thoroughly aware of· the
tion with the contractor for the Brighton misery which existed owing to the want of
line, and I asked him under what circum- water, for my Qwn district suffered severely,
stances he got the gravel for ballast. He but I am convinced that the Government
told me that he went to several people, did everything they could do to relieve
that he found he could make better terms the distress. From the month of October
with Mr. Thomas than with anybody else, up to a' very recent date ther~ was little Or
and that the gravel was the best. that no rain. The Wate)' Cons2rvation Act was
could be got in the country-that it only passed at the end of December, and
was even better than bluestone. The hon- supposing that Parliament l1ad anthol'ized
orable member for Collingwood stated, the the expenditure or a million of money under
other night, that I have unnecessarily in- that Act, and the money had been expended,
creased the number of female employes in no benefit would have been derived from it
the Postal department during the past few until the recent rains fell, for previous to
months. I gave the statement a direct con- then there was no water in the rivers and
tradiction at once, but nevertheless the hon- creeks to supply the farmers even if the
orable member persisted in repeating it. I waterworks had been constructed. I am
think. that honorable members who are ex- sorry that the importance of supplying the
Ministers should be very careful not to make country districts with water did not receive
reckless assertions against their successors. practical recognition long ago; but whose
When they indulge in such assertions, they fault is that? The blame rests not with
Jay themselves open to the suspicion of the present Government, but with preyious
measuring other people's corn by their own Governments, and what Ministry has ever
busheL There is not the slightest ground endeavoured to deal with the question of
for the statement of the honorable member water supply as the present Goyernment
for Oollingwood. The fact is that, on the have done? Although the W ftter Conser9th July, 1881, when I took office, there ~ vation Act has not met all the requirewere 64 postmistresses and 82 other females ments of the case, it is founded on the
in the Postal department, making a total of I 'excellent principle of extending local go146 females in the department, whereas, at : vernment, and enabling the different dispresent, there are 69 postmistresses and 81 : tricts, by granting them loans of money,
other females, making a total of 150. Since to provide their own water supply works .
•July, 1881, however, five new post-offices I don't think there is any ground on which
have been opened, namely, at Allandale, the Goyernment can fairly be blamed. vVe
Cashel, Drouin, Mafft'a, and Smeaton. have done all we possibly could do under the
·Making allowance for these five additional. circumstances with which we have had to
post-offices, there is virtually one female deal. For example, during the drought,
less employed by the department than there we endeavoured, wherever there was railway
· was when the honorable member for Col- communication, to supply the wants of the
lingwood was Postmaster-General. The dry districts by means of water trains. I
·honorable member for Mandurang (Mr. have not wit.h me the returns of the water so
· McColl) and the honorable member for supplied, but they can be furnished, and they
Grenville (Mr. Davies) stated that 80 per will show the quantity to be something very
cent. of the appointments which I have made considerable. As to the working of the
in the Po'stal department have been given vVater Conservation Act, the case was wcll
to persons of my own religious persuasion .. put by the honorable member for Boroon.'1'he1'e is no foundation for the statement.l dara, when he pointed out that there arc \'ery
All the appointments I have made-and I few instances-I don't think there is olle-or
I
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an entirely new subject being dealt with by
a Bill that did not, soon after it became law,
require some amendment. For example,
how often have we had to alter our law relating to local government? Times out of
number. It has been amended almost every
year. In this aspect it appears only reasonable that the. Water Conservation Act
should require some amendment, and the
Government propose to amend it in what
I think is the proper direction. I do not
know that it is desirable that I should take
up much more of the time of the House.
No doubt it is the duty of the Opposition to
criticise the Government, but their criticism
should be fair and honest. The Government should not be blamed for what it is
obvious was right action on the~r part.
Then we are told that we have neither supporters nor party-that we are, in fact, a nonentity in the House and country. But look
at how the country has expressed itself at
different times in our regard. When we entered office we put forward a programme,
which, so far as we have been able to ascer• tain, was received with approbation by almost
every portion of the community; and, with
one exception, every Minister was re-elected.
At the same time, it is notorious that the
defeated Minister was rejected by his former
constituent.s on grounds that had nothing to
do with the Ministerial policy. Since we
have been in office a variety of appeals to
public opinion with respect to us have been
made in different parts of the colony, and
the verdict has unquestionably been always
in our favour. We have, in fact, every reason to believe that the feeling of the country
everywhere is that, while we have been in
office, we have done our duty to the utmost
extent possible. I say unhesitatingly that
ever since the Government first had existence our desire has been to do justice to every
class of the community, irrespective of party
considerations. We have been characterized
as a "domestic" Government, and I think
justly, because we have attended to the wants
of the colony-the requirements of the people in every part of the country-in a practical and common-sense manner, without
bringing up any burning question. We intend to continue that course in the future,
and, while we do so, we shall have the satisfaction of knowing that we are performing
our duty to the best of our ability.
Mr. BARR.-Sir, I would not seek to
take part in this debate but for my belief that
the present occasion is one on which every
honorable member ought to say what he has
to say. Indeed, as was well put by the
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Postmaster-General, this is the proper "time
for Parliament to criticise the conduct of
Ministers during the recess. In starting, I
desire to add my quota of testimony to the
courtesy with which Ministers have uniformly
received honorable members in their departments. I, at all events, have nothing to
complain of in that direction, for I have had
more· courtesy from the members of the
present Ministry than I had from some of
their predecessors. My tribute has, however, this qualification, that the Ministerial
courtesy towards myself never came to any.thing-it never had any practical result.
It amounted in essence to one of those polite
notes we sometimes get from Government
departments, stating that the representations
we have made will receive due consideration.
With respect to one Minister-the Minister
of Water Supply-an impression has been
created in certain quarters in his disfavour
in connexion with his reception of deputations; but I, who have attended many
deputations to him, feel bound to say that
while his manner towards them has been at
times a little brusque~a little wanting in the
polish that distinguishes the demeanour of
the late honorable member for Boroondara
- I have always found him not only courteous, but straight and honest. I believe
he was always willing to grant the request
we made to him if he could. At the same time,
while I don't blame the honorable gentleman
solely, I blame him and his colleagues
jointly for not accepting the rep!esentations
made to them last summer with respect to
the Water Conservation Bill, by honorable
members on this (the opposition) side of the
Chamber, who undoubtedly knew more of the
subject than Ministers did. There are many
practical reasons why that Bill should not
have been passed in the shape in which it
was passed. Certainly, had the suggestions
offered by myself and others with respect to
it been accepted, the result would have been
a considerable public benefit. At present
it will be acknowledged that the measure
stands on the statute-book utterly uselessin a form which renders it entirely valueless
to any portion of the people of the country.
The provisions it contains for the constitution of water trusts are of a kind that prevents
them from being constituted. The Government may have been all along very willing
to assist local bodies to provide themselves
with water, but they began at the wrong end.
It was they who should have' taken the
initiative. At the same time, I am glad
they are about to commence where they
ought to have commenced last session.
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The Postmaster-General spoke just now of
the late Government being, at all events,
equally to blame with their successors for
the present backward state of water conservation in the country, but I beg to remind
him that when the late Premier was in
power he introduced a Water Conservation
Bill, and that the reason why it was shelved
was that the honorable members now on the
Ministerial side of the House appeared then
to regard the want of confidence motions
they were continually bringing forward as
matters of far greater urgency than supply- '
ing the dry districts of the colony with
one of the necessities of life, not to say of
prosperity. What the provisions of that
Bill were I do not know, but I know that it
does not rest with any Minister or honorable members supporting the Government:
to blame the late Government and their
supporters for the delay that has taken:
place in the construction of country water.. :
works. The Water Conservation Bill of
the late Government was read a first time, !
and then thrown aside because the honor-,
able members then sitting in opposition,
wanted to change seats with the Ministry. '
In fact, the question of water supply for the i
country had to go to the wall in order that I
the great constitutional question then in
hand might be. dealt with as it was dealt
with. While on this point let me refer to
the remark made the other night by the
Minister of Customs to the effect that a
want of confidence motion is something,
terrible, because it shakes public confidence,
and injures the public revenue. If, however,
the honorable member had always practised
what he now preaches, he would hardly
have assisted in the way he did before he
came into office, not only every want of confidence motion, but every motion the effect
of which, if carried, would have been the
same as that of a no-confidence motion.
The honorable gentleman shakes his head,
but I fancy he is suffering from a short
memory. At all events, the last want of
confidence motion he supported was a grand
success from his point of view.
Mr. GRAVES.-I was in the right too.
Mr. BARR.-I don't doubt it, because
the honorable gentleman once made a
speech in Delatite that he can refer to on
any occasion as proving him to be in the
right.
Mr. GRAVES.-I have no doubt the
honorable member alludes to a speech made
by me on the occasion of a general election.
Mr. BARR.-Whether the speech I allude to was made .during a general election
SES. 1882.-U
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or not, the honorable gentleman completely
proved on the occasion in question that
it was possible for him to deliver hin1self of an utterance that could be interpreted as putting him in the right in every
possible contingency-to justify every
change in his political position he could possibly make. I only wish I had a copy of
that speech. It might be of great use to
me by-and-by. However, to come back to
what I wish more particularly to speak
about. I can scarcely say I am pleased
with the terms of the present want of confidence motion. It is too much narrowed
down to the bare issue between free-trade
and protection, and in consequence does not
meet with my approval. I would have preferred a motion like that moved by the
present Premier, which gained him his accession to power, namely:" That this House has no confidence in the
conduct, by the present Ministry, of public business either in Parliament or in the departments."
That is a form of want of confidence motion that expresses to my mind all that is
required. There is nothing in it to pin
down any honorable member to particular
issues-it would leave him at liberty to
go all round the course. Let me also quote
from the celebrated speech the same honorable member made when, having crossed
the floor of the House to take a place on
the opposition benches, he ceased to support
the last Berry Government. He spoke as
follows:" The Governmen t has lost my confidence both
in its administration of the Law department
and the Lands department, and also in its utter
failure to carry out a single item of the liberal
policy. I have told the Chief Secretary that, if
I cross the floor of the House and sit on the
lower side of the gangway, I shall be as good a
liberal as he is himself. When I sit there, it will
not be to support the Opposition orthe policy of
the OppositionThe honorable members in the Ministerial
corner ought to bear that in mind.
"but because I have lost all confidence in this
Government, and because I desire to see a liberal
Government in its place.
" An HONORABLE MEMBER.-Don't laugh.
,. Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Inever was more serious
in my life. The Chief Secretary and his colleagues will have to laugh on the other side of
their faces when seated in the cold shades of
opposition.
.. Major SMITH.-Where will you be?
"Sir B. 0' LOGHLEN.-I shall be sitting on
the same side of the House as I am sitting on
now."
But the Premier seems to have utterly forgotten all that. He said also. .
"I don't believe in a Government which,
merely for the purpose of expediency, wishes to
get into recess, and to remain in place and
power."
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I will not continue the quotation, but will
simply leave honorable members to apply
what I have read, which they can only do
in a style the reverse of complimentary to
the Premier. I hope other honorable members will not be tempted by his success to
adopt his plan, or we shall have such
changing of seats as will soon prevent us
from knowing what particular policy our
respective positions in this chamber indicate
us as possessing. I have been rather puzzled
in my mind as to what I ought to call the
present Government. If they are a liberal
Government,it is strange they are supported
by conservatives; if they are a conservative
Government, surely the Premier ought,
according to his own showing, to be sitting
in opposition. I suppose we must take the
term used by the honorable member for
Maldon, and call them a coalition Government. That honorable member, in defending
the Government the other night, which he
did pretty strongly, harped on the old story
of Black Wednesday, characterizing it as a
crime by which people were ruined, and so
on. But I fail ,to see where all that about
ruin comes in, inasmuch as no less than
£27,000 was paid as compensation to those
who were then deprived of office. That
could scarcely mean starvation for them.
Surely it is not too much to assume that
those who received that compensation were
placed by it in a position to seek other occupations than Government employment. I
also wish to point out that what was done
on Black Wednesday practically received
the support of the present Premier, Ohief
Secretary, Minister of Customs, and Postmaster- General, and that when the honorable
member for Maldon abuses Black Wednesday, the honorable gentlemen I allude to are
as much entitled to a share of his blame as
anybody else. I may also observe that the
charity evinced by the honorable member for
Maldon towards the conduct of the present
Government in connexion with the late
drought is widely different from the spirit
in which he deals with the conduct of their
predecessors, whom he seems always willing
to charge with having caused almost everything the community has suffered fromdrought, depreciation of property, and so on.
Now, however, he is perfectly content to be
the apologist of an honorable gentleman who,
with regard to one part of the country, at
all events, allowed it to suffer from what I
believe to be the very worst drought we have
ever known, when the calamity might have
been easily staved off. I allude to the
settlers who would have been well supplied
Mr. Barr.
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with water during the summer had what
ought to have been done at a particular time
to the Serpentine weir been done.
Mr. O. YOUNG.-Why there has been
no water to speak of in the Loddon since.
Mr. BARR.-The Minister of Water
Supply cannot convince me that I was
blind when I saw water in the Loddon,
which the weir could have been put right in
plenty of time to save, or that, had it been
put right, the drought which affected that
part of the country might not have been
averted from a large number of persons. It
was in the power of the Government to have
spared those persons from a tremendous
evil, but they stayed their hand. I speak
strongly, for, having seen some of the
effects of the drought, I feel strongly. I
have seen large acreages-say of over 200
acres each- yielding scarcely a bushel to the
acre, cattle wandering on the plains more
like skeletons than living beings, and even
parents and children reduced to extremity
for want of water; and I know, as well as
any man can know, that all or most of that
might have been avoided by the Government adopting a far-seeing policy, and pushing forward the construction of waterworks
to the extent they might have pushed it.
Then about the land question. Does not
the Minister of Lands see pretty well by this
time that the land policy he has enunciated
as that of the Government-the pr.oposed
duplication of the area of selection, and
corresponding reduction of. the purchase
money in the shape of rent to be paid to the
State-can never become lawin this country,
that it is impossible to carry it out, and
that, if a system of leasing is not adopted,
things respecting the land must be allowed
to remain pretty much in the condition in
which they now are? Again, great as the'
sufferings of the people were during the
recent drought, they would be infinitely
worse in a future drought if doubling the
area of selection caused the rest of the
Crown lands to be fenced in. Besides,
the land to be taken up is worthless until
water is brought to it. The proposal to
allow a selector to take up an area sufficient
for both grazing and agricultural purposes
is very attractive at the first blush, but, as
a matter of fact, selectors cannot now afford
to purchase. They can simply afford to
pay rent, and a proposal to allow them to
take up blocks of 1,000 acres each would
thoroughly meet with their approval.
Then as to the Law department and the
appointment of magistrates. I notice
that one newspaper kept a kind of record

Mr. Berry's Amendment.

[MAY 11.J

with respect to this subject-a sort of
score, reckoning up affairs, somewhat in
this fashion-" Nine new magistrates this
week, total new magistrates, 180 j" and
again, "Eleven new magistrates this week,
total new magistrates, 200 j" and so on.
And so matters went on until the total of
209 was reached, when somebody seemed
to put his foot down and stop the running,
and the making of new magistrates ceased
like a tale that is told. At the same time,
be it understood that I have no objection
to the appointment of new magistrates, providing the appointees are suitable men. It
has been said, however, that a great number
of the magistrates recently appointed are
men belonging to a particular religious sect.
I don't know that that is the case, but I
hope our minds will be soon set at rest on
the- subject by the Premier laying the names
of the new justices on the table of the
House. I think he ought to lose no time
in taking that step. There is a matter connected with the Minister of Customs' department which I desire to mention. I am
sure it must be acknowledged that the evils
which were formerly clearly predicted as
sure to arise if the Government permitted
the deposit of silt in the Bay are now
accomplished facts. The late Minister of
Customs refused such permission, on the
ground that the whole of the silt that could
possibly be raised was needed to make lowlying lands more valuable, and that at all
events it would be foolish to throw the stuff
into the Bay, only for it to be washed on
shore again. Unquestionably the latter
view has been found to be a perfectly sound
one. I don't believe I am wrong in stating
that at the present time the people of
Brighton complain bitterly of silt being
washed,up on their shores, while I can say,
from my own observation, that many persons at Williamstown suffer materially from
black silt not only washing up on the
beach, but destroying the fish to which they
look for their living. The worst of all is
that the practice I condemn involves the
throwing away of silt, which would be extremely useful on shore in many directions,
and could be landed there at a small cost.
I do not think either it was right, in the
face of the notice of motion to the effect
that it is not desirable that silt should be
deposited in the Bay, which stood on the
notice-paper of the House throughout almost
the whole of last session, for the Minister
of Customs, almost directly the House rose
for the recess, to grant the permission
respecting the deposit of the silt which his

Seventh Night's Debate.

275

predecessor had refused. I have, however,
no desire to press this point. I suppose
the Minister went on information afforded
him by his department; but I think he
might have acted on it while the House was
sitting. In connexion with the assumption
by the Government of the title of the
" Farmers' Ministry," I would simply observe that one of their acts has been to
abolish the department of Agriculture.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-That has not been
done.
Mr. BARR.-Then it has been amalgamated with another department.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-No.
Mr. BARR.-I am glad to hear that.
I may remark that I have a great deal of
sympathy for the late Secretary for Agriculture, and I think it would be very much
better had his services been retained by
the Government. His case is one on which
the House may have to express an opinion,
and I think it would be well to send it
to a select committee. I differ from the
opinion the Minister of Agriculture entertains of his action regarding Mr. Wallis.
I hold that he ought not to have given
way to a feeling of personal animosity
towards any officer of his depa~tment. So
far as I have read the evidence taken by
the Wallis Board, I consider the charges
against Mr. Wallis have not been substantiated j and I am satisfied that when he
was removed the department of Agriculture
lost a most efficient officer, who knew more
about the practical part of its work than all
the rest of its staff put together. However,
I will take up no more time on the subject.
As to the position the Government now
occupy, I think, and shall continue to think,
whatever the House may decide with respect
to it, that it does not redound to the credit
of the country, and is moreover contrary to
parliamentary etiquette. The Ministry are
in outside seeming the representatives of the
House and of the country, yet they have no
following of their own. They sit almost
alone among the honorable members who,
while keeping them in office, do not admit
them to their private meetings. Now that
is not legitimate parliamentary government
at all. It in no way carries out the main
principles of parliamentary government. I
regard the· House as at present constituted
as altogether out of accord with the country.
I am sure honorable members generally do
not know the feeling of the constituencies
with respect to themselves. I have no
greater desire to go to the country than any
other honorable member has, still I think

276

Governor's Speech.

[ASSEMBLY.]

the position of the Government so utterly'
anomalous that it ought not to be recognised or continued. I would like to see a
strong party, no matter what that party
might be, representing the country on the
Treasury bench. Such a party would be responsible to the country, which the present
Ministry are not. No doubt, when a general
election takes place, we shall see a considerable change in affairs, that is, if the Government hold office until then; but, from what
I hear, there would appear to be another
shaking in the hat going on. Indeed a very
radical change will have to be brought about
before we can make out where we really are.
How much do we in opposition know as to
the side of the House we may be sitting. on
. next week? If a fair coalition Ministry
was arrived at we might have some chance,
but a coalition Ministry with only two members of the present Opposition in it would be
" quite utterly too too." Well, we shall see
what we shall see.
Mr. ANDERSON.-Mr. Speaker, I will
not weary you with any lengthy remarks, for
I feel that the debate has been dragged to
a truly outrageous length. The Ministry
have been charged with encouraging this
state of things, but I am sure, if an account
was taken of the length of the speeches
made on each side of the House, it would
be found that most of the talking has been
done by the Opposition. And what have
their speeches been about? All manner of
subjects. At the same time, what we have
to consider is the amendment of the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), and
we ought to confine ourselves to it. Look
at the terms of that amendment. It appears
to me that a worse indictment, in order to
secure a majority against the Ministry,
could scarcely be framed. I don't believe
it was ever thought by anyone that it would
secure the support of a majority. I think
it was originally intended simply as a feeler.
It could not, for instance, be expected to
win favour from a free-trader, or a moderate
protectionist, or one who had travelled on
the :railways during the holidays, or any
one in any possible danger of encountering a water famine next summer. We
hear a great deal of sympathy expressed
for the people in the country districts on
account of their want of water-how hundreds have been brought by it to the brink
of ruin-but the result of a water famine in
such a centre of population as the metro-·
polis would be equally hard, if not harder.
What are the facts of the case about the
water pipes? Colonial firms were asked
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. to supply pip8s of their own manufacture,
and they declared that it was utterly impossible for them to do so. That being the
case, was it not a common-sense and business-like proceeding on the part of the Government to send for a supply of pipes
where they knew they could get them? I
think that, instead of the Government being
charged with an attempt to destroy the
protectionist policy of the country, they
should receive the thanks of the community
for having done the best thing that was
possible under the circumstances. Now for
the railway carriage affair. Do we not
know the sort of Tehicles the people had to
be carried in during the Easter holidays?
Were they not turned into cattle trucks or
worse? Is it not notorious that a large
proportion of the rolling-stock or the railways, especially that on the Hobson's Bay
lines, . has been worn down to an almost
dangerous point?· Are the lives of Her
Majesty's subjects to be endangered, and
their convenience and pleasure utterly
destroyed, because the local carriagemakers are unable to meet the immediate
railway requirements of the colony? I
contend that, when a lot of carriages were
ordered from England to meet a demand
which could not be supplied from any other
quarter, no principle of protection was
violated in the slightest degree. It was
not as though we had idle artisans on our
hands. There is plenty of work for the
colonial manufacturers to do-far more, indeed, than they can do or will undertake.
In fact, we are told that a joint-stock company will soon be formed, to go to a vast
outlay upon machinery and plant, in order
to keep within the colony the carriage building required for the colony. There can be
no doubt that in comparison with the
latter the order sent home is a mere bagatelle. I have no intention of going into
the other matters that have been alluded to
during the debate-of boxing round the
whole political compass. Nevertheless, I
have a word or two to say. It has been
stated to-night that there are not six
members on this (the Ministerial) side of
the House prepared to go before their
constituents and advocate the O'Loghlen
policy; but I venture in reply to assert that
there are not six members in opposition
ready to go before their constituents and
declare for the old Berry policy. A strong
coalition Ministry has been talked of, but
have we not got a coalition Ministry
already? Are not some members of the
present Cabinet charged with having. been
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parties to the Black Wednesday affair, and
are not other members of it honorable
gentlemen whom the Opposition call conservatives ? So that the Ministry fairly
represents both sides. I grant that the
coalition is not the I one that was originally
expected-not by any means-but, not being
one of those who are anxious to displace any
Ministry in the hope that they may be included among its successors, I view matters
from a stand-point perhaps a little different
from that of some other honorable members.
For my part, I am prepared to support
any Ministry-call it a Berry Ministry, an
O'Loghlen Ministry, or what you will-who
will bring down measures for the true weal
of the country. There has been altogether
too much of this party policy-this striving
and struggling for office-and if we could
stop it we would probably have a Government
in power who would do the legitimate work
of the country without the interruptions and
interferences we have known in the past.
What is the result of the present debate, so
far as it has gone? The utter waste of
three weeks, in which a vast amount of
legitimate business might have been done.
Are we going to perpetuate this sort of
thing? I have heard that another want of
confidfmce motion is in preparation.
Mr. HALL.-Two more.
Mr. ANDERSON.-Well, they will
only bring a sheer waste of time in their
train. It is patent to the world that the
colony has made nothing like the legislative
progress it ought to have made. Look at
the number of important measures of legislation which have been hung up for many
years, and appear likely to remain so for
many years more. Is the colony to meet
another dry season unprepared? It would
appear also as though it was impossible for
the House to discuss either a Railway Construction Bill, or a Land Act Amendment
Bill, or a Local Government Act Amend"ment Bill. The fact is that in legislative
matters we are simply living from hand to
mouth. There is the Harbour Trust Act
Amendment Bill; ought we not to have
dealt with it long ago? It is a matter of
vast national importance, because the cxtent
to which we increase the accommodation of
the port is felt by every portion of the com"munity. The more easily goods are landed
and distributed through the country, the
cheaper they become. Besides, other harbour works than those of Melbourne require
attention. For example, there are the intended harbour works at vYarrnambool,
Belfast, and Portland. N one of these
SE8. lSS2.-X
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matters can be looked" at while Parliament
is occupied as it is just now. The Government are accused of having no followers,
but I say let us come to a division, and see
how many followers they have. Another
matter I may draw attention to is the way
some honorable members hurl charges at the
heads of other honorable members, and then
rush out of the chamber to escape being
replied to. That sort of thing is .not creditable. By far too many personalities are
indulged in by us, and a good deal of that
would be avoided if only we properly respected ourselves. If we must squabble, let
us do so outside the chamber. I need not
say much more. I have plainly shown that
I shall not vote for the amendment. We
are told that the Government occupy an
anomalous position. Well, possibly they
do, but they have a majority at their back to
carry their measures, and they need not be
ashamed of that. Indeed I lllay say that
as long as they bring forward good legislation, and administer fairly, they will" I
have very little doubt, continue to receive
the support they now receive.
On the motion of Mr. JAMES, the debate was adjourned until Tuesday, May 16.
The House adjourned at twenty - eight
minutes to eleven o'clock, until Tuesday,
May 16.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Tuesday, },fay 16, 1882.
Motion of No-Confidence in the Ministry: Adjournment of
the House.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at twentyone minutes to five o'clock p.m., and read
the prayer.
THE POLITICAL SITUA TION.
The Hon. F.- S. DOBSON moved that
the House, at its rising, adjourn until
Tuesday, May 23. He said that he took
this step because the debate on the motion
of no-confidence in the Ministry, which had
been moved elsewhere, had not yet been
brought to a conclusion.
The Hon. J. A. VI ALLACE asked the
Solicitor-General if there was really any
chance of the Council being in a position
next week to go on with business? If
there was no such chance, why should not
the House adjourn for a fortnight? It
would be extremely inconvenient for some
honorable members to attend in their placl~s
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on the' following Tuesday~ and if, in the
face of that circumstance, they came to the
Chamber only to find that they could do
nothing, their case would be somewhat
hard.
Dr. DOBSON stated that the Government would try to bring the debate, in
another place .to a close that evenmg,
but even if they were unsuccessful, they
wo~d probably be able to get a division
taken on the followitlg evening, so that
there was a fair chance of the Council
being in a position next week to proceed
with the transaction of business. The Government were very anxious to go on with
their measures, and deeply deplored the fact
that valuable time was being spent elsewhere over a no-confidence motion which,
it was well known, would not be carried;
but thev did not feel inclined to depart from
the pai'liamentary rule that no Ministry
practically on their tria,l ou~ht to go on ~i'th
the ordinary work of legislatlOn. Snpposmg,
f(,)r the sake of argument, that the Government asked the Honse to go on with the
business on the notice-paper, and it was
subsequently decided by honorable members
elsewhere that they had no confidence in the
Ministry, how would the Council stand?
The work they had done would prove only
labour in vain, and they would occupy a
thoroughly false position. He was, in fact,
under instructions from the Cabinet to take
the course he was now taking. To save Mr.
Wallace any possible inconvenience, he (Dr.
Dobson) was willing to telegraph to him,
before the end of the week, as to whether
any business would or would not be proceeded with on the following Tuesday.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at twelve minutes to
five o'clock, until Tuesday, May 23.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Tuesday, May·16, 1882.
Judge Skinner-Coranderrk Aborigina.l Station-Railway
Carriages-Royal Park: Sale of Crown Land-State
Nurseries-Newspaper Postage-Publio Instruotion:
School at Capel's Crossing-The Police: Deteotive
Wilson-Hawthorn and Lillyda.1e Railway-Postal
Department: Letter Sorterll-Magistrates-Politioal Assassinations in Ireland-Working Man's College-Personal Explanation: Mr. Bent-AddreBB in Reply to the
Governor's Speeoh: Mr, Berry's Amendment: Eighth
Night's Debate-Supply-Ways and Means-Railway
Contracts: Mr. Fincham'S Motion.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.

.

The Abo1·igines.

JUDGE SKINNER.
Mr. LEVIEN asked the Attorney ..
General if the Government had considered
the charges made by Mr. Tuthill against
Judge Skinner; and, if so? with what r~
suIt? He desired to mentIOn that he dId
not ask the question at the instance of Mr.
Tuthill.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said the 'matter
had been in the hands of the SolicitorGeneral, who, after considering the whole
circumstances, thought it was better that no
further steps should be taken in connexion
with it.
CORANDERRK ABORHHNAL
STATION.
Mr. ANDERSON intimated that he
would postpone until the f~llowing ~ay thr~e
questions which he had g.Iven notIce of ~IS
intention to ask the ChIef Secretary WIth
reference to the Coranderrk Aboriginal
Station, one of t/hich was as follows : "If he is aware that Thomas Bamfield, alias
, Punch' recently discharged from gaol after
three days'imprisonment, although sentenced
to one month with hard labour, hll;d on a previous occasion seized, and used vlOlence and
threatening language to, the then,manager, ¥r.
Ogil vie; and, on the last occaslOn, wa~ Wlt~
great difficulty prevented from murdermg hiS
wife and shooting the manager?"

Mr. DEAKIN asked the Speaker's ruling
as to whether an honorable member was in
order in embodying a question in a sta~e
ment which was not true, and as to whICh
he could have no personal knowledge? He
was assured by persons who were present
at the alleged encount,er that the ~taten;tent
contained in the notIce of questIOn gIven
by the honorable member for Villiers and
Heytesbury (Mr. Anderson), that" Punch"
was on one occasion" with great difficulty
prevented from murd~ring hi~ wife and
shooting the manager, was entIrely unwarranted.
The SPEAKER.-A question certainly
ought not to contain any debatable matter;
but from the phraseology of this question I
presume that the only object of the honorable member for Villiers and Heytesbury
(Mr. Anderson) is to obtain information, as
it asks the Chief Secretary" if he is aware"
whether certain allegations are true or not.
Mr. DEAKIN said he had been authorized to give the statement contained in the
words he had quoted a direct contradiction.
RAILWAY CARRIAGES.
Mr. MUNRO asked the Minister of
Railways if it was true, as stated in the

Newspape1' Postage.
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press, that he had given an order to a firm
at Sandhurst for £25,000 worth of railway
carriages without competition?
Mr. BENT said the statement was as
true as a good many other things that
appeared in the newspapers. There was not
a word of truth in it.
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which would involve a certain losS bf revenue
to the amount of £21,000 per annum; and, if the
charge were abolished ollly on newspapers trans'"
mitted within the colony, the loss would not be
less than £15,000 per annum. It is, however,
intended to reduce the rate on newspapers poste~
in Victoria to the neighbouring colonies from a
penny to a halfpenny."
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
Mr. FISHER asked the Minister of Public Instruction whether he would see to the
speedy erection of a school building in the
vicinity of Capel's Crossing?
Mr. GRANT intimated that a school
would be erected there wit,hout delay.

ROYAL PARK.
" Mr. LONGMORE asked the Minister
of Lands if the report whic4 appeared in
the Age newspaper of an interview which a
deputation from the Melbourne City Council had with him, the previous Saturday, to
protest against the proposed sale of a porTHE POLICE.
tion of the Royal-park reserve was correct?
Mr. BLACKETT asked the Chief SecreAccording to that report, the honorable memtary if the charge made against Detective
ber for St. Kilda (Mr. Carter) had been
A. D. Wilson by Mr. Abraham Levy had
very discourteous to the Minister. Itstated
been investigated?
that Mr. Carter said that the request that
Mr. GRANT, in reply, read the follow~
the. Minister should stay his hand in the
ing memorandum from the Chief Commismatter" was made by the friends and supsioner of Police:porters of the Government, but, if they were
" "I beg to report, with reference to the questo ~e treated in such a manner, why then it tion to be asked by Mr. Blackett in the Aswould be time to consider their future "re- "sembly to-day, that in January last a young
woman was arrested for larceny , and six pawn
1~"tioiIship. towards the Government."
tickets were found upon her. Detective A. D.
Mr.W. MADDEN said that the words Wilson had charge of the case, and was directed
quoted might or might not have been spoken by his officer to take out summonses for all the
pawnurokers by whom the tickets were issned,
quring the interview which the deputation and
to make inquiries as to the articles pawned.
had with him; but, if they were used, he He made inquiry at Mr. Levy's office amongst
others, and found that a pair of half-made
would have taken no notice of them.
trousers had been pawned there, and he accord"Mr. CAR TE"R remarked that the state- ingly served Mr. Levy with a summons. As
ment in the Age was absolutely incorrect. Detective Wilson was only carrying out the instructions of his officer in making the inquiries
What he did say was correctly reported in and serving the summons, and disclaimed any
the Argus.
intention of being uncivil to Mr. Levy, who is
very favorably known at the Detective-office, I
saw
no necessity for an investigation into the
STATE NURSERIES.
case; and Mr. Levy was accordingly informed
Mr. LEVIEN asked the Minister of that the detective denied any intention of showAgriculture if it was the intention of the ing him any discourtesy whateyer.
"H. M. CHOlllLEY, C. C. Police."
Government to supply trees and plants to
HA WTHORN AND LILL YDALE
the public from the State "nurseries; and, if
so, upon "what terms?
RAILWAY.
Mr. C. YOUNG said it was not intended
Mr. WALKER asked the Minister of
to supply private individuals on any terms Railways -whether the statement of the
with trees or plants from State nurseries, Engineer-in-Chief, read in the House on
but'trees would be supplied gratuitously to the 3rd inst., with reference to the gradients
the managing body of any public park on the Camberwell line, was correct, or
or garden, or to the superintendent of' whether he had any additional information
any public institution in the receipt of State to communicate? The statement of the
aid. "
Engineer-in-Chief threw the whole blame
of the gradients on Mr. Martin and Mr.
NEWSPAPER POSTAGE.
Mr. LANGDON asked the Postmaster- Elsdon, but since it was submitted to the
General whether it was the intention of the House he (Mr. Walker) had been informed
that it was not correct.
Government to abolish postal rates for newsMr. BENT read the following memoranpapers?
dum from the Engineer-in-Chief : Mr. BOLTON read the following memo" The information about the gradients 011 the
randum in reply to the question : Camberwell line conveyed by me to the honor"It is not proposed, in the Postal Bill shortly to able the Commissioner, and read by him in the
be introduced, to abolish postage on newspapers, House of Assembly on the Brd inst., was given
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to me by Mr. R. G. Ford, who at this time, hut
for one day only, resumed his dnties at this
office, Mr, W, n., Martin was absent from the
colony, so that I could not communicate with
him.
"On the 8th inst. I received a letter~from Mr.
Martin with reference to this question, which I
at once forwarded to the honorable the Commissioner, as requested by Mr. Martin.
" On the 10th inst. I forwarded to the honorable the Commissioner a lithographed section
with memoranda attached thereto, also six sheets
of section traced on linen cloth, with an explanatory memo. from myself.
" On the 13th inst. I received a letter from Mr.
Martin with copies of correspondence between
him and Mr. Elsdon, which I have also, at his
(Mr. Martin's) request, forwarded to the honorable the Commissioner.
"As Mr. R. G. Ford is at present relieved
from duty, I am llot in a position to get any
explanation from him.
" HOBERT WATSON, Engineer-in-Chief."

He found that there was no doubt at
all as to Mr. Elsdon being responsible in
the first instance. He had also received a
letter from Mr. Martin, stating that Mr.
Ford went over the line with him and Mr.
Elsdon. He (Mr. Bent) was of opinion
that an inquiry should be held for the
purpose of determining who was to blame
for the engineering defects, not only on the
Camberwelliine, but also in connexion with
. the Coburg, Mordialloc, and Alphington
surveys. The inquiry could also be extended to the vVindsor and Elsternwick line,
and the Elsternwick and Brighton line.
vVhen the proper time arrived, he would
recommend his colleagues to adopt that
course. He would lay the sections of the
Camberwell line and other documents connected therewith on the table of the Library,
for the inspection of honorable members.
Mr. WALKER asked if Mr. Ford
altered the gradients on the Camberwell
lirie?
. Mr. BENT replied that Mr. Ford said
he did not alter them.
POSTAL DEPARTMENT.
Mr. LAURENS asked the PostmasterGeneral if the statement made by Detective
Lomax in the Melbourne City Police Court,
on the 20th April last, to the effect " that
it was now a common matter for lettersorters to surreptitiously open letters" was
true; and, if not true, had he taken any
steps to relieve the general body of lettersorters from the odium which such a serious
charge f~stened upon them?
Mr. BOLTON stated that when the
report referred to first appeared immediate
inquiry was instituted, and it was ascertained that no such statement as the one
quoted was made by Detective Lomax. In
order that no undeserved reflection might

Lillydale Railway.

be cast upon the letter'-sorters, a paragraph
wn.s published in the A.l'g'l.l8 newspaper of
the 2Dth April, correcting the original
report. That paragraph fully exonerated
the letter-sorters as a body from any unjust
imputation, and it was not considered
necessary to take any further steps in the
matter.
MAGISTRATES.
Mr. RICHARDSON said he wished to
ask the Attorney-General a question with
reference to a statement made by the Clunes
correspondent of the A1·g~l8.
The SPEAKER.-I would suggest to
honorable members that the practice of asking Ministers questions as to paragraphs
which appear in the newspapers is not a
desirable one.
Mr. RIOHARDSON stated that he
would put his question in another form. He
begged to ask the Attorney-General if it
was true that efforts were being made to
have certain tradesmen at Clunes gazetted
justices of the peace, that there was a strong
feeling against the proposed appointments,
and that two of the parliamentary representatives of the district had declined to support
,
the recommendation?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said this was the
first he had heard of the matter.
POLITICAL ASSASSINATIONS IN
IRELAND.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I desire to mention that I have received the following
further telegram from Mr. Gladstone relative
to the recent political assassinations in
Ireland : "Much gratification in country at colonial
sympathy."

WORKING MAN'S COLLEGE.
Dr. QUICK asked the Premier whether
he was aware that the Hon. F. Ormond,
M.L.C., had offered to contribute the sum
of £5,000 towards the establishment of a
\yorking man's college in Victoria on certain conditions; and whether the Ministry
would provide a site for the proposed institution? He understood~that Mr. Ormond
had offered to contribute this magnificent
sum towards the establishment of a working
man's college on condition that the public
subscribed a similar amount, and that the
Government provided a site for the institution. He thought that such princely liberality for a· public object deserved the recognition and thanks of the House, and he
desired to elicit the opinion of the Government on the subject.
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stated that Mr.
Ormond's handsome offer had already been
brought under the notice of the Government.
He wished that there were a few more gentlemen like Mr. Ormond in the colony to
give such donations for public purposes.
The Government were of opinion that it was
very desirable that the object for which the
£'5,000 was offered should be promoted, and
they would assist it in every way they could.
The exact mode in which the Government
would help it, whether by giving a site for
the proposed college, or by placing a sum of
money on the Estimates, or by both means,
had not yet been determined; but, when
their intentions were matured, they would
bring the subject under the notice of the
House.
(Mr. W oods-" Could not the
college be amalgamated with the Exhibitionbuilding?") A plan had been submitted
by the trustees of the Exhibition-building,
and approved of by the Government, for
establishing a large industrial museum there.
That scheme would be laid before the House,
and possibly the proposed working man's
college might be amalgamated with it. On
the other hand, it might be desirable that
there should be a certain amount of rivalry
between the two institutions. There was
room for both of them, and it might be
advantageous that they should be kept
distinct from one another.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION.
Mr. BENT.-Mr. Speaker, I desire to
make a personal explanation with reference
to two matters. In a leader in to-day's Age
it is stated that I made a "free gift of excm'sion tickets for two months last ChristJUas to every member for his wife and another
lady." Now the Age knows very well that
there are reporters every day at the Railway
department, and it could easily be ascertained
at any time whether I did what is here
alleged. As I stated the other night, I
sent each member a tJcket for a lady for only
one return journey, but the journey could be
taken at any time within two months. That
I gave tickets to enable honorable members
and their ladies to gallivant through the
country at pleasure is simply untrue.
Mr. MUNRO.-Did you say that all the
members except two used the passes?
Mr. BENT.-I did not; but I don't care
whether I did or not. What I assert is
that the statement in to-day's Age is not
true. I have brought with me a copy of the
tickets issued, and will lay it on the table.
The other matter I wish to refer to is a
statement in the Geelong Adve1,tiser of

Personal Explanation.

281.

May 5, to the effect that the honorable
member for the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) has
stated that because Mr. Elsdon would not
pass my wife's gravel I induced Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen to go down to the Railway department, and subsequently Mr. Elsdon was
removed from his position. There is also
the statement of the honorable member for
the Ovens that he saw a memorandum on
the official papers in which I stated that I
would inquire into the matter of the gravel.
If the honorable member will tell me where
that memorandum is, I will be obliged to
him, because I have searched for it diligently, but unsuccessfully, in the department. I can only repeat that I did not
interfere with Mr. Elsdon in the matter of
the gravel or the contract referred to by the
honorable member for Ballarat '\7" est (Mr.
Fincham), and that there is no memorandum
showing that I did interfere.
Mr. KERFERD.-Some person, in
breach of the privileges of this House, has.
published certain correspondence in the
A1'g~ts in which I see the minute that I referred to. It is signed by the Minister of
Railways, and is to this effect : "I will inquire into this ma.tter myself, a:t halfpast nine o'clock."

This corroborates all I said. I never made
any statement about the Brighton gravel.
Mr. BENT.-As the honorable member
says he did not refer to the Brighton line,
I will make no further remark.
ADDRESS IN REPLY TO THE
GOVERNOR'S SPEECH.
EIGHTH NIGHT'S DEBATE.

The debate on Mr. Blackett's motion for
the presentation of an address in reply to
the Governor's speech, and on Mr. Berry's
amendment thereto, condemning the administration ofthepublic departments during the
recess (adjourned from Thursday, May 11),
was resumed.
Mr. JAMES.-Mr. Speaker, when I
moved the adjournment of the debate, last
Thursday night, I hoped that the leader of
the constitutional party, who was prevented
by illness from concluding his speech, in the
earlier part of the evening, would be able to
be present to-night and resume his remarl~s.
I am exceedingly sorry that the honorable
gentlemau is not in his place on this occasion, and I am sure that every honorable
mem bel' will join with me in an expression
of sympathy for him under the unfortunate
circumstance which is the cause of his absence. As so lUuch has been already said

282

.Governor's Speech.

[ASSEMBLY.]

during the debate-indeed, almost everything that can be said has been repeated
again and again-it is certainly not my
intention to weary the House with a long
harangue. Moreover, I am fully persuaded
that nothing I could say, even if I spoke
with the greatest eloquence, would sway a
single vote on the question at issue. I apprehend that, long ere now, every honorable
member has made up his mind as to how he
will vote, and certainly I have made up my
mind. I intend to vote for the amendment.
But, although almost everything that can
he said has been said, I might just as well
contribute my mite to the debate, and place
my ideas before the House in my own way.
Sir, when a motion of no~confidence in a
Government is proposed-and the amendment of the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) amounts to a motion of noconfidence-it is generally supposed that
there is something at the bottom of it, that
the Government are guilty of some maladministration, or that there has been some
fail me on their part to carry out the programme which they presented to Parliament, or that there is something wrong
~olllewhere to justify such amotion. I remember that on one occasion a member of this
House proposed a motion of no-confidence
in the Government of the day, and he went
qn with his speech without making a single
charge against them. By~and-by an honorable member sitting on the Ministerial
side of the House asked him what charges
he had to make against the Government,
and the honorable gentleman, in reply to the
question, simply said-" I am not going
to particularize."
Fortunately for the
Opposition on this occasion, they are not in
that position. They certainly can descend
to particulars; and there are a few particulars in connexion with the action which
the Ministry have been pursuing of late
which fully justify the stand that the
Opposition . are taking on this occasion.
Moreover, even if this were not the case, I
cannot see how it is possible for honorable
members on this ( the opposition) side of the
House to give their confidence to the present
Ministry on any conditions whatever.
Mr. ANDERSON.-Because they are
a coalition?
Mr. tTAMES.-Because they are a
nothing-because they repre~ent nobody. As
the honorable memberfor Warrnambool said
in the few remarks he made last Thursday
night, there are three minorities in the
House. The honorable member referred, I
presumc, to the n1inority on the Ministerial
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side of the House, to the minority on the
opposition side, and to the Ministry themselves. That, in my opinion, is just the
way in which the House is at present divided. Whether the Government are a
coalition Ministry or not, I fancy that they
simply represent themselves-that they
don't represent anybody else. I think that
. one of the most serious charges which has
been brought against the Government during
this debate has been levelled at the Premier
himself. I know that it has been attempted
to throw the whole odium attaching to the
acts of the Government on to the Minister
. of Railways, and I am well aware that
during the recess-by some means which to
me are unaccountable-the Minister of
Railways came undcr the lash of the press.
That lash was applied to the honorable
gentleman most diligently, most assiduously,
most vigorously, and, I think, most unmercifully. However'- as I understand that,
after the question at present before the
chair is disposed of, two motions will be
brought forward, one of which will open up
the whole subject of the action of the
Minister of Railways in connexion with the
gravel business, I will say no more about
him at present, but will return to the Premier. That honorable gentleman is a man
of great experience, liberal education, and
capacious mind, and he ought to have a
sufficient amount of judgment to be able to
act somewhat consistently with himself. I
have already intimated that when the
honorable gentleman proposed a motion of
no-confidence in the Berry Government he
said he would not particularize the grounds
of his complaint against them, but there
was one matter which he did particularize.
I refer to the censure which he levelled
against Mr. Vale, the then AttorneyGeneral, for going to Hamilton to interview
one of his subordinate officers. The honorable gentleman not only referred to that
matter when proposing his motion of noconfidence in the Berry Government, but
on several other occasions he brought it
prominently before the House. He considered it a most irregular proceeding, and
altogether infi'a dig. for a Minister of the
Orown to do what Mr. Vale did in that
case. It wm be remembered, however, that
Mr. Vale did not go to Hamilton alone, but
was accompanied by the permanent head of
his department, so that everything which
took place between him and the subordinate
officer whom he went to interview might
be officially noted. Moreover, in the
action that he took, l\:fr, Vale keJ?t
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within his own office-kept strictly within
the bounds of his own jurisdiction.
Notwithstanding all that, the honorable
gentleman condemned him z'n toto-what
he did was all wrong. With respect to the
late Engineer-in-Chief of Railways, no argument on my part is needed to prove the case
against the Premier, because the honorable
gentleman has proved it out of his own
mouth. He has informed this House that
he went from his own office into a department, the technical working of which he
certainly has no knowledge of whatever, and
that there he interfered with officers who
owed him no submission except in the-sense
tha t they were under him as head of the
Government. He there took such action
towards the late Engineer-in-Chief as caused
that very valuable public officer to leave the
service.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-That is not true.
Mr. JAMES.-What the Premier said
is recorded in Hansa1'd, which, no doubt,
will be turned up in due time. I now desire
to refer to the action of the Minister of
Public Works with regard to Mr. Wallis.
I must say that the honorable gentleman
has failed to satisfy this House that the
dismissal of Mr. Wallis was a just dismissal. The Ministry, when they went to
the country with their cry of "peace,
progress, and prosperity," also declared
themselves to be the farmers' friends, and
yet one of the first things the Minister of
Public Works did after commencing the
administration of his department was to
dismiss the Secretary for Agriculture. Mr.
Wallis was fully qualified by education for
the office which he filled, and to the duties
of that office he gave strict and faithful
attention for many years. I venture to say
it will not be an easy matter to fill the
position with a man any way the equal of
Mr. Wallis. The Minister of Public Works
has stated that when he entered upon the
administration of the departments under his
charge it was with the desire to keep on the
best possible terms with his officers. Yet
it would appear that, because the Minister
could not induce Mr. Wallis to say" ditto"
to him, that gentleman at once stood between the wind and the Minister's nobility,
and, therefore, had to go. Speaking without prejudice and without any feeling of
unkindness, I am at a loss to see what
honorable members who sit on the Ministerial side can possibly gain by keeping the
present Ministry in office. Is there any
prospect of any practical work being done
by the present Government during this, the
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last, session of the present Parliament?
There is not; and, therefore, it becomes a
question with me whether it would not be
better for the Government at once to go to
the Governor and ask His Excellency for a
dissolut.ion of this House. If that course
were taken, and we were sent to the
country; the probability is that the general
election would result in the return of men
determined and able to carry out practical
legislation, because we might then expect
to have a House with only two partiesliberals and conservatives. The present
: mongrel Government, which is composed of
: atoms brought together from all parts of
I the House, and of no particular account
when brought together, has been spoken of
, as a coalition Government; but, if it is, it
. is clear that a coalition Government does
not answer. A coalition Government, composed of members from the Ministerial
corner and of members of the Opposition,
has been talked of. With regard to that
suggestion, I have to say that on one side
of this House-the Ministerial side-.:.sit
gentlemen who hold views on great political
questions which are diametrically opposed
to the views held by gentlemen in oppoOsition, and yet it is said that the leaders of
both parties are negotiating with the view
to bring about a coalition Government. For
the life of me I cannot understand what is
meant by the proceeding .. Does it mean
that the millennium-when the wolf and .
. the lamb shall dwell together, and the
leopard shall lie down with the kid-has
arrived at last? I appeal to honorable
members to ignore at once any idea of the
kind. I would rather that this House should
be sent to the country than that such a
Government should be formed. I have said
again and again that 1 don't care very much
what Government is in power, because,
although there may be a great difference of
opinion on leading political questions between the two great parties in the House,
yet, as a matter of fact, the Assembly is
largely composed of men who hold liberal
and advanced views-men whose ideas are
not of the old school or of the stagnant
order-men who are not disposed to accept
the dictum, "Stay where you are, and don't
make a step forward." I say that, generally speaking, thrre are, in the Assembly,
a large number of members who believe in
the general progress of the country, and
consequently in progressive legislation.
Under these circumstances, I would like to
see brought together a number of gentlemen
-1 don't care very much what they are·
o

o

o

o
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called provided they are men of good moral
character, that they hold opinions by which
they are prepared to stand or fall, and that
they will bring before this House measures
which will commend themselves to the public
judgment as being for the advancement of
the general weal. Coalitions have been
tried in various parts of the world. They
have been tried again and again in England.
But, so far as I am aware, no coalition Government has been brought together except
for the purpose of doing valuable workcarrying some important measure-about
which both sides in politics happened, for
the time being, to be agreed. Beyond
that, I believe, nothing great has come
out of a coalition Government. Indeed
it is the opinion of leading English
statesmen that nothing tends to demoralize
political parties more than the attempt
to carryon a coalition Government. I
desire here to say one word with respect to
the Education department. The Minister
who presides over that department has been
remarkably free from charges during the
whole of this debate. I don't know that
what I have to say partakes of the character
of a charge; but I will make a statement
which, if it be ,incorrect, the Minister will
have the opportunity of refuting. I would
ask the honorable gentleman whether he
knows anything about State school No.
185? That school consists of a wooden
building of two rooms, and connected with
it is a teacher's residence. I gather, from
the last report of the Education department,
that the place was put into repair recently
at a small cost. There is nothing in the
report to show that a new school was required; but, at the end of 1880, the
department was in receipt of 238 applications
for new schools. Now I would like to know
whether in the face of the 238 applications
for new schools, which could be dealt with
only in turn, and as funds became available,
orders were given for the erection in school
district No. 185, at a cost of £600 or £700,
of a brick school-house, although the district
was in the enjoyment of adequate school
accommodation, simply because two members who sit behind the Government forced
the Minister of Public Instruction to give
those orders?
Mr. GRANT.-There is not the slightest
foundation for the statement.
Mr. JAMES.-Does the Minister of
PulJlic Instruction mean to say that he did
not call for tenders for the erection of a
new school at Deep Creek, otherwise Eganstown?
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Mr. GRANT.-I cannot tell at this
moment. I will bring down a report on the
subject to-morrow.
Mr. JAMES.-I think the matter requires some explanation. One word I have
to say with respect to the manufacture of
railway carriages, and then I have done. It
will be recollected that, some years since,
when it became known that the'then Minister of Railways (Mr. Gillies) had sent an
order to England for engines, this House
rose in its strength and protested against
the act to such an extent that the Ministry
felt it their duty at once to withdraw the
order. From that time it was an understood matter that everything required for
State purposes which could possibly be manufactm'ed in the colony should be manufactured here. This was only consistent with
the fiscal policy adopted by the country. If
successive Ministers of ;Railways from that
time to the present had taken the sameview of the case, we would not have been
in the position we are in now; and the
present Minister of Railways would have
found no possible excuse for what he has
done. Certainly, the present Minister is
exonerated from the full blame whlch would
otherwise attach to him by the fact that
gentlemen who preceded him in that office
did not do their duty. The honorable
member for Stawell, when he was Minister
of Railways, had an eye to this matter. He
wisely collected a large quantity of timber
suitable for carriage-building purposes, and
he built a shed for its accommodation. If
that course had been followed up, there
would not have been the outcry that there
is now about the want of properly-seasoned
timber for carriage building. Every man
who knows anything about the first principles of mechanism must be aware that without well-seasoned wood anythiug like good
carriages cannot be built. I consider that
the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson), when Minister of Railways,
acted most unfairly towards the honorable
member for Ballarat 'Vest (Mr. Bell). I
recollect that t.he honorable member for
Ballarat West, at a public meeting in Ballarat, cast some reflections upon the honorable
member for Castlemaine for not providing
the necessary quantity of dry timber. A
day or two afterwards, a letter was published
in the Ballarat Cow'z'er somewhat condemning the honorable member for Ballarat
West for wbat he had said. However, the
editor of the newspaper, in order that his
position might be perfectly sure and safe,
telegraphed to the honorable member for
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Castlemaine to know what action he had
taken in the direction of providing timber for
the building of railway carriages; and the
honorable member replied as follows : " It is the practice of the department to maintain a large stock of seasoning timber, which I
continually replenish."

I have since learnt, from two or three
sources, that, during the whole time the honorable member for Castlemaine presided
over the Railway department, no additional
stock was put into the timber shed. If that
were the case, the telegram of the honorable
member was altogether misleading, and
must have been intended to serve his own
ends and to act detrimentally to a man who
was a staunch supporter of the liberal party.
I object to leaders treating members of the
party in this way. If members of the party
are treated in this way by those who pretend to lead them, the natural consequence
will be that followers will take the bit
between their teeth and assert their independence. Although a member may choose to
follow certain leaders, he is responsible to
this House for his good conduct, and he is
responsible to his constituents for the carrying out of the programme which he advocated when he obtained their support and
confidence. I hope honorable members on
this (the opposition) side of the House will
learn a lesson from what I have stated.
Instead of endeavouring to undermine one
another, let them try to do what is honest,
just, and true, so that they may be able to
keep together, because I have a firm belief
that the liberal party will yet do good service
to the country.
Mr. BOSISTO.-Sir, before I offer any
remarks on the question before the House,
I wish to refer to something which fell from
the honorable member for vVest Bourke
(Mr. Deakin) on Thursday evening. That
honorable member thought proper to say
that the honorable members on this (the
Ministerial) side of the House sit here as
mere voting machines-as though they had
no minds of their own, not knowing, and
having to be told, how to act. I think the
honorable member for West Bourke, before
indulging in such language, should have
called to mind his own position in this
House. The honorable member sits on the
opposition cross-benches-among what may
be termed the malcontents of the Berry
party. Yet from that position the honorable member defends the late Chief Secretary in everything he did. Certainly the
honorable member's proper position is behind the late Chief Secretary, and among
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the straight Opposition. At the same
time I must remark that the honorable
member failed to answer the reflections cast
upon the late Chief Secretary, the previous
night, by the honorable member for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams), who also sits in the
opposition corner. Clearly the honorable
member for West Bourke should have undertaken that duty before attempting to
castigate honorable members on this side.
The conduct of the honorable member reminded me very much of the instructions
once given to a barrister-" No case, abuse
the other side." That office the honorable
member undoubtedly performed with a will.
Not only did he do that, but he complained
of honorable members who, after delivering
speeches,left their places in the House without
waiting to hear the replies which might be
made to those speeches. However, the honorable member failed to practise what he
preached, for as soon as he finished his own
remarks, he took his hat, and walked out of
the House, and did not return that evening.
The honorable member and other honorable
members who sit in opposition seem to be
at a loss to understand why we who sit on
this (the Ministerial) side support the
present Government. My answer is that
we study the country first and party afterwards. We are called conservatives. I
don't hesitate to accept the title. I consider
myself a conservatiYe; and yet I am as
liberal in my views as any honorable member who sits on the opposite side. The spirit
by which we are animated is similar to that
recently exhibited by the conservative party
in the House of Commons. When that act of
assassination which aroused such a feeling of
horror in every part of the British Empire
was perpetrated in Ireland, the conservatives withdrew the motion which they had
tabled of want of confidence in the Gladstone Ministry, in order that they might go
shoulder to shoulder in the maintenance of
law, order, and good government. It may
be asked how I apply that state of facts to
this colony. I will explain how. At the
time the present Government took possession
of the Treasury bench, a sort of political
anarchy existed in the country; and, if the·
party with which I am associated had not
supported the Government as one man, that
state of political anarchy would have continued, and we little knew what would have
been the result. With regard to the amendment which is before the chair, 1 think it is
divisible into two parts. In the first place,
it condemns the administration of the public
departments during the recess; but I can
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safely say, from my own knowledge, that if
the public departments have not been well
conducted during the past six months, they
have been as well conducted as they were for
it long time before. Therefore, I do not think
that in this regard there is ground for finding fault with the present Ministry. If
they are to blame for the present state of
the departments, previous Administrations
are to blame also. No doubt some reform
is necessary in connexion with several of the
tlepartments, and I shall be glad to see it
carried out, but that reform has not become
necessary through any action on the part of
the present Government. In the next place,
~he amendment disapproves of the action of
the Ministry in sending orders to England
for railway plant and water pipes which
bould be manufactured here. Now I cannot
understand how an act of emergency can be
regarded as an act of policy on the part of
the Ministry. I am disposed to view it in
the contrary light. If honorable members
want to ascertain what is the mind of the
present Ministry with reference to protection, I would refer them to the terms on
which the Tariff Commission were appointed. There is nothing set forth in the
instrument constituting that commission
which at all attempts to sap the protective
policy of this country.
· Mr. MUNRO.-It was a very stupid
bommission.
· . Mr. BOSISTO.-I have sat with the
honorable member for North Melbourne (Mr.
Munro) on several commissions, and I am
not prepared to say that anyone of them
was stupid.
:. Mr. MUNRO.-I did not refer to the
\ commissioners-I referred to the commission
~ppointing them.
· Mr. BOSISTO.-This is what the Tariff
Commission is empowered to do : -
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that there are among the commissioners
men of free-trade and medium opinions, as
well as men of protective opinions; but I
have not the slightest hesitation in saying,
from the way in which the honorable member for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams) is working the commission, that the report of that
body will be in accord with the spirit of the
instructions which I have read. If, therefore, there is no attempt or desire whatever
to interfere with the protective policy of the
country, I think it is not justifiable to seek
to displace the Government on that ground
by a side-wind such as the amendment of the
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry).
Charges have also been made during the
debate against the Minister of Public Works,
but I certainly think they have been fully
replied to, and therefore it is not necessary
to refer to them. As to the Minister of
Railways, I do not intend to make any
remarks concerning those matters which
may be said to be sub judice, as they
will be brought formally under the notice
of the House by the motion of which
the honorable member for Ballarat West
(Mr. Fincham) has given notice; but there
is one portion of the honorable gentleman's
administration of which I know something,
and in connexion with which I think I have
a right to give him credit-I refer to the
Alphington line. The honorable member for
Collingwood (Mr. Langridge) expressed the
opinion that the reason that line had not
been proceeded with was because my honorable colleague in the representation of Richmond was a member of the Ministry. I
unhesitatingly say that there is no foundation for that statement. I know the whole
history of the case, and it is briefly this : When the Railway Bill which was passed
by the late Government was brought before
this House, it contained a schedule purporting to set forth the route of the Alphington
: "To inquire into ana report upon the incidence and working of the present Customs line, but a map which was circulated among
Tariff of this colony, especially with regard to the honorable members in connexion with the
eontinued inclusion thereill of items, which while Bill set forth another line. I myself rose in
neither yielding any c~nsidemble amount of
I;cvenue, noradequately protectingany Victorian the House, and objected to the line set forth
industry, at the same time seriom;ly hamper the in the map because it would cross a great
operations of trade; and further to devise the number of the public streets of Richmond
best means of affording relief by discontinuing
such items in the Tariff,and, if necessary, a.dding on a level, whereas the line in the schedule
others in lieu thereof."
by the route proposed would have avoided a
I maintain that there is nothing in this com- great many of those level crossings. Time
mission to indicate, for one moment, that the went on, and, after the Bill was passed, the
present Ministry are unsound with reference Richmond Council asked for the plans in
to the protective policy of the country. order to see which of the two lines was
Why the chairman of the commission is a going to be carried out. I myself remember
pronounced protectionist-a gentleman who at that time asking the Minister of Railsticks to the opinions he' has once formed, ways where the plans were, and it then apt1.nd advocates them with ability. It is true peared that no plans were ready, although
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tenders had been called for the construction
of the line. When the plans did come they
actually set out a third line further up in
the town of Richmond, which would have
done more injury to the streets than even
the line shown on the map. If honorable
~embers examine those plans they will see
that the line is actually like a saw, and not
only that, but I believe a portion of it is
8 feet below the flood level of the river.
The Swan-street crossing is another
matter which has been before the House from
time to time. The attention of successive
Ministers of Railways has been called to
the terrible condition in which that crossing places an important portion of Richmond, and I do not hesitate to say that
the honorable member for Stawell, the
honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson), and the present Minister of
Railways have each done their utmost
personally to endeavour to remedy the evil.
They have asked for schemes from time to
time, but not a scheme was forthcoming
from the department. At one time I
remember it was said that £10.000 would
have been sufficient to get rid ~f the level
crossing, but now'we are told that, if it is removed atall,it will beat a costtothecountry
of £60,000 or £70,000. I know that the
present Minister of Railways has done his
utmost in the matter, because I am personally aware that he actually insisted that
some scheme should be laid down by the
department on the subject. A scheme was
laid down, but it was of such a nature that
the Richmond Town Council would not look
at it. The engineers they called in to
exatnine the plans said they could only
haye been prepared by people who knew
nothing whatever about the question. The
council acknowledged, however, that the
Mitlister of Railways had acted well in the
matter, and they even accorded him a vote
of thanks for what he had done. The other
day, when the council wanted to know a little
more as to what could be done about the
crossing, it was decided that in consequence
of the plans which had been forwarded to
them being of such a nature that they could
not be accepted, the matter should fall
through, and the position now is that 300
or 400 trains per day a.re passing through
one of the main streets of Richmond, causing great danger to life and interruption to
the traffic of the town. Moreoyer, it appears
that whereas, if the department had done
their part fully and fairly some years ago,
the- evil could have been remedied at a cost
(If SOme '£10,000, we shall some day have
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to incur an expense of £70,000 or £80,000
to get rid of this level crossing. I desire
now to say a few words with regard to the
Governor's speech. It seems to me that
that speech foreshadows a great deal of
practical work if the Government are
allowed an opportunity of bringing down the
measures promised in it. One important
measure referred to is an Explosives Bill.
To illustrate the urgency of such a measure,
I may mention some circumstances which
came under the notice of the board which
was appointed to take evidence on the
subject of the use and storage of explosives.
In one town, we called in at two or three of
the principal stores to inquire where the
On entering the
explosives were kept.
front shop of one of the stores we saw
three cases of dynamite lying there, one
of which was wide open, the other two
being fastened, and a man was actually sitting
on the top of the cases smoking! Again,
in the city of Ballarat we saw large carriers'
carts passing along the main street laden
with various stores, and amongst those stores
I'myself counted five cases of gunpowder.
Surely with such a state of things it is
necessary that we should have legislation on
the subject of explosives immediately. I
do not wonder at Footscray complaining
with regard to the carriage of explosives
through its streets. I know that a few
months ago at least-and I believe the
same is the case still-large quantities of
explosives were taken away there in open
carts, sometimes with tarpaulins over them,
and sometimes with no covering. The
programme of the Government also contains several other measures of practical
legislation upon which we ought to set to
work as soon as possible, in order to have
them carried into effect. The Land Bill is
a measure to which very few, if any, honorable members have addressed themselves.
I confess that my views with regard
to the land are somewhat changed from
what they formerly were. I am rather
of opinion that the selection of lands
should be stayed for a while than that
the area of selection should be increased.
We ought to try to get to know the exact
condition of the lands of the country before
allowing any more to pass away from the
State. The proposal to incl'ease the area of
selection to 640 acres is one which I will
never support. The selectors have been
able to take their choice of the lands hither
and thither. It was their business to know
in selecting whether they wanted the lmid
for the growth of cereals or for some other
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industrial purpose; but I think, if honorable
members travel over the country, they will_
find that in many parts the selectors are
really not occupying the lands in the way it
was intended that they should. It 8eems
to me that there are a great many of them
who are simply living on the land for the
sole purpose of being able after a while to
sell the freehold when they get it. I think
we make one mistake in this coun-try with
reference to farming. It is considered that
if the lands are taken up for the purpose of
growing wheat, oats, and other cereals, that
is all that is required. It is well known,
however, that we have thousands, I may say
millions, of acres well adapted for other
industrial purposes. The Land Bill which
is to be introduced, if it is the same as that
of last session, will not contain a single
clause about leasing; but I wish to state
that I am a thorough advocate of the
leasing system for the prosecution of several
industries. Take the growing of wattle for
instance. That is an industry which should
be fostered, but I maintain that, unless there
are leasing clauses inserted in the Land
Bill enabling companies to be formed to
take up the poorest lands and utilize them
in the growth of wattles, those poor lands
will never be occupied. They are, however, well
adapted for that purpose, and if companies
are allowed to be formed, and are granted
leases of 50-or even 100-years, I am
certain that a wattle industry will be established which will be of vast service to the
State. In order that honorable members
may see that this !s an industry which ought
io be considered, I may inform the House
that, during the last ten years, no less than
50,766 tons of wattle bark have been exported, of the value of £353,215. If we
add to that the amount of wattle bark
consumed in the colony for tanning-estimating the value at £6 lOs. per ton-it will
be found that we have a property in this
industry alone worth at least £100,000 a
year. I repeat that an industry of this
kind is worth assisting, and I hope that,
when the Land Bill is brought before the
House, the Ministry will see the advisability
of introducing clauses allowing the leasing
of land for the purpose of carrying on
such industries. The honorable member
for St. Kilda (Mr. Harris) the other evening spoke of the cultivation of the olive, and
that is another industry which should be encouraged in the same way. The other day
I visited a place where the soil is of the most
miserable description-such as would not
grow wheai or oats..:.....yet I saw gr~wing
Mr. Bosisto.
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there in a small paddock 50 olive trees,
which looked as healthy and flourishing as
possible. I wish to remark here that, the
other day, when I asked the Minister what
regulations there were with reference to the
stripping of wattle bark, he stated that regulations were in force, and that they were
carried out by the Crown lands bailiffs. I
must say, however, that the Crown lands
bailiffs do not do their duty in this matter.
I am informed that they have not sent in a
single report concerning the stripping of
wattle bark since the regulations were made.
Those regulations also state that the wattle
bark shall be stripped only in certainll10nths
of the year-from the 15th of September to
the 15th of January-but what will the
Minister say if, as I have every reason to believe, licences have been granted to persons
outside the prescribed season, during which
the bark can be stripped easily, and none is
wasted? It is a very serious thing that men
should be allowed to have licences outside
the regulations while others cannot do so.
The wattle bark is now worth £10 per ton,
and those who are allowed to strip the bark
outside the proper wattle season not only
cause unnecessary loss, but have a virtual
monopoly. I hope the Minister will look
into the matter, and not allow any such
privilege, and will see that the Crown lands
bailiffs send in reports from time to
time in connexion with the wattle industry. If the Crown lands bailiff's did their
duty, they would, as they are empowered
to do by the regulations, give in charge
any person they saw stripping bark outside
the season and seize the barIc As honorable members are expected to express themselves with reference to the present Government, I must say that I see no reason why
I -should vote against them, and it is my .
intention to support them as long as they
carry out practical measures which I consider
are for the advancement of the country. At
the same time I shall freely criticise any
measure that is brought forward in the
House, and if I do not agree with any
measure of the Ministry, or any portion
of a measure, I shall certainly feel it my
duty to vote against it whatever may be
the consequences. But I consider that as
we are all lovers of the colony, and desire
to advance its interests, we should endeavour, when we see in office a Ministry
who are trying to do the work of the country
faithfully, honorably, and straightforwardly, .
to give them a fair support to carry out
that work. That is the reason why I am
supporting the present Administration, and
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I do not think that we on this (the
Ministerial) side of the House are open
to the charge of being "voting machines,"
which the honorable member for vVest
Bourke levelled at us. Honorable members
sitting here have no right to such an
appellation, and I think no such remark
should have been made. I consider that
every effort should be made to carry out the
government of this country at the present
time in a way which will satisfy the people,
and I :feel sure that many of the practical measures promised will, if they are
passed into law, command the gratitude of
the country. At the close of last session
the Ministry promised to call the House together again at an early period of this year,
and they have kept their word. They are
now waiting to have the Estimates ,for
1882-3 considered before the end of the
present financial year, and I trust that but
little further delay will take place, so that
we may be able to criticise the expenditure
of the country in a fair way, and, if need be,
have a discussion which can have a practical
outcome on some of the items. That is a
position in which we have not been for
several years, because we have not, as a rule,
got to the consideration of the Estimates
un til three parts of the financial year were
gone. I think, therefore, we are somewhat
indebted to the present Ministry for promising to place the Estimates before us in time
to haTe them discussed before the 30th of
June, and I hope we shall soon enter upon
the work of the country.
Mr. W. M. OLARK.-Sir, I am very
pleased that the honorable member who has
just resumed his seat has referred to the
carriage of explosives, because he has
afforded me an opportunity of drawing
,attention to the treatment which my constituents have received in this matter at the
hands of the Minister of Oustoms. In
December last, I brought forward, for the
second time, the question of the carriage of
explosives through Footscray, and I then
received a promise from the Minister of
'Oustoms, and also from the Premier, that
the matter would be'dealt with. When the
House went into recess, however, nothing
'was done, until at length I waited on the
Premier, and he not only promised to stop
the evil, but also gave an order to that
effect, as I believe notice was given to stop
the carriage of explosives through the
streets. Strange to say, however, the day
before this arrangement was to come in
force, the Minister of Oustoms issued an
order extending the traffic for some time.
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Mr. GRA VES.-That is not correct. It
was the Premier who did it.
Mr. W. M. OLARK.-Immediately the
House re-assembled this session, I again
brought the matter forward, and I was then
assured by the Minister of Oustoms that an
arrangement had been made by the borough
council, by which a certain route was laid
down for the carriage of explosives. Although I was sure that what the Minister
stated was not a fact, I was not in a position
to contradict him at the time. I left the House,
however, that evening, knowing that the
borough council were then sitting, and went
to their meeting and asked them if any such
arrangement had been made. They informed
me that no such arrangement had ever been
made by them, and that the traffic had been
continued entirely by the order of the
Minister of Oustoms. It can therefore be
judged that I have little confidence in the
administration of the Oustoms department.
With regard to the amendment of the
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry),
I must express my regret that he did
not take broader grounds on which to
base a motion of want of confidence in
the present Government, instead of confining the condemnation almost solely to
the Minister of Railways and the Minister of Public Works. I must also dissent from many of the references which
have been made from this (the opposition)
side of the House to the Minister of Railways. I have only interviewed him on public
affairs; but, as far as my personal contact
with him goes, I am bound to say that I
would be very loath indeed to give a vote
which would displace the present Minister
of Railways to put the honorable member
for Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson) in his
position. No doubt the present Minister of
Railways has made many mistakes, but I
think the most grievous mistake of ~ll was
when he made the order which touched, the
breeches pockets of the newspapers. As a
newspaper proprietor, I have to pay the
parcel rate which has been imposed on the
carriage of newspapers, and I must admit
that I see no reason why it should not be
paid. Newspapers are purely commercial
speculations, and, if it did not pay to do so,
their proprietors would not publish them.
When the honorable member for Stawell
struck off the newspaper rate, I am not
aware that his action reduced the price of the
papers to the readers. Nevertheless, I am
convinced that unless the present Minister of
Railways wins absolution by striking oft· that
rate, instead of being as formerly the pet of
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the A1'{j'llS and Telegraph, and even of that
misel'able buffoon Pttnoh, he will continue
to be damned while the rate continues. I
think honorable members OIl this side of
the House have made a mistake in confining their attacks almost solely to the
conservative members of the Oabinet, because I think they had ample ground for
directing their criticisms towards what I
may call the renegades from liberalism.
There is the Postmaster-General. I confess
I never look towards that gentleman sitting
on the Treasury bench but I am reminded
of the couplet about flies in amber. I cannot see the amber, but I very often wonder
"how the devil he got there." It was
neither for his treachery nor his ability,
but simply, I must conclude, as a compliment to his church. Then we have the
Minister of Oustoms. I am sure that honorable members who have watched that
gentleman's career since he came into this
House on the tide of 1877 can only have
viewed it with detestation. He followed the
J3erry Government implicitly during the
first and second sessions of that Parliament,
he voted for the first and second readings ()f .
their Reform Bill and supported it through
committee, and then, at the last hour, he
.deserted them. I was told by Ministers
Q,t half-past eleven o'clock on 'the night of
the division that the honorable member was
going to vote for the Government, and a~
twenty minutes past two on the following
morning he turned round and recorded 'his
vote against them. Afterwards, when the
Service Government got into office, he
accompanied the honorable member for
Brighton, the honorable member for East
Bourke, and the honorable member for East
Melbourne (Mr. Zox) in a junketing expedition to Mansfield, and he was lool\:(~d upon
by that Ministry as a convert, and they
thought they were sure of his vote. At ten
o·QloQk on the night of the division on the
Service Reform Bill, Ministers relied on his
support, but he treated them as he had
treated the Berry Government, and, at the
last moment, he again turned round and
voted against them. Last week he urged
that at any rate his constituents had ratified
his conduct by returning him twice to this
Chamber, but it must be remembered that
he represents the Kelly country-and the
criminal portion of the Kelly country. I
know that district well, and I am certain
that no straightforward or honest man in it
would vote for him. After the Service
Government were turned out, he returned
like a lamb to the fold of the liberal party,
Mr. W. M. Clark.
i
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and then he again sold the honorable merri.-bel' for Geelong and would sell any one unti~
he got to the position he now occupie&.
Next there is that model of masterly i1lactivity, the Ohief Secretary. I remember
that honorable gentleman remarking, before
the late Ministry went out, that they
were a lot of pusillanimous Englishmen,
with neither a Scotchman nor an Irishman among them. The honorable' member
has plenty of the nationalities he admires
about him now, and I must say that a
bright lot they are. Last, but not least,
there is the arch-renegade, thA Premier.
He has often denied approving of Black
Wednesday, and it is true that he was
not in the House when it took place. But,
I ask honorable. members, did he not, by
standing as a candidate in the interests of
the then Berry Administration, take. upon
himself their acts, and did he not further
endorse them by becoming a Minister in
that Government? We know how the
Arg1.ts spoke of him then, and how it speaks
of him now; and we also know how- it
would speak of him to-morrow if he return~<i
to the paths of honour and honesty. What
has the honorable member been doing?
The law courts have been stuffed with
judges and police magistrates, the honor:
able member, no doubt, thus getting rid of
a number of professional rivals. He has
not only been squandering the means of the
people, but he is now proposing to part wit~
their last inheritance-the land-a~d,
worst of all, he proposes to saddle then
with that curse of .nations, a standing army,
or at all events with the nucleus of one. If
honorable members on this side of the
House had considered matters, therefore,
they would have found ample grounds for a.
vote of want of confidence amongst the
renegades on the Treasury bench, instead of
singling out those whom I may call th~
legitimate Ministers. I shall vote for the
amendment, not because it applies to the
Minister of Railways, but to show ,my want
of confidence in the renegades from liberalism. As for the Minister of Railways'
action with regard to Mr. Elsdon, I may
say that I know, as a matter of fact,
through visiting the department concerning
some public works, that the Minister ha~
given Mr. Elsdon, time after time, orders to
carry out things which he failed to execute.
Had I been Minister of Railways, Mr. Elsdon
would not have resigned, but he would have
travelled much sooner than he did.
Mr. NIMMO.-Mr. Speaker, I must
say that in the course of this debate I have
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very frequently lost sight of the question
brought before us for our decision. Indeed
its merits have become so mixed as to make
it necessary for me, in order to be clear,
to fall back on what I may call 'first principles. If I understand the case correctly,
the amendment submitted by the honorable
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) is a motion
of want of confidence in the present Administration, on the ground that their action in
sending to England for certain water pipes
and railway carriages was wrong, inasmuch
as it was directly opposed to the established
policy of this country; while, on the other
hand, the contention of the Ministry and
their supporters is that the demand for
those pipes and carriages was so urgent as
to justify the adoption of the course pursued. These seem, when the question
before us is stripped of all superfluous and
irregular matter, to be the two issues we
have to consider. Well, with respect to
the case set up for the Miuistry, I have
hitherto utterly failed, after paying the
greatest possible attention to the debate, so
far as it has gone, to meet with a single
conclusive argument in their favour. The
other night, the Minister of Railways informed us that"In the matter of carriages, we can make
them better and cheaper in the colony than they
can be obtained from England."

But, if that was his settled conviction, what
prevented him from giving practical effect
to it? I think an answer to this query
has been already furnished by the Minister
of Customs, who stated the other evening
as follows : "It was with the greatest reluctance, and after
being urged by his colleagues to adopt that
course as the only one open to him, that the
Minister of Railways agreed to send home for
carriages."

According to this testimony, it is evident
that the responsibility of sending home for
the carriages must rest on the shoulders of
the whole Ministry, rather than singly upon
the shoulders of the Minister of Railways.
As an extenuating circumstance, it has been
mentioned by different Ministerialist speakers
that, after all, the order for the carriages
was a very small one-that, in fact, the departure from the settled fiscal policy of the
country ought not to be made so much of,
because of the comparatively infinitesimal
nature of the transaction. It is stated that
only 70 carriages were sent for, and that
the cost of the labour involved in the construction of each carriage could not amount
to more than £160. But, sir, 70 times
£160 makes £11,200, and, small as that
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sum may appear in the eyes of some people,
nothing but stern necessity would ever have
induced me to divert its expenditure from
the labour market of this colony. Besides,
apart from the financial aspect of the question, other considerations, of a very serious
character, grow out of it. POI' example, I
see before me, on the Ministerial benches, a
number of honorable members who, lik~
myself, were returned at the last general
election pledged to support the policy of
protection to local industry, but how do they
stand now? Since that general election
took place they have been so far more fortu-:
nate than myself as to become Ministers of
the Crown, but what have they done in that
capacity? They have inaugurated a policy
utterly subversive of the one they were elected
by their constituents to uphold. That is a
very grave point, because, were such conduct
to become general, it would lead to the destruction of responsible and representative
government. For my part, I hold that, whel~
an honorable member practically inverts the
policy he was sent here by his constituents
to carry out and give effect to, he does a
thoroughly wrong thing. Again, it is to be
observed that the Minister of Railways sent
to England for these carriages knowing that
we could make them here,· in the first pl~ce,
cheaper, and, in the next plaoe, bettel' -thall
they could be made for us at home, because
he is aware that imported carriages, which
come here in pieces, and have to be put
together afterwards, cannot be so strong 9r
so capable of resisting accident as carriages
made in the whole by our own workmen.
The only justification advanced in support
of what I call the unlawful act now in ques ..
tion is that the carriages were urgen~ly
required. But who created that urgency ,7
When did it arise? Why did it ever exist J
Honorable members will perhaps recollec~
that, when the honorllble member fOf Stllwell
was Minister of Railways, he brought down
to the House on several occasions elaboraw
and valuable reports - for the honorabl~
member, with all his inconsistencies, was
a skilful railway manager - which mad~
it manifest that there was an urgent demand for a supply of fresh rolling-stoel\;.
Furthermore, the honorable member on
two separate occasions pleaded by word of
mouth, in a very intelligent and forcible
way, for permission to obtain that rolling,stock, in order that our ever-extending r~il
way system might be kept pace with j bqt
with what result? That the conservative
members laughed his proposal to. scorn.
They" stone-walled" his most proper a~d
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equitable request. But, had it been complied with, where would have been the
urgency upon which the Ministry and their
supporters rely as their excuse? It would
have been nowhere. The want of fresh
rolling-stock which now exists would have
been anticipated. I assert then that those
who acted as "stone-wallers" on the occasion I speak of are responsible for all the
inconveniences, and worse, which the want
of a proper supply of rolling-stock has occasioned. I was glad to hear the honorable
member for Maldon, the other night, express
regret for his share of the "stone-walling"
business. He raised h~mself in my mind as
he made the s~atement, for there is hardly
anything I admire more in a man than
courage to acknowledge his faults when he
sees them. I only wish some of those who
formerly acted with him would be equally
honest. And now as to the water pipes
question. The pipe-makers of Victoria contend that, if they had been placed in a proper
. position by the Minister of Water Supply,
ti.~y could have competed successfully with
the English pipe-makers, with respect not
only to price, but to supplying the pipes
required in time for the next hot weather.
Let us look at that contention in the light
of facts. The Minister having had it in his
power to advertise for the pipes in December
last, what would have occurred had he taken
that course? Why tenders for the pipes
would have been opened in the following
month, and the Victorian pipe-makers would
have been then prepared to bind themselves
in heavy penalties to commence the delivery of the pipes within seven months
from that perjod. I think, then, that
their contention cannot be upset. But the
Minister of Water Supply refrained from
pursuing the line I mention. He did not
advertise for tenders until it had become
impossible for the local makers to supply
the pipes in time to meet the wants of the
next hot season. Let me at this stage ask
what are those wants? I have paid the
subject a great deal of attention, and I
venture to assert that the most exaggerated
notions prevail with respect to the ,vater
famine the metropolitan district might
be subjected to in the hot weather were
the. present water supply not extended.
It is my impression, which I give for what
.it is worth, that the population of Melbourne and its suburbs are better supplied
with water-I speak only with respect to
quantity, and the way the supply comesthan the population of any city in Europe.
For example, the daily water supply of
Mr. Nimmo.
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London is only a maximum of 25 gallons
per head and a minimum of 20 gallons per
head, and a very large section of the population have only two hours in the twentyfour wherein to lay in their stock for the
day, water being completely shut off from
them during the rest of the period. Much
the same rule exists in Sydney, where the
metropoFtan population consists of 230,000
persons, whose daily supply of water
amou~ts to 30 gallons per head, for I am
informed that in many cases the people
there are required to lay in their stock of
water during the night. I speak only from
what I have been told, for I have never
visited Sydney. Well, what did the water
famine in Melbourne during the hot season
amount to last summer, and to what would it
probably amount next summer were the new
pipes not laid down? The only limit placed
on the Melbourne water supply last summer was that for four days during the
hottest weather the water was screwed off
from about nine o'clock in the morning
until about five o'clock in the afternoon,
but even then the restriction only applied
to certain portions of the population of
Richmond, South Yarra, St. Kilda, and
Emerald Hill-that is to say, to about
10,000 persons, comprising about 2,000
families, out of a total population of
270,000. Now I venture to affirm that,
had the Minister of Water Supply put to
those 2,000 families something like the
following question-" Are you prepared to
submit to four days' inconvenience during
the coming hot season rather than see
£61,000 sent away from the labour market
of the colony 1" the answer would have been
unanimously-" We will wait for the new
main, and keep the money in the colony."
Mr. BENT.-But the money would not
be half £61,000.
.
Mr. NIMMO.-The contract was for
£61,000 worth of pipes out of the total of
£100,000 worth required. Iamnowbrought
to a very important point. I have said that
the population of Melbourne are supplied
with water on a better scale than are the
population of London, Glasgow, Liverpool,
Manchester, or New York; but how do we
use our ad vantages? In tens of thousands
of cases, the particularly precious blessing
of an abundant water supply is abused. For
example, on the 17th January last, the
hottest day of the season, no less than
21,000,000 gallons of water were discharged
from the Preston reservoir to supply the
population of the metropolis. What does
that mean? It means a supply during that
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day of no less than 77 i gallons to each man,
woman, and child in the place. Therefore
I regard our grounds for fearing a water
famine, if we do not have the new main, as
really very inconsiderable. In fact, by entertaining the notions on the subject that
are entertained in certain quarters we unreasonably depreciate our resources, and are
unjust to our Water Supply department.
The Yan Yean works were originally constructed to supply a population .of 70,000,
but through the energy of the Water Supply
officers, and the skill they brought to bear,
the works now supply a population of
270,000 better than the population of many
of the larger cities of the old country are
supplied. For the reasons I have given,
I shall vote for the amendment of the
honorable member for Geelong. During
the early part of last session, I stated
. that I intended' to support the present
Ministry in carrying the public measures
proposed by them in which I believed, and
I mentioned some of those in which I had
faith. For instance, I said I would support
their Water Conservation Bill, and on every
division with respect to it I religiously kept
my word. I also said and did the same
thing with respect to their Loan Bill, and
I further pledged myself to support their
Railway Construction Bill because, although
the Minister of Railways is at times a little
over enthusiastic, and has occasionally been
a little offensive to certain members of the
community, he has always shown me the
greatest courtesy, and I believe him to have
done the best he could under the circumstances in which he was placed, and to have
entered with energy and good determination upon the work of supplying the railway
wants of the colony. Still I cannot support
the Government in wantonly trying to override the fixed and established policy of the
country. I would not be a consistent man if
I assisted them in subverting the protection
policy which has been adopted at the ballotbox on the occasion of four consecutive
general elections. I will next refer for a
few moments to some of the remarks that
have been made in support of the Ministry.
I was very glad, when the honorable member
for Maldon addressed the House on the
subject, to hear him begin by saying that his
manner would be somewhat different from
what it was formerly, and that he was going
to speak in a peaceable spirit and not to
abuse those who differed from him in opinion
-that it was, in fact, to be with him truly a
period of "peace, progress, and prosperity."
But what followed? He had not been on
SES.1882.-Y
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his legs two minutes before I discovered
that, though peace was on his lips, war was
in his eye. He literally glared at the leader
of the Opposition. I was totally unprepared
for such a difference between words and
spirit. When he commenced, his words
were like those of Joseph Sturge, once
president of the Peace Society, or of Lloyd
Garrison, who used to preach peace so earnestly in the United States, and I laid myself out to enjoy an intellectual oration that
would be free from passion and those references to past occurrences that give rise to
so much ill-feeling. But, 10 and behold!
the honorable member, after glaring at the
late Premier, exclaimed-" The honorable
member for Geelong need not entertain any
hope of returning to power again; the
country will have no more Berryism; its
day is past and gone; Berryism is dead."
That took me all aback. I could scarcely
realize that these words came from lips that
a few seconds previous breathed the purest
peace. Why his opening sentences reminded me of the lines of Dr. Young, who,
in beginning a controversy, wisely addressed
himself thus:"Retire I The world shut out;
Imagination's airy wing repress;
Lock up thy senses; let no passion stir;
Wake all to reason; let her reign alone."

But directly afterward I found him storming,
raging, and rampaging like a wild Highlandman wielding his claymore. And in the
midst of the tempest the honorable member
lost his head. He cried out that Berryism
was a corpse, and that, because the country
would have Berryism no longer, commerce
would prosper, trade would flourish, and the
colony would be happy. But what was the
corollary to all this? He offered as a proof
tha t the doctrines of Berryism had ceased
to have influence, that an architect had told
him that he had received an order from a
capitalist to prepare plans and specifications for building £50,000 worth of houses,
but that, directly the honorable member
for Geelong tabled his amendment, the
order was withdrawn. Why the two statements utterly contradict each other. They
are as wide apart as the poles asunder. If
Berryism is dead, how was it that when
the honorable member for Geelong moved
his little finger the capitalist clutched his
£50,000 and put it in his pocket? The two
points of the argument can in no way be
reconciled. I regret that the honorable member is not in the chamber to hear what I say,
for I know him to be a kind-hearted man.
Mr. RALL.-Is he?
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Mr. NIMMO.-I believe he is. I speak honorable member for Geelong, as the head
of a man as I find him. I am afmid, how- of the then Government, had made proever, that the moment his political corns vision for the salaries of everyone of the
are trodden upon he runs mad. Not that victims of Black Wednesday-that there
he is the only man of the kind in the House was then no indication that anyone of them
or in the country. Now I may say of my- would be discharged, but that the Estimates
self that there are many from whom I differ containing that provision were "stonevery much politically, but for whom I have walled "-by whom? Who prevented the
the highest resPect, and with whom I can money being appropriated in the right and
agree on almost every subject but politics; natural way? Who robbed the treasury
at the same time it is a sad fact that politics chest, and stole the key? Let the honorin this country are carried to such an extent able member for Villiers and Heytesbury
that it will be almost impossible for us to find that out, and then I will tell him who
get on until the people generally are better caused Black Wednesday. But, now that
educated with respect to the motives by the affair has gone by, I want to try and
which men arc governed as well as the prin- forget it. There is no use in keeping up imciples they enunciate. Look at how a great pressions that might as well be obliterated.
many honorable members on this (the op- Do we not now wish to live in amity and
position) side of the House are calumniated peace with each other, and devote ourselves
day after day in the press and on the plat- to wholesome legislation ? Nevertheless,
form by having improper motives ascribed honorable members on the Ministerial side
to them. I say that no man has a right to cannot expect honorable members in oppoascribe improper motives to his fellow man sition to sit quietly by to hear their leader
unless he has unquestionable grounds for calumniated as he was by the honorable
doing so. I venture to assert that I never member for Maldon. I say to the honorin my life knew a more peaceable politician able members opposite-" Let us alone and
than the honorable member for Geelong. we will let you alone, but every blow you
What was the speech he made when he strike at us shall be returned." That is
moved the amendment? Apart from the about the English of the situation. I don't
good sense embodied in it, it was a perfect think I would be justified in detaining the
model of quiet eloquence and moderation. House much longer. I regret very much
It was couched in a truly gentlemanly spirit. that the Government thought it to be their
It did not contain a single bitter word duty to take action outside the established
against a political opponent. The honor- policy and practice of the country by sendable member called no one by a bad name, ing to England for carriages and pipes
nor referred to anyone as actuated by a which could have been made in the colony.
bad spirit, as the honorable member for Especially do I regret the sending for the
Maldon afterwards did, when he alluded to carriages, because the Minister of Railways
the terribly stormy time of Black Wednes- has known all along that they could be
day, and drew a comparison between it and made cheaper and better in Victoria than
the black cloud resting on Mr. Wallis. in England. I regret to say, Mr. Speaker,
Now that Black Wednesday has gone by, that such action in the face of such knowand the gloomy clouds that hung round it ledge has a tendency to make me suspicious.
have disappeared, and left the political Because what do I find in this Chamber?
horizon clear and serene, what is the use of A number of honorable members on the
bringing the whole affair up again? Be- Treasury bench who ought by rights to be sitsides, the honorable member for Maldon tingwith us in opposition, they having equally
must know that different politicians have with ourselves been returned at the last
different views as to the origin of Black general election to uphold liberal principles.
Wednesday. I have never ceased to believe Yet they are now allied with pronounced
Mr. Berry to be as innocent of Black Wed- free-traders, who have always opposed the
nesday as an unborn child. That is my political principles we advocate; and it would
firm and settled conviction.
appear as though their free-trade friends
Mr. ANDERSON.-Who then are the have made them help to subvert the policy
to which they pledged themselves before their
guilty ones?
Mr. NIMMO.-I don't want to raise a constituents. That such a state of things
quarrel with the honorable member for should exist is very undesirable. In conVilliers and Heytesbury (Mr. Anderson), clusion, T may say that were I to submit to
but I will ask him whether he does not be led by the offer of a portfolio to turn my
know that up to the time in question the back on myself, I would faU utterly, not only
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in my own estimation, but in that of those
who sent me here. Never again would I
be able to raise my voice in Emerald Hill as
a candidate for Parliament, and I am truly
glad to think that such a healthy public
feeling exists among my constituents. Why
what happened there only the other day?
Over a thousand men met to consider the
action of the Government, and carried a
resolution condemning it without a dissentient voice. Ballarat has held a similar
meeting with a similar result. At the same
time I know the amendment will be lost.
Nevertheless, I trust that when the division
has been taken, and the matter settled, we
in opposition will take a right course.
Having announced our principles, and stood
by them manfully, let us settle down to
business, steadily refusing to follow the example formerly set by the other side, when
our side was in power, of indulging in
"stone-walling," and other obstructive measures, in order to prevent the work of the
country from being conducted in a proper
spirit.
Mr. BOWMAN.-Sir, I listened with
much pleasure to many of the remarks of
the last speaker, but there is no doubt that
his arguments when dissected show clearly
that he started on a wrong basis. He commenced by asserting that the carriages and
pipes could have been made in the colony,
but I distinctly affirm that the contrary is
the case. If I thought they could have
been manufactured here, I would record my
vote for the amendment, but at present I
can come to no such conclusion. It is a
fact as clear as day that neither of them
could have been produced here within the
time that could be spared for the purpose,
and for the Government to have kept back
the contracts, particularly that for the pipes,
in view of the undoubted consequences the proceeding would have entailed-the additional
suffering and misery to the people it would
have caused-would have been a crime. Why
look what ,has happened respecting water
pipes for my electorate, and also for the
borough of Daylesford? Tenders for thousands of tons of pipes were called for in the
colony, and every facility was offered to the
local manufacturer, but no tenderer except
for imported pipes would come forward.
Whose fault is that? If the protective
duty on iron pipes is not sufficient, who is to
blame for the fact that it is not higher?
Under these circumstances, I cannot vote
on the present occasion against the Government, although I have no great love for
them. For example, I have uttered some
y
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of the hardest things possible against the
present Minister of Railways, and he has
done the same against me, but, nevertheless, I will do him the justice of saying
that once, when he found he had used
a personally offensive expression towards
me, he apologized to me, as an honorable
man would do, on the floor of this House ..
I may add that from the Government
generally I have received nothing but
courtesy.
Mr. GARDINER.-You have no right
to expect anything else from them.
Mr. BOWMAN.-Well,it was more than
I or the honorable member either received
at the hands of the last Government, whom
we supported. I assert that it was absolutely necessary to obtain the water pipes
from England in order to save people from
a repetition of the miseries of last summer,
while not to get from the same place a certain number of railway carriages, simply to
go on with until plenty more could be made
in the colony, would have practically meant
denying to the public for a period the privilege of using the railways, or else requiring
them to travel on holidays in cattle trucks,
a state of things disgraceful to any civilized country. Under any circumstances, if
pipes are to be manufactured here, an increased protective duty in their favour
ought to be immediately proposed. Let
honorable members recollect that making
them cannot be entered upon until some
£20,000 has been spent upon the requisite
plant and machinery. I must say I blame
the constitutional party for the fact that our
railways were not long ago sufficiently supplied with rolling-stock, and it would seem,
from what the honorable member for Maldon
said the other evening, that they now acknowledge their fault. Still for the opposition side to blame them for everything is
ridiculous, seeing that only a day or two ago
they wanted to be hand and glove with
them.
Mr. WOODS.-Why they were literally
crying for a coalition.
Mr. BOWMAN.-Yes, both crying and
trying for one. The honorable member for
Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson), the honorable
member for Ballarat West (Major Smith),
and the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) were striving to be hand and
glove with the constitutional party' whom
they used formerly to accuse of having done
every possible harm to the country. Was
not that seeking to destroy what is left of
the old true liberal party? Who were to be
the voting machines then?
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Mr. JAMES.-The honorable member
does not know for a fact what he is stating
as one.
Mr. BOWMAN.-Whywhat do we find
in Hansa1'd? The other day the honorable
member for Maldon, when quoting the language the honorable member for Geelong
had a very short while before used at Sandhurst against the constitutional party, read
the following passage : fI But underlying their opponents' tactics was
something which affected their personal interests. They tried to divide the liberal ranks
that they might be victorious."

And upon this he remarked as follows : " The honorable member for Geelong himself
tried, the other day, to break up the liberal
party by forming It coalition with leading members on this (the Ministerial) side of the House."

What was the honorable member for Geelong's reply? It waS this"Were not both sides trying to form a coalition ?"

Addres8 in Reply.

believe in the policy of protection, I shall
vote against the amendment simply because
I believe it was necessary to send to England to get more rolling-stock as promptly
as possible, and because I do not want
another casualty like the J olimont accident
to occur. We have been told that the
Water Conservation Act is a failure, and
that not a single water trust has yet been
formed under it. Now I am in a position
to state that an order for the formation of a
water trust in my own electorate has already
been drafted, and that it will be gazetted
either this week or next; and tenders have
already been invited for the supply of 2,280
tons of pipes for the use of the trust. I
think this is a proof that the people are
taking ad vantage of the Act. The honorable ,member for Moira (Mr. Hall) said,
the other night, that the deputation from
the Maryborough Borough Council who
waited upon the Minister of Water Supply
with reference to the formation of a water
trust were almost insulted by the honorable
gentleman, and that every difficulty was
thrown in their way. As a matter of fact,
the Minister gave the deputation every
assistance in his power. The statement of
the honorable member for Moira is therefore
devoid of truth.
Mr. HALL.-No.
Mr. BOWMAN.-The honorable member challenged the Minister to disprove his
statement on the authority of the Maryborough Council, and I have taken the precaution of comm~nicating with them on the
subject. I will now read the following letter
addressed to me, and which is signed by every
member of the deputation : -

I am sorry the honorable member for Geelong is not now in the chamber, because, if
he were, I would invite him to deny that he
did not within the last few days attempt to
form a coalition with the constitutional party.
In fact, were he prepared to make such a denial, I would at once declare for the amendment, and record my vote for it. I, for one,
am not going to be a voting machine, but am
ready at any time to go in for liberal measures.
I will support such measures, no matter by
whom they are brought in. "Vhat do the
electors of Maryborough care whether Mr.
Berry, Sir Bryan 0' Loghlen, Mr. Service,
or anybody else is in power? All that they
want is to have liberal measures placed on
the statute-book. I am sent here to support such measures, and whenever they are
" Maryborough, May 8, 1882.
"Dear Sir,-The members of the deputation
introduced I will vote for them. Noone
who waited on the honorable the Commissioner
can S{ty that, since I have been a member of for
Water Supply, March 22, 1882, ask you kindly
this House, I have ever given anything but to rectify the statement made by Mr. Hall,
....!n the House regarding their reception
M.L.A
a straightforward, honest,liberal vote. But
Mr. r oung.
I will not submit to be told that I must by"It
is quite correct that Mr. Hall was in the
vote for the honorable member for Man- room at the time of our first interview, and it is
durang (Mr. Williams), who has three natural that anyone in ignorance of both the
preliminaries previous to it and the results foltimes sold different parties with which he was lowing
it may arrive at a misconception of the
connected, or that I must support the honor- whole matter.
Commissioner expressed himself anxions
able member for Geelong in a coalition with to "The
assist in every way in his power in carrying
the conservative party. There are members out the proposed scheme for the water supply
sitting on the opposition side of the House, to Maryborough without the least delay, prothe borough council had supplied the
like the two honorable members for Castle- vided
necessary details to the department. This, the
maine, who acknowledge themselves to be deputation maintained, had been done, but it
free-traders, and yet they are going to vote appeared that examination of the papers by the
of the department had not then been
for the amendment. They ought, however, officers
completed, and therefore the deputation agreed
to approve of the acts of the Government to wait on the Commissioner on the following
which the amendment condemns, because morning.
"At the postponed interview next day Mr.
those acts are in keeping with the free-trade Hall
was not presen!~ else he would have heard
prineiples which they profess. Although I that as soon as Mr. .l oung ascertained that the
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necessary formalities had been complied with,
he immediately gave the required authority, in
proof of which we append copy of the memo.
supplied to the deputation.
.
"As a matter of fact, the deputation considered themselves justified by the Minister's
memo. to conclude their arrangements with Mr.
Gordon, as engineer to the scheme, on the same
day, and immediately after their second interview with Mr. Young, and although no money
has been passed to the borough council, the
work has been pushed on since with as much
energy and despatch as if the Commissioner had
presented the deputation there and then with a
cheque for the full amount of the loan, the preparation of specifications and levels, previous to
calling for tenders for erection of dam and a
supply of pumps. not requiring any considerable
outlay.
" The members of the deputation cannot conclude without expressing their gratitude to Mr.
Young for his anxiety to forward their object as
soon as he had satisfied himself of the urgent
necessity of a water supply to Maryborough.
"We remain. sir, your obedient servants.
If G. KNIGHT, Mayor.
"A. LOWENSTEIN,} Borough
"DANIEL TAYLOR. Councillors.
"FRED. HUGHES. Town Clerk.
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to bring about a coalition with the constitutional party-the party which he has always
said has brought on the colony all the troubles
and difficulties that it has gone through-I
will vote for the amendment; but, if I receive
no such assurance, I will oppose it.
Mr. COOPER.-Mr. Speaker, I desire
to offer a few remarks, partially in reply to
the honorable member for Ballarat East
(Mr. James). I am informed that the
honorable member, in the course of his
speech, charged the Minister of Public Instruction with authorizing the building of a
new school at Deep Creek at the instigation,
or coercion, of two members of the House;
but I venture to tell the honorable member
that his assertion is totally and absolutely
incorrect. The local board of advice applied
to the Education department for the erection of a new school, and the members for
the district were asked to urge upon the
department the necessity for complying
" 8/5/82."
with the request. The existing school is not
Mr. RALL.-That letter bears out my only an unsuitable building, but is in such
statement.
a dangerous condition that the children
Mr. BOWMAN.-It gives a direct have been obliged to be turned out of it
contradiction to the honorable member's during high winds, for fear of a total
statement. When Ministers are endeavour- collapse. In order to prevent such an
ing to do their duty, it is cruel and unkind accident-to protect the lives and promote
tha t they should be maligned in this Rouse. the comfort of the children attending the
With reference to the ordering of railway school-this wicked and corrupt Governcarriages from England, I maintain that, ment have actually authorized the erection
unless the statement of the Minister of of a new building! This, says the honorRailways can be disproved, I am quite able member for Ballarat East, has been
justified in opposing the amendment. I may done so that the Government may secure
also mention that the honorable member for the support of two of the members for the
Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson), in the course district in which the school is situated. Re
of his speech, said that Mr. Mirls told him is going to vote against the Government
that two carriages could be turned out of because he knows that pressure was brought
the Government workshops every week. to bear by those two members, and that the
I have had a conversation with Mr. Mirls, Ministry were practically compelled to do
and he assures me that only eleven carriages what they were told to do in this matter.
have been turned out since August last, If this is a specimen of the reasons which
although the men have been fully employed, the honorable member has for voting against
and, in fact, have worked overtime. There the Government, his reasons are very poor
is another matter to which I desire to ones indeed. The honorable member said
allude. vVhen the honorable member for that other members had contented themStawell was speaking about the Dayles- selves with generalities, but that he would
ford railway extension, the honorable mem- go into particulars. If, however, these are
ber for Castlemaine interjected that, instead the only kind of particulars which the
of the land required for that extension honorable member is able to bring forward,
costing at the rate of £10,000 per mile, it I think it is a good thing that more of
only cost £2,000. I have since made them were not gone into, for the moment
inquiries, and ascertained that the Dayles- they are examined they vanish into thin air.
ford extension cost at the rate of upwards of Not a school has been erected in the
£10,000 per mile. As I see that the honorable member's own district that is
honorable member for Geelong is now in his half as urgently required as this one at
place, I will repeat the statement which I made Deep Creek, and I venture to say that les~
during his absence. If th~ honorable gentle- pressure was brought to bear on the Governman will assure me that he did not attempt ment in regard to it than there has been in
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connexion with many other schools. The
honorable member for Emerald Hill (Mr.
Nimmo) states that he is going to vote
against the Government for two reasons,
the first being that they have ordered a
number of railway carriages from England,
and the second that they have also ordered
some water pipes from home. I suppose it
is a matter of no importance to the honorable member that up-country, at holiday
times, hundreds of persons have to be
crowded into cattle trucks as if they were
so many sheep or horses. I suppose that
the health, comfort, and convenience of
thousands of people does not matter a scintilla to the honorable member so long as an
extra half-dozen railway carriages or a few
tons of water pipes can be manufactured in
the colony, and give a profit to this firm or
the other firm. In my opinion, however,
the Government, in ordering railway carriages
and water pipes from England, have done
only what the necessities of the case demanded. When the Minister of Railways
visited Queenscliff, during the gathering of
volunteers there last Easter, a number of
people, including even some of the volunteers
in uniform, began to "baa" at the honorable
gentleman because he had been compelled
to send them to the encampment in cattle
trucks. In the country districts cattle
trucks have to be used for the conveyance of
the public every time there is any pressure
on the Railway department. I ask honorable members to look at the matter reasonably, calmly, and fairly. Is the Minister of
Railways to blame if the course he has
adopted has been taken to meet the absolute
requirements of his department? If the
question is considered irrespective of politics,
independent of party exigencies and party
warfare, I venture to assert that the people
throughout the length and breadth of the
colony will say-" For our convenience and
for our comfort these carriages are required,
and we are glad that the Minister of Railways has ordered them." As to the pipes,
we have been told a great deal about the
loss to the colony by ordering them from
England. The honorable member for
Emerald Hill says that £61,000 will be
sent away for the pipes, but the honorable
member forgets that only a very small part
of that £61,000 would have been distributed
among the people of Victoria if the pipes had
been manufactured here, for the larger portion of the money would have gone for the
metal, which would have had to be imported.
Again, the municipal councils of Maryborough and Daylesford have called for
Mr. Cooper.

tenders for pipes of a sort that are frequently required, and, notwithstanding that
they were willing to give every possible consideration to colonial manufacturers, not a
single colonial manufacturer offered to supply the pipes. If the colonial manufacturers
cannot make an ordinary and every-day
article, is it likely that it would pay them
to buy the large plant necessary to enable
them to make pipes of an extraordinary size,
that may not be required again in the colony
for a long time? If they could not make
the ordinary article, how could they make
the extraordinary article, which would only
be wanted occasionally? I ask honorable
members to take this common-sense business-like view of the matter. There is
another aspect in which the case deserves
consideration. Last summer it was scarcely
possible for people living in Melbourne or
the vicinity to take a bath in the morning.
On one occasion the late Minister of Public
Works stated that he was gratified to be
able to assure honorable members that the
Yan Yean water was increasing, and that the
smell of it was improving. Surely it is a
matter of some importance to the thousands
of people in Melbourne and the suburbs
that their health and lives should be considered rather than the interests of one or
two local manufacturers. If the Government have committed a protectionist sin or
a free-trade sin, in ordering water pipes
from England, I think they will receive
immediate absolution from the thousands of
people in Melbourne and the suburbs who,
next summer, will have an ample supply of
waterfortheirmorning bath. If the ordering
of railway carriages and water pipes from
England are the two grounds on which the
Government are to be displaced, it will
certainly be my duty, as well as my pleasure, to vote for the Ministry on this
occasion. These two charges constitute the
whole gravamen of the case which has been
attempted to be established against the
Government, but, besides these, a few chance
shots have been fired at the Minister of
Railways. Let me mention a matter which
came under my own observation. A constituent of mine, a large mining investor,
met me one day, and said-" Look at the
Sta1' of this morning, and you will see that
the Minister of Railways has made a new
regulation, by which he is going to double
the price for the carriage of mining timber;
the loss to Ballarat alone which it will
involve will be equal to £5,000." I took a
copy of the Sta1' to the Minister of Railways, and asked him to read it. The
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honorable gentleman read it, and said"This is the first I have heard of the
matter." He handed the newspaper over
to Mr. Anderson, the Traffic Manager, and
asked him what the paragraph meant. Mr.
Anderson told the Minister that no new
regulation had been framed, but that several
persons who had contracts for timber had
been overloading waggons with it to such
an extent that in one or two instances
waggons had broken down, and endangered
the lives and property of passengers, and
that, therefore, it had become absolutely
necessary, in the interests of the travelling
public, to caution the station-masters not to
permit any overloading. That was all that
had been done, and yet the Minister of
Railways was charged with making a new
regulation which had never existed at all.
I understood the honorable member for
.Emerald Hill to say that ius great reason
for voting for the amendment is that the
Ministry have aimed a blow at protection by
sending to England for railway carriages
and water pipes which were absolutely required. The honorable member, however,
told us that during last summer 10,000
people living in the vicinity of Melbourne
were put on short water allowance in consequence of a deficiency in the supply. Surely
·the comfort and health of 10,000 people
was a matter worthy of some consideration.
Before I resume my seat, I would like to
ask the honorable member for Emerald Hill
and the other members who object to the
Government ordering railway carriages and
water pipes, how it is that they did not object
to a previous Government ordering school requisites from England? I am told that the
books, maps, and other school requisites at
present being obtained from Glasgow for use
in our State schools can be produced quite as
cheaply in the colony. It seems, however,
that a previous Government could violate protectionist principles without being called to
account by protectionist members, but because the present Government order some
railway carriages and pipes from England
they are charged with aiming a blow at
protection-with upsetting the fundamental
principle of the policy of the country-and
being therefore unfit to remain in office any
longer. Where is the consistency of honorable members? If it was wrong in on~
case to order materials from England, it
was wrong in the other case. No doubt
the present Ministry may have done some
things which were not proper, but I believe
. that, on the whole, they have done fairly well,
and that they are endeavouring to do their
o

o

o
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duty. If they have a reasonable support in
this House, I believe that they will continue
to do fairly well; and I believe that the
wish of the country is that they may be
kept in office. The people don't want any
more political squabbling or party conflicts,
but they want "peace, progress, and pro.sperity." I attended a meeting of a municipal council last night, at which several
public works for which tenders had be9n
invited were let. There was only one tender, and therefore there was practically no
competition, and the prices were exceedingly
high.
Mr. BELL.-What is the cause of that?
Mr. COOPER.-Everybody has work at
the present time. There is peace, there is
progress, and there is prosperity everywhere;
and I do not think it is desirable to disturb
this state of things .
1\1:1'. O'CALLAGHAN.-Mr. Speaker,
whatever may be the ultimate outcome of
this debate, one gratifying result will, I
think, surely flow; that is, that neither this
Government nor any future Government
will, with impunity, ~ttempt to reverse the
policy to which this country is committeda policy which, while it enables the rich to
grow richer, does not make the poor poorer;
a policy which has given to this country
a commercial and industrial pre-eminence
that is the envy of the surrounding colonies.
Sir, who beheld that grand demonstration of the industrial classes on the 21st
of April last, and did not rejoice to see
the best fed, the best clad, and the most
orderly and intelligent multitude to be found
in any part of the worl~l ? That is one of
the happy results of our protective policy.
In witnessing it myself, I was reminded of
the party sneers which were indulged in
some time ago, when the country was su'ff'ering from extreme depression, and of the
ironical paragraphs in the conservative press
about Mr. Berry having made this country
a paradise for the working man. From my
observation, and from the general manifestations of comfort prevailing at the present
time, I believe that Victoria is about the
nearest earthly approach to the working
man's elysium. I think there has been some
misconception in the minds of honorable
members opposite, which I would like to remove, with reference to the amendment proposed by the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry). The object of the amendment,
if I know anything about it, js not so much
to depose the Government as to place on
record our absolute disapproval of any attempt to disturb the settled policy of the
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country. I venture to say that in the whole
of the speech of the honorable member for
Geelong there is not the slightest indication
of any desire to jump the Treasury bench or
to displace the Ministry. But I cannot say
that of the honorable member for Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson), who pants for office
as the hart panteth for water in the wilderness. That honorable member gave the debate altogether a different complexion from
what it was intended to have. He made
overtures to "moderate" honorable members on the Ministerial side to unite with
honorable members on this (the opposition)
side to form a coalition Government. When
did the honorable member discover that
there are moderate men on the Ministerial
side? I have heard him characterize members on that side in very different terms.
Ooalition Governments in England and in
France have been utter failures. In fact,
wherever they have been tried they have
been found to be anti-progressive. In this
country they have proved to be a perfect
sham; and at this stage of our political
history it would be most undesirable for
honorable members on this side of the
House to effect a union with members on
the other side. When the country learns
who were the liberals that were to form the
liberal contingent in the proposed alliance,
they will rejoice that the monster was
strangled in its cradle. The honorable,
learned, and obliging member for the
Ovens, and the honorable, learned, and undefined member for Portland, marshalled by
the honorable, eager, and self-sacrificing
member for Oastlemaine, were, I understand, to be the liberal quota to the new
coalition Government. Out upon such
liberals! It was a remarkable step for the
honorable member for Oastlemaille to take
without consulting his former chief, to whom
he owes whatever distinction he enjoys, to
say nothing as· to his consulting the rank
and file of the party with which he is
nominally associated. Did the honorable
member suppose that we were going to
sacrifice the interests of the people at the
shrine of his inordinate ambition? Or did
the dreams of his youth come back upon
him? Did the honorable member suppose
that we were horned cattle to be driven to
the conservative pound and rebranded?
Sir, my political brand is too. indelible to be
defaced by the skilful manipulation of the
honorable member. The coquettings of the
honorable member with the conservative
party are not of a recent date. While he
was Mr. Berry's lieutenant he was playing
Mr. O'Caliaghan.
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the same game. The Argus announced him
in prominent paragraphs as "the coming
man"; but, for my part, I could never see
where he was coming to, unless it was to
grief. I would rather say that he is the
going man, if he is not already politically
gone. The honorable member has got no
response from this side of the House, and he
may now sing the song of the spinster"Nobody coming to marry me,
Nobody coming to woo."

I am sorry that the debate degenerated into
personalities and trumpery charges until
the House became politically insanitary;
but, fortunately, the honorable member for
Maldon interposed, and by a judicious application of a solution of moderation brought
back honorable members to their normal condition. The honorable member for Maldon,
however, must not suppose that he enjoys
a monopoly of moderation in this Ohamber.
The honorable member for Oastlemaine can
eclipse him in the exercise of that virtuethe honorable member whose breast is filled
with the milk of human ldndness, and whose
heart is burning with love to all men, more
particularly to Irishmen. I would suggest
to the honorable member for Stawell that
he should compile two text-books for the
use of our Library, to be called "McIntyre
on Moderation" and " Patterson on Prejudice." As to the alleged mismanagement
of the railways, I take this opportunity, on
behalf of my constituents, to thank the
Minister of Railways for his great efforts
to expedite the completion of several lines
of railway in the Wimmera district under
unexampled difficulties. When the honorable member took charge of the Railway
department, he must have found it a perfect
Augean stable. Utter disorganization prevailed, man was set against man, and
scarcely any two officers were on speaking
terms with each other. The late Engineerin-Ohier told me how the business of the
department was impeded owing to the disorganization of the staff. For that disorganization the present Minister was not
responsible. To show how the honorable
gentleman has exerted himself to expedite
th(work of railway extension, I may mention that his predecessor called for tenders
for 66 miles of railway in the Wimmel'a
and the Avoca districts, and when the lines
came to be constructed it was found that
there was not 20 miles of material in
stock. I brought the matter under the
notice of the present Minister, who sent
the Engineer-in-Ohief on a voyage of ~is
covery through the stores, and 17 t miles
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me to take my seat in your corne~." He
did not do so, and, therefore, I leave him
to his own reflections. With regard to the
question immediately before the House, I
may mention that I frequently visit my
constituents, and that we periodically take
counsel together on matters political; and
they assure me that with a Water Conservation Bill in embryo, their railways
unmatured, and the Land Bill unconsidered,
it would be not only impolitic but absolutely
cruel to put the Government out of office.
For these reasons, and these reasons only,
I am constrained to vote against the amendment. In conclusion, I beg to state that
my constituents (of whom I may say, without fear of contradiction, that, politically and
intellectually, they are above the average)
are of opinion that if the division should
result in the displacement of the honorable
member for Brighton in order to enable the
honorable member for Castlemaine to have
another dip in the flesh-pots, the result will
not be good enough. I echo the sentiment.
Mr. GARDINER.-Mr. Speaker, I am
a believer in the policy which the Ministry
" The times require it, and I take my pen
To purge the manners and the crimes of avowed when they accepted office and its
men."
responsibilities - the policy of "peace,
The honorable member for Ballarat West progress, and prosperity." But who would
has taken up the purging process, but I have thought, after hearing those words
fear that he will fail like the Cork editor. echoed from public platform and banquetThe honorable member had the repute of table, and in this House, that the Ministry
being one of the most upright and straight- would be occupying the position they now
forward members of the House until, in an do ? Their position reminds me of the
evil hour, he sat in the mystic corner on words used by the honorable member for
the Ministerial side of the House, where, I Brighton with respect to the late Governam afraid, he has been indoctrinated into ment in December, 1880 : a spirit of unrest. From that corner he
"The Ministry are not only a 'scratch-back'
commenced to purge the late Government, Ministry, but are the lamest lot of political
and he purged them out of existence. hacks that ever sat on the Treasury bench."
He now comes to the opposition corner, Sitting behind the Ministry are honorable
and contemplates performing the same members who, during the debate on the
operation on another Government. I object motion of no-confidence which led to the
to such practices as unfair and undignified. retirement of the late Government, gave
The only parallel to the action of the honor- expression to words and thoughts that I
able member that I know is the ubiquitous would be ashamed of if I were in their
power of a bird owned by a distinguished places. For example, this was the language
countryman of mine, Sir Boyle Roche-a used by the honorable member for Dundas
bird that could sing in two places at one during that debate : time. The honorable member appears to
"Sir, I intend to vote for the motion. I don't
crow in two corners on one night. When see that I can do anything else. My position on
the
opposition benches shows that I have no
I saw him cross the floor of the House the
confidence in the Ministry. I regret, to a certain
other evening, apparently with the inten- extent, that the motion IS not proposed by the
tion of coming back to the fold, I thought leader of the Opposition. I have almost as little
in the honorable member for West
he would have struck his breast in a peni- confidence
Bourke (Sir B. 0' Loghlen)· as I have in the
tential spirit and cried out "Mea maxima Ministry, because I recollect very well the events
which occurred when the honorable member was
C~tlpa "-that he would have approached his
injured chief and said in the language of Acting Chief Secretary."
the prodigal son, "Sir, I have sinned be- It appears that the honorable member for
fore my country and before thee ; permit Dundas is now a thick-and-thin supporter
were found of the very plant which was
wanted so badly. This was at once utilized, and it assisted to get the lines completed within the specified time, which was
a source of great gratification to me, inasmuch as the non-completion of the lines
by the then ensuing harvest would have
meant financial ruin to many of my constituents. The Minister did everything
that mortal man could do to get the lines
finished in time-in fact, his efforts were
almost more than human. The honorable
gentleman may have a brusque method of
denouncing shams, but my experience of
him is that he is courteous as well as capable. And now with respect to the gravel
complaint. As to the charge of the honorable
member for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham),
I am inclined to say, with Sir Charles
Cold stream, that "there is nothing in it."
The honorable member reminds me of a
mad editor in the city of Cork, about fifty
years ago. That editor fancied that he
had a mission to reform mankind, and the
stereotyped motto on his newspaper was-
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of the· honorable gentleman in whom, not
many months ago, he had such "little
confidence." I regret to find tha t the
honorable member for the Wimmera (Mr.
O'Callaghan) intends to vote with the
Ministry on this occasion, and I believe the
honornble member will take that course
simply because his colleague is the Minister
of Lands, and because he believes the residents of the Wimmera district will be
benefited by a certain land policy which the
honorable gentleman is about to propound.
But I deny that there is either on the
Treasury bench, or on the benches behind
it, a man capable of directing public opinion
in this colony. The true leaders of political
thought are to be found in the Ministerial
corner or on the opposition benches. One
honorable member who intends to vote
against the amendment proposed by the
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry)
is the honorable member for East Melbourne
(Mr. Zox), who has made a speech which
would have come more properly from the
opposition benches than from the Ministerial side. I recollect that honorable
member taking part in the no-confidence
debate of June last. The motion on which
that debate was founded was based on
alleged departmental maladministration;
and the honorable member for East Melbourne, although he voted for the motian,
paid this tribute to the way in which the
members of the late Government administered their departments :"I say frankly that I do not condemn them
for departmental maladministration. The Minister of Railways has effi.ciently performed his
duty. As a commercial man, and as a representative of the largest commercial constituency in
the colony, I say also that the Minister of Customs has done all that he possibly could, under
existing circumstances, toadminister the customs
law ofthecolonyin sucha way that the commercial
commuuity would not suffer. The PostmasterGeneral, and, in fact, all the other Ministers to
whom I have had occasion to go, have also done
their duty to me, and I have nothing to complain
of, considering that I have been entirelyantagonistic to their views. I have always declared,
and they have always known, that I was ready
to record my vote to turn them out of office, and,
therefore, if they do ¥,O out, I can only thank
them for past favours. '

The difference between the attitude then
taken up by the honorable member for East
Melbourne, and that which he takes up on
this occasion, is that, whereas he voted
against the late Government although he
had no fault to find with their departmental
administration, he is going to vote for the
present Government although he condemns
. their administration. Does not conduct of
'·this kind show that all the voting machines
Mr. Gardiner.
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are not on this (the opposition) side of the
House? Why, sooner than be a voting
machine like the honorable member for
East Melbourne, I wOilld be no machine at
all. The amendment before the House is
directed chiefly against the administration
of the Railway and Public Works departments. The allegations which have been
made with respect to the ballasting of the
Brighton line remind me of a statement
made in this House by the Minister of
Railways, with reference to the late Chief
Secretary, in December, 1880. On that
occasion the Minister of Railways said" It is very difficult, if not impossible, to draw
the line between the Chief Secretary's public and
private business. I would no longer care to be
a member of this House if, when I found a man
mixing- up his public and private business as the
Chief Secretary does, and placing every mem ber
of his family on the public purse, I was debarred
from speaking of the matter."

It seems to me that the mixing up of
public and private business is a proceeding
which has been indulged in by more persons
than the late Chief Secretary, though
perhaps not so cleverly. It seems that the
Ministerof Railways has mixed up his public
with his private business.
Mr. BENT.-I stated the other night
that I did not mix up my private with my
public business. I also denied, to-night,
the statement of the honorable member for
the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd). The honorable
member for Carlton is bound to accept my
denial, unless he is prepared with a charge
which he can successfully prove.
Mr. GARDINER.-That charge will be
made by another honorable member, and,
when it is made, I believe it will find
supporters from the other side of the House.
I consider the conduct of the Minister of
Railways unfair to the late Engineer-inChief. Was it becoming on the part of a
Minister to suggest that Mr. Elsdon should
pit his £3,000 against the Minister's seat
on the issue whether there should be a
board of inquiry or not? Was it a fair
challenge? I don't suppose that any
other Minister of the Crown ever indulged
in stranger antics than those for which the
Minister of Railways is remarkable. On
one occasion, when there was a gathering in
front of the Treasury, because some remarks
of the honorable gentleman were objected to
by some one in the crowd, he threw off his
coat and chased the man. Then again,
when a number of men waited upon the late
Minister of Public W orles at the public
offices, the honorable member for Brighton
harangued the crowd in an unbecoming and
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undignified manner, and used towards the
late Minister of Public Works language not
fit to be heard in the back parlours that I
don't profess to be acquainted with. Then,
again, on the' occasion of the J olimont accident, instead of behaving like a general in
the field, and giving directions, he engaged·
in work not necessary for a Minister of the
Crown to do.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-He was doing
'the duty of a man.
Mr. GARDINER.-What he should
have done was to have quietly controlled
and directed operations, instead of being
carried away by his enthusiasm. These
traits indicate the character of the man.
Then we come to the way in which the
honorable member has treated deputations
since he has become Minister of Railways.
Why members of this House have been insulted in the .Minister's room. Then again,
in the administration of his department, the
honorable gentleman has ignored all past
experience, and upset all order. He expelled from office one of the best Engineersin-Chief we ever had. Because Mr. Elsdon
'could not be bent to the Minister's will, because he would not countenance little pieces
of jobbery and trickery in the Railway department, he had to go. One of the latest
achievements of the Minister of Railways
was the bringing of a charge against a
young gentleman of committing an assault
upon him in Swanston-street. The case
went into court, and resulted in the Minister, instead of obtaining an apology from
his alleged assailant, having to make an
apology himself.
Mr. BENT.-I did not.
Mr. GARDINER.-I believe the case is
not finished yet. I say that all these traits
show the stamp of man we have to deal with;
and I contend that a man who is unable to
carryon his own private concerns with
propriety is very likely to be a failure in the
other walks of life in which he may figure.
In the course of this debate, the Minister of
Railways has been complimented for treating Members of Parliament who have had
occasion to wait upon him on public business
with courtesy; but I submit that it is the
duty of a Minister to receive a representa. tive of the people with courtesy. With regard to the Ministry sending orders to
England for railway carriages and water
pipes, the only excuse offered by the Minis. try for the proceeding is that it was a matter
of urgency. But it was well known in
December that the carriages and the pipes
were needed, yet no steps were taken to
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obtain them here, and the order was not
sent to England until January, and it was
sent without any consultation with this
House. In view of this conduct on the
part of the Ministry, I am compelled to
vote for the amendment.
lVIr. BELL.-Mr. Speaker, I intend to
vote for the amendment. I may say that
my objections to the present Ministry apply
only to a section of them. I think the
Premier has been guilty of very b~se ingratitude to the leader of the liberal party as
well as to the party itself. I recollect the
strenuous efforts made by the party and its
leader to get the honorable gentleman into
Parliament, and how, soon after a seat was
found him, he was created Attorney-General.
I think that to place the honorable gentleman in such a positio~ before he had served
any apprenticeship to politics was an act of
very great kindness. Not long afterwards,
the late Chief Secretary, during his visit to
England, left the honorable baronet as his
lieutenant to administer the affairs of the
country, and as a party we followed him
with a devotion which he scarcely deserved
through scenes which we were sometimes
ashamed of. Many of us did not know
where to find language strong enough to
condemn some of his proceedings; yet we
stood by him and bore with him. Subsequently, for some reason-what it was I
cannot exactly teil, although I have some
idea-he separated himself from his party
and became their deadliest enemy, not
being satisfied until he brought forward a
vote of want of confidence which had the
effect of putting his former chief out of
office. I consider this was a case of base
ingratitude. I am not so far advanced in
Christian graces as the honorable member
for Geelong (Mr. Berry) must be, .for if
a man ever carried out literally the injunction "if thine enemy smite thee on the right
cheek turn to him the other also," the
honorable member did so. No sooner was
he deprived of office, and the present
Premier installed in his stead, than, in
place of trying to do all he could against
the new Government, he sustained and supported it. In fact, until the honorable
member moved the present amendment, he
behaved towards the Ministry as the
mildest of men. However, I made up my
mind that, whenever a motion of want of
confidence was proposed, I would vote for it
in order to show my sense of the Premier's
ingratitude. The other members of the
Ministry of whom I have to make c~m
plaint are the Chief Secretary, the Minister
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of Customs, and the Postmaster-General.
Those gentlemen were elected to this House
to stand firm by the liberal party. Those
gentlemen are either political hypocrites or
they sold their. convictions for a mess of
pottage. Their constituents sent them to
this House to carry out certain principles,
and they have turned renegades. I don't
believe in those gentlemen. I submit that
they ought not to sit on the Treasury bench,
because I consider they are unworthy the confidence of any honest straightforward men.
There are many good traits in the Premier's
character which I admire; but I cannot
respect or admire the other Ministers I have
named in the slightest degree, and therefore my vote must go against them. How
honorable members of the constitutional
party can vote for and support those men is
a matter of astonishment to me. I have
an extreme contempt for traitors. With
regard to the other section of the Ministrythe Ministers of Railways, Mines, and
Lands-I think they have only done what
is right. They never went fawning, flattering, bowing, and scraping before the liberal
electors. Their constituents sent them into
this House to oppose our side, and they
have done that fairly. They have not been
traitors to the cause they espoused. As to
their administration, I must say that, as
far as I have seen, there is very little to
complain of. I must add that, whenever I
have had occasion to interview them, they
have received me with all the courtesy I
had a right to expect. In fact I believe
that if members of the late Government,
in the administration of their departments,
had behaved with the courtesy which
has characterized members of the present
Government, they would have continued in
power until this day. However, I have to
complain of the Government for sending to
England for railway carriages and water
pipes. Ever since I have been a member
of this House, I have taken great interest
in the matter of railway carriages. I consider that, if proper precautions had been
observed by previous Governments, there
would have been no necessity, at this time,
'for ordering carriages from England. I
really believe the honorable member for
Stawell was the only Minister of Railways
who made provision for the exigencies of
the case. He saw the necessity for laying
in a large stock of well-seasoned timber,
which is now available for carriage building,
and I think great credit is due to him for
his forethought: As far as the present
Minister of Railways is concerned, I am
Mr. Bell.

Address in Reply.

somewhat glad that he IS getting what I
consider he richly deserves. At the same
time I am sorry that his good lady's name
has been imporied into this discussion. I
think that proceeding a disgrace to the
House. However, I must say that, if I
were at all disposed to slang-whang, I
would be for giving the Minister of Railways a real good dose of it. The honorable
gentleman should recollect that' he who
sows the wind generally reaps the whirlwind. Perhaps there is no member of the
House who has so belaboured other honorable members, no doubt quite as innocent
as himself, as the Minister of Railways.
Therefore I am glad he is getting a right
good whipping, and I hope the treatment
will be to his heart's content. I will not
keep the House any longer. I think I have
given reasons sufficient to justify me in
voting for the amendment.
Mr. OFFIOER.-Sir, I would have
taken no part in this debate but that the
honorable member for Oarlton referred to
a speech which I made when the motion
of want of confidence in the late Ministry
was proposed, and taxed me with inconsistency in supporting the present Premier,
whom I on that occasion condemned. I
think the position I occupy in this respect
is rather deserving of credit than of censure.
It is true I stated on that occasion that I
had little or no confidence in the honorable
gentleman, and that I would rather see a
motion of want of confidence proposed by
the proper leader of the party with which I
was associated. I was then judging the
honorable gentleman by his past action, but
at the same time I stated that I was willing
to judge him by his future proceedings. I
have paid great attention to the honorable
gentleman's career as head of the Government since he put forth his programme at
Lancefield, and I can conscientiously say
that he has acted up to that programme.
Whereas the late Government preached
peace when there was no peace, the present
Government, having gone in for a policy of
"peace, progress, and prosperity," have to
all intents and purposes carried out that
policy. If the last session was more barren
than it should have been, that result was
owing to the obstructive tactics of the Opposition. We know that night after night
was wasted in useless discussion, and very
important measures had to be postponed in
consequence-for instance, the Harbour
Trust Bill and the Land Bill, both of them
dealing with questions which the honorable
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) never
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touched and never intended -to touch. This
Ministry has been called a weak Ministry,
but for my part I rather think it is a strong
Ministry, because it cannot be turned out.
Is not that the best proof of its strength?
Has· not the attempt which was made to
form a coalition come to a most ignominious
termination, so that the very gentlemen who
proposed the coalition are ashamed to come
forward and manfully own that they were in
favour of it? The honorable member for
Geelong was taunted by the honorable member for St. Rilda (Mr. Harris) with a want
of fire in his late deliverance, but I think
that is rather a matter for congratulation.
The honorable gentleman has now seen that
a policy of agitation will not bring him on
to the Treasury bench, and he is therefore
giving it up and is now going in for peace.
But this party are not to be imposed upon
in that way. I believe we are not going in
for a coalition at all, at any rate not with my
consent. I never would have been a party
to a coalition and if it had been formed I
would never have supported it, but would have
changed my seat in the House. With regard
to the cry of "Protection in danger," which
has been raised on the amendment moved
by the honorable member for Geelong, I
think it is a mere bugbear. It is a mere
cry got up in order to bring back a few
recalcitrant members to the liberal fold, and
there is literally nothing in it. No man of
any sense has the slightest idea that the
policy which has been endorsed by the
country, and which, although a free-trader,
I am willing shall have a fair trial, is in the
least jeopardy. The action of the Government, in sending for carriages to England,
was a mere act of emergency, because it was
absolutely necessary that new carriages
should be procured at once, so that there
might not be another Jolimont accident.
It was also necessary that there should be
a further supply of water pipes to meet the
wants of Melbourne next summer, and the
pipes were ordered from England simply
because they could not be got here. The
honorable member for Oarlton had the
indecency, for I can call it nothing else, to
refer to the conduct of the Minister of
Railways in working as he did when the
J olimont accident took place.
Mr. GARDINER.-I rise to a point of
order. I wish to ask, Mr. Speaker, if the
honorable member is in order in charging
me with indecency for referring to a public
matter?
Mr. OFFIOER.-I say again that the
reference by the honorable member was
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most indecent. On the occasion of that
accident it was the duty of the Minister of
Railways to forget his position altogether,
and to act as a man. He did that, and I
fully believe that, if the honorable member
for Oarlton had been present himself, he
also would have thrown off his coat and
acted as a man. His practic~ would not
have been in accordance with his theory. I
have only one other remark to make. The
honorable member for Emerald Hill (Mr.
Nimmo), referring to the observations of
the honorable member for Maldon regarding
Black Wednesday, asked-Why should
Black Wednesday be alluded to so constantly, seeing that it was one of the things
of the past? I will tell the honorable
member the reason why it should be referred
to from time to time: in order that it may
be handed down to our children and our
children's children as the most disgraceful
day that Victoria ever saw.
Mr. HALL.-I wish to make a personal
explana tion. The honora ble member for
Maryborough (Mr. Bowman) said he would
read my remarks with reference to the deputation which waited on the Minister of
Water Supply, but he did not do so, and I
consider that he did me an injustice. The
letter quoted by the honorable member
says"The Commissioner expressed himself anxious
to assist in every way in his power in carrying
out the proposed scheme for the water supply to
Maryborough without the least delay, provided
the borough council had sup~lied t.be necessary
details to the department. 1 his, the deputation
maintained, had been done, but it appeared that
examination of the papers by the officers of the
department had not then been completed, and
therefore the deputation agreed to wait on the
Commissioner on the following morning."

My remarks on that deputation were as
follows : "I was in the Minister'S office when a deputation was introduced to him, consisting of the
chairman and other mem bel'S of the Maryborough
Borough Council. They had come down for the
second time to ask for money to enable them to
carry out waterwork!l. The Minister said to them
- ' I don't think you ua.ve complied with all the
conditions.' The deputation stated that theI had
complied with everything, whereupon the Minister appealed to an officer of the department,
who, after looking over the papers, said there'
was one thing which had not been done-a copy
of the newspaper containing the description of
the area to be under the jurisdiction of the proposed waterworks trust had not been produced.
'l:he deputation assured the Minister that had
been duly attended to, and, when the statement
was found to be correct, another obstacle was
started. It was said-' Oh J a neighbouring
shire has raised an objection to you being formed
into a trust! The deputation informed the Minister that that objection had been withdrawn, but
the honorable gentleman said he had never received the withdrawal. The deputation then produced a copy of it, but the Minister said the copy
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could not be regarded as official, and that it
would be necessary for the original document to
be produced before the application could be acceded to. It afterwards turned out that the original document had been sent to the department
three days previously. I mention these matters
to show the paltry and various excuses which
were made--

Mr. WILSON.-I rise to a point of order.
I wish to know whether the honorable member is in order in reading a speech he has
already made in the House?
. The SPEAKER.-I think it is quite
out of order for an honorable member to
read to the House a speech which he has
already delivered during the debate.
Mr. HALL.-I repeat that what I said
with regard to that interview was correct in
every particular, and that the shire up to
that time had not received a single shilling.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Mr. Speaker,
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) has invited the House to pass what
is practically a vote of want of confidence in
the Government. I must say that the
manner in which he made the invitation
was most creditable to the honorable member. His speech was one of his happiest
efforts, and, although it was launched
against the present Government, I had
great pleasure in listening to it. There was a
moderation, and at the same time an energy,
in the various charges which he levelled
against the Government that certainly, to
my mind, marked the honorab~e member
out not alone afl a capable leader of a
Government, but also as a capable leader of
an Oppositi'bn. There have been many subjects introduced into this debate going back
before the time when this Government took
office, but I am disinclined, although many
of those observations were addressed prejudicially to myself, to deal with any subject
which occurred before the present Government took office. There is one subject that
I would certainly wish to touch upon, but
I will simply content myself with reiterating
what I have always stated-namely, that
the dismissals of the 8th January, 1878,
did not meet with my approval, and were
made without my knowledge, and when I
was not a member of the Government, but
simply a private citizen practising my profession.
Mr. W. M. CLARK.-But you endorsed
them as a candidate.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-If the honorable
member will turn to the Australasian of
the 8th March of that year he will see an
observation in that paper, which was then
pointedly opposed to me, stating that,
whatever fault they had to find with me, in
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the two elections which I stood for West
Melbourne, it was a noticeable fact that I
had not uttered one single expression approving of the dismissals of the 8th of
January. Moreover, honorable members
know that, in every possible way I could, I
strove to repair what I thought to be a
mistake in policy, and that I did repair it
as far as I was able. I have done my best
to induce the House to repair it, and, if the
House will follow me, I will test the sincerity
of honorable members opposite who have
said that, while they approved of the dismissals, they thought a mistake was made
afterwards in no action being taken, when
the Appropriation Bill was passed, to restore to office all those who had been
dismissed, or, if that could not be done,'
to give full pay to all those who were either
out of office, or had lost office absolutely.
I did my best to induce the House last
session to vote six weeks' compensation to
those officers, and if the House is sincere in
its desire to repair to individuals the personal
loss they suffered, and will follow my lead,
my own personal desire would be to see
everyone of those officers who were dismissed
paid full pay up to the date of their restoration to office, or, if they absolutely lost office,
up to the day of the passing of the Appropriation Bill in that year.
Mr. McINTYRE.-What will you do
with the families of the dead men? .
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I am speaking
now or making compensation as far as the
House can make compensation. In passing
from that one topic in the past, I may say I
think it better in these times that we should
forget the hot party warfare which raged a
year or two ago, and try to ad vance the
material progress of the country if possible.
I would ask the House to carry its mind
back to ten months ago, when the present
Government was formed. It is a little more
than ten months since I, on behalf of the
Government that was then formed, propounded a policy at Lancefield, and I think
that, apart from the question of material
progress which the Government pledged
themselves to try to carry out, there were
two principles in that policy which met with'
the entire approval of the country. One
principle was a profession of political rest
-of a desire on the part of the Government
to avoid all burning political questions
which might affect the political action and
situation of parties, and to devote themselves entirely to the second point, which
was the advancement of the material
interests of the country. Those were the
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two principles which the Government proposed to carry out, and those two principles
I venture to say were satisfactorily supported
by the country at the various elections which
the Ministers had to undergo. First there
were the contested elections, for four of the
Ministers had to meet opponents. In my
own case I had to meet a colleague of the
late Government, who resigned his position
in the Legislative Council specially in order
to contest my electorate with me on the
simple question-for that is really what it
came to-whether the country approved of
the new Government or not. My colleagues
were all-with one exception, and I think
he lost his seat on personal grounds-returned either after a contest· or unopposed,
and the honorable member who defeated
my colleague at the election for Ararat
supports the Government. At every election
which has occurred since, the members who
have been returned have taken their seats on
the Government side of the House. Now I
think, Mr. Speaker, that if we have regard
to the various contested elections which have
occurred since July of last year, the country
has very decisively pronounced that it is in
favour of the existence of the present
Ministry, and of the policy which they are
trying to carry out. I come now to the
conduct of the Ministry last session. The
Ministry essayed to carry out the programme which they had laid before the
country, and two questions they did carry
through the House. One was the Water
Conservation Act and the other· was the
Loan Act. At that time the Loan Bill
seemed to me more urgent than· it subsequently came to be. The great increase
in the commercial prosperity of the country
caused a flow of money into the Treasury,
and placed the Treasurer in such a position
that there was no necessity for having recourse to an early loan. But if it had
been the other way, if the Treasury had
been depleted, it would have been necessary
for the Treasurer to have applied to London
at an early period in order to provide funds
to carry out various works, some of which
had been already authorized under the
Water Conservation Act. While on this
point, I may call the attention of the House
to the action which I took as Treasurer in
consequence of the superabundant and replenished state of the Treasury. I found
two months ago that, in consequence of the
surplus of revenue over the expected expenditure, the country was in a position to
payoff in anticipation the balance of the
Treasury-bonds. Knowing that there was
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one large holder, I placed myself in communication with that holder, and obtained
£305,000 of those bonds. The result to
the country has been a saving of some
£8,000 in interest, but in addition to that
the operation has had this great effect:
it has brought prominently before the minds
of financial men that what was lately considered to be the declining state of the
resources of Victoria has undergone a complete change-that that state of things has
entirely passed away, and a new order of
things has come about.
Mr. W. M. CLARK.-Why?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I do not shirk
the why. I have not the slightest doubt
that the new order of things is not altogether
the creation of the Government. Looking
back over the state of the finances, I can
see that this better state of things commenced about January of last year, and that
it was advancing slowly up to the time when
the present Government took office.
Mr. LA URENS.-Rapidly, rather.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It was rising
up to the time when the present Government took office; but from the time they
took office it has risen at a tenfold increased
rate. And while I am one of those who
think that a Government have not very much
to do with the actual prosperity of a country - that that is ruled by independent
causes-still I think they can do something;
and that something is, not to interfere with
the rising prosperity of the country, but by
political rest .and political quiet to allow the
minds of men to get into a state of confidence in the existing condition of things.
Mr. DOW.-And the Government to go
into recess.
. Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I will point out
. what steps we took during the recess to
carry out that very idea which I enunciated
at Lancefield when the country was sick of
political agitation and wanted political rest
and quiet. After Parliament had gone into
recess, did I go over the country? Did I
hold political meetings? From the day
Parliament closed until it was re-opened, I
have not addressed a political speech to any
meeting in the country, and I venture to
say that every day this Government is
growing more popular in the country, notwithstanding that I have addressed no
political speeches to country meetings.
What is the secret of this popularity? It
is this-that men are delighted that, while
the prosperity of the country is increasing
and each man feels his own prosperity
increasing, that pros~erity is not to be
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frightened away or disturbed by any political action of the Government. I will
mention to honorable members one or two
facts as to the prosperity of the country
which have been supplied to me from the
Customs department. During the first nine
months of the financial year-in fact, the
first nine months that this Government have
been in office-the increase in the Customs
revenue has amounted to £267,000. The
increase in the value of imports during those
nine months was £2,913,000, or nearly
three millions, and the increase in exports
£423,000, the increase in drawbacks being
£84,766.
So that there has been an
enormous increase in the commercial transactions of this colony during those nine
months. Some honorable members have
referred in a disparaging way to the Water
Conservation Act. Now I venture to say
- I may be wrong in my prophecy-that
that Act will be the foundation of all future
legislation in this colony on the question of
water. It is the first practical attempt at
getting the local bodies to provide for their
own local wants, and my colleague, the
Minister of Water Supply, informs me that
the result so far is that seven or eight of the
largest districts have united in order to
carry out waterworks under the provisions
of that Act. The amount already applied
for is about £900,000.
Mr. McCOLL.-Does that include the
Echuca shire?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-That includes
the Echuca shire. Since these applications,
one or two more have come in, but there
are already seven or eight large schemes
which ar(fairly launched, and in which the
various local bodies have agreed to unite for
the purpose of carrying out with some variations the schemes which have been proposed
by Messrs. Gordon and Black.
Mr. WILSON.-Look after the interest.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I was just as
prompt as the honorable member would be
in desiring to look after the interest on the
money advanced, but after seeing and hearing of the sufferings in the large districts
in the northern areas during the last three
or four months, none of which could have
been prevented by any action of the present
Government, whatever might have been
done by previous Governments-the Ministry, considering the whole of the circumstances, have determined to advance towards
the expenditure on the principal works on
those areas the sum of £100,000. So that
practically, if the works cost £200,000,
those districts, if they borrow the other
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£100,000, will have the money at2 per cent.
I think we are justified in this exceptional
legislation for those districts after they have
suffered so much from the water famine.
The effect of that famine has been as severe
in those districts as that of a food famine
would be, and the same principle which
would urge the Government to come to the
succour of any portion of the inhabitants of
the colony if they were starving, also
justifies them in coming to the assistance
of the selectors in that portion of the
country which has suffered so severely from
the late drought. We have not only tried
to carry out the Act during the recess, but
we have also tried to alleviate the sufferings
of the people from the actual want of water.
Immediately the want was made known to us,
the Government spent a large sum of money
in sending up water by trains. Thousands
of pounds have been spent in affording immediate relief by water trains, and those
trains were regularly kept up until the
break-up of the drought. We also had
wells sunk, and made every possible attempt
to alleviate the local distress. In order also
to assist those districts that suffered, I
myself took further action in the absence of
the Minister of Railways. He, I may say,
deserves the greatest credit for the way in
which he carried out the policy of water
trains, and also for the way in which he
seconded my efforts, after he came back,
to carry out the four railway extensions
which had been authorized ill those particular districts. The surveys were completed,
the plans were got out, and contracts have
been let for three of those lines, and for the
fourth tenders have been called. So that,
between waterworks and railway extension,
the Government hope to alleviate and to
minimize the sufferings of the selectors in
those northern areas. I think, therefore,
that the Government have something to be
proud of in their action during the recess,
and that they have devoted themselves to
carrying out the two great principles they
started with, namely, their policy of political rest, and their policy of advancement
of material interests. They can claim that
while this House was not sitting they endeavoured to carry out those two objects to
the best of their power and ability. Fault
has been found with my honorable colleague,
the Minister of Railways; but, while finding fault with many of his short-comingsif short-comings they be-honorable members have forgotten to mention various improvements which he has carried out in the
railways. ("No.") At any rate, they have
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omitted to mention them. Honorable members are aware that the Minister devoted a
great deal of time and attention to altering
and bringing into a uniform plan the rates
of carriage on goods upon the railways, and
he succeeded in achieving that object without serious ultimate injury to the revenue,
although, of course, a certain temporary loss
was incurred on each particular article. He
also succeeded in carrying out a reduction in
the carriage of grain and other agricultural
products, and this has been found of great
benefit to the selectors and farmers. Then
large sheds have been erected for the reception of grain, .and, instead of allowing
only twelve hours for the removal of the
grain from the sheds, seven days have been
allowed, during which it can remain without any charge. All these changes were
benefits to the agricultural community.
Then, for the mining community, he reduced the rates of carriage on all kinds of
mining machinery, and on all tools used by
miners. That is a benefit. Again, wherever
it was practicable, he introduced the eight
hours system for the men on the railways,
and-also for their benefit-he bad that political memo. withdrawn, and he introduced
workmen's tickets.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-The memo. was
withdrawn before he took office.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It was not
formally withdrawn. The honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) withdrew it, but he did not withdraw it in
writing.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-There is no difference.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member thinks so, but the men think differently. My honorable colleague further
made an alteration in excursion tickets, by
which they have been made available from
Friday until Monday, instead of from
Saturday until Monday. This change has
been attended with the most beneficial result
to the revenue. Again, the Minister dealt
with the abuses in connexion with free
passes; and he enabled passengers to travel
by goods trains as well as by the ordinary
trains. In fact, in every way he has tried
to give greater accommodation to the public
both on the country and suburban lines.
And wha t has been the result of that policy?
The actual revenue received during the last
twelve months from the railways-estimating the amount which will probably be
received during the next six weeks-is
£100,000 to £130,000 over the estimate
which I laid before the House. When I
SES. 1882.-Z

mentioned that estimate to the House,
putting it only £25,000 below the revenue
received during the Exhibition year, there
were honorable members-and perhaps they
will recollect this-who got up and told
me that I was drawing a very rosy picture
of the future because I placed the estimate
of this year's railway revenue only £25,000
below that of last year, which showed an
increase of £100,000 over the year before.
Nevertheless, as I have said, we are likely to
have a.n increase of £120,000 or £130,000
above that estimate, so that the result of
the administration of the Minister of Railways has, at all events, been most successful,
both in affording increased accommodation
to the public and in bringing in, as regards
revenue, an enormous and unprecedented
increase. .
Mr. LAURENS.-The revenue of the
railways last year exceeded tbat of the
previous year by £155,000, not £100,000.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I accept the
honorable member's correction, but what I
placed before the House does not turn in
the slightest degree upon whether the increase of last year over the previous year was
£100,000 or £150,000. The fact I wish
to bring out is that the railway revenue
tIllS year exceeds by £100,000 to £130~000
what was considered a very rosy-coloured
estimate. Then, as to the other departments, I think I can state with confidence
that they have been all well managed. We
have not heard a single complaint in the
House about the Lands department or the
Customs department. 'Vhile the Customs
revenue this year has been several hundred
thousand pounds above that of last year,
the department has been managed at an
expenditure 3t per cent. lower than it costs
to collect the revenue in England, and at a
considerable lower percentage than the department cost last year. The revenue of the
Postal department has also increased, while
additional accommodation has b~en given to
the public. Then, turning to the Mining
department, I find that the charges which
were made by the honorable member for
Mandurang (Mr. Williams) have completely
colla psed. I notice that in one of the country
papers, which supports the party to which
the honorable member belongs, it was stated
that, whatever other charges might be made
against the Government,· it was perfectly
clear that the charges against the Minister
of Mines had completely broken down,
because, in whatever he had done, he had
simply endorsed the action of his predecessor,
so that, if blame lay anywhere, it lay with
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the honorable member for Mandurang himself. Those charges, therefore, seem to have
recoiled altogether on the honorable member.
I now come to the particular charges which
have been launched against the Government.
I think I can say, on behalf of myself and
some of my colleagues, though perhaps not
of all, that we are as pronounced protectionists as any honorable member on the
opposition benches. Further, I may say
that I take the whole responsibility in connexion with the ordering from England both
of the pipes and the railway carriages upon
myself, because each of the two Ministers
concerned consulted the Cabinet, and consulted me expressly, whether the action that
has been complained of should be taken,
and, after giving the matter the greatest
consideration, the Cabinet unanimously decided that there was no other course ,open to
be adopted. As to the action taken respecting the carriages, I may tell honorable
members that before the Jolimont accident
occurred the Minister of Railways called for
tenders for 20 carriages and 100 trucksthe advertisements on the subject can be
seen in the A1'gu8-that there was only one
tenderer for the work, and that up to the
present time he has not supplied a single
carriage. In fact, it was utterly impossible at the time to get carriages manufactured in the colony within any reasonable
period.
An HONORABLE MEl\IBER.-That is not
the case.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-vVell, I hold in
my hand a verbatim report of an interview
between the Minister of Railways, the Locomotive Superintendent, and Mr. Pickles,
and it is perfectly clear from the document,
which is too long for me to read in full, that
Mr. Pickles was in no position to deliver carriages until he had imported machinery for
making them, and was also enabled to obtain
competent workmen.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Was he to make
them without competition?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Perhaps the honorable member will be satisfied when I tell
him that Mr. Picldes stated that he could
deliver eight carriages by February next,
and two each month afterwards until the
completion of the order. He had called on
the Minister to see what prospect there was
of his being invited to send in a tender, and
the Minister then interrogated him as to his
ability to carry out a contract if he got it.
Under these circumstances, after making
the statement I have already mentioned,
Mr. Pickles said as follows : -

Address in Reply.

"I believe I can turn out three per month

after the first date of delivery, but I will only
guarantee two."

And Mr. Pickles was supposed to be the only
possible tenderer. At an interview between
the Minister and another carriage-maker,
the latter complained that the Railway
people were taking away all his men-that
he had had six men, and they had all gone
into the Government service-but it turned
out that only one of them had gone to the
Railway department. However, the complaint left it perfectly plain that the demand for labour of the kind in question
was then so eager that men who hall
previously been in receipt of constant
work from this particular contractor were,
induced to leave him and go elsewhere.
If, on the one hand, you could not put
your hand on contractors with either men
or machinery enough to make carriages
until some time had elapsed, and, on the
other, you wanted to speedily equip the railways with a quantity of rolling-stock sufficient to provide for the safety and convenience of the travelling public, what other
course would be open to you or any reasonable man than to follow the plan the Government adopted?
1\1:r. JAMES.-vVhy did you not wake
up to your requirements six months before?
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-vVhy did not the
previous Government do that?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Tenders for carriages were called for in August, but only
one tenderer came forward, and at present not
a single carriage has been supplied by him.
All the men the Government could get were
put on in their carriage workshops, but the
press of work there in repairing the old
rolling-stock of the Hobson's Bay Company
was so great that it was impossible to spare
more than a very few hands for the manufacture of new carriages. The Locomotive
Superintendent reports that in ten months
only eleven men were available for new
carriage work, so completely were the shops
blocked with the repairing work I have
alluded to. Of course, working overtime
was resorted to. I assert that there could
not be stronger protectionists than members
of the Government are, but they could have
pursued no other course than the one they
followed unless they were determined to
destroy the very principles they advocate.
What could destroy protectionist principles
more surely than the assertion by protectionists that in no contingency whatevernot even when the whole community were
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crying out, as they are now, for better accommodation on the Government linesshould railway carriages be made outside
the colony? And now I come to the pipes
question, which is, after all, very much the
same as the other, and has been equally as
thoroughly thrashed out. I declare that it
is scarcely possible for reasonable men, after
considering the whole of the facts connected
with the pipes contract, to lay down any
course different from that which the Government pursued as the one they ought to have
pursued. In the first place, let honorable
members look at the circumstances under
which the Government called for tenders.
They were not led to do so by Parliament
having passed any particular Bill or practically adopted any particular report, but because the Minister of Water Supply discovered in February, while carrying out the
extension of the Yan Yean works, that
there was an urgent demand that the main
from Preston should be doubled. It is a
fact that should be carefully borne in mind
that the pipes are wanted not for the extension of the Y an Yean works, but for
doubling the Preston main. Accordingly
the Minister called for a special report on
the subject, which was made by Mr. Davidson on the 27th February, and on the 2nd
March tenders for the pipes were invited.
In arranging the terms upon which the tenders were to be sent in, the engineer fixed the
month of October as the date by which the
pipes should be delivered, but the Minister
said-" No! To give the local manufacturers a chance, let us say we will take them in
N ovember." W ell, as I have said, tenders
were called for in the colony, but what tenders
were sent in ? There was only one tenderer for
a local supply, and his proposal was that,
instead of the pipes being all ready by
November, the first batch of them should
be deliverable in March. To have accepted
that tender would have been tantamount to
saying that what we regarded as an urgent
immediate necessity might as well be postponed for twelve months. vVhat was
wanted was to increase the water supply to
the metropolis during the ensuing summer
months, whereas, had the first lot of the
pipes been only deliverable in March, those
months would have been lost. And what,
under circumstances of that kind, would
have been the charge against the Government? In my opinion, a very proper one.
It would have been that we allowed a delay
of a year which might have been saved. I
think that, instead of the Minister of Water
Supply being blamed for what he has done,
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a special vote of confidence in him on that
account ought to be passed. To prove that
his action was correct, I may mention what
has since taken place with respect to the
supply of 1,000 tons of pipes for the Daylesford waterworks. The Daylesford authorities came to the Minister of Vvater Supply
on the subject, and he suggested that
tenders for the pipes should be called for in
a way that would suit the local manufacturers. That was done, but with what
result? Not a single tender for pipes of
local manufacture was sent in. Tenders
for some 2,000 or 3,000 tons of pipes for
Echuca, Maryborough, and other places
have also to be called for soon; but can we
reasonably expect a single offer in their
regard from the local manufacturers as
such? Are we not beating the wind when
we talk of insisting upon pipes being supplied by pipe manufacturers who will not
tender for the work? I am as anxious as
any man in the colony can be that local
industries should be established, but it is of
no use talking of their establishment except
on a sound basis; and when urgent and
pressing public necessities have to be met,
and met immediately, it is obvious that
resort must be had to the only means Ly
which that can be done. So much for the
two grounds on which particularly the want
of confidence motion has been moved. But,
during the progress of the debate, two or
three other matters have arisen to which I
will refer. Before, howeyer, I pass oyer to
them, let me state that the Government have
called for a very large quantity of rollingstock, amounting in value in the aggregate
to £400,000, to be manufactured in the
colony, the supply of the carriages, &c.,
to be extended over a series of years. That
I regard as a proper way of encouraging
local industry. Again, the Government
have inyited and accepted tenders for
200,000 tons of Victorian coal.
Mr. FRASER.-You will never get it.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Well, the Government have gone the right way to test
the question whether they can get it. Certainly if good coal exists in Victoria, and
can be brought to the market at a cheap
price, the colony will have conferred upon it
one of the greatest blessings it could receive.
vVe will be rendered independent of coal
from New South Vvales, and our manufacturers will be enabled to carryon at a much
less expense. The next point I will allude
to is the one urged against the Minister of
Agriculture in reference to Mr. 'Vallis.
During the debate on this subject,. I have
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heard it stated over and over again that
Mr. Wallis was dismissed. Now he never
was dismissed. His services were dispensed
with, his office being abolished, and he got
full compensation for the alteration; whereas, if he had been dismissed, he would never
have got one shilling. I will state what
occUlTed with respect to him. A charge
having been brought by a deputation to the
Minister of Agriculture, he called in Mr.
Wallis to explain matters, and in the course of
his explanation Mr. Wallis made a certain
statement. He was subsequently asked to
explain that statement, and in the explanation he then gave he impugned the veracity
of the Minister. The end was that the report of his statement and the action he had
taken were sent to a board. Well, I have
read most carefully the evidence given before that board, and the decision they arrived at upon it, and I must say, without
any personal wish to utter one word against
Mr. Wallis, that with the finding of two
of the members I do not agree. However,
the board having accepted the duty of investigating the whole case, and two of their
number-the two members I allude to who
formed the majority-having decided'that,
while Mr. Wallis was technically guilty, he
was not virtually so, the Government felt
bound to accept their verdict. If honorable
members have any desire to satisfy themselves
as to the merits of the question, they have,
I think, only to read the testimony of Mr.
Cunningham, a shorthand reporter, who
stated that, two hours after the occurrence
before the Minister, he called upon Mr.
Wallis, and got from his lips what was subsequently published on the subject. I believe that, if honorable members examine
that testimony carefully they will-at all
events a great many of them - come
to the same opinion as myself. For
the rest, I may say that it was perfectly
impossible, from what had come to the
knowledge of the Government, to leave Mr.
Wallis at the head of a department, and, in
consequence, inasmuch as there was no
necessity for his office, it was done away
with. There is apparently some inc on. sistency in the course pursued by the Government, but the inconsistency is really in
the Civil Service Act, and not in the action
of the Ministry. I will deal with two other
points and then have done. One is the
charge, amounting to personal corruption,
which has been made against my honorable
colleague, the Minister of Railways, and
which has, I think, been absolutely abandoned by every honorable member of the
Sir.,B.O'Loghlen.
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House. I am sure every honorable member
must have come to the conclusion, after
hearing the Minister of Railways' statement on the subject, that the whole matter
originated in a misadventure. I may say
that the railway contractor had previously
applied for gravel to Mr. Webb, the architect, of Brighton, and also negotiated on
the same subject with Mr. Andrew Rowan,
and been refused in both instances, when,
as a last resort, he went to Mr. Thomas,
and made an arrangement for gravel with
him in perfect ignorance that that person
was agent for anyone connected in any way
with the Minister of Railways.
Mr. FINCHAM.-That is not the fact.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It is the fact.
One of my colleagues had the statement
from the lips of the contractor himself.
Mr. FINCHAM.-W af! not Mr. Thomas
a particular friend of the Minister of Railways-in fact, an inmate of his house?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-I am sorry the
honorable member still adheres, after all he
has heard, to the false impression he has
formed. Let me point out to the House
how the different lines of railway concerned
stand. I have a map here which shows the
three different contracts let. The first is the
one for constructing the extra line from
Windsor to Elsternwick, which was let to
Messrs. Sharp and Campbell; the second
is the one for constructing the extra line
from Elsternwick to Brighton, which was
let to Messrs. Noonan Brothers ; and the
third is the one for constructing the linemiles away from the others-from Caulfield
to Mordialloc, which was let to :Messrs.
Falkingham and Bunn.
Mr. FINCHAM.-That has nothing to
do with the question.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The point I
wish to make is that every honorable member who looks at the lines as they appear on
the map will be able to keep them clearly
and separately in his mind, and also to see
the confusion that has been made of them
in order to trump up this charge. Why I
have read articles in the country newspapers
which contain the most ridiculous assertions
on the subject. In fact, anyone reading
those articles, and having no better information, would come to the conclusion that
the Minister of Railways and I entered into
a conspiracy to defraud the Government.
The writers mix up the Mordialloc, EIsternwick, and Brighton lines in such a way
as to render it scarcely possible for their
ordinary readers to keep out of their minds
that each and all of the affairs connected
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with them that have been brought before us
form one and the same transaction. Whereas
the charge affecting the personal honour of
the Minister of Railways relates to only the
Brighton line.
Mr. FINCHAM.-That is precisely my
statement.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member might have meant it to be so, but,
as a matter of fact, he mixed up all the
three lines together. I assure him that two
newspapers published in his constituency
attribute to him the statement-and accept
it on his authority-that, because the late
Engineer-in-Chief would not pass the gravel
of the wife of the Minister of Railways, he
was turned out of his office. That story
has gone home to England in several of
the English summaries.
Mr. FINCHAM.-I am not responsible
for that.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I don't say the
honorable member mixed up the lines intentionally, but there is no doubt his statements
led the newspapers I speak of so far astray
that they were induced to charge my honorable colleague, the Minister of Railways,
with the most iniquitous corruption. If the
honorable member doubts what I say, I refer
him to the Hansard report of his speech.
Mr. FINCHAM. - I take the Argus
report as correct.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-There was a
point raised the other evening which seemed
to have some weight with the House, namely,
whether any change was made in the specifications of the. duplication of the line to
Brighton? The honorable member for Collingwood (Mr. Langridge) stated on the
authority of Mr. Rowe, one of the tenderers,
that the specifications were altered, and he
was contradicted by the Minister of Railways. What are the facts? There was no
change whatever in connexion with the
Brighton contract. There was only one
specification with respect to it. In support
of my assertion I have the following from
the Secretary for Railways :"PRECIS STATElIIENT IN RELATION TO
ELSTERNWICK ~ro BRIGHTON LINE DUPLICATION.
"Departmental estimate of cost of duplicating
entire line from Windsor to Brighton, £42,000.
Elsternwick to Brighton section of above,
departmental estimate, £25,079. In this case the
original specification contained the words' approved gravel or bluestone broken, &c.,' and no
alteration has been made in any respect in the
specification. The tenders have been accepted
on this original specification. 26/9/81.-Tendel'S received, the lowest being that of Noonan
Brothers, £14,971 7s. 9d. 14/11/81.-Noonan
Bros. contract signed.
"P. P. LABERTOUCHE, Secretary."
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We next come to the Windsor and Elstemwick line, which was mixed up so much with
the other one, although it had nothing
whatever to do with it.
" PRECIS STATElIIENT IN RELATION TO THE
WINDSOR TO ELSTERNWICK Lnm DUPLICATION.
" Departmenta.l estimate of cost of duplicating
entire line from Windsor to Brighton, £42,000 ;
Windsor to Elstern wick sec~ion of above, departmental estimate, £14,864. 2/9/81. - Tenders
received, the lowest being that of Bryant Rowe,
£18,502 12s."

That was £4,000 above the departmental
estimate, and, upon the recommendation of
the officers of the department, the Cabinet
-the matter was considered in the Cabinetdecided that various portions of the specification should be altered. The precis goes
on as follows : "It was thereupon considered advisable to
modify the specification, which was accordingly
altered in the following respects :-1. For Footscray bluestone was submitted 'approved bluestone.' 2. For Hoffman's bricks was substituted
'best approved bricks.' 3. For best quality bluestone ballast was substituted' ballast to be of
-approved gravel or bluestone broken, &c.' 4.
Time of completion extended from 14 weeks to
six calendar months. 26/9/81.-Fl'esh tenders
were received under this revised specification.
Departmental estimate for this was £16,047.
The lowest received was that of Sharp and
Campbell, £18,975. 12/11/81.-Sharp and Campbell's contract signed.
"P. P. LABERTOUCHE, Secretary."

It will thus be seen that none of the specifications for the Brighton line, on which
alone the gravel belonging to a relative of
the Minister of Railways was used, were
altered; while in the case of the Windsor
line, the ballast for which came from a
different direction, a change was made
because the lowest tender was so much above
the departmental estimate. I think I have
dealt sufficiently with the slander on the
Minister of Railways, and I now come to the
slander on myself. It is to the effect
that I conspired with the Minister of Railways to force the late Engineer-in-Chief to
pass the gravel ballast used on the Caulfield
and Mordialloc line-that I threatened that
officer, and that he actually resigned because
he would not pass the gravel. Now, sir, I
did nothing of the kind. What happened?
One Friday morning the Minister of Railways came to the Cabinet, stating that he
proposed to have a departmental inquiry into
the matter of the Mordialloc gravel. I told
him that I had heard some grumbling and
growling on the subject, but I knew nothing
of the merits of the case in any shape. I
said I had been told that the contractors
were making great complaints that they had
not been equitably treated. The Minister
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then informed me that the Engineer-inChief had declined to attend the inquiry,
and subsequently-about a couple of hours
afterwards-sent him a letter stating his
reasons for so doing. My honorable coll~ague handed me the letter, which I read,
and then took objection to certain things in
it. As that letter is in the correspondence
which has been laid on the Library table, I
will not trouble the House with it. The
end was that my honorable colleague proposed that I should go down to the Railway department, and there ascertain something about what the matter in dispute was.
I may mention that I had previously, during the Minister of Railways' absence in
Sydney, dealt with several matters in connexion with his department. vVell, I went
down to the department, saw the solicitor for
the contractors, and heard from him the
nature of his client's complaint.
Mr. GARDINER.-Who was that solicitor ?"
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It was Mr.
Gaunson. He wanted me to hear evidence,
but I declined, as I merely wished to be informed of the nature of his client's complaint. vYhen I had heard that, I requested
him to withdraw, and subsequently sent for
the late Engineer-in-Ohief, with whom I
had an interview, the Minister of Railways
being present. I then drew the late Engineer-in-Ohief's attention to the points of
his letter to the Minister of Railways which
I objected to, and in effect he expressed
himself perfectly satisfied with what I
said to him. In fact, he apologized for
his action next day. That is in the correspondence. It was some matter about the
Orown Solicitor's advice. Having dealt with
that subject, I came to that of the Mordialloc
gravel. I told him most distinctly that I
was not going to dictate any course to him.
I assured him that I was not calling upon
him to come to any decision, but that I
would only make a suggestion to him. I
repeated that once or twice in the course
of the cOllversation. I stated that he
was the officer to decide on the matter,
and that I looked to him to decide it,
knowing nothing myself of the merits
of the case. vVe went into the question of the contract, and I gave him my
views as to its legal aspect, seeing that a
lawsuit with respect to it was to be expected. Having heard all the late Engineerin-Ohief had to say, I suggested what I considered a practical course, namely, that he
should go down the line some day-if not
next week, the week after; in fact, any day
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that suited his convenience-and inspect the
gravel; and that, in view of the anticipated
lawsuit, he should take with him two
gentlemen not connected with his depart.
mentMr .•JAMES.-That is, you ordered him
to do so.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I never ordered,
I merely suggested. My object was that
he should be accompanied by witnesses who
would be able to give evidence if there was
a lawsuit. vVhy? Because he had com·
plained that the views about the gravel of
two or three of the officers of his department went cOlltrary to his own. I thought
that, in following his own views, he ought
to be fortified by those of men out of the
Railway department, but that if he was
prepared to go alone he should go alone. I
consider the precaution I suggested was a
very proper one. Some honorable members
say I had 110 business in the Railway department, but I contend that, as the head
of the Government, I have a right to go to
any department to give my assistance to the
Minister administering it, when he invites
me so to do.
Mr. FINOHAM.-N ot one of the officers
said the material was in accordance with
the specification.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I did not enter
into that question, 1101' did I ask Mr.
Elsdon to do anything he would not like to
do. I told him that any decision he arrived
at-whether it was that he would not decide
until the contract was completed, or that
he would accept the material then on the
line, taking it at the lower price-the
Government and the Board of Land and
Works would support. At the same time I
thought the course I suggested was a reasonable one. I distinctly stated also that
he would have to get the authority of the
Board of Land and Works for the reduction on his certificates. He had previously
obtained from the Board of Land and
Works an order with reference to a reduction of price under one certificate for ballast,
and he was under the impression that it
would cover all other certificates, but I told
him that, in my opinion, he would have to
get fresh authority before he could carry
the reduction further. I pointed out that
inasmuch as he would have, before he could
get a fresh order, to give notice to the contractors, and go again before the Board of
Land and 'Vorks, it would be best that he
should get his own opinions fortified. Well,
Mr. Elsdon thanked me, and on leaving
me he was perfectly satisfied. He said he
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agreed with my views about his decision,
~nd expressed himself grateful for the way
the subject had been discussed.
Mr. JAMES.-And then told the honorable member for the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd)
that his power was gone.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I don't know
about the honorable member for the
Ovens, but it is very evident to me that the
letter received next morning from Mr.
Elsdon was not originated by him, but was
dictated by a lawyer behind him. At all
events, I was waited upon next day by my
colleague, the Solicitor-General, who informed me that the honorable member for
the Ovens complained that I had threatened
Mr. Elsdon that, if he did not pass the
gravel, I would bring the matter before
Parliament. I replied - " That is nonsense," for I was astounded. I then asked
the honorable member for the Ovens to
.come to my office. He did so, and, I
having explained exactly what had passed,
the honorable member said he was perfectly
satisfied. He then broached Mr. Elsdon's
retirement, what he said on the subject
being the first breath I had heard with regard to it. It was the very first time I had
heard it mentioned. The honorable member proposed th.:'tt Mr. Elsdon should retire,
and I gave my opinion on the proposition,
and the reasons why I thought his retirement would be advantageous to the public
service. The honorable member then asked
on what terms the retirement would be
allowed. I said I was under the impression
-an erroneous one it turned out-that some
arrangement had been entered into with
Mr. Elsdon, when the Hobson's Bay lines
were purchased, under which he became entitled to retire on a pension calculated on his
full salary. Next day I got a letter from
the honorable member for the Ovens informing me that Mr. Elsdon would retire
on those terms. Upon that I looked up
the .grounds for my impression as to Mr.
Elsdon's position with regard to retirement,
and I found that all I could give him legally
was a month's pay for every year of service,
which would amount to over £3,000. I
then wrote to the honorable member, informing him that under the new circumstances lwould consider Mr. Elsdon's offer
of retirement as not tendered, because,
although the arrangement which I formerly
thought I could make might meet his views,
the arrangement which I found to be the
only one I could make might not be so acceptable. That does not look as though I
was forcing a JUall out ~f. the Government
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The next step was that the honor-

service.
able member for the Ovens waited on me,
and suggested that the Government should
follow with respect to Mr. Elsdon the example set by a previous Government when
they pensioned oft' Mr. Wells, a very old
officer, at £500 a year. I replied that the
legal power of the Government did not go
to that extent. The honorable member
subsequently saw me again, and used some
very strong arguments, which I do not wish
to repeat in his absence, why we should give a
retiring pension. The Oabinet decided, however, that that could not be done, and, on the
6th April, I lIeceived from thehonorablemembel' a letter containing the following :" I have seen Mr. Elsdon, and the matter is
arranged that he retires, receiving one month's
pay for each year of 28 years, on the basis of a
salary of £1,300 per annum, which will come to
£3,033 6s. 8d. If you would fix: an hour on
Wednesday morning, Mr. Elsdon will wait upon
you and settle the matter. Mr. Bent has, I
understand, left the matter in your hands to
conclude."

The honorable member waited on me the
next morning, and the necessary documents
entitling Mr. Elsdon to the retiring allowance specified was drawn up.. I hold a copy
of that document in my hand. Indeed I
think Mr. Elsdon has not been at all badly
treated by the pres~nt Government. On
their entering office he represented to them
that the previous Minister of Railways had
promised to increase his salary to £1,400
per annum, and the statement of the new
Minister of Railways on the subject was"Whatever the late Minister promised I
will carry out." At the time that increase
of salary was given, on the strength of the
promise made by the honorable member
for Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson) when he
was in office, Mr. Elsdon wrote the following
letter to the Minister of Railways : "Railway Department, Spencer-street,
"Melbourne, September 15, 1881.
" Sir,-With reference to the con versation I had
with you, in which you informed me that it was
the desire of the Government to relieve me of
that part of my duties pertaining to the office
of General Manager, with the view of enabling
me to devote more time to the duties of my
office of Engineer-in-Chief of the Victorian
Hailways, and further, that my relinquishing the
office of General Manager was not to affect or
diminish the salary now granted to me, or to
interfere with the right conferred upon me by
the Act No. 617. section 10, which was continued
to me by Mr. Woods, and extended to my services nnder the Victorian Government on the
occasion of my taking charge of the Hobson's
Bay Hailway for and on behalf of the Government, and that was again confirmed and extended by Mr. Patterson when I was appointed
Engineer-in-Chief and General Manager of the
Victorian Railways-the right and privileges
were as follows :-' That! was to have the privilege ~f being allowed to retire from my ofl?ce
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of Engin;er.:in-Chief whenever I may think fit,
after reasonable notice to the Government of
my desire to do so, and further, that whenever
I shall so retire or may be removed from my
office of Engineer-in-Chief, then I shall be entitled to receive a sum of money as and by way
of a retiring allowance, to be computed bya sum
equal to one month's. salary for each and every
year of service rendered by me to the late Hobson's Bay Railway Company from the date of
the commencement of my service to the said
company up to the date of the passing of the
Act No. 617, and also in addition thereto for
each and every year of service rendered by me
to the Government of Victoria since the passing
of the said Act, such compensation to be computed on t.he basis of the salary enjoyed by me
during the last year of service rendered to the
Government of Victoria immediately preceding
the date of my retirement.' I hare only to say
on these terms I shall be glad to meet the views
of the Government, and for the future to restrict
my duties to those of Engineer-in-Chief.
"I have, &c.,
., WILLIAM ELSDON."

This letter, in my opinion, also betrays the
hand of a lawyer. It is evidently not the
original composition of the late Engineerin-Ohief. It refers to.a letter which Mr.
Elsdon received from Mr. Woods, in July,
1879, when that gentleman took possession
of the Hobson's Bay Railway on behalf of the
.Government. That letter is as follows :"Melbourne, Brd July, 1879.
c'Sir,-Adverting to your interview with me
'on Monday last, BOth ulL, respecting your future
position in relation to the Hobson's Bay Railway lines, I have the honour to inform you that
for the present the Government wish you to
continue to act in the position you have so long
held, but it is to be understood that such action
is merely temporary. At the same time, I am to
state that in continuing to perform your present
.duties you will retain your right to retire on a
month's compensation for each year of service
with the late Melbourne and Hobson'S Bay
United Railway Company, should you not see
your way to accept any such subordinate position under the Vlctorian Minister of Railways
as he may offer you when the Government have
had time to consider what fresh arrangements
it may be desirable to make for the future
working of the lines.-I have, &c.,
.

" J OHN

WOODS

" Commissioner of Rail ;vays."

Thus Mr. Woods took Mr. Elsdon over
along with the lines, guaranteeing a continuance of the salary which he was enjoying, and that he would not suffer by
the transfer. He was in that way carrying
out equitably and fairly an arrangement
made under the Act No. 617. I also find
that on the 15th September, 1880, a further
guarantee was given to Mr. Elsdon by the
then Minister of Railways, Mr. Patterson.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-I gave him no
more than he was entitled to under the Act.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I am not prepared to say whether that is the case or
not j but I am not making any charge
against the honorable member. I am only
saying that Mr. Elsdon was peculiarly well
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treated. This is the written guarantee
that was given him on the 15th September,
1880:"Mr. Elsdon has been appointed Engineer-inChief and General Manager of the Victorian
Hailways, and the right to retire on a month's
compensation for each year of service with the
late Melbourne and Hobson'S Bay United Railway, and under the Government of Victoria, is
continued, confirmed, and guaranteed with his
appointment to his present office."
.

An HONORABLE MEMBER.-vVho wrote
that?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The document
is in the hand-writing of Mr. Elsdon, and
it is signed by the late Minister of Rail.
ways, Mr. Patterson. I am merely giving
a history of Mr. Elsdon's position.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-Will the Premier
let me read the law?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I am perfectly
aware that certain rights and privileges were
conferred on Mr. Elsdon by the Act. It
provided that he was to be treated the same
as any other servant of the Government,
and that the time he served the Hobson's
Bay Oompany was to be counted as service
to the Government. If all that was contained in the document signed by Mr.
Patterson was secured to Mr. Elsdon by
law, the guarantee was only an extra precaution.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-What is the serious
point about the matter?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-There is no serious point about it. I repeat that I am
merely giving a history. of Mr. Elsdon's
position. Honorable members will see that
Mr. Elsdon has been well treated by each
successive Government down to the present
one. The late Minister of Railways not
only confirmed and guaranteed his legal
rights, but increased his salary £200 a
year. I don't object· tu that. I think
his duties entitled him to a much higher
salary, and he had a promise that it should
be increased to £1,400 per annum. ·The
late Minister also gave him a gratuity
of £225, and the present Government
have given him a retiring allowance of·
£3,033. The account between Mr. Elsdon
and the last three Governments and the
Hobson's Bay Oompany therefore stands
thus: he received a gratuity of £2,000
from the Hobson's Bay Oompany, and a
gratuity of £225 for extra work from the
late Minister of Railways. He also received a retiring allowance of over £3,000
from the present Government. These sums
added together make about £5,300, and the
increase of salary ,!hich he received brings
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the amount up to £5,800. I therefore that there is a large majority in this
think that Mr. Elsdon has been very well House in favour of the policy which we
treated by the present Government, as well have submitted to the country-that, in
as by the two preceding Governments, and fact, the Ministry represent the country,
yet, on his retirement from the service, his and that the country is determined that our
friends suggest the ridiculous charge against policy shall be carried out. It is not a
me that I conspired with the Minister of matter of the slightest moment to the
Railways (who had raised his salary to members of the Ministry whether we are
£ 1,400, thus carrying out the promise of his called liberals or conservatives. I think
predecessor) to oust him from office because, the time has passed away when those old
forsooth, he would not pass the Mordialloc landmarks were applicable. It is not a
gravel, of which I knew nothing. I did not question of whether we are coalitionists,
know whether it was good or bad gravel, but constitutionalists, liberals, or conservatives.
I left the matter entirely to Mr. Elsdon, It is a question of the policy we are carrying
and the Minister of Railways had not the out; it is a question whether the country is
. slightest connexion with it, the gravel ob- to have political rest and material progress .
tained from Mrs. Bent's pit being used on If I were to be asked what name I would
the Elsternwick and Brighton line. The choose for the Ministerial party, I would
charge against me, as well as against my say that I would like it to be called the
national party-the party of the country;
honorable colleague, has entirely exploded.
Mr. FINCHAM.-W e will hear more the party of independent, peaceful, and
progressive liberalism; the party that desire
about that.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable to carry out the praQtical business of the
member, if he perseveres, will certainly have country, and to let others, if they will,
an opportunity of ventilating these matters follow·a will-o' .the-wisp.
as much as he likes; but we shall be preCries of " Divide."
Mr. WILSON.-If honorable members
~ pared to meet him as we meet him now.
Sir, what is the position of the Govern- really desire to come to a division at once,
ment? The late Premier charged us with I will waive my right to address the House.
being too ready to spend money on the de- I will simply say that I have given the
fences, but I think that the House and the present Government, as far as I have been
country will back up the Government in that able, a fair and reasonable support, and I
policy. I believe that what the country see no reason why I should desert them on
wants is to have the defences put in a com- the present occasion.
The SPEAKER put the question-That
plete state, and on the very plan which the
honorable member himself proposed. The the following words be inserted after the last
expense of that plan, I am happy to inform sentence but one of the motion : the House, has been reduced, by consultation
" Informing His Excellency that the adminis..
between Sir William J ervois and Colonel tratioo of the public departments during the
recess does not meet with our approval, especially
SOl'atchley, about £120,000. By having in
sending orders to England for railway plant
gun-boats and a fort having a cupola with and water pipes, which could have been manuone or two heavy guns, the same amount of factured here."
defence will be obtained that would have
The House dividedbeen secured by the magnificent fort planned
Ayes ...
29
by Sir William J ervois to be erected in the
Noes ...
45
South Channel. I, therefore, count upon
Majority against Mr. Berry's} 16
the honorable member for Geelong supportamendment ..•
. ..
ing the Government in their proposals in
AYES •
. regard to the defences. The country not
Mr. Barr,
Mr. Mason,
only wants the batteries and ships to be in
" Mirams,
" Bell,
good order, but it wants the men to man
" Berry,
" Nimmo,
them. I think I have fairly sketched the
" A. T. Clark,
" Patterson,
., Pearson,
" R. Clark,
past history of the Government, and con,. Deakin,
Dr. Quick,
clusively answered the various charges which
Mr. Rees,
" Dow,
" Fincham,
,'J Richardson,
have been hurled against us. We have been
lVlajor Smith,
" Fisher,
twitted with having no following. Even
Mr. Williams,
" Gardiner,
if there is an element of truth in the asserHall,
" Woods,
"
James,
" A. Young.
tion that we have no personal following, I
Telle1'S.
"
Langridge,
think every division which has taken place
.. Laurens,
Mr. W. M. Clark,
·since the Government were formed proves
n
Mc~oll,
It
Davies.
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NOES.

Mr. Anderson,
" Bent,
" Blackett,
" Bolton,
" Bosisto,
" Bowman,
Brophy,
" Burrowes,
" Cameron,
" Carter,
" Connor,
" Cooper,
" Cunningham,
" Duffy,
" Fraser,
"Gibb,
_~
Gillies,_r
" Grant,
" Graves,
" Harris,
" Hunt,
" Keys,
" Langdon,

Mr. Levien,- V'I McLean,
SIr C. MacMahon,
Dr. Madden,
Mr. W. Madden,
" O'Callaghan,
., Officer,
Sir B. O'Loghlen,
Mr. Orkney,
" Robertson,
" Shiels,
" Toohey,
" Walker,
" Wallace,
" Walsh,
" Wheeler,
" Wilson,
C. Young,
" Zincke,
" Zox.
Telle1·s.
Mr. McIntyre,
" L. L. Smith.

PAIRS.

Mr. Cook,
" Longmore,
" Macgregor,
" Munro,
" Tucker.

Sir J. O'Shanassy,
Mr. Wrixon,
" McKean,
" Kerferd,_ ~
" Francis.

The motion for an address in reply to the
Governor's speech was then agreed to.
Mr. BLACKETT moved"That a committee: be appointed to draw up
an address to be presented to His Excellency
the Governor upon the said resolution, such
committee to consist of Mr. Connor, Mr. Harris,
Mr. Robertson, Mr. Levien, Mr. Officer, Mt'.
Wheeler, and the mover, and that they do retire
immediately."

Mr. CONNOR seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
The committee withdrew, and, after a
short absence, returned with the following
address :"To His Excellency the Most Honorable George
Augustus Constantine, Marquis of Norman by. Earl of Mulgrave, Viscount Normanby, and Baron Mulgrave, of Mulgrave,
all in the county of York. in the l'eerage of
the United Kingdom; and Baron Mulgrave
of New Ross, in the county of Wexford, in
the Peerage of Ireland; a Member of Her
Majesty's Most Honorable Privy Council;
Knight Grand Cross of the Most Distinguished Order of Saint Michael and Saint
George; Governor and Commander-in-Chief
in and over the Colony of Victoria and its
Dependencies, &c., &c., &c.
"We, the Legislative Assembly of Victoria in
Parliament assem bled, beg to express our loyalty
to our Most Gracious Sovereign.
"We beg to thank Your Excellency for having
called us together after a short recess, which we
are happy to say has been characterized by
political quiet and increasing prosperity, to
obtain our early consideration of questions of
pressing and practical importance.
"We concur with Your I£xcellency that the
attempt on the life of Her Most Gracious Majesty, which, under the blessing of Divine
Providence, has been so happily frustrated, has
evoked a widespread expression of feelings of
loyalty and thankfulness, which have been
heartily shared in b;r he~ Victorian subjects..
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"We agree with Your Excellency that, although the empire is at peace with foreign
nations, we cannot calculate on the coutinuance
for many years of this happy state of things;
and that our defences demand an earnest effort
at completion; and we beg to express our
thankfulness that legislation will be therefore
proposed authorizing immediate steps to be
taken for that purpose, with the object not only
of warding off attacks, but also of preventing
any panic arising from a defenceless state of the
sea-board.
"We agree with Your Excellency that the
importance of water conservation has been
further impressed upon all classes by the longcontinued drought in the northern districts, and
we concur with Your Excellency that this
calamity has necessitated the carriage of water
for long distances, at great expense to the
country, and has inflicted serious losses ou the
agricultural classes. We tha.nk Your Excellency for informing us that a Bill will be submitted to us enlarging the powers of the Government as to the expenditure of moneys for the
erection of works under the Water Conservation
Act of last session, and providing for the principal works in the northern districts being constructed forthwith at the expense of the State in
proportion to the extent of the outlay.
" We thank Your Excellency for informing us
that the Amending Land Bill which was postponed last year under the exigencies of a short
session will be now re-submitted to us, and that
its provisions deal comprehensively with the
future tenure of the remaining Crown lands of
the colony.
"We thank Your Excellency for informing us
that the J~xtension of Railways Bill of last session will also be laid before us, and we acquiesce
in your expressions of trust that we will be able
satisfactonly to dispose of the various practical
questions that must arise in its discussion. We
thank Your Excellency for informing us that
your advisers also consider that, owing to the
magnitude which the railway system of this
colony has now assumed, the time has arrived for
submitting proposals to provide for a more efficient system of management of our State railways.
"We agree with Your Excellency that it is
desirable that, in consequence of the abolition of
pensions, the posi tion of the County Court judges
should be placed on a more satisfactory footing,
and we thank Your Excellency for informing us
that a Bill to secure them a better tenure of
office will therefore be introduced.
"We beg to assure Your Excellency that we
are glad to hear that all steps requisite to ensure
the proper representation of the colony at the
Exhibition of Wines about to be held at Bordeaux
have been duly taken, and that proposals will
also be submitted for the due representation of
Victoria at an International Exhibition for all
colonies, to be held next year at Amsterdam.
"We thank Your Excellency for informing us
that, returning to the constitutional practice of
discussing the }l:stimates before the commencement of the financial year, the Estimates for
1882-3 will be forthwith laid before us, and that
tlley have been framed with a due regard to
economy and the requirements of the public
service.
" Weare gratified to learn that the surplus
of revenue over expenditure has enabled the
Government to auticipate the due date of the
Treasury-bonds dlle jn next November and in
November twelvemonth, and, by paying them
off to a large extent, to practically extinguish
the revenue deficit of the past years.
" We thank Your Excellency for informing
us that the buoyancy of the general revenue
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encourages the Government to submit for our
consideration a proposal for a large reduction in
postage, establishing what is known as the
penny postage system, and that, although this
will entail a present loss, there is every prospect
of the postal revenue recovering in the course
of a few years.
" We thank Your Excellency for informing
us that the conversion of the debentures falling
due will be the subject of another measure to
be submitted to us, in which power will be taken
to substitute for such debentures a new series of
equal amount for an extended period and at a
lower rate of interest.
., We. beg to express our satisfaction that a
Bill embodying important law reforms in
matters of procedure, and following the
English precedents, which have been found to
work advantageously, will be brought under our
consideration at an early period.
" We thank Your Excellency for informing
us that an amendment of the Companies Statute
will be introduced to enable the banking corporations not incorporated thereunder to take
advantage of its provisions j at the same time
subjecting them to the duties and obligations
imposed by that Statute.
" We are gratified to learn that many urgent
reforms connected with the marine service of the
colony will be proposed to be dealt with in a
Bill which will be laid before us, and that this
measure will embody the latest Imperial precautionary provisions for the preservation of
life and property.
"'Ve thank Your Excellency for informing us
that there will be also submitted to us a Bill to
amend the laws relating to public health, dealing
principally with the adulteration of food and
drugs offered for sale, and that its provisions
will be aimed at remedying what is generally
admitted to be a great defect in our sanitary
laws.
"We thank Your Excellency for informingus
that a Bill to regulate mining on private property on the principle of giving facilities to the
miner for the scarch of gold, while protecting
private rights from undue infringement, will be
submitted for our consideration.
" We beg to express our satisfaction that our
attention will also be invited to a Bill to further
amend the Police Offences Statute, conferring
greater powers on the magistracy in cases of
offences causing personal injury.
., W e a~ree with Your Excellency that some
of the eXIsting electoral districts for the Legislative Assembly are inconveniently large, and
that, having become more closely settled since
the last Electoral Act was passed, they are entitled to a largel' share of representation j and
we are glad to learn that a Bill to remedy the
anomalies which have arisen will be laid before
us.
" We are thankful that the amendment of the
Civil Service Act, which has been long felt as a
public want, will be also brought under our
con sideration.
"We thank Your Excellency for informing
us that a measure consolidating and amending
the laws with respect to the manufacture, importation, sale, storage, and carriage of gunpowder, nitro-glycerine, and other explosive
substances, will also be introduced, based on
recent Imperial legislation.
"We thank Your Excellency for informing us
that the Harbour Trust Bill has already passed
through several stages in the Legislative
Assembly, and tllat your advisers propose to
give their assistance in passing it through the
remaining stages, with such amendments as may
be necessary.
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" We beg to express our satisfaction at learning that legislation to amend the Local Government Act and to continue the endowment of
municipalities will be introduced, and that concurrently with its consideration we will be asked
to pass a measure amending· the taxation of
landed property. We are pleased to hear that
this Bill will be based on the principle of
charging an annual poundage on a reasonable
percentage of the fair capital value of land, the
established exemption being still continued.
" We thank Your Excellency for informing us
that a Bill to amend the laws relating to the
Post-office, a State Forests Bill, a Diseases in
Stock Bill, a Factories and Workshops Bill have
been prepared, and will be submitted for our
consideration.
"We thank Your Excellency for committing
the great interests of the country to our wisdom
and care, and we trust that our labours may,
under the blessing of Divine ~rovidence, conduce to the continued prosperity of the country
and to the happiness of the people."

The address was adopted, and ordered to
be presented to the Governpr by the Speaker
and members of the House.
SUPPLY.
On the motion of Sir B. O'LOG HLEN,
the following resolutions were adopted : "That this House will. on Tuesday next, resolve itself into a coinmittee to consider of the
Supply to be granted to Her Majesty.
.. That this House will, on Tuesday next, resolve itself into a committee to consider of the
Ways and Means for raising the Supply to be
granted to Her Majesty."

RAILWAY CONTRACTS.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN called attention to
the motion standing on the paper in the
name of the honorable member for Ballarat
West (Mr. Fincham) for the appointment
of a select committee to inquire into the
following matters : "1. The circumstances connected with the
letting of the duplicate line from Elsternwick to
Brighton j also generally as to the circumstances
and conditions connected with the supply of
ballast used by the contractors in carrying out
the work.
"2. To inquire into the circumstances connected with the ballasting of the Caulfield and
Frankston line, and the reasons assigned for
causing the late Engineer-in-Chief to refuse
certificate for the satisfactory completion of the
contract.
.. 3. To ascertaill why the late Engineer-inChief severed his connexion with the Rail way
department."

The Government wished to give the motion
precedence next day, after the passing of the
sessional orders, because they regarded it as
a motion of no-confidence. They had no objection to the appointment of a select committee to inquire into the circumstances
connected with the ballasting of the Caulfield
and Frankston line, but they objected to
the other portions of the motion, inasmuch
as those portions were the subject of charges
during the debate on the address in reply
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to the Governor's speech, which charges had
already been met by Ministers.
.
Mr. FINCHAM intimated that he intended to stand by the entire motion.
The House adjourned at midnight, until
the following day.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Wednesday, May 17, 1882.

. State School Reserves.

employed, so that the small manufacturer
would pay less than the large manufacturer.
Mr. GRA VE S observed that the licencefee for the manufacture of cigars was £50
per annum, and, before the amount could
be altered, the Treasurer would have to be
consulted. There were no more than 13
cigar manufacturers in the colony, and he
had received only one application for the
licence-fee to be on a sliding scale. The
application was from a family engaged in
growing tobacco in a small way, in a remote
district, that desired the children of the
family to be employed in making cigars.
An inspector had been directed to inquire
into the matter with the view of ascertaining
whether acquiescence in the application was
calculated to injuriously affect the revenue.

Presentation of the Address in Reply to the Governor's
Speech-Manufacture of Cigars: Licence Fees-State
School H.eserves: Tree Planting-New Railways: Castlemaine and Maldon: Taliarook and Yea: Morwell and
Mirboo: Ballarat and Scarsdale-Personal Explanation:
Mr. McUoll, Mr. Walker, and the Melbourne Storage
Company - Magistrates - Compensation fot Vineyard
Destruction-Railway Brakes-Parliament House: The
l:lectric Bells: Seats in the Great Hall-Public InstrucRAILWAY CARRIAGES.
tion: School at Eganstown-Attempted Assassination of
Mr. PEARSON inquired of the Minister
the Queen: Address to Her Majesty-Sessional Arrangements: Days of Sitting: Private Members' Business: of Railways whether there was any truth in
Standing Committees-Railway Contracts: Ballast: Mr. the statements, published by the Bendigo
Elsdon's Retirement: Mr. Fincham's Motion.
Advertise?' and the Bendigo Independent,
that
he had promised to give Mr. Pickles,
The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
of Sandhurst, an order for 1st class railway
four o'clock p.m.
carriages to the amount of £25,000?
Mr. BENT said he had only to repeat
ADDRESS IN REPLY TO THE
what he stated the previous evening, that
GOVERNOR'S SPEECH.
The SPEAKER reported that he had there was no truth in the statement. The
thing was simply ridiculous. He would be
waited upon the Governor, and presented to
His Excellency the address adopted by the glad to explain the whole matter, but the
explanation would occupy more time than
House the previous evening, and that His
was usually allowed for the answering of a
Excellency was pleased to make the folquestion.
lowing reply : STATE SCHOOL RESERVES.
" MR. SPEAKER AND HONORABLE GENTLEMEN,
" I thank you for your address, and for the
TREE PLANTING.
assurance you give me that the various imMr.
CONNOR
asked the Minister of
portant measures to be brought under your
notice will receive your careful and serious Public Instruction whether he would give
consideration."
directions to have the whole of the school
Dr. QUICK stated that, as a point of reserves planted with suitable trees from
practice, he would like to ascertain the the Macedon State Nursery? He was not
opinion of the Speaker as to whether the aware whether the Minister had funds at
address in reply to the Governor's speech his disposal for the purpose; but if the
was properly drawn or not?
honorable gentleman had not, a circular
The SPEAKER.-I don't think the addressed to the boards of advice, intimating
honorable member is in order. If there was that trees suitable for planting in school reany irregularity, it should have been chal- serves would be given by the Government,
lenged at the time. The matter cannot be and conveyed from the State nurseries by
dealt with now except on notice.
railway, free of cost, would operate as an
inducement to those bodies to plant the
MANUJi"1ACTURE OF CIGARS.
reserves at their own expense.
LICENCE FEES.
Mr. GRANT stated that no funds for
Mr. HALL asked the Minister of Cus- the purpose were at the disposal of the
toms whether he would consider the propriety Education department, but he would be
of altering the amount of licence-fee for the glad to cause a circular of the kind indicated
manufacture of cigars, in the direction of a by the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
sliding scale? He submitted that the Connor) to be addressed to the several
Ii.cence-fee should be according to the labour boards of ad vice.
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NEW RAILWAYS.
Mr. McINTYRE asked the 1YIinister of
Railways when tenders would be invited for
the construction of the railway from Castlemaine to Maldon ?
Mr. BENT replied that tenders would be
called for that day week.
Mr. HUNT asked when the Minister of
Railways would be in a position to call for
tenders for the railway from Tallarook to
Yea?
Mr. BENT said that day week. Some
time ago, he stated that the Tallarook and
Yea Railway would be in the first batch.
Mr. MASON inquired when it was likely
that tenders would be called for the line
from Morwell to Mirbo::> ?
Major SMITH made similar inquiry with
regard to the line from Ballarat to
Scarsdale?
Mr. BEN'r stated that the survey of the
Mirboo line was not yet completed. Tenders
w~uld be called for as soon as possible ; and
thIS also was the answer which he had to
give with respect to the Scarsdale line.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION.
Mr. McCOLL said he had a statement to
submit to the House by way of personal
explanation. It was in reply to certain
remarks made in the House, py the Minister
of Customs, denying the allegation previously made by him (Mr. McColl) as to
the appropriation of certain space at the
Custom-house for the purposes of a storage
company. The honorable member then
proceeded to read the following statement
which he said he would lay on the table:-'
"Memo. for Mr. H. McColl, M.L.A.
"Mr. McColl is referred to in a letter in this
day's Age, dealing with the Commissioner of
Customs' reply to him in the matter of the Melbourne Storage Company and the Customs. In
the news of the day in Saturday's Age, there is
a paragraph-one of those misleading special
p!l;ra~rap?s-ema~ating direct from the CommisSlOner s room, III which a Mr. Hicks figures
Now this Mr. Hicks is no Custom-house agent'
but a director of the Melbourne Storage· Com~
pany, which took over, among other bonds, that
of the honorable member for Boroondara who
d?ub~less will repent at leisure that whi~h he
dId III haste. Mr. McColl never alluded to
Custom-house agents occupying apartments at
the Custom-house. They have done so for 25
years. The charge made was that Mr. Graves
had the offices re-adjusted, resulting in the
re~oval of the Inspector of Stock from pre~Ises .where .he can conveniently discharge
hIS dutIes, agamst which Mr. Curr remonstrated
and the giving up. of a. room to the company re~
ferred to. Mr. HICks IS one of the private company referred to, and he and another director
can; daily be seen by some half-dozen clerks
b,!!Slly employed, to the detriment and preju~lce of prIvate bonds and the public service and
mterests."
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Subsequently,
Mr. WALKER called attention to the
letter as bearing no signature, and as referring to him with the view of throwing
some discredit upon him. The letter stated
that the Melbourne Storage Company had
offices at the Custom-house, and that his
bond, among other bonds, was represented at
those offices j and he could not understand
the reference to his name unless it was
sought to show that he had been guilty of
some impropriety. Some six or nine months
ago-long before he became member for
Boroondara-he leased the premises known
as Walker's bond to the Melbourne Storage
Company. The company had thought fit
to apply for an office at the Custom-house,
on the ground that the arrangement would
be more convenient to themselves and to
the public. As far as his influence with the
company went, he opposed the arrangement
on the ground that it would be much better
to have an office outside. The accommodation they had was half an office, for which
they paid £60 per year, which was about
double what it was worth. They could have
got the same extent of accommodation outside for half the money. So far as he could
see, the arrangement was of no possible advantage to the company; certainly it was
of no advantage to him. Having made
this explanation, he begged to submit that
steps ought to be taken to prevent 'such
proceedings as the honorable member for
Mandurang (Mr. McColl) had indulged in.
Here was an anonymous document for which
no one was responsible. It had been read
to the House, and might be conveyed to
the press, and thus a member of the House
or a private individual might be slandered
and not have any means of redress. He
considered steps should be taken to prevent
a man's character being injured in this way,
He was surprised that an honorable mem ..
ber could so abuse his privileges as to take
advantage of his position in the House
to vent his personal spleen upon another
honorable member. He must strongly
protest against a position of affairs which
allowed any honorable member to read
an anonymous document conveying a
public slander before that slander could be
refuted. If the forms of the House allowed
such a thing, it was time those forms were
altered.
Mr. McCOLL (who, to put himself in
order, moved the adjournment of the House)
stated that, the previous week, he made
a certain statement with reference to the
Custom-house. That statement having
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been contradicted, he now produced a document verifying what he said. (Mr. Zox" Who is the author?") A respectable man.
As to indulging in personal spleen against
a member of the House or indeed anyone,
he knew nothing of it. It was not his
nature.
The motion was not seconded.
The SPEAKER.-I understood at first
that what the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr. 1\1cColl) read to the House
was a letter which had been addressed to
him. It now appears that what the honorable member read was a written statement
bearing no signature; and, therefore, a
statement which can only be regarded as the
statement of the honorable member himself.
But it is contrary to the rules of Parliament for an honorable member to read a
written statement. He must speak what he
has to say. Not only was the honorable member for Mandurang irregular in the course he
took, but, if his statement imputed motives
to an honorable member, he was certainly
out of order.
MAGISTRATES.
l\fr. RICHARDSON asked the Attorney-General whether it was the fact that
an effort had been made to have certain
tradesmen of Clunes appointed magistrates,
and that the proposed appointments had
been objected to by two members of the
House?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN replied that he
had not been able to ascertain whether any
such effort had been made, or whether members of the House objected to it; but, if the
honorable member would ask the question
again on Tuesday, further inquiries would
be instituted.
Mr. RICHARDSON said he did not
think that course necessary, as he saw that
the statement had been contradicted in the
newspapers.
DISEASE IN VINES.
Mr. LEVIEN asked the Minister of
Agriculture whether the cases of the
vVaurn Ponds vignerons had been considered by the Government, and, if so, with
what result?
Mr. C. YOUNG stated that the cases
referred to had been considered and dealt
with. The matter, having been once before
the Vine Diseases Eradioation Board, was
referred back to that body, with the request
that they would give their decision entirely
untrammelled by any hints or instructions
they might previously have received. The
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result was a report from the board confirming their previous valuation, and intimating that, although they had recommended that the compensation should be
the value of two years' crops, the crop
forming the basis of the valuation was an
exceptionally good one, and two such crops
were considered equivalent to three years'
ordinary crops. The Government had
accepted the report, and compensation accordingly would be paid to the vignerons
concerned.
RAILvVAY BRAKES.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY asked the
Minister of Railways whether he could
obtain a brake complying with the following
conditions, recommended by the Board of
Trade in England : "1. It must be efficient in stopping the train,
instantaneous in action, and capable of being
applied without difficulty by engine-drivers and
guards.
"2. In case of accident it must be instantaneously self-actin g.
"3. It must be capable of being easily put on
and taken off the engine and every vehicle of
the train.
"4. Its materials must be of a durable character, so as to be easily maintained and kept in
order."

It appeared by the English newspapers
that after an investigation, extending
over five years, by the Accident Committee of the House of Lords, and after
much careful examination by the Board of
Trade, a Bill had been submitted to the
Imperial Parliament requiring every railway
company in England, Ireland, and Scotland
to use brakes possessing the qualities set
forth in his question. The Bill was introduced in the House of Lords, where it passed
its second reading on the 22nd March. He
brought the matter under the notice of the
Minister of Railways on the eve of a trial
between two brakes, in order that, whatever might be the brake adopted by the
Railway department, it should possess the
qualities he had enumerated, so that liability
to accident might be minimized.
Mr. BENT admitted the importance of
the question. The invention known as the
Woods brake complied with aU the conditions mentioned in the question. The
report of the Board of Trade had been carefully examined by the officers of the Railway
department, who had no hesitation in saying,
and the statement would be confirmed by
thousands of travellers on the Victorian
lines, that the Woods brake possessed all
the qualities advocated by the honorable
member for Belfast. He would be happy
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to afford the House, in the course of a few
days, the opportunity of saying whether, in
the interests of the public safety, the vYoods
brake should be adopted or not. To show
that he had been impartial in this matter,
and how unfounded was the allegation as
to the influence which the honorable member for Stawell had with the Railway
department, he might mention that he had
allowed the Westinghouse people to try
their brake on the Brighton line where the
Woods brake had been in use. If the
Westinghouse brake could beat the Woods
brake, it ought to win. However, the
official answer to the question, supplied by
the Locomotive Superintendent (Mr. Mirls),
was as follows : "The most recent recommendations made by
the Board of Trade in England in regard to
continuous brakes upon railways are somewhat
different to those quoted in the question asked,
and are as follows:'" Continuolls brakes under the control of the
engine-driver and each guard should beemp\oyed
with all passenger trains. In the opinion of the
Board of Trade, which has been fully expressed
in recent correspondence, due security will not
have been taken for the public safety until some
system or systems of continuous brakes has or
have been universally adopted, instantaneous in
action, capable of being applied by engine-driver
or guard, and automatic in case of accident.'
"This extract is from the report Board of
Trade (Hailway department), dated London,
July, 1881.
" In reply to the question as to whether the
department can obtain a brake complying with
these conditions, I have to state that there are
numbers of such brakes in existence, and the
subject is one to which much attention was
given by the Hoyal Commission on Railway
Accidents, in England, in 1877. Thiscommission
reported on the subject of continuous brakes,
amongst other things, as follows :'" We abstain, however, from recommending
anyone in particular, not only because some of
these systems are probably better adapted than
others to the special circumstances and requirements of particular railways, but also on other
grounds.'
"Then again, the late Engineer-in-Chief, Mr.
Higinbotham, in his report on Obse1't'ations on
Railwa.1fs, made during a tour in 1874 and 1875,
by direction of the Government of Victoria,
states, on page 33 :"'I had been instrncted by the Hon. Mr.
Gillies, who was at the time Minister of Railways,
to report on the merits of the Westinghouse
brake, which is in extensive use in the United
States, and had made careful inquiries on the
subject when I was there and in Canada. I
found that this brake was everywhere highly
spoken of in the States; but that in Canada, on
the Grand Trunk Railway, where it had been
applied to all the passenger cars, it was superseded by the Smith vacuum brake, the invention
of an Englishman residing in the States, which
was considered so far superior to the Westinghouse as to justify the expense of substituting
it for the latter. I learned afterwards that in
the States also the new brake is making way.
"In regard to the Victorian Railways, the
suburban trains to Williamstown and Essendon.
and the passenger trains upon the Sandhurst
line, are all fitted up with continuous brakes,
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which fulfil the conditions stated, and which
have been working satisfactorily for the last four
years."

Mr. LANGRIDGE observed that the
Smith brake was in use in New South
Wales.
PARLIAMENT HOUSE.
Mr. DUFFY called the attention of the
Speaker to the fact that something hadbeen done to the electric bells connected
with the Assembly chamber to alter their
tone entirely. They now made a horrible
noise. In fact, while they were being rung,
honorable members could not speak, hear,
think, or do anything else. H;e was given
to understand that, if wooden hammers were
substituted for the present metal hammers,
the bells would give forth sufficient sound
to call members to the chamber without the
din which prevailed at present.
Mr. C. YOUNG remarked that COUlplaint was made, the previous session, that
the bells could not be heard.
Mr. BARR suggested to the Minister of
Public 'Vorks that a few chairs should be
placed in the large hall for the accommodation of ladies who might have to wait
there while the House was sitting, until
accommodation in the Speaker's gallery was
available.
Mr. MASON remarked that the Speaker,
and not the Minister of Public vV orks, was
the officer to answer such questions. The
Speaker was the mouth-piece of the House,
and responsible for the conduct of the
business of the House and the accommodation of members. He considered the
honorable gentleman deserved the thanks of
the House for causing the removal of the
unsightly doors which formerly disfigured the
north and south walls of the chamber.
The SPEAKER.-During the recess,
when the improvements of the chamber were
in progress, it was found necessary to obtain
new bells. Samples were submitted to me by
the engineer of the House who has charge of
them. If the bells are too loud, the tone can
be easily softened by affixing a piece of wood
to the hammers; but complaint was made,
last session, that the bells were not sufficiently loud. I am sure there is no desire
on the part of the officers of the House, or
of the Minister of Public VYorks-who
really has nothing to do with the matterto distress the ears of honorable members
in the slightest degree. If honorable members desire any alteration to be made, they·
have only to express an opinion to that
effect to have it carried out.
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Mr. MUNRO said he considered the bells
were all right as they were.
Mr. C. YOUNG remarked that it had
been suggested that wire coils should be
substituted for the bells.
The SPEAKER.-If honorable members are satisfied with the bells as they are,
no alteration will be necessary.
Several HONORABLE -MEMBERs.-Hear,
hear.
The SPEAKER.-As to the suggestion
of the honorable member for Maryborough
(Mr. Barr), that is a matter which will properly come under the consideration of the
Parliament Buildings Committee, when it
is appointed.
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
Mr. GRANT stated that, in the course
of the remarks made by the honorable
member for Ballarat East (Mr. James) the
previous evening, on the no-confidence motion
then under discussion, he charged him (Mr.
Grant) with having yielded to undue pressure
from two of the honorable members for
Creswick with respect to the erection of a
new school at Deep Creek, otherwise Eganstown. He could now, however, reply that
if any such pressure was brought to bear in
the matter at all, which he denied was the
case, it was not brought to bear on himself,
because the new school was decided upon
some twelve months before he took office.
He had received the following memorandum
on the subject from the Secretary for Education : "In compliance with Mr. Grant's request, I beg
to furnish the following information as to the
erection of a new school-house at Eganstown.
If In November, 1879, the district school inspector reported that' a new building is much
needed.'
"In April, 1880, the board of advice called attention to the' dilapidated condition of school
building,' and the building inspector was instructed to report.
"Areport was accordingly furnished by him in
July, 1880, from which the following are extracts:'" I consider the building is not worth incurring
the large expense which would be required to
make it comfortable and weatherproof.'
"'I consider that it is not advisable to expend
upon it the large amount that would be required
to eAecute the work required.'
" The department thereupon took measures to
secure an extension of the school reserve in order
to obtain a more suitable site for building.
"In October, l8RO, the board of advice urged
the erection of a brick building, and, upon the
recommendation of the Secretary, the Minister
ordered that as soon as a site was secured alternative tenders (brick and wood) should be called
for a new building.
"On the receipt of tenders the district school
inspector was consulted as to the permanency of
the settlement, and in accordance with his recommendation a brick building was decided upon.

oj the Queen.

" On the 8th December, 1880, the honorable the
Minister of Public Instruction, in reply to a
question by Mr. Wheeler, stated in Parliament
that' as soon as the extension of site was gazetted,
tenders for a new building would be called for,'
and the new school was included in the list
printed in October, 1881.
., G. WILSON BROWN."
Mr. COOPER inquired whether the
honorable member for Ballarat East (Mr.
James) would withdraw his charge?
Mr. LONGMORE said nothing of the
kind would be done. The letter just read
was no contradiction of the charge, which
was absolutely true.
ATTEMPTED ASSASSINATION OF
THE QUEEN.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN moved"That a select committee be appointed to prepare an address of con,gratulation to Her Most
Gracious Majesty the (,lueen on her happy preservation from the danger to which Her Majesty
has been exposed, and to express the abhorrence
of this House at the late treasonable attempt
against Her Majesty's sacred person; snch
committee to consist of Mr. Grant, Mr. Francis,
Mr. Berry, Mr. Pearson, Sir John O'Shanassy,
Sir Charles Mac Mahon, Mr. Gillies, Mr. Wrixon.
and the mover."
The honorable member said-Mr. Speaker,
in moving this resolution I desire to call the
attention of the House to a most touching
letter from the Queen which appeared in
the mail summary, dated" London, March
24," published in the A1·gU8 of April 26,
when we had just received news of a burst
of sympathy for Her Majesty and congratulations upon her escape from the hands of
her would-be assassin, that was not confined
to her dominions, but was universal and
world-wide. The letter I refer to was addressed to Sir William Harcourt, but it was
intended to reach the general public, and
therein Her Majesty expresses her obligations
to her subjects and those not her subjects
who joined in the congratulations. Then,
after expressing how deeply touched and
gratified she was by those demonstrations,
and tendering to all, from the highest to the
humblest, her warmest and most heartfelt
thanks, she used these words-words which
I think every member of this Chamber, and
every subject of her vast empire, will willingly
endorse : "It has ever been her greatest object to do all
she can for her subjects, and to uphold the
honour and glory of her dear country, as well as
to promote the prosperity and happiness of those
over whom she has reigned for so long, and
these efforts will be continued unceasingly to
the last hour of her life."
I think that to add anything to this expression of the Queen's own views would be
an act of supererogation.

.
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Mr. BERRY seconded the motion, which
was agreed to.
.The committee retired, and were absent a
few minutes. On their return, they brought
up the following address, which was read by
the Clerk:"To

HER MOST GRACIOUS MAJESTY THE
QUEEN.

"We, Your Majesty's faithful and dutiful subjects, the members of the Legislative Assembly
of Victoria, in Parliament assembled, approach
Your Majesty's throne with feelings of loyalty,
devotion, and attachment.
"We assure Your Majesty that it was with
feelings of profound indignation we heard of
the late attack upon Your Majesty's sacred
person, and we desire to express our abhorrence
of the cowardly outrage.
.
"We desire to offer to Your Majesty our
heartfelt congratulations on your providential
escape from the great danger to which Your
Majesty was exposed, and we humbly thank the
Almighty God that it pleased Him to spare a
life so dear to all Your Majesty's subjects."

Sir B. O'LOG HLEN moved the adoption
of the address.
The motion was agreed to, and an address was ordered to be presented to the
Governor, requesting His Excellency to
forward the address to Her Majesty's Principal Secretary of State for the Colonies, for
presentation to Her Majesty.
SESSIONAL ARRANGEMENTS.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN moved"That Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday in
each week, during the present session, be the days
on which the Asscmbly shall meet for the despatch of business, and that four o'clock be the
hour of meeting on each day; and that no
fresh business, except the postponement of
business on the paper, be called on after eleven
o'clock."

Mr. GRANT seconded the motion, which
was agreed to.
. Sir B. O'LOGHLEN moved"That on Tuesday, Wednesday, and Thursday in each week, during the present &ession,
the transaction of Government business shall
take precedence of all other business, except
that on ·Wednesday, private Bills, notices of
motion relating to Bills, and orders of the day
and notices of motion other than Government
business shall have precedence from half-past
four o'clock until twenty-five minutes past nine
o'clock; and that notices of motion, general
business, take precedence of orders of the day,
general business, on alternate Wednesdays."

Mr. GRANT seconded the motion.
Mr. MUNRO said he wished to calr attention to the position in which it appeared
private members with business to bring
forward were to be placed. As a matter of
fact, they had always hitherto had woefully
insufficient opportunities for dealing with
such matters, and now that the business
paper was crowded with private notices their
case would be worse than ever. He might
SES. 1882.-2 A
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mention that he had, throughout the whole
of last session, a notice of motion on the
paper which he was always prevented from
bringing to an issue. He would suggest
that the Premier's proposal be amended so
as to allow private business to come on on
Wednesdays at half-past seven o'clock and
occupy the rest of the evening. If that
arrangement was made, a grea.t many of
the motions for adjournment of the House
which were now moved would be avoided,
because most of them were simply induced
by the irritation felt by honorable members
at not being able to bring certain matters
forward in a regular way.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN observed that the
proposition of the Government was the same
as that brought forward by them on the
subject the previous session, and it made
the most liberal allowance to private members
that had ever been made. The fault of the
suggestion of the honorabJe member for
North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) lay in the
fact that, if it was adopted, it would frequently happen, when the time came for
private business to be called on, that there
was no quorum. Honorable members who
had no private business on the notice-paper
would not care to return to the ·chamber
after the refreshment hour. The only practical way of increasing the time allotted to
private business was for the House to sit
four nights a week, and really he (Sir B.
O'Loghlen) thought that that course would
have some day to be followed. At the same
time, he was conscious that it would be an
innovation, and that he did not know how
honorable members, especially those residing in the country, would look at it. Upon
the whole, it would be best for the present
to adopt the Government plan, and if it was
found later in the session not to work well,
and the business of the Government was
fairly advanced, some sort of a remedy
would probably be adopted.
Mr. FISHER remarked that he could
not follow the Premier's reasoning. Either
private members had business to bl;ing forward or they had not. If they had, what
fear need there be of a count-out when their
business was called on? If, on the other
hand, there was no private business to be
proceeded with, a. count-out would be the
best thing that could happen. He considered the suggestion and the arguments
offered by the honorable member for North
Melbourne (Mr. Munro) to be most reasonable and acceptable.
Mr. MIRAMS observed that he too failed
to see the force of the Premier's reasoning.
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Certainly, if it was correct, there would be,
under his plan, as much danger of a countout on private business nights at half-past
seven o'clock as there could be under that
of the honorable member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro). On the other hand,
were the latter arrangement adopted, any
considerable number of honorable members,
desirous to bring a particular question to
an issue, could always combine and force a
verdict, while it was notorious that under
the rule that obtained last session, and
which it was now proposed to continue,itwas
always easy for honorable members to talk
against time until half-past nine o'clock.
Perhaps it would be well to compromise
matters by allowing Government business
to be taken on Wednesdays up to half-past
eight o'clock, and giving the rest of the
night to private members' business.
Mr. LONGMORE said there could be no
doubt that, if the suggestion of the honorable
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro)
was adopted, whenever private business was
called on there would be a count-out. Perhaps the difficulty would be best met by the
Government giving up every fourth ",Vednesday in its entirety to private members'
business.
Mr. BERRY thought he could suggest
a better plan than any yet mentioned, certainly one better than that of the Government, which appeared to be not a little
intricate. Inasmuch as the time to be
devoted under it to private members' business would amount to half the sitting period
of Wednesdays, would it not be better for
private members to get instead the whole
of every alternate Wednesday? The time
then devoted to private members' business
would be identically what it would be under
the arrangement now proposed, and infinitely more satisfaction would be given.
As for fears of a count-out, they could be
met by the honorable members who had
private business on the notice-paper helping
each other to keep a quorum together.
Sir J. O'SHANASSEY said he would
recommend the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) to consider how his plan
would act when a private Bill of any length
was called on towards the beginning of any
Wednesday, and the honorable member who
introduced it insisted on going on with it to
the end. A far better method would be for
the House to generally increase the time at
its disposal by adopting the House of Commons' practice so far as to abolish the
allowance of an hour per night for refreshment. In ·the HO\lSe of Commons business
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was continuously carried on, honorable members taking their refreshment at the time
most convenient to them.
Mr. MUNRO asked whether the Premier
would not modify his motion so as to give a
little more time to private members' business?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he did not see
how he could do more in that direction than
he proposed to do. The plan brought forward by the Government was regarded by
them as the most workable one that could
be devised, and he had no alteration of it to
suggest to the House.
Mr. WILSON considered that, inasmuch as the Government proposed to extend
the time allotted to private business by two
hours more than was allowed for the purpose by any previous Government, it would
be unfair to press them further. Perhaps,
if private business got greatly in arrear, the
Government would allow a Friday or two to
be devoted to it.
Mr. WRIXON observed that the adoption of neither of the plans suggested by the
honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr. Munro) and the honorable member for
Collingwood (Mr. Mimms) would prevent
the "stone-walling" of private business.
Therefore he was not in favour of asking
the Government to alter their proposal.
If, when private business was called on,
honorable members were to keep strictly to
the business before them, and refrain from
diverging into irrelevant topics, they would
be able to do, in the time allotted under the
Premier's motion, all they wanted to do.
The motion was agreed to.
STANDING COMMITTEES.
On the motion of Sir B. O'LOGHLEN,
the standing committees for the session
were constituted as under : STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE. - ]'ive
to form a quorum: - The Speaker, Mr.
Berry, Mr. Gillies, Mr. Grant, Sir J.
O'Shanassy, Mr. Francis, Mr. Kerferd, Sir
C. Mac Mahon, Mr. Wrixon, Mr. James,
Mr. Cooper, and Sir B. O'Loghlen.
PRINTING COMMITTEE.-Three to form
a quorum :-The Speaker, Mr. Harris, Mr.
Zincke, Mr. Dow, Mr. Hunt, 1\1:1'. Blackett,
Mr. Laurens, Mr. Cameron, Mr. Hall, and
Mr. VV. M. Clark.
LIBRARY Co~nIITTEE.- With power to
confer with the committee of the Legislative
Council :-The Speaker, Sir J. O'Shanassy,
Mr. Pearson, Mr. Deakin, and Mr.
McKean.
P ARLIAl\IENT BUILDINGS COl\1l1IITTEE.With power to confel' with the committee
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of the Legislative Council :-The Speaker,
Mr. Nimmo, Mr. Tucker, Mr. C. Young,
and Mr. Woods.

I have had throughout, with respect to it, but
one object, namely, to rouse public attention and the attention of honorable members
to a condition of things which, in my opinion,
wears an aspect of great suspicion. Sir, it
is absolutely necessary, in the interests of
both the public welfare and of that of each
of the individuals more directly concerned
in the inquiry I move for, that there should
be the strictest and most impartial investigation into the allegations and charges that
have been made against a certain responsible Minister of the Crown j and therefore
the course the Premier has chosen to follow
in the matter takes me slightly by surprise,
for I cannot, for the life of me, after the
most careful consideration, see anything in
the motion-in the language in which it is
couched or in the object set out in each
of its three divisions-that anyone can
reasonably raise the slightest objection to.
I assure honorable members that my desire
was that this motion should, if possible, be
passed without even a remark from myself
'or any other honorable member. I would
indeed have been most glad if that had
taken place-if each honorable member had
simply taken it for granted that the step I
propose was one which it was his iIhperative duty to enter upon. Because the allegations I allude to are not only against the
administration of a particular and important
department of the public service, but they
also involve charges which are, in my
opinion, of a monstrous character, against
the honorable member who occupies the
position of chief of that department. I
wish the Premier had taken this motion
in the spirit in which it was intended. I
consider that immediately he became aware
of the serious charges which were made
against one of his colleagues-involving
also, to say the least, a mistake on his own
part-it was his duty to have at once said
to the House-" Occupying the responsible
position I do as head of the Government,
as charges have been made against one of
my colleagues and to a certain exteilt
against myself with respect to my treatment of one of the head officers of the Railway department, I feel bound to at once
ask the House to suspend all business, and
to have an immediate and close investigation into the particular allegations which
have been made, so that my character and
that of my colleague may be cleared." I
maintain that that was the absolute duty of
the Premier, and, although he may pooh.pooh the idea of my attaching importance' to
the allegations, I shall be)ble to show that
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'Vith power to confer with the committee
of the Legislative Council :-Mr. Fincham,
Mr. Bowman, Mr. Zox, Mr. Burrowes, and
Mr. L. L. Smith.
PARLIAMENT MESSENGERS.
Mr. ZOX drew attention to the want of
accommodation for the messengers of the
House. Could not a room be set apart for
them, from which they could be summoned
by telephone? It was felt by many honorable members to be a great inconvenience
that they could not meet in the Library, or
hardly any other part of Parliament-house,
for confidential conversation, without some
messenger or another being about the place.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN stated that what
the honorable member referred to came
within the Speaker's jurisdiction.
Mr. Z 0 X expressed the hope that the
Speaker would make a note of the suggestion.
ADMINISTRATION OF
THE RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
SUPPLY OF BALLAST.

Mr. FINCHAM moved"That a select committee be appointed to
inquire into and report upon-I. The circumstances connected with the letting of the duplicate line from Elsternwick to Brighton; also
generally as to the circumstances and conditions
connected with the supply of ballast used by the
contractors in carrying out the work. 2. To inquire into the circumstances connected with the
ballasting of the Caulfield and Frankston line,
and the reasons assigned for causing the late
En~ineer-in-Chief to refuse certificate for the
satIsfactory completion of the contract. 8. To
ascertain why the late Engineer-in-Chief severed
his connexion with the Hailway department.
Such committee to be elected by ballot, and to
consist of seven members, three to form a
quorum; and to have power to call for persons,
papers, and records, and to have leave to move
from place to place."

He said-Mr. Speaker, I do not feel particularly able to perform the most unpleasant
task-perhaps the most unpleasant task I
have ever undertaken in my public life-now
before me. At the same time, whenever I
am confronted with what I consider a duty,
no matter how disagreeable it may be to my
feelings, I always feel bound not to shrink
from it. As to the way I discharge myself
of it, I think a good deal may be forgiven
one who takes a course that is at any rate
in the interests of the public welfare. Certainly, the position in which I find myself
placed is not one that was sought for by me.
2A.2
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he made some misrepresentations in his
speech last night which were certainly not
creditable to him. I will not say that he
made those misrepresentations wilfully, but
he certainly so adroitly misplaced the actual
position of affairs as to mislead the opinions
of honorable members. I shall deal, however, with that aspect of the question more
at length presently. When the Minister
of Railways made his statement, the night
after I addressed the House and brought
allegations against him, there was a general
request made by the House-there was a
oneness of opinion-that it was desirable
to have some sort of inquiry. I thought
then, that perhaps a desirable course to take
would be to call the late Engineer-in-Chief
to the bar of the House, and put some
pertinent questions to him in order to ascertain whether the charges made would be
carried out by his evidence. That proposal
however, did not seem to meet with the
favour of the House, and it was then suggested that some other mode of inquiry
should be adopted-the Government all this
time refusing to nominate any tribunal
which would be capable of making the investigation. Further, the course I have now
taken is mainly due to the remarks which
fell from the honorable member for Belfast.
That honorable member, I think, with some
force, called me to task at the time when I
sought to reply to the remarks of the Minister of Railways, and suggested that, instead
of mixing up this matter with the amendment
of the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry), it would be better to wait until the
want of confidence debate was over, and
then propose a motion which would bring
the question formally under the notice of
the House. No doubt that was the proper
course to adopt, and, in deference to the
honorable member's suggestion as well as
to the suggestions from other honorable
members occupying equally responsible
positions in the House, I have followed it.
Seeing that I have been the instrument of
bringing certain charges, involving at least
the personal and political reputation of certain gentlemen, I thought it wa~ my duty
not to shirk the responsibility which I had
assumed, but to face the difficult position I
occupied, to do my best to substantiate the
allegations which I had made, and then if,
after full inquiry, they were disproved, to
make the fullest reparation in my power for
having been misled by incorrect information.
That is my desire; I have none beyond it,
and I am sure that honorable members will
acquit me of any other motive. Objection
Mr. Fincham.

has been taken to the mode in which I have
framed this motion. I can assure honorable
members that I took considerable trouble in
preparing it so as to avoid even the appearance of having any personal purpose to
serve. In order to divest it of any personal
character whatever, I thought the best
course was merely to submit the proposal for
an inquiry to the House, and to leave it to
the· House to nominate such a committee as
they thought proper, leaving me out of it,
and having the most impartial inquiry possible. If I had adopted the ordinary course
of nominating the committee, according to
the practice of the House, I would have been
justified, as the mover, in nominating myself
as one of the committee to investigate the
charges. If I had followed that course,
probably I would have deserved the statement which some papers have made that I
wished to act bot.h as judge and Crown
prosecutor.
Mr. DUFFY.-The same result would
follow under the ballot. You would be
chairman of the committee all the same.
Mr. FINCHAM.-It does not follow at
all. The result of the ballot might show
that the House had so little confidence in
me that it left me off the committee altogether.
Mr. DUFFY.-It is necessary, under the
standing orders, that the member who has
moved for a committee shall be chosen as a
member of the committee.
Mr. FINCHAM.-I fail to see the
necessity of my being on the committee.
In proceeding to deal with the reasons for
an inquiry, I desire, first of all, to refer to a
statement not made by me, which bears a
graver character than any of the accusations
I preferred. It will be remembered, that,
after the defence made by the Minister of
Railways, the honorable member for the
Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) got up and gave his
version of the case, calling in question the
deductions drawn by the Minister of Railways and the accuracy of the statements he
had made. The honorable member for the
Ovens then stated-or rather he did not
state, but asked the question-" Was not
there an alteration in the specifications
which were prepared for carrying out the
duplicate line between Windsor and
Brighton?" The answer to that question
was given in a very ambiguous way, and I
am not certain now whether the Minister
partially admitted the imputation, or denied
it altogether. I am prepared, however, to
show from the documents quoted by the
Premier himself, in his speech last night,
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that what the honorable.member for the
Ovens indicated was actually done. The
Premier quoted those documents in an
inverted order, in such a manner as to
mislead the House as to the facts of the
case, but, by placing them in their proper
order, I think I shall be able to show that
there is good cause for an inquiry. I refer
to the two memoranda which were produced by the Premier from the Railway
department with reference to the carrying
out of the duplicate line from Windsor to
Brighton. Now I wish to call the attention of honorable members to the fact that,
when it was decided by the Government to
extend the duplicate line from Windsor to
Brighton, the decision arrived at was that
the work should be cut into two sections.
As the plans and specifications were prepared to form the basis for inviting tenders,
of course it inevitably followed that the first
section was that for which tenders were
first called. The Premier, however, transposed the position of matters, and placed
the second section and the matters referring
to that section first for the consideration
of the House. In doing that I consider
that he was guilty of, I will not say wilful
deceit, but perhaps of a mild legal trick, in
endeavouring to make the best case he
could. I will give the Premier the credit
of saying that he defended the case of the
Government generally with all that ability
and energy for which he is noted. I think,
however, he should have called attention to
this fact-that the first portion of the line
for which tenders were called was the portion
from vVindsor to Elsternwick.
Sir B. 0' LOG HLEN.-So I did.
Mr. FINCHAM.-I beg the honorable
gentleman's pardon. I presume the Arg168
report of his speech is correct.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It is not perfectly full. There are matters omitted.
Mr. FINCHAM.-At all events, the
two documents which the honorable gentleman quoted are signed by the Secretary of
the Railway department, and therefore, I
presume, they are official records, and are
absolutely correct. As I have said, the
first portion of the line for which tenders
were called was the section from Windsor
to Elsternwick. Now I maintain that my
purpose, and the purpose of the honorable
member who first brought this matter out,
is served by the fact that the specifications for
this section of the line, which were prepared
by the late Engineer-in-Chief, contained
the condition that the ballast was to consist
of bluestone ~nd bl.uestone only. Tenders
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were invited on those specifications, and on
the day on which they were returnable, the
2nd September, the lowest tender was not
accepted. I believe that some people would
even say that it was to a certain extent
decided to accept it, but that the subsequent
procedure altered that intention.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No. I explained
the matter to the House last night. It was
referred for consideration, and was subse.
quently brought before the Cabinet.
Mr. FINOHAM.-However, the deci.
sion arrived at subsequently was that this
.tender should not be accepted, but that fresh
tenders should be invited. Then, if my information is correct, it was decided by the
Minister of Railways himself, of his own
sole and personal will, without the recom·
mendation of his officers, that when tenders
were again called for they should include
gravel as well as bluestone, the Minister
himself writing on the margin of the previous specification-" Invite tenders also
for gravel as well as for bluestone." The
specifications were altered not by the advice
of the officers, but, as I have said, at
the personal and absolute direction of the
Minister. The recommendation of the late
Engineer-in-Chief was that bluestone should
be used. vVhen I remind honorable mem·
bers of the fact that the original line was
ballasted with bluestone throughout its
whole length, it will be seen that it would
only have been carrying out a uniform system in adopting bluestone ballast for a
duplication.of the line. Moreover, in main.
taining the double line, there would, at any
rate, be some little difficulty in having the
ballast properly kept up, if on one side it
was metal and on the other gravel. Fresh
tenders were accordingly invited, in which
alternative prices had to be given for the
supply of gravel or metal. The gravel, of
course, was the lower in price, and was the
material which it was ultimately decided to
use, and for which a tender was accepted.
Mr. LEVIEN.-It was not from this
quarry at all that the gravel on that line
came.
Mr. FINCHAM.-What I wish to point
out is that the course which was adopted
with regard to the first section of the line
was necessarily the course that would be
adopted in carrying out the second section.
Therefore the statement which has been
made so blandly and confidently, both by
the Minister of Railways and by the Premier,
that the specifications for the second section
were never altered, has nothing whatever to
do with the question, because the duplication.
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of the second portion of the line depended
upon the manner in which the first section was carried out. It having been resolved to use gravel in the first section, the
specifications for which were altered on the
dictum of the Minister and not by the advice of the officer who was the responsible
man, of course it was then necessary to
carry out the second section in the same
way as the first. And here there is one
little point to which I wish to call attention.
A sample of the gravel to be used was produced from somewhere and placed in the
office in which the specifications were, in
order that intending tenderers might have
an opportunity of seeing the quality of
gravel they would be required to use, and
thus to inquire where it existed, and aScertain at what price they could get it. Now
I would like very much to know from whence
this specimen of gravel came. Was that
sample obtained from the pit now under
discussion, or from one of the others in the
neighbourhood? ""Vill the Minister answer
that question now? Perhaps it is not fair
to press it, and therefore I won't. Silence
however, they say, gives consent.
Mr. BENT.-Do you want an answer?
Mr. LEVIEN. -Where is the impropriety in having a sample?
Mr. FINCHAM.-None whatever. But
what I wish further to ask is whether the
bulk that was afterwards supplied was in
accordance with that sample. That is an
important ingredient in the contract, for, as
will be easily understood, when a purchaser
buys an article by sample, he generally requires that the bulk shall be in accordance
with the sample. I next come to the second
section, which is now the main subject of
consideration, namely, the section from
E1.3ternwick to Brighton. The plans and
specifications for that section were, as I
have said, naturally the same as those
adopted for the first section for which a
contract had already beep. entered into.
The contractors for the second section were
Noonan Brothers, they being the lowest
tenderers. They agreed to supply ballast
which was to consist of gravel; and here I
wish to call attention to the extraordinary
assumption made by the Premier and the
Minister of Railways. Can any sane man
suppose, as those honorable gentlemen
assumed, that the contractors entered into
the contract to supply gravel ballast before
ascertaining whence the gravel could be procured, and what price they would have to
pay for it? In order to ascertain those
particulars, they must have visited the
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locality and convinced themselves that the
gravel could be obtained in such quantities,
and at such a price, as would justify them
in entering into the engagement they did.
That is the invariable practice carried out
by every contractor, and it proves unquestionably that the statement of both those
honorable gentlemen, although perhaps not
wilfully so, was utterly misleading and
without foundation. Last night the Premier, in dealing with this subject-and I
must say that, when he came to this delicate
question, his countenance underwent a change
which showed that he had no great liking for
the task-made the following remark : "I may state that the contractor had been in
negotiation with Mr. Webb, the architect, at
Brighton, and with Mr. Andrew Howan, for
gravel, but was refused."
That proves' exactly what I have said. I
have a distinct recollection that the Minister
of Railways, in defending himself the other
evening, indicated that the contractors were
solely responsible for the use of the gravel
from the pit in question, because, he said,
there were six or seven other pits of a similar
character from which the same kind of material could have been obtained, but the one
under discussion was the best. That statement shows, at any rate, conclusively, that
the contractors mtult have taken the course
I have already mentioned of going round
and ascertaining exactly where they could
obtain the gravel, and in what quantity, and
at what priees it could be procured. Further,
I have no hesitation in saying that the
assertion of the Minister of Railways that
neither he nor the owner of the property
was aware that the gravel used on the line
was being supplied by the contractors from
the pit in question is, to say the least of it,
most incredible. Of course, it would be
highly improper for me to say it is untrue,
but it certainly is a feature in the whole
proceedings which seems to me so utterly
incredible that I cannot and do not believe
it. The reason given by the Minister of
Railways for not knowing anything about
the matter was that the whole affair was
conducted by a "highly respectable" gentleman who has been in the habit of doing
business for the proprietor of this gravel
pit; but I would call the attention of honorable members to the fact that the gentleman alluded to is, if my information is
correct, an intimate personal friend of the
Minister, ancl was an inmate of his house
up to a very recent period.
Mr. BENT.-I desire to inform the
House that, undoubtedly, Mr. Thomas is a
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friend of mine. He is now a house and
land agent, in business opposite the Baystreet station, doing business on his own
account. He was, formerly, in my employment for a considerable time, but he left
me and got married, and has now a large
business of his own. He has not been
living with me for the last fifteen months.
Mr. FINOHAM.-At all events, by the
admission of the Minister, this agent is on
the most friendly and confidential terms
with him, and I submit that it is at least
exceedingly unlikely that he would not
mention to the honorable gentleman that he
had entered into so important an engagement on behalf of the owner of this gravel
pit. It is not at all probable, therefore, in
my opinion, that the Minister of Railways
was ignorant of the fact that the gravel for
the Elsternwick to Brighton line was being
supplied from property in which he was
indirectly interested. I will leave the
House, however, to draw its own conclusions
on that point. I maintain, further, that the
honorable gentleman, while he did not perhaps desire to do anything wrong, has been
guilty of a political mistake, by which he
has, to all intents and purposes, disqualified
himself not only from being a member of the
Government, but from being a Member of
Parliament. My authority for this position
is the Officials in Parliament Act, the 4th
and 5th sections of which provide" No person who shall either directly or indirectly be concerned or interested in any bargain
or contract entered into by or on behalf of Her
Majesty, or who shall participate or claim, or be
entitled to participate either directly or indirectly, in the profit thereof, or in any benefit or
emolument arising from the same, shall sit or
vote in the said Council or Assembly; and the
election of any such person to be a member of
either of the said Houses shall be absolutely
null and void.
"If any member of the said Council or
Assembly shall either directly or indirectly
become concerned or interested in any bargain
or contract entered into by or on behalf of
Her Majesty, or shall participate or claim, or be
entitled to participate either directly or indirectly, in the profit thereof, or in any benefit or
emolument arising from the same. . . or shall
in any character or capacity for orin expectation
of any fee, gain, or reward, perform any duty
or transact any business whatsoever for or on
behalf of the Crown, his seat shall thereupon
become vacant."

In this colony, where it is not necessary that
a Member of Parliament, on becoming a
responsible Minister of the Orown, should
cease to be engaged in any kind of business,
it is all the more requisite that we should
be secure from the dangers which might
arise from practices such as those which are
now in question. I do not say that the
Minister of Railways has been wilfully
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guilty of any corrupt act in this matter, but
I maintain that, in the eyes of the law, he
has been guilty of an act which disqualifies
him, and very properly so, from sitting in
this House. The honorable gentleman has
often urged that we should, at all times,
copy the practice of the House of Oommons,
and I will call his a ttention to wha t the highest
authority, },{ay, lays down as the practice
of that House with regard t.o members being
concerned in contracts. The remarks of May
are as follows : "Government contractors, being supposed to be
liable to the influence of their employers, are
disqualified from serving in Parliament. The
Act 22 Geo. III c. 45 declares that any person
who shall, directly or indirectly, himself or by
anyone in trust for him, undertake any contract
withaGovernmentdepartment,shall be incapable
of being elected, or of sitting or voting during
the time he shall hold such contract, or any
share thereof, or any benefit or emolument
arising from the same; but the Act does not
affect incorporated trading companies, contracting in their corporate capacity. The penalties
for violations of the Act are peculiarly severe.
A contractor sitting or voting is liable to forfeit
£500 for every day on which he shall sit or vote,
to any person who may sue for the same."

Mr. FISHER.-The contract is what
you have to prove.
Mr. FINOHAM.-That is one object of
the inquiry for which my motion asks. I
submit that, in the interests of the public
welfare, it is necessary that the fullest inquiry should be made into the matter, in
order that it may be seen whether or not
the Minister of Railways has been interested,
directly or indirectly, in supplying the
material for the ballasting of this line. My
desire is that Parliament, at any rate, should
be kept above suspicion. vVe know perfectly well that charges of the gravest
character are sometimes made against
Members of Parliament without being in
the slightest degree deserved, but when there
is even a colouring of corruption, although
there may not have been actual corruption
committed, it is absolutely necessary that it
should be removed in order that Parliament
may not be charged with carrying on corrupt practices, or with permitting a Minister
to retain his seat after having been concerned in any way in a contract from which
it was possible for him to obtain some pecuniaryadvantage. The contention both of
the Premier and the Minister of Railways
is that, as the Minister was not the proprietor of the land from which the ballast
used on the line between Elsternwick and
Brighton was taken, he was not directly or
indirectly interested in the sale of the gravel.
No man with an unprejudiced mind can
entertain such an argument for a moment.
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I regret that the Minister of Railways
thought it necessary to enter into his own
private affairs to the extent that he did, for
they have no relevancy to the attack which
has Leen made npon him in his official
capacity. The confession which he made
about his private affairs was therefore quite
uncalled for. On the other hand, I ask
how any man who is so closely allied with
the owner of the property from which the
gravel was taken can pretend for a moment
that he was not interested, either directly
or indirectly, in the contract for supplying
the material? T imagine that I need not
enlarge on this point. vVe were told, in a
very graphic and unnecessary manner, of
the efforts which the Minister made to get
the council of which he was a member to
buy this valuable property, for the purpose
of improving the roads of the municipality;
and it appears that, when he failed in that
project, he turned his attention to seeing if
he could not get some one else to purchase
the land, and eventually a friend suggested
that he should buy it himself. The honorable gentleman immediately said-" I have
no money, and therefore I cannot buy it ;"
but subsequently a person in whom he is
deeply interested purchased the property.
No statement has been made of any cash
deposit having been paid on account of the
purchase money. I ask honorable members
whether the associations connected with the
purchase are not enshrouded in suspicious
circumstances? At .any rate, they would
be if a gentleman was connected with
the owner of the land who has not such a
reputation as the Minister of Railways
fnncie~ that he himself has.
Is not the
honorable gentleman, to all intents and
purposes, as much interested in the land as
though it belonged to himself? The statement that the law allows a married lady to
hold property in her own right, independent
of her husband, is no argument at all.
The Minister could not help being interested in the gravel. When the honorable gentleman found that it was being
used for a railway contract, the proper
course for him to adopt was to determine
not to allow any contractors to use it for
any Government contract as long as he was
a Minister of the Crown. The fact that he
failed to take that course is a great feature
in the whole indictment, and one which cannot be easily got over. It is all very well
for the Premier to contend that the Minister of Railways was not interested in the
sale of the gravel, but our own common
sense tells us that he was interested in it.
Mr. Fincham.
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I regret to have been obliged to refer to the
matter in the way I have done, but I have
endeavoured to deal with it in as delicate a
manner as possible. I wish, however, to
reiterate that, in my opinion, no sane individual can, for one moment, believe that
any man can with truth assert that he has
no interest in the property of a person who
is associated with him as the partner of his
life. I think that I had better leave this
aspect of the case, and proceed to the
second portion of the indictment. I regret
very much that, when I first brought the
matter before the House, for some cause or
other either honorable members must have
become confused as to my statement, or
else I must have been confused in making
it; but I think I shall be able to point out
that, in reply to an interjection by the
honorable member for Collingwood (Mr.
Mirams), I made myself perfectly clear by
stating that I did not intend to impute for
one moment that the Minister of Railways
did in any way contribute to the supply of
the material used for ballast on the Caulfield and Frankston line. If I did not
convey that impression, I wish it to be distinctly understood that I intended to do
so. The honorable member for the Ovens
(Mr. Kerferd) made the case very clear,
the other night, in his short and intelligent
statement in reply to the Minister of Railways. The honorable gentleman mentioned
that a dispute arose between the contractors
and the Engineer-in-Chief in regard to the
quality of the ballast on the line between
Caulfield and Mordialloc, and, subsequently,
with respect to that for the extension from
Mordialloc to Frankston. Certain correspondence on that subject has since been
published in the newspapers, but by what
authority I do not know. And here I may
be permitted to digress for a moment to call
yom attention, Mr. Speaker, to what I
regard as a question of privilege. It is,
certainly, a matter worthy of consideration.
I refer to the publication of correspondence
between the late Engineer-in-Chief and
other officers of the Railway department
with reference to the ballast on the Mordialloc line. The documents were laid on
the table of the House on the motion of
the honorable member for Creswick (Mr.
Richardson), and, by the unauthorized
action of the Government, they were permitted to be printed in the newspapers. I
ask if this is not a breach of priYilege?
vVhen papers are laid on the table by order
of the House, they are produced for the information of honorable members, and they
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have no right to be published in the newspapers without the authority of the House.
Personally, I rather rejoice at the publication of the information in this case; but it
is evident that great danger may arise from
the unauthorized publication of papers laid
on the table. Information may be obtained
by that means which will be the foundation
of expensive litigation against the Government. I beg to ask your ruling, Mr.
Speaker, whether it is not a breach of
privilege to publish papers laid on the table
of the House unless their pUblication is
authorized by the House?
The SPEAKER.-Papers laid on the
table of the House are usually handed to
the press for pUblication.
Mr. FINCHAlVI.-I will mention an
instance to illustrate the danger which may
ensue if the course which has been pursued
in this case is permitted. On one occasion
. an honorable member moved for papers containing certain information about a policeman who had been unable to obtain the
information in any other way. The papers
were laid on the table, and the facts which
they disclosed were communicated to the
policeman by an honorable memQer who
thought he was doing no wrong in making
known the contents of the documents. The
consequence was that litigation against the
Government ensued, and the country was
put to considerable expense. In the present
case it is possible that litigation may take
place, and it may turn out that by the
publication of the correspondence in question
information has been made public which
ought not to have been. I call attention to
the matter for the purpose of showing that,
by the unauthorized publication of papers
laid on the table of the House, private individuals may obtain information which they
could not otherwise become possessed of,
and the consequence may be that the Government will be involved in expensive litigation. I believe that on one occasion a
previous Speaker ruled that it was irregular
to permit papers laid on the table to be
published without the authority of the
House.
~. The SPEAKER.-I have been informed
by the Clerk that in the present case the
papers to which the honorable member refers
were not laid on the table of the House, but
were placed in the Library. I may point
out that if the Minister in charge of documents which have not been laid on the table
of the House thinks fit to give them to the
press on his own responsibility, of course he
has the power to do so.
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Mr. BENT.-Will the honorable member
for Ballarat vVest (Mr. Fincham) allow me
to explain? A gentleman was instructed
to copy the papers which the honorable
member for Creswicl\: (Mr. Richardson)
applied for, and I have heard, and believe it
to be true, that a member of the press
assisted in the copying of them. I had
nothing at all to do with placing them in
the hands of the press. I suppose the
honorable member himself must have done
that.
Mr. FINCHAM.-One thing which renders the publication of the correspondence
unsatisfactory is that only certain portions of the evidence are made known,
whereas, if part of the case is put in possession of the public through the press, the
whole of it ought to go forth. I understand
that at a very early period of the contract
for the Caulfield and Frankston line-in
fact, when the ballasting process was commenced-the nature and quality of the ballast used on that line was called in question.
My information is to the effect that after
the ballast was delivered on a certain portion of the line, without being spread, the
late Engineer-in-Chief had occasion to visit
the works, and took exception to the ballast.
He remarked to Mr. Ford, the engineer of
construction, and to another officer who accompanied him, that the ballast was not up
to the mark. Of course an Engineer-inChief must necessarily depend upon the
watchfulness of his subordinates to see that
the various portions of a contract are properly carried out. It is the duty of the
officer in charge of the work, on taking
delivery of any material, to see that it is in
accordance with the conditions and specifications embodied in the contract. If that
were not the case, there would be great facilities for the perpetration of fraud. Now
I want to show, in the first place, that, in
connexion with this contract, subordinate
officers were to blame for permitting ballast
to be delivered which was not in accordance
with the specifications. The specifications
provided that the ballast should be free from
any refuse-that it should be good clean
gravel. After the cursory examination of
the Engineer-in-Chief, one of the subordinate officers appointed to inspect the
ballast said-" In my opinion, having
examined the ballast delivered on a section
of the line, it is admiraply well adapted
for the purpose for which it is used." But
that is not the question. I submit that it
was the duty of the officers to see that the
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with the specifications, and that they had
no right to pass any that fell short of the
specifications. That is the position which
the late Engineer-in-Chief took from the
first. It is manifest that the attention of
the subordinates was called to the fact that
the ballast delivered on the line was not in
accordance with the specifications, and to
the necessity for due watchfulness in order
that the specifications might be strictly
complied with. The first memo. in the
correspondence which has been published is
dated the 27th October, 1881. It is in
answer to a document-a most important
one-which is said to be missing. As it
has not been published, it is fair to assume
that it is not in existence, but it is very
singular that a document of so much importance should be missing. However, on
the 27th October, Mr. Ford, the engineer
of construction, wrote the following memorandum to Mr. Elsdon : "Your memo. of the 27th to hand, and I beg
to state that I thought it quite necessary to get
statements from the inspector of permanent
way and the engineer in charge before replying
to your memo. asking my opinion, and I must
say that I quite agree with the two reports herewith.

"R. G.

FORD."

One of the reports referred to was signed
by Mr. J. P. Madden and the other by Mr.
J. Richmond. Mr. Madden's report was
as follows :"In reply to your memo. of 21st in st., I think
the ballast on the Caulfield and Frankston Railway is good, and possesses the necessary properties for making an excellent road, as it binds
well, and can easily be kept in repair.

"J. P. MADDEN."
Mr. Richmond also said that the ballast
Was "yery good." Neither officer, however, stated that the ballast was in accordance with t.he specifications; in fact, Mr.
Richmond reported that it contained 25 per
cent. of sand. I maintain that the subordinates did not act fairly to the Engineerin-Ohief in allowing ballast to go on the
line which was not in accordance with the
specifications. They ought to have seen
that the ballast was screened, that it was
free from all defects, and that the specifications were strictly complied with before it
was allowed to go on the line. When their
attention was subsequently called to the
matter, they admitted that the ballast contained 25 per cent. of a material which
could be supplied for 1 ~d. or 2d. per yard,
whereas the price which the contractors
expected to be paid was 4s. 9d. per yard.
The subsequent conduct of the Engineerin-Ohief goes to prove that he was not
Mr. Fincham.
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inclined to act with severity or want or
judgment, though the Minister of Railways
and the Premier both seem to imply tha.t
he was. The first certificate passed for the
gravel was at the rate of 3s. 6d., instead of
4s. 9d., per yard, thus showing conclusively
that, after the most rigid scrutiny by the
Engineer-in-Chief and his subordinates, the
gravel was found not to be in accordance
with the specifications. The Engineer-inChief seems to have acted from first to last
with a determination to do nothing but his
duty, and to have the ballast supplied in
accordance with the specifications. Mr. Ford
alleges that Mr. Elsdon went with him over a
portion of the line, and expressed sati~faction
with the manner in which the work was
being done and the quality of the material
being used. Mr. Elsdon's reply to Mr.
Ford's minute is that the statement about
his approval "is simply untrue." Mr.
Elsdon not only directed Mr. Ford's attention to the matter at the time, but he also
called the attention of another officer to
the fact that ballast was being supplied which was ~ not in accordance
with the specifications, and that in future
it would be necessary for the ballast to be
subjected to a rigid scrutiny. I maintain
that, from first to last, Mr. Elsdon simply
did what was the duty of an officer occupying his responsible position and no
more. The time came when a dispute
arose between the Engineer-in-Ohief and
the Minister of Railways. Previously the
dispute was between the contractors,
the Engineer-in-Ohief, and 'subordinate
officers. The contractors, however, employed a solicitor, Mr. Gaunson-a gentleman who is well known to be very energetic
in wha tever he undertakes-and he de. manded in peremptory language, to which
Mr. Elsdon objected, that the disagreement
should be immediately settled, and that a
certain course should be taken. I will here
call the attention of the House to the fact
that, since the time when the late Mr.
Higinbotham was Engineer-in-Chief, one
of the conditions in railway contracts has
been materially altered. It was impossible
under the old system for a railway contractor to go to law if he had any dispute
with the Government, because the Engineerin-Ohief was made the sole judge as to
whether a contractor carried out the terms
and conditions of his contract. My honorable colleague (Mr. Bell) and other honorable
members pointed out that such an arbitrary
condition was most unjust to contractors, and
the result was that it was altered, and
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railway contracts now provide a different
mode, which is as clear as daylight, for the
settlement of any disputes arising with the
contractors. There was therefore no necessity for the Minister of Railways to interfere
in the contract in question, and still less
justification was there fOT the Premier to be
applied to to step in and bring his influence
to bear on the Engineer-in-Chief when
that gentleman was simply discharging the
duties of his office. Mr. Elsdon merely did
his duty-he merely refused to give a certificate for materials which were not in
accorda,nce with the specifications. The
Minister interfered in the dispute, and took
the matter out of Mr. Elsdon's hands.
Having been either bounced or persuaded
by the contractors' attorney, the Minister
of Railways, and subsequently the Premier also, interfered in the dispute, and
that interference had a great deal to
do with Mr. Elsdon's retirement from the
service. As the honorable member for the
Ovens put the matter the other night, Mr.
Elsdon:, after the Minister's unjust interference, felt that the responsibility of his
position was gone, and that he had no
longer any authority. I have no hesitation
in saying that Mr. Elsdon, who is not here
to defend himself, has been most unwarrantably maligned by the Minister of Railways.
The honorable gentleman interjected, the
other evelling, that Mr. Elsdon" ought to
be on the roads." The interjection caused
a feeling of the greatest disgust in my mind.
If there are any grounds for such an insinuation, the honorable gentleman ought to
have taken steps to have had Mr. Elsdon
put on the roads, instead of condoning the
offence. Considering the way Mr. Elsdon
has been treated, I don't wonder at him
being made ill and anxious to be rid of a position in which he was unable to exercise the
authority that he was supposed to possess.
Looking at the case in all its aspects, I
think that the late Engineer-in-Chief did
no more than his bare duty. Whatever his
short-comings may have been, he had
honesty of purpose and courage to do what
was right. Notwithstanding all the influences that were brought to bear upon
him, he refused to be made a tool of, or to
be coerced into giving certificates for
material which was not in accordance with
the specifications. In conclusion, I submit
that I have made out a case, and shown that
the charge which I brought forward the
other evening was not exaggerated. If the
inquiry I ask for is granted, I believe that
every statement I made will be more than
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substantiated. I think that, in the interests
both or the Minister of Railways and the
Premier, it is absolutely necessary that the
course I propose should be taken. The
remarks I have made will fully cover the
third portion of the motion. I feel deeply
thankful to the House for having listened
to me so patiently. I have endeavoured to
make my statement as plain as possible,
without being offensive; and, although I
may not have submitted the motion in as
intelligent a manner as could be wished, I
feel that I have done no more than my duty
in bringing it before the House.
Mr. DEAKIN seconded the motion.
Mr. BENT.-Mr. Speaker, I think that
an inquiry ought to be held-I mean an
inquiry as to the state of mind which the
honorable member who has proposed the
motion has been in during the last week.
I know the statements that have been
made, and the little gossip about town.
The honorable member has been into every
public-house about-Mr. FINCHAM.-Sir, I must rise to
order. In my language and demeanour I
was respectful to the Minister of Railways,
and endeavoured to avoid any personalities.
I submit that the insinuation which the
honorable gentleman has just made is indecent and out of order.
The SPEAKER.-I think that the expression is out of order.
Mr. BENT.-Then I will withdraw it.
I know, however, that the honorable member has been hatching this little arrangement. I thought that he had something
wonderful to tell, and not the twopennyhalfpenny affair that he has now brought
forward. I have not bothered to look up
]lansa1'd to see what the honorable member
said when he last spoke on the subject, but
a number of Hansa1'd has been placed in
my hands this evening. Let us see the
charge which the honorable member made
on the last occasion, and hJw he changes it
to-night. According to Hansa1'd, the honorable member said, on the 2nd May-Mr. FINCHAM.-It is not correct.
The Argus report is correct.
Mr. BENT.-In Hansa1'd the honorable
member is reported to have said"I think the Premier's explanation has not
improved the position,"

lVIr. FINCHAM.-That is correct.
Mr. BENT.-The honorable member
added"I don't believe that the House will cbarge

me with having overstated the case in any shape
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or form. The Minister of Railways, it appears,
derived a personal profit out of the ballast used
on the line from Caulfield to MordialIoc."

Mr. FINCHAM.-I never said so.
Mr. BENT.-I am taking Hansard for
it.
Mr. FINCHAM.-Perhaps the honorable member will permit me to explain.
He is perfectly fair in taking advantage of
what is reported, but I called the attention
of several members to-day to the fact that
I never did make that stat.ement; and in
my earlier remarks this evening I called
attention to the jumble. The report which
appeared in the A1'g'llS is as nearly correct
as possible. I cannot understand for certain
the inconsistencies, not only in the report,
but in regard to the honorable member's
own speech the other evening. A material
point of his statement is left out of
Hansa1'd.

Mr. BENT.-The whole tenor of the
latter part of the honorable member's speech
the other night was to show that I was
interested in the Mordialloc contract. The
honorable member led the House to suppose
that, because Mr. Elsdon would not pass
gravel in which I was interested, I induced
the Premier to turn him out of his position
of Engineer-in-Chief. The honorable
member went on to say"It would, therefore, require more than ordinary fortitude on the part of any officer in
the department to say that the ballast was not
in accordance with the specifications."

What did the honorable member refer to?
He could not refer to the line from Elsternwick to Brighton, or to the one from
Windsor to Elsternwick. As I said before,
Mr. Elsdon never raised the slightest
objection to the ballast put on any portion
of the Brighton line. Up to the day he
left office, Mr. Elsdon never uttered a word
against the quality of the ballast on that
line. The honorable member for Ballarat
West was just as ignorant on that subject
as he was as to the residence of Mr. Thomas,
Mrs. Bent's agent, when he said that
gentleman lived in my house. The honorable member is reported to have said
fUrther : "Mr. Elsdon has never given a certificate for
the ballast."

Now is thattrue? Is it true that Mr.
Elsdon never gave a certificate for the
ballast?
Mr. FINCHAM.-Not a final certificate.
Mr. BENT.-Anybody who knows anything about business must be aware that a
final certificate is not given until the works
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are completed, and the works are not completed. I again ask-Is it true that Mr.
Elsdon aid not give a certificate?
Mr. FINCHAM.-On which line?
Mr. BENT.-The Mordialloc line.
Mr. FINCHAM.-He refused to give
one.
Mr. BENT.-I say he did not. The
honorable member for Ballarat West had no
reason for attempting to make the House believe, with respect to the Mordialloc line, that
I was an interested person, and that, owing
to Mr. Elsdon's refusal to pass the ballast,
I appealed to the Premier with the result
that Mr. Elsdon is now walking about Melbourne streets. That was the honorable
member's original charge. But he has since
changed his tune. According to the motion
he now submits, the honorable member for
Ballarat ",Vest desires inquiry with reference
to the duplicate line from Elsternwick to
Brighton, and to the supply of ballast used
by the contractors in carrying out the work.
I may say that I have courted inquiry into
that matter, and that, with respect to it, I
am in the hands of my colleagues, who have
behaved well to me. One thing I am determined about, and that is that, whether the
motion is carried or not, the facts shall be
made known. What have I to fear from
any investigation? The honorable member
has stated that'there was something suspicious about the purchase at Brighton of
the land containing the gravel pit; but I
stated the other night how the property
came into my wife's possession. It
was bought at auction in May, 1881,
when I was not Minister of Railways,
and did not anticipate becoming a.
Minister. The honorable member for Ballarat West says that no money was paid
down. I stated the other night that the
land was purchased by Mrs. Bent at
auction; that the amount of the deposit,
having been advanced to her, was paid in
the ordinary way; that lVIrs. Bent signed
the conditions of contract; and that the
honorable member for East Bourke holds
bills for the balance of the purchase money.
That statement, when made, was confirmed by the honorable member for East
Bourke. Before the purchase took place,
I asked the Brighton Council, and I also
asked the Hon. J. G. Francis, to buy the
land. I may say further that Mr. Thomas
does not live at my house. His place of
business is in Bay-street, Brighton. Mrs.
Bent, having confidence in him, placed the
management of the quarry into Mr. Thomas'
hands. The quarry was opened as a p~blic

e"

Supply of Bailas"t.

tMAY 11.J

qua~'ry, and large quantities of gravel were
sold without reference either to myself or
to my wife. The honorable member for
Ballarat West has said that, according to
the admission of the Premier, the specifications for the line from Windsor to Elsternwick were altered. But what are the facts?
In September last tenders were called for a
duplicate line from Windsor to Elsternwick.
The departmental estimate of the cost of
the work was £14,846, but the lowest tender received was that of Bryan Rowe at
£18,502, or nearly £4,000 a~ove the
estimate. Mr. Elsdon recommended that
the specifications should be revised, as the
tenders were so much above the estimate.
However, the honorable member for Ballarat West says that I altered the specification, which, he added, bore some mysterious
marks in blue pencil. I would like the
document produced.
Mr. FINCHAM.-Perhaps it has been
put away.
" Mr. BENT.-I have not had the papers.
Mr. Elsdon is more likely to have had them.
He it was who, as Engineer-in-Chief and
General Manager, advised me to call for
fresh tenders. The alterations in the specifications consisted of the substitution of
"approved bluestone" for" Footscray bluestone," of "best approved bricks" for" Hoffman's patent bricks," and of "six months"
as the time for executing the contract, instead of fourteen weeks. There was one
other alteration, and that was the substitution of " approved gravel or bluestone broken"
for "best quality bluestone ballast." N 0thing was said as to where the ballast should
be obtained from, and, as a matter of fact,
all over Brighton there is ballast. Any
officer of the Railway department will admit
that the alterations were beneficial, and, as
it matter of fact, they were made before the
second tenders were called for.
. Mr. MIRAMS.-'Vhen were the second
tenders called for?
Mr. BENT.-On the 6th September,
1881. Then the honorable member for
Ballarat West has assumed that, because
the specification for the first section of the
Brighton line was altered, as a matter of
course the specification "for the second
section was altered also. But, as a matter of
fact, the specification for the second section
was prepared before the specification for
the first section.
Notwithstanding the
amendment of the specification for the first
section, and notwithstanding that a reduction of £500 was made on account of the
ballast, the department-advised, I imagine,
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by Mr. Elsdon-increased its estimate from
£14,000 to £16,000. The honorable member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) wants
to know whether the Minister of Railways
had the right to invite tenders for the
duplication of the line from Elsternwick to
Brighton.
Mr. MUNRO.-You did that without
the authority of Parliament.
.
Mr. BENT.-I called for tenders, and
kept them open until I knew the determination of Parliament upon the matter. "
Mr. MUNRO.-You ordered tenders to
be called for before Parliament authorized
anything of the sort.
Mr. BENT.-But I did not accept any
tenders. Although I called for tenders, I
refrained from accepting any until this
House ordered the duplication of the line.
Although there was an alteration of tho
specification, and gravel was provided for,
I did not order that gravel should be
placed on the Brighton line, nor did I order
where gravel should come from. I defy
any honorable member to produce paper,
memorandum, 01' anything else to prove
that I did so. When I saw carts passing
my house, I said-" 'Vhere is that gravel
going to?" and the carters answered" To the railway." I went at once to the
agent, and said-" I don't like this state of
things." He said-" I have promised the
contractors the ballast, and I can't get out
of the engagement."
"
Mr. BERRY.-Why did you not mention that when you made your first stateinent?
Mr. BENT.-Perhaps I did not think of
it ; but I have written evidence of the fact;
and, what is more, many members of this
House have taken the trouble to see Noonan Brothers, though I have not, and have
learnt from them that, when they entered
into an arrangement with Mrs. Bent's
agent, they did not know where the gravel
was coming from. Any man can buy
gravel from the agent. As I said, the
other evening, the price of a load was as
well known in Brighton as the price of a
pound of sugar. If the honorable member
for Ballarat West could see his way to take
me into court, I have 110 "doubt he would
adopt that course. Let him try it. I am
ready to meet him there. I can say that,
although the gravel is the best in the
district, I did all I could to prevent it going
upon the" railway. Besides, why should I
want to sell a paltry two or three thousand"
yards of gravel at Is. per yard, when my
wife could get Is. 6d. per yard from other
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people? Why it is a twopenny-halfpenny
thing to talk about. The honorable member for Ballarat West speaks, in his motion,
of the line from Elsternwick to Brighton,
but the line he has specially referred to
to-night is that from Windsor to Elsternwick; and what will the honorable member
say when I assure him that not one ounce
of Mrs. Bent's gravel was put on that
section.
Mr. FINOHAM.-I did not say there
was.
Mr. BENT.-I am glad to heal' that
avowal. But did not the honorable member lead the House to believe, when he
referred to the alteration of the specification
for the Windsor and Elsternwick section,
that one reason for making the alteration
was that my wife's gravel might be used?
What personal interest could I have in
altering the specification so that "best
approved bricks" might be substituted for
" Hoffman's bricks," and six months might
be allowed, instead of fourteen weeks, for
the execution of the contract? Just fancy
how 800,000 bricks could beused,in fourteen
weeks, on the line betwemi 'Vindsor and
Elsternwick. The whole thing is ridiculous, and the honorable member for Ballarat West, in his heart, knows that it is.
Although we had words some time ago, I
feel sure the honorable member knows I
would not be guilty of such acts of meanness as he has accused me of.
Mr. FINOHAM.-I would be glad to
see them disproved.
Mr. BENT.-I believe that, in his calmer
moments, he would not give countenance to
the accusations. So confident am I of this
that I am prepared to place the whole of
the papers before him, and rely upon his
decision as to the merits of the case. I
think I have shown clearly that there was
no humbug about the purchase of the land
at Brighton, or about the sale of the gravel
by Mrs. Bent's agent. With regard to the
Mordialloc line, I desire to mention that
when I first went to the Railway department I believed Mr. Elsdon to be a firstclass man. The first thing he did was to
place before me a promise made by my
predecessor (Mr. Patterson) that his salary
should be increased to £1,400 per year. I
assented to the increase. Then came the
Jolimont accident. For that I think Mr.
Elsdon ought to have been dismissed. One
or two members of this House told me that
Mr. Elsdon was never fit for his position.
Nevertheless I gave him a loyal support.
Indeed I so supported Mr. Elsdon that I
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believe I did an injustice to Mr. Ford
when I suspended him. At that time the
plans of several of the awkward railways we
have heard of had been made. There was
the celebrated line from Hawthorn to Camberwell. I consider that may be regarded
as a standing monument of engineering
ability. Then there was another monument
-the line to Mordialloc. I think I shall not
be doing my duty to the public if I do not
have an investigation into the circumstances
connected with not only the Camberwell
and Mordialloclines, but also the Alphington
line-portions of which are designed to be
taken 8 feet below the flood leyel of the
Yarra-and also the Coburg line, one
feature of which is a station on a gradient
of 1 in 50, seven chains long, while
another is the blocking up of the Flemington road with an embankment except for a
distance of 40 feet. With regard to the
Mordialloc line, it appears that, from August
to October, Mr. Elsdon gave no decision at
all. Indeed the papers show that the con:tractors were very much dissatisfied. Mr.
Elsdon applied to me for another certificate,
and I sa!d I would not give any more certificates without inquiry. "Vas not that a
fair position? I was responsible, as the
person who had to put the seal of the Board
of Land and Works to a certificate which
would enable the contractors to obtain a
certain sum of money, and I felt I was
not justified in attaching that seal until I
had made some inquiry. I said I would
have inquiry. Mr. Elsdon sent me a
memorandum explaining that he thought
he would come into collision with the
officers of the department. I placed the
papers before the Cabinet. The Premier
had been performing the duties of Ministerial head during my absence at Sydney,
and I asked him to come to the department, and look into matters. It is said
that I got rid of Mr. Elsdon. As a matter
of fact, I did not know he was going to leave
the department until I heard from several
of my coll~agues that he had been to them
asking that he might be allowed to go. I
complained, in the presence of the Secretary, of Mr. Elsdon going behind my back
to my colleagues. He then told me that
he was very sick, that everything in the
department was disorganized, and that the
work was too heavy. The fact was that he
was so incompetent that no one in the department would work with him. I saide' You have already had a conversation with
Sir Bryan; you had better make an arrangement with him." l afterwards received a
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letter from him, stating that he had seen
Sir Bryan, and that he had arranged to see
him again, and that things were all right.
Thus it will appear that the idea that I put
Mr. Elsdon out of the Railway department is altogether a misapprehension. All
I can say is that nothing will damn Mr.
Elsdon more than an inquiry. I don't
know why there should not be an inquiry,
not so much on his' account as on
account of three other men-Mr. Ford, Mr.
Madden, and Mr. Richmond. Why Mr.
Madden came to me, and said with respect
to the Camberweliline-" I am so ashamed
of this line, Mr. Bent, that I hope you will
dismiss me." I say that in the interests of
:Messrs. Ford, Madden, and Richmond, I
shall be glad to have an inquiry.
Mr. MUNRO.-But you are opposing
an inquiry.
Mr. BENT.-I thought I said, as plainly
as any man can, that I court inquiry. I
have resided at Brighton between 32 and 33
years; I have borne an honorable name; I
have sat in this House a number of years;
and no man can assert that I ever did a
mean act. My colleagues have sustained
me in all that has been said against me
during the recess; and I must say that it
would be most unfair to drive them from
office for anything I may have done. I
hope they will allow an inquiry to be held,
so that I may have the opportunity of
throwing back in the teeth of my accusers
the wrong statements they have made about
me. I respect the name of my wife and
child too much to desire to shirk any inquiry.
I consider the honorable member for Ballarat West ought to be the last man to
bring agaiilst me such charges as he ha.s.
The honorable member stated, the other
night, that he had no confidence in me or
in the Government; and yet at one time he
was anxious to join the Government, but he
had not the pluck to do it. Did I not go
to Ballarat vVest and Ballarat East to try
and arrange matters on his behalf?
Mr. FINCHAM.-That statement is
totally untrue.
Mr. BENT.-Of course we know that
the motion now before the chair will be
scouted so far as it professes to be a vote of
want of confidence-no one can say that
the honorable member for Ballarat West
has made out even a lJ1'ima facie case-but
I do hope my colleagues will consent to an
investigation. I repeat that I court every
inquiry. The honorable member for Ballarat West has insinuated that I had
something to do with the withholding of
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papers which, it appears, are missing. I
had nothing to do with the papers referred
to. Papers were placed on the Library
table, and I am sorry the press did not publish the whole of them, because they show
that-contrary to what has been supposedMr. Watson does not approve of what Mr.
Elsdon did as Engineer-in-Chief. I think
everyone in this House believes the statement made by the Premier, last night, that
it was the honorable member for the
Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) who first suggested
Mr. Elsdon's retirement. I think also that
everyone in this House believes that
Mr. Elsdon got his cheque, and that, if he
was walking about the streets, it certainly
was not with empty pockets but with pretty
full IPockets. The correspondence, if produced, will show that Mr. Elsdon, although
in the Government service only eighteen or
twenty months, actually claimed a pension
on £1,200 a year. However, in my opinion,
Mr. Elsdon, who pleaded illness as a reason
for leaving the Government service, has
been very well treated by the Government.
If he had not been well treated, complaint
on that head WQuid have been heard before
this. I am sorry I have taken up so much
of the time of the House, but I cannot understand how anyone could think that I
would sacrifice my position for this twopenny-halfpenny gravel affair, which means
a transaction involving at the outside not
more than £100 or £130, at a time when I
had the spending-as I have had during the
last eight or ten months-of a couple of
millions of money, and when I was the
means of saving large sums of money to the
State, much to the satisfaction of members
who sit around me. If I felt that a majority of this House were of opinion that I
was mean enough to do anything of the
kind, I would at once relinquish my position; but I don't think there are three men
in this House who believe in the thing.
Although I trust the motion will be negatived, I do hope that my colleague, the
Premier, will see that we have an inquiry.
An inquiry I want, but not an inquiry at
the instance of the honorable member for
Ballarat vVest. A fair field and no favourthat is all I ask. I repeat that I am only
delighted to court the fullest investigation
at the hands of fair and impartial men.
Mr. MASON.-Mr. Speaker, I certainly
must sympathize with the Miuister of Railways on account of what I regard as the unfair
way in which he has been attacked both in
and out of this House over this ballast
question. I admit that when the honorable
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member for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham)
first brought the matter under the notice of
the House, a few days ago, I felt that there
was something connected with it seriously
affecting the position of the Minister of
Railways, because the impression created
on my mind was that the Minister had
interfered . with the Engineer-in-Chief with
respect to the ballasting of the Brighton
and Mordialloc lines. It now appears that
the charge is narrowed down to this : that
the agent of the Minister's wife-and I
regret exceedingly that members should feel
it their duty to import into a controversy
of this kind the private affairs of other
members and their families-entered into a
contract to supply ballast to tIle contractors
for the duplication of the Elsternwick and
Brighton line. If we are going to have an
inquiry into that matter, and I am glad the
Government do not wish to shirk inquiry, it
should not be an inquiry by a body the
chairman of which, as is the practice under
our standing orders, would be the prosecutor.
Let it be an impartial and non-political
inquiry. Let us ascertain exactly the facts
of the case. Let us know how the honorable member for the Ovens (lVIr. Kerferd)
was brought into the business-whether he
came into it as a Member of Parliament or
as the professional adviser or next friend of
Mr. Elsdon. "Ve are told that in the very
face of the action of Parliament last session,
in passing a Bill to abolish pensions altogether, the honorable member for the Ovens
went to the Premier and informed him that
he would pilot through the House a Bill to
give Mr. Elsdon a pension.
Mr. BERRY.-The Premier said his own
impression was that Mr. ElsClon was entitled
to a pension.
Mr. MASON.-I have the statement of
the Premier that the honorable member for
the Ovens waited upon him, and suggested
that, instead of compensation, a Bill for a
pension to Mr. Elsdon could easily be passed
through both Houses.
Mr. BENT.-He guaranteed to carry it
through this House.
Mr. MASON.-And this in the face of
the Act passed last session abolishing pensions. Why any Government that would
make such a proposal to tllis House would
deserve to be driven from the Treasury
bench. Whatever position the honorable
member for the Ovens oc\::upied with respect
to Mr. Elsdon, we have it, on the authority
both of the Premier and the Minister of
Railways, that the honorable member suggested Mr. Elsdon's retirement to the
0
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Government, and that he remained at the
Treasury with Mr. Elsdon until that gentlemanleft with a cheque for the amount of
his compensation-something like £3,050
-after being only about eighteen months
in the service of the State. It may suit
some honorable members very well to commence howling down the Minister of Railways, but I regard their conduct as exceedingly unfair. That honorable gentleman
has shown himself entirely friendly to Mr.
Elsdon. What did he do, for instance,
with respect to the promise of his predecessor concerning lVIr. Elsdon's salary? When
the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson) was Minister of Railways, and
the Hobson's Bay railway system was amalgamated with that of the State, he increased
Mr. Elsdon's official income from £1,000
to £1,200, engaging that it should be
eventually raised to £1,400, and, directly
his successor entered office, he carried out
the engagement. Honorable members must
bear in mind that it was on the basis of
£1,400 a year that Mr. Elsdon's compensation was calculated. How, then, can
he say that the present Minister of Railways treated him badly? If he is now
walking about Melbourne, at all events he
does not do so with empty pockets. He
cannot forget either that when his friend, the
honorable member for Castlemaine, was in
office, he not only raised his salary in the
way I have described, but gave him, I think,
£225 of the public money, without a vote
of Parliament, as a gratuity for certain services he was supposed to have performed.
That was a present completely unknown to
this House, because it was made bellind our
backs. Altogether, I fail to see that Mr.
Elsdon's position claims any very extravagant amount of sympathy from us. How do
we now stand regarding the charge against
the Minister of Railways about the gravel?
Having been led by the honorable member
for Ballarat West to believe that the specifications of the line from Elsternwick to
Brighton were purposely altered in order that
they might include gravel ballast, and so suit
Mrs. Bent's interests, we now learn, first,
that the specifications for the Brighton
line were never changed, and, secondly,
that although such an alteration was made
with respect to the Windsor line, it was
only done to bring its price within the
departmental estimate, and that, from first
to last, Mrs. Bent's gravel has never
been used upon it. I may· remark that a
short time since I was talking with Mr.
N 0011an, one of the contractors for the
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Elsternwick and Brighton line, whom I
know very well, and he assured me that he
and his brother, and indeed all their fellow
tenderers for the work, visited the particular
gravel quarry now in question before they
made up any tender at all for the railway,
and that that took place long before the
honorable member for Brighton became a
Minister of the Crown, and when, in fact,
any Dick, Tom, or Harry in the colony
could any day back his cart into the quarry
and get a cart full of the gravel at a settled
price. Furthermore, Mr. Noonan told me
that he and his brother were largely
influenced with respect to their tender by
the quality of the ballast in Mrs. Bent's
quarry, although they had not the least
idea that it belonged to her. They arranged only with Mr. Thomas, the agent
for the quarry, without knowing that
any other person whatever was connected
with it. Besides, what business is it of
anybody's whose the gravel is? The contractors have contracted with the Board of
Land and 'N orks to lay down a certain
description of gravel, and all the board can
have to do with the matter is to see that
the gravel used is up to the specifications.
It does not matter to them where the stuff
is got from. The honorable member for
the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) led some honorable members the other night to believehe did not persuade me, because I knew
better-that the Engineer-in-Chief is allpowerful with respect to railway contracts;
but that is not the fact. Formerly it was
so, and there was no appeal from him, hut
now there is an appeal to the Board of
Land and Works. That puts an end to
the arbitrary pO'Yer against the exercise of
which in the PR!t so many complaints have
been made. For my part, I protest against
these personal matters being brought under
the attention of the House. It may have
been unwise in the Minister of Railways to
allow the gravel to be taken-he may have
been guilty of an indiscretion-but that is
about all. I don't see why anyone should
be stopped from taking this particular
ballast for the railway. No complaints
have been made against it. The Engineerin-Chief has accepted it as equal to specification, and I don't know that the Board of
Land and Works need go an inch further.
Besides, inasmuch as it is a principle of
English law that a man should not be
tried twice for the same offence, why should
we try again a case that we tried and
settled over the late want of confidence
motion? In the division which brought
8];:9.1882.-2
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that debate to an end I gave my vote
against the Government, and to assist my
party, but, the House having determined by
a large majority that they have confidence
in the Ministry, why should I want to
keep up the struggle? I say the House
ought, under the circumstances, to trust
the Government to make a free, full, and
searching inquiry-one altogether unbiased
by politics or party feeling-into the whole
affair now brought up, and when that
inquiry is over it will be for us to take
whatever action we may think fit. Again,
while I regard it as most unfair to make
the present matter a purely personal one,
and to attack the Minister of Railways
through his family, I think it unwise of
the Government to make the question one
upon which they must stand or fall.
As to the honorable member for ~elong
(Mr. Berry), he is a gentleman of admitted
ability, and I may say that I am proud of
him. I was proud of him when he went to
Sydney, and delivered an address there that
supplied all the local newspapers with leading article material for a fortnight. vVhen
this session began, he moved a want of
confidence motion which has, so to speak,
brought his party together. .I belong to
that party, and I supported that motion.
N eyertheless, I am not altogether satisfied
with the proposal for a coalition of which we
have heard. I do not believe in any eight
men governing the country for all time, but
it would be most unwise for the honorable
member for Geelong to coalesce with the
honorable members in the Ministerial corner
who were his bitterest opponents in the past.
vVhy should he do so? I am convinced
that the liberal party is in a majority in the
country, and that it contains within itself
men of sufficient intelligence and ability to
administer the affairs of the country, so
tha t there is no need wha tever to go over to
the other side for them. I am also convinced that, if the honorable gentleman will
only continue to lead us as he has led us in
the past, he will in a short time have at his
command a stronger following than ever he
has had. Under these circumstances, I
was utterly sorry to see him disposed to join
those who have denounced him from the
platform, and in many other ways, for a
number of years past. Howeyer, the plan
failed, and it is just as well things are as
they arc. I say that, the Government having been charged in connexion with the
want of confidence motion with improper
conduct in administering the affairs of the
colony, and fully acquitted, the step now
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taken by the honorable member for Ballarat
West is not only unfair, but cruel towards
the Minister of Railways and his family.
As for the matters that have been brought
up, they ought to be left entirely in the
hands of the Government, and, if they don't
deal with them satisfactorily, Parliament,
being in session, will be apt to express its
opinion on the subject. Again, while the
honorable member for Ballarat West laid
his case before the House fairly, coolly, and
impartially, it must be owned that it differs
somewhat from the case he set up a week or
so ago. Formerly he led us to believe that
the questions arising out of Mrs. Bent's
ballast and Mr. Elsdon's position affected the
whole of the three railway contracts, namely,
that for the Mordialloc line, that for the
Windsor and Elsternwick line, and that
for the Elsternwick and Brighton line. We
plainly understood from him then that it
was Mr. Elsdon's refu'sal to pass the
ballast for all these lines that led to his
retirement. But what are we told now?
It appears that the facts are quite different,
and that the Minister of Railways has, at
the most, committed only a slight indiscretion. For the last few weeks we have
heard little else than praise heaped on the
G'overnment for their courteous behaviour.
Instead of being termed a Ministry of
" peace, progress, and prosperity," it would
appear that they should be called a Ministry
of courtesy. Well, I have been courteously
treated by them, and as one who wants to
see a great number of works undertaken in
South Gippsland, and who must, in consequence, make some apparently extravagant
demands upon Ministers in that regard,
I sincerely hope that courtesy will be continued. I hope, indeed, that there will be
acquiescence. The Minister of Public Instruction has declared certain requisitions I
have made respecting new schools to be
worthy of consideration; will he comply with
them? Will the Gippsland railways promised in the Minister of Railways' Railway
Bill be constructed? I assure the Ministry
that the completion of those lines would be
immensely beneficial to ,the selectors in..my
district. I agree that it is unwise to swap
horses while crossing a ford, and therefore
I would like to see the present Minister of
Railways pilot his Railway Bill through the
House. Certainly I am loath to attack him
individually until he has brought the affairs
of his department into better order. They
are now in a great muddle, the cause of
which I will not indicate. I repeat that
I think the question now before us was
Ml'.Mason.
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practically settled when we came to the
division of last night. We then gave the
Government a clean sheet individually and
collectively, and therefore to -single out the
Minister of Railways in a personal way on
the present occasion is most unfair.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Sir, I am not
going to trouble the House by going again
over the facts connected with these charges,
but I wish to explain the position of the
Government with respect to the motion of
the honorable member for Ballarat West
(Mr. Fincham). Honorablemembersalready
know that we regard it as one of want of
confidence, and have on that account given
it precedence over the other business on the
notice-paper. I think the tone in which the
honorable member opened out his case was
sufficient to convince honorable members
that he intended his proposition to be one
on which the Government would have to
stake their existence. Accordingly, I ask
all the honorable members who voted with
the Government last night to support the
Government to-night by negativing the
motion. As for an inquiry, honorable members have already heard the Minister of
Railways appeal for one, and, when the hostile proposition now before us is rejected, we
will request the House to order an investigation into the matters that have been
brought against him.
Mr. FINCHAM.-Under pressure from
the caucus.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-We will accept
-no inquiry forced upon us by a hostile
motion. I may state to the House that the
Minister for Railways has always been most
anxious for an inquiry, but the peculiar
political aspect of the present motion induced
the Government as a whole to regard it in
the light they do. Also, the House must
be aware that these charges were made in
the course of the want of confidence debate,
and were spoken to by various honorable
members during that debate as forming a
portion of its subject-matter. In fact, they
formed one of the stock subjects to which
honorable members addressed themselves.
Mr. LAURENS.-I never mentioned
them.
Mr. DEAKIN.-Nor did I.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Then both the
hOllora ble members were exceptions to the
rule, for undoubtedly the charges were
fully discussed by the majority of the honorable members who joined in the debate.
D nder these circumstances, it will be perfectly
logical for the honorable members who supported the Ministry against the former
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motion to do the same against the present
one, which actually affects the veracity of a
statement made by a Minister. When it
has been negatived, my honorable colleague,
the Minister of Railways, will demand a
committee of inquiry, and he will be content
with no less. At the same time I am sure
honorable members are satisfied, from the
evidence already placed before them, that the
investigation can have but one issue.
Mr. MUNRO.-Mr. Speaker, after listenil1gtO all that the two members of the Government who have spoken on this subject had
to say respecting it, I feel bound to remark
that I never heard such contradictory statements in my life. The Minister of Railways
informed us at one time that, had he the
papers connected with the case with him, he
would submit them to the judgment of the
honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr.
Fincham), and be perfectly satisfied with
his decision upon them; and five minutes
afterwards he said that he was willing there
should be a committee of inquiry, but that
under no circumstances could the honorable
member be allowed to sit upon it. Then the
Premier gets up, and having asked us to
look on the motion as one of want of confidence, on which he would not allow a committe of inquiry to be appointed, he stated
that his colleague, the Minister of Railways,
who has admitted his conduct to have been
a little irregular, will demand a committee
which he will nominate.
Mr. LONGMORE.-The Government
will nominate the committee.
Mr. MUNRO.-It will be all the same.
I understand that this change of front is
because some of the supporters of the
Government will not allow themselves to be
dragged in the mire quite as far as the
Government wish. The committee is conceded in order to let these gentlemen down
gently. I believe indeed that some of the
honorable members on the Government side,
for whom I have a large amount of respect,
will not consent to return to their homes
with a stigma upon them that when charges
of the present kind were made they refused
to allow them to be inquired into; and that
consequently some means of satisfying them
that a proper inquiry would be made had
to be adopted. What are the facts? A
Minister admits-I don't care what form
his defence takes-that, while he was administering a department,. his wife was interested in a contract with that department.
With an admission like that before honorable members, jt is their clear duty to
inquire how fal' the rersonal honour of that
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Minister is implicated. The Minister of
Railways has made half-a-dozen different
statements with respect to the matter.
Every honorable member knows that each
time he has got up to address the House
upon it he has made a different statement.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No.
Mr. MUNRO.-It is within the knowledge of honorable members that to-night
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) said to him-"Why did you not make
that statement before 7"
An HONORABLE MElIIBER.-He did make
it before.
Mr. MUNRO.-No, the statement he
made to-night differed from his prmrious
statements. He said this evening that
when he found that the gravel was used on
the line he tried to stop its use then, whereas
when he was asked on a former occasion" When you knew of the affair, why did you
not put a stop to it 7" he never said a
word. I have no personal feeling against
the honorable member-in truth, I would
be extremely sorry if he was found out in
anything dishonorable. But I consider it
most important that charges which affect
the honour of the House, as those against
the Minister of Railways do, should be
most particularly investigated.
Some
honorable members, however, appear to take
a different view. It is curious how, when
some people get what they ask for, they
immediately want something else done.
For example, I understood the honorable
member for Belfast to be most anxious for
an inquiry into these charges. I know
that, if I were the Minister they concerned).
I would insist upon them being investigated. Since the Minister of Railways has
challenged me to say what I think about
his transactions in connexion with the
Brighton line, I will assert that, in the
whole of his transactions since he has been in
office, he has favoured his own constituency.
I have already challenged him with regard
to the duplication of the line from Elsternwick to Brighton. That duplication was
ordered by him-that is to say, plans and
specifications for it were prepared and
tenders were called for-before the work
was authorized by Parliament. Moreover,
what I speak of was done at a time when
he was complaining in this Chamber that
he had not sufficient officers or money to
enable him to prepare for calling for tenders
for the construction of lines Parliament had
authorized long before. That is a fact no
one can deny.
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I deny it. The
Mr. McINTYRE.-They could have
duplication was provided for previously.
given you the ten lVIinisters in, and then have
lVIr. lVIUNRO.-The Premier cannot beaten you.
prove that. The line was, in fact, not proMr. MUNRO.-The honorable member's
vided for until after plans and specifications statement may be true, but I don't attach
for it were prepared, and tenders were called much importance to it. I am addressing
for. I watched the business carefully.
myself to those who have some respect for
Mr. BERRY.-He admitted the fact to- their political character. As for the honornight.
able member, he has none. At all events,
Mr. MUNRO.-Of course he did, but he has never displayed any. No one knows
he got out of it by saying that he had not what his views really are with regard to any- '
accepted any of the tenders. I allow that thing. I venture to say that were an honortho tcndor eventually accepted was not able member on this (the opposition) side
accepted before the line was authorized. I charged with one-tenth of what is charged
say the conduct of the Minister of Railways against the Minister of Railways, the honoris fraught with suspicion, although I do not able member for Maldon would be among
say that inquiry will not clear that suspicion the loudest to demand. an inquiry. Now,
away. At the same time, the way the however, the case is altered. I repeat that
Ministry are treating the affair will leave a if we had nothing before us Imt the statestigma upon them for ever. If they are ments made by the Minister of Hallways
honcst, they will allow the committee to be himself, there would be ample to justify an
appointed by the vote of the House. I inquiry; but at the same time I would like
know the honorable member for Ballarat to see him pass successfully through the
',Vest is quite willing to lct his case be made ordeal. As for the honorable members on
an cxceptionnlonc, and to be left out of the the Ministerial side, don't let them talk of
the corporate honour of the House any
committee.
Sir .J. O'SHANASSY.-He could not more. I may just mention one circumprcvcnt himself being appointed.
stance. The honorable member for Belfast
Mr. MUNRO.-Thc difficulty could be made a suggestion to the mover of the
got over. The point is that the charges motion with respect to it, whereas now, the
against the Minister of Railways ought to suggestion having been complied with, it
be investigated by a proper inquiry, not that appears the honorable member will vote
of a committee nominated by himself and against the proposition altogether.
Sir J. O'SHAN ASSY.-I don't quite
his colleagues. It would seem, with respect
to the present Ministry, that it does not understand the last remark of the honorable
matter what crime one of them may commit member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro).
so long as they have a sufficient number of I have not told anyone that I will vote
supporters to condone the offence. As for against a committee of inquiry.
Mr. MUNRO. - VVhy the honorable
the honorable members on the Ministerial
side of the House, I trust they will never member's name was among the pairs for toa,gain call themselves the constitutional night as against the committee. I observe
party, because they have shown themselves now, however, that since I saw the entry
to be the only unconstitutional party. What last the date has been scratched out.
Mr. L. L. SlVIITH.-I saw last night
do they do ? They do not accept the Government lead, but have leaders of their own, that it was scratched out.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-I have not
and go into caucus by themselves, making
the Government their dummies. How can paired with anyone for to-night, nor did I
that sort of thing be regarded aR constitu- pair last night until the last train was about
tional, or how can the business of the country to leave. Let me set the honorable memgo on while it lasts? It is contrary to ber for North Melbourne right as to a point
every constitutional rule. How can you 01' two. If my suggestion had not been
expect ten Ministers without any following taken the other night by the honorable
to carry a single measure with any principle member for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham),
the whole of the present question would
of policy in it ?
Mr. CAMERON.-What was the vote have been decided by the division of last
night. It was to get the honorable member
of last night?
Mr. MUNRO.-It was the vote of ten out of the false position in which he was
Ministers, and a. number of honorable mem- placed, from having mixed up personal
bers who had abrogated their functions and charges with the matter of the pipes and
carriages, that I made a certain suggestion
ceased to be a true political party.
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to him in a perfectly friendly manner.
Since then I have looked into the practice of
the House of Commons respecting charges
impuglling the honour of a member, and
I am desirous that that practice should be
followed here in good faith. vVhat is that
practice? The moment an honorable member
is cha,rged with a dishonorable act, the
House, as a whole, takes the matter upit does not allow any political party to
interfere. It does not appoint a committee
in the way proposed by the honorable member for Ballarat VV' est, for it prevents the
hOllorable member who made the charge
from being on the committee to vote. He
is merely allowed to examine witnesses. In
this light the present resolution appears to
be a most improper one. The honorable
member who moved it must know that to
carry it as it stands would, necessarily,
make him one of the committee. The
honorable member for North Melbourne
asked how we in the Ministerial corner can
call ourselves constitutionalists, seeing that
we occasionally meet together by ourselves
to consider our line of action. He says, ill
effect, that our position in that regard has
no parallel. But he is quite wrong. Exact
parallels are to be found in the House of
Commons, the French Legislature, and
other constitutional Chambers, and such
cases arc not regarded as at all infringing
the true constitutional principle. I am
speaking of distinct sections and parties
meeting together to settle what they will
do. Certainly whatever we in the Ministerial corner do we are prepared to defend,
and that IS a constitutional position. The
honorable member also charged the Minister
of Railways with wanting to nominate the
committee, but I never heard. him breathe
such a wish. I say let us follow the House
of Commons' practice in nominating the
committee, that is to say, let each name be
put to the House separately. That was
done when Mr. Butt was charged. with
bribery, and in the case of Mr. O'Connell
and the Carlow election, and. there are other
instances of the kind.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Sir, I did not
intend to say a word on this question, but
the extraordinary turn which things have
taken requires to be noticed. vVith regard
to the remarks of the honorable member
for Belfast, I am perfectly satisfied that
the honurable member who has brought
forward this motion-and has certainly
done so in a very fair and temperate
way-would have done anything in reason
to me~t t~c difficq,lty pointed oq.t by
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the honorable member for Belfast. The
object of the honorable member for Ballarat
"Vest (Mr. Fincham), in proposing that the
committee should be appointed by ballot,
was to avoid exercising the slightest influence to prevent an impartial inquiry being
made.
Mr. W ALSH.-He must be on the
committee if it is appointed by ballot.
Mr. LONGMORE. - The honorable
member for Belfast could have easily suggested to the honorable member for Ballarat
,V cst the course that is followed in the
House of Commons, and that would have
obviated all difficulty.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-So I would
have done if he had asked me.
Mr. LONGMORE.-The Go"vernment
now occupy a most extraordinary position
with reference to this matter. Honorable
members on that (the Ministerial) side, I am
credibly informed, met in caucus to-day to
arrange what course they would take, and I
understand that the position placed before
the House by the Premier to-night is the
result of the pressure of that caucus upon
him, as the leader of the Government. I
must say that, as regards the charge of malpractice against the Minister of Railways,
it appears to me to be a case of "chickens
come home to roost, " for there never was a
member of this Chamber who was more
ready, night after night, to stand up and
make charges against the gentlemen who
formerly occupied the Treasury bench than
the honorable member whose own conduct is
now under consideration. If he "'ere now
treated as he used to treat his opponents,
he would certainly require the shelter of the
Government, but, on the contrary, the
greatest possible consideration has been
shown to him. The charges, however, which
have bem'lmade are such as no Minister of
the Crown is entitled to lie under, and I
submit that the Government have placed
themselves in a false position with regard
to the matter-a position which no Government should take up. Read in the light
of what has taken place within the last few
hours, what is the present position? The
Government say to themselves-" 'Ve know
that the honorable members behind us cannot be got to vote against an inquiry-that
they have itfsisted on an inquiry-and therefore we cannot get their assistance to set
this motion aside unless we promise to propose an inquiry ourselyes." Consequently
the Government intend to get their supporters first to vote against an inquiry, and
then to turn round and vote for an inquiry.
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Was ever such a position heard of before
under constitutional government ? Upon
the question at issue I have not formed a very
strong opinion. I will only say that it is
impossible for the members of this House to
disassociate the actions of Mr~. Bent from
the actions of Mr. Bent, the Mhlister of
Raiiways, with reference to this gravel. The
honorable gentleman should have thought
in time that a Minister of Railways like
Cresar's wife, should be above suspicion, and
he ought not to have allowed gravel to be
taken from his wife's land to be put upon a
Government railway. That is the point upon
which I maintain the Government ought to
have granted an inquiry into this matter. I
do not see, however, how any honorable
member caQ. justify the position which the
Government have now taken up on this
question. The inquiry which the Government now propose is a mere party move to
save their own lives. They are making use
or the Minister or Railways to strengthen
their own position. There is no chivalry in
the course they have taken; in fact, it is a
course which is but very little removed from
being contemptible in the last degree.
Hitherto, the gentlemen who have occupied the Treasury bench, whenever a motion
was brought forward from the opposition
side of the House which they considered to
be a motion of no-confidence,have said to the
House-" Gentlemen, we will proceed with
no business until this motion is disposed of;
you must either say that you have confidence
in us or that you have not." The present
Government, however, although they have
stated themselves that this is a motion of
no-confidence, instead of taking the course I
have indicated, have asked the honorable
members sitting behind them to do the dirty
work of throwing out the present motion, so
that the Government themselves may propose another motion for an inquiry, and so
save their positions. Thus, as I have said,
they are asking their supporters to vote
at one time that there shall not be an inquiry, and at another that there shall be ftn
inquiry; and I assert that.that is an untenable and shameful position for any Government to take up.
Mr. McINTYRE.-Mr. Speaker, I would
not have addressed the House in connexion
with this matter, as it was prettywcll thrashed
out during the debate on the no-confidence
motion, had it not been for the very intempOl'ate language of the . very temperate
honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr. Munro), w,~io 'vent, out of his way to
have a spednJ liit at· me: Tlie honorable
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member has chosen to attack the Minister
of Railways very severely over this matter,
but I would remind him that not very long
ago he himself was very severely assailed in
this House on a much more serious charge
than the present one, and no committee was
then asked for. With regard to myself, I
will only say once for all that no one, either
in the House or out of it, has ever before
accused me of inconsistent political conduct.
I have always been a straight politician,
though it is true-perhaps on that account
-that I have never enjoyed the sweets of
office. If I had been a "Jump Jim Crow"
like th0 honorable member, I would, in all
probability, have been able, like him, to
write "The Honorable" before my name;
but in consequence of my consistency as a
politician, I have always remained out in
the cold. I will now quote what a former
member of the House (Mr. Andrew), who
was pretty outspoken, said of the honorable
member for North Melbourne, although
both belonged to the same party. It is
well that the honorable member should have
his character properly put before the country,
seeing that he poses as the great Simon Pure
who can lecture other honorable members on
their conduct. Mr. Andrew's opinion of the
honorable member, who then represented
Carlton, from which he was buffeted out by
a famous foot baller, was as follows : "As for the objects and principles of the
honorable member for Carlton, J know them,
and I was the first to point out his treasonableness. His political life has been nothingmore
than a betrayal of the public interests. Has he
not madc thc whole of the inhabitants of Melbourne suffer because he converted a thoroughly
honest competition in gas into a monopoly? Did
he not plcdge himself to his constituents to support the' outer circle' railway, and afterwards
first purchase property through which the direct
line would have to go, and then work up an
arrangement under which that direct line would.
have to be constructed ?"

Mr. MUNRO.-He never moved for a
committee.
Mr. McINTYRE.-The honorable member himself had an opportunity to ask for
one, but he never did so, and I trust he will
have sufficient shame never again to address
himself in the Simon Pure fashion to the
members on this (the Ministerial) side of
the House. We can claim undoubtedly to
be the constitutional party of this country
-the party who are ever desirous of governing in accordance with the laws of the land.
We have not the slightest disposition to
screen any honorable member on the Treasury bench, if he has done anything wrong ;
but we protest most emphatically against
the attempts of the opposition side to obtain
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the position which the present Ministers
occupy. The Minister of Railways was
perfectly willing that the honorable member
for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham) should
deal with this matter himself in a friendly
and straightforward spirit, but he certainly
was not willing that the honorable member
should deal with the matter for party purposes. Where was the inconsistency in
that? The Minister's conduct was perfectly straightforward and honorable, and I
hope all honorable members, when attacked
in a similar way, will be found as prepared
as he has been to make a good and honest
defence. There is not a honorable member
in the House who believes in his heart of
hearts that the Minister of Railways has
been in the slightest degree tainted with
corruption. That being the case, why should
the business of the country be delayed in
this way? It is said that there is an attempt on the part of the Opposition to
re-adopt their old "stone-wall" tactics,
but, if that be so, I can tell them that the
country will not submit to it. A great deal
has been said about the caucus that was
held this evening, but I can assure honorable members opposite that there were members at that meeting who strongly resented
the idea of this motion being put forward,
and who maintained that the Government
should not consent to an inquiry, at any
rate at present, because it was being forced
upon them. As far as I understand the
position, it was simply the request of the
Minister of Railways himself for an inquiry
which caused the Premier to give way. I
believe the Premier, if he had his own way,
would not agree to the inquiry at all, but
the Minister of Railways has demanded an
inquiry from the first. It is all very well
for honorable members opposite to talk about
caucuses, but who established the principle
of government by caucus?
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-And you objected
to it.
Mr. McINTYRE.-I object to government by caucus still. There is not the
slightest attempt by members on this side,
who are said not to be followers of the
Government, to dictate to the Government
what their policy shall be. The Government
are getting our support simply from the
measures they bring forward. That is not
government by caucus. But was it not
government by caucus when the very Tariff
of the country was dealt with before the
House knew anything about it ?
. Mr. MUNRO.-¥ouare doing it now by
a commission.
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Mr. lVlcINTYRE.-We are doing what
is right and proper in the interests of tho
country by a commission, and the House
will be free to deal with the report of tho
commission when it comes before them.
Can it be called government by caucus when a
number of members meet together to speak
on matters which are not questions of policy
at all ? Here is a question of the personal
honour of a Minister, and we have as much
right as Members of Parliament to accept
the honest and straightforward explanation
of the Minister of Railways, and have no
committee at all, as to take the accusation
of a gentleman who has made some peculiar
somersaults in the House. I have the
highest respect for the honorable member
for Ballarat West, but I think that in this
matter he has been wrong and been misled.
Time after time, to-night, when his remarks
were disputed, he could simply say-" My informant told me so." Is that the way in which
to bring forward a motion about corruption?
I maintain that the honorable member ought
never to have brought this matter before the
House unless he was not only prepared to
give the name of his informant, but was also
thoroughly satisfied himself of the truth of
the allegations made. For my own part, I
do not think the honorable member has
shown the slightest justification for a committee, and I am sorry that a committee is
to be appointed, because I am convinced that
the whole affair will prove to be only a
miserable mare's nest.
Mr. DEAKIN.-Sir, it is worthy of remark that the unfortunate practice which
was alluded to by the honorable member for
Kara Kara, the other evening, as "gutter
raking" has not yet been put down in
this House, but I hope the time is not far
distant when those honorable members who
load their memories and consciences with
masses of Hansa1'd will be taught that this
House is not prepared to listen to scandal
and desires to do business. It is true that
we have not government by caucus now;
because at the caucuses which used to be
held the Government were present, but at
the caucuses which are held now not a
single Minister is admitted, and even their
"whips" are not allowed to intrude. That
is not government by caucus, it is true; it
is government by a new kind of meeting
altogether-government by faction. To
say t~e very least, it is in extremely bad
~l1ste, in,a. dehate which has been conducted
hi dri entirely impersonal spirit, to i~troduce
peI;sonal issues, anCl I give both the ~reniier
and the Minister df Railways the credit of
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saying they did not do so. The last speaker
has, however, as usual soiled himself by
bringing in matters of this kind. Such
references are peculiarly inappropriate in
the present debate, seeing that the gentleman whose conduct is under discussion has
in his past utterances afforded such a
magnificent field for citation if honorable
members on this (the opposition) side were
inclined to adopt the form of argument
employed by the honorable member for
l\hldon. It is to the credit of those who
have spoken that they have neyer sought
to use such a weapon, though they might
have cited from Hansard scores of passages
from the speeches of the Minister of Railways, far more highly seasoned than even
that quoted by the honorable member for
Maldon.
Mr. LEVIEN.-They were all against
that (the opposition) side.
Mr. DEAKIN.-It is quite immaterial
against whom they were delivered. That
is not their distinguishing feature; their
striking characteristic has never been the
object to which they were directed or the
arguments which they advanced, but simply
the unparalleled coarseness of the language·
in which they were couched, and the unparalleled unfairness with which they.were
levelled at honorable members. This very
latest change of front on the part of the
Government is certainly, as the honorable
member for Ripon has said, most extraordinary. At the same time, I must say that, the
honorable members sitting in the Ministerial
corner having last night put a great strain
on their consciences for the Ministry, it is
only fair that the Ministry should to-night
place as great a strain or greater on their
consciences for the gentlemen in the corner.
I must say also that the vote this evening
of those gentlemen who still admire the title
" constitutional" will be infinitely greater
to their credit than their vote of last evening. They can at all events claim the credit
of having brought the Ministry right once
when they were going entirely wrong, and,
as I wish to be perfectly fair and candid, I
am ready to give them all the honour they
deserve for taking this manly and straightforward. course. The only thing to be regretted is that they were not in better
communication with the Government, so
that they might have spared Ministers the
ignominy of first taking up a position of nosurrender and loading their guns, and then
after all marching out and surrendering at
the first shot. That, however, is a matter to
be settled between the Government and the
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gentlemen in the corner. It is satisfactory
at all events to see that the gentlemen in
the corner do not take up the position
which the Premier last evening, and his
colleague, the Minister of Railways, this
evening rather unsuccessfully tried to assume-namely, that this was merely a twopenny-halfpenny affair, because only a matter
of £130 was involved while the Minister
of Railways had the chance of laying his
hands on two millions. As far as I am
concerned, there has been no charge against
the Minister of Railways, and, when this
subject was last before the House, I expressly said that I made no charge whatever against him. All that is desired is a
full inquiry in order to ascertain whether
a charge could be sustained, the alleged
facts being such that it is necessary for the
credit of the House that the fullest information should be supplied to the House to
enable it to give them their proper interpretation. I see no reason to change the
opinion I expressed on a former occasion
that that interpretation will clear the
Minister of Railways from any reflection
on his character. It has only been the
action of the Government in putting up
its back so curiously and strangely-refusing all explanation, and at the same
time offering a dozen different explanations
-which has excited any suspicion. If the
request for a committee had been assented
to by the Government as a mere matter
of course when it was first made,
there would never have been the slightest
suspicion, so that for any unpleasant
feeling that has arisen the Ministry have
only to thank themselves. I am glad that
it has now become apparent to the minds
of honorable gentlemen on the Treasury
bench that when a matter of such importance is involved as the financial dealings
of a Minister, as the trustee of the Crown,
with the moneys under his control, and
also with the property of, at all events, a
near relation, the matter must be sifted to
the bottom, and it must be shown that
there has been an entire division, and
never any conjunction, of those interests.
Surely honorable members need not be
reminded that the principle that Ministers
should not have a pecuniary interest in their
own departments lies at the root of the
transaction of all public business, and if that
principle is permitted to be infringed to the
extent of even 130 pence, instead of pounds,
a precedent will be established which may
cost the country' £130,000,000 before it
is concluded. Moreover, there is another
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important principle involved in this matter
-namely, the relation which permanent
heads of departments are to hold to their
political superiors. That question has been
raised in the dismissal or retirement of
Mr. Elsdon. It has been asserted, on the
one hand, that he was hunted out of the
department, and, on the other hand, that
he retired. Those who claim that he retired
disparage all the work he has done, while
those who claim that he was dismissed
assert that his work was rendered defective by
the improper interference of those who had
no right whatever to interfere with him.
A further question is that this permanent
head of a department was actually communicated with, if not interfered with, by the
head of the Government, who is not immediately connected with the department
to which that officer belonged. All these
questions, it will be acknowledged, are of
serious importance to the administration of
the country. I think the Ministry are to be
congratulated on the conclusion which they
have now arrived at-however devious the
road by which it has been reached-to let
this matter be fully investigated, and the
Minister of Railways is also to be congratulated on the manly stand he has taken
in challenging an inquiry. His conduct in
this respect is the one gratifying feature in
this rather unpleasant transaction, and I can
only say that, if the Government generally
had at the first outset of the matter taken
the same generous stand as the Minister of
Railways has done to-night, there would
have been much discussion saved on what in
any event must prove an unprofitable subject
so far as the Legislature of the country is
concerned. I think we have reason to rejoice
that the matter has been so speedily got out
of the way. The Premier no doubt made
a wry face at having to take down the
pill administered by his loving friends and
cousins, and, judging from his countenance,
he does not yet seem to have forgotten the
taste of the medicine. I trust, however, that
he will soon be restored to full health and to
the complete control of his party, from which
he has been so suddenly displaced by the
action of the meeting this afternoon, acting
in its turn according to the dictation of its
organ this morning.
Mr. PEARSON.-Sir, I have no wish
to detain the House, but I cannot allow the
doctrine which has been enunciated from the
Ministerial benches to pass unchallenged.
It seems to be assumed that the Government were not in a position to accept the
motion of the honorable member for Ballarat
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'Vest (Mr. Fincham), because it came from
an opponent. I will not discuss the question
how far that honorable member can in fairness be considered an opponent, although
he has certainly supported the Government
for a long time, and he brought forward his
motion in a singularly temperate and gentlemanly manner. V\Thile feeling strongly
that he had a public duty to perform, he at
the same time discharged it with the greatest
possible regard to the feelings of those
of whom he was speaking. I feel strongly,
however, that the Ministry ought, for
their own sakes, to have anticipated that
honorable member by moving for a committee themselves after the speech in
which he first brought the matter forward.
I am. as anxious as anyone to protect
the Ministry from humiliation. So long as
they occupy the Treasury bench I shall
always try to regard them as men who derive
their honour and dignity from the Sovereign
and this House, and I do not wish to put
them in a false position, or to ask them to
do anything that has not been done by
English Ministers under similar circumstances. But what has been the conduct of
English Premiers in cases like the present?
There was one case in which a colleague of
Mr. Pitt was charged with having used
money improperly. Did Mr. Pitt say-" I
will treat this matter as a motion of want
of confidence because it has been urged by a
member of the Opposition"? No, he came
down to the House, replied to the charge,
and moved for a select committee himself.
And that is the way in which gentlemen
who are tender of the honour of this House
should have acted in a matter of this kind.
While not professing to say that I hold the
Minister of Railways or the Premier guilty
of any of the charges brought against them
- I endeavour to suspeIld my judgment
absolutely about those charges-1 submit
that they were of such a nature, especially
coming from the quarter they did,as to demand inquiry. They have caused a burning
scandal, and that scandal has been allowed
to go about the streets for twelve days uncontradicted and unchallenged, and believed
in by thousands.
Mr. ANDERSON.-They have been
contradicted.
Mr. PEARSON. - There has been a
partial statemflnt and a partial contradiction,
but the whole of the facts are not and cannot be before the public until there has
been a judicial inquiry. However much we
may ilidividually believe in the personal
honour of the Minister of Railways, we
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must remember that the whole community
have to be consulted and considered. It is
the hOllOur of the House and the Government that is at stake, and I repeat that the
Premier ought in the :first instance to have
anticipated the honorable member for Ballarat West by himself moving for a select
committee. There is another and more
model'll English precedent than the one I
have already cited.
When Sir Robert
Peel was Premier, Mr. Duncombe, member
for Finsbury, brought before the House of
Commons the conduct of Sir James Graham
in opening letters at the Post-office. There
was a warm debate, and some days afterwards Mr. Duncombe moved for a select
committee to inquire into 'the matter. Did
Sir Robert Peel refuse the committee? He
had a majority, and a most docile majority,
but he consented to the committee, only
taking care that it should be a perfectly
fair one. Thus in the case of two Premiers
whose names stand highest in English history and who had strong majorities behind
them, one moved for a select committee, and
the other consented to the appointment of
one, to inquire into the conduct of a colleague. Unless the Premier, ther~fore,
shows that he is in a position to disregard
the precedents of Pitt and Peel, he must
consent to know that the verdict of public
opinion will go against him in this matter. He
has vacillated from first to last in his action,
though not, I think, in his inner intentions.
First he positively refused to consent to
a committee at all; last night we were told
that a portion of the motion would be consented to, but that, other portions could
not be; in the early part of this evening
there was another change of front-the
Minister of Railways, it was said, was most
anxious for a committee, but his colleagues
could not agree to it-and, finally, the
Premier gets up and announces that a
committee by ballot shall not be assented
to, but that he will propose a committee of
his own and will apply his majority to its
appointment.
I am afraid that if the
course indicated by the Premier is adopted,
it will divest the committee in a great
degree of its value before the country.
I am certain that the members of the committee, whoever they may be, wHl be honorable men and will deal with the matter
fairly; but a committee so nominated will
be a party committee, and its finding, if it
be favorable, will undoubtedly be treated
by a large portion of the community as a
piii·ty finding. ':rhis is what govel'1lment by
caucns - government by delegates of the
Mr. Pearson.
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constitutional party-has at last come to.
They gave the Ministry a full absolution
from all administrative scandals last night;
to-night they insist upon them submitting
to a judicial inquiry, but consent that
that inquiry shall be made in such a
way as to deprive it of all value before the
community.
Mr. W ALKER.-Sir, I would not have
addressed the House on this question but
that I wish to reply to the remarks of the
honorable member for West Bourke (Mr.
Deakin) the other evening. The honorable
member, on that occasion, complained of my
absence from the House, but no sooner had
he concluded his own speech than he left
the chamber himself. I am glad, however,
he has not followed that course on the present occasion. With his remarks as to the
importance of not allowing Ministers to
have any interest in a contract with the
Government I can cordially agree. It would
be a very improper precedent to, establish
if a Minister were permitted to have any
interest, however remote, in any contract
with the department over which he presides,
and, therefore, I am very glad indeed that
the Government have consented to an inquiry into thia matter. I think the general
expression of feeling on both sides of the
House has been in favour of an inquiry.
The sole question now in dispute is as to
how the committee of inquiry is to be
appointed, and I hold that no Government with a proper sense of their dignity
could accept the proposition that it should
be nominated by the minority of the
House.
Mr. LONGMORE.-The minority could
not do it.
Mr. W ALKER.-At all events, this
motion has come from a gentleman representing a minority of the House, and I hold
that under such circumstances the Government could not accept it. I think the course
which the Government propose to follow,
and which I was quite unaware of until the
statement of the Premier, reflects credit
upon them, and also upon their supporters.
A great many sarcastic remarks have been
poured on the constitutional party for their
attitude in supporting a Government which
does not form a part of themselves. The
desire of the constitutional party, as I understand it, is to support good government
wherever, and however, they get it. If we
get good government from the gentlemen at
present on the Treasury bench, I consider
that we are acting a self-denying part in
supporting them, because, personally, we
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get no benefit from such a course. I doubt
very much whether the honorable member
for West Bourke would support a Government under such circumstances, or whether
he would refuse to take office and have the
same majority behind him as the present
Government have. With regard to government by caucus, of course such a thing was
never heard of until now. Is it reasonable
to contend that a large party occupying the
position in the House and ,the country
which the constitutional party occupies is
not to meet together and take counsel upon
important occasions? The idea is utterly
absurd. With regard to the proposed committee, I think it is a reflection upon the
whole House to insinuate, as the honorable
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro)
did, that any committee can be formed of
such a character as to bring in a foregone
verdict.
Mr. MUNRO.-I did not say so.
Mr. W ALKER.-I certainly understood
the honorable member to say something to
that effect, but I am glad he denies it. I
do not believe that any committee, even if
taken wholly from the opposition side of
the House, would be a committee of that
kind. With respect to the speech delivered
the other night by the honorable member
for West Bourke, that honorable member
appears to assume to himself the position of
a sort of parliamentary lecturer upon political
speech-making. What his qualifications for
that position are, beyond the possession of
a considerable amount of assurance, I am
sure I do not know. The honorable member
seems, however, to be very much more clever
at making assertions than at proving them.
He stated, in a very elegant and polite
manner, that I have made but one speech
since I entered political life-that I made
one speech on the hustings, that I repeated
the same speech in the House, and that that
speech was clipped from the newspapers.
That is a very Clever and smart thing to say,
but why did not the honorable member prove
his assertions? If it is true, he could have
created a wonderful effect by quoting the
passages from Hansa1'd in support of the
charge. When the honorable member next
addresses the House, let him quote passages
. from my speeches, and show that they are
so much alike as he alleges. I defy him to
do so. Astothehonorablemember'sremark
about" Single-string Walker," I will simply
say that, if I have only one string, it is not
a leading-string. I am not at the call of any
man. I came into this House a free man.
No man outside holds the end of the string,
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and can dictate to me how I am to vote or
how I am to speak-which members I am to
slate and which I am to praise. If I have
only a single string, I hope that it is an
honest one; and I trust that I shall ever
act in this House as a free and an honorable
man.
Mr. DEAKIN.-I must ask permission
to offer a word of personal explanation.
The honorable member for Boroondara
has distinctly implied that I am in the
leading-strings of some mysterious man
outside, who dictates how I am to vote and
how I am to act in this House. It is
scarcely necessary for me to state that I am
under no obligation to any single individual
either for being in this House or for my
position in the House. I never, at any
juncture of my career, consulted any individual, or any body of gentlemen, as to how
I was to speak or how I was to vote, or as
to whom I was to blame or whom I was to
praise. On two occasions I have temporarily severed myself from my party-one
was when I resigned my seat in the House,
and the other was when I voted against my
party on the Reform Bill. In neither of
those cases did I acquaint any living soul
with my intention. In both cases, the action
I adopted was taken without the slightest
consultation with, or knowledge of, anyone
outside the House; and I need scarcely add
that in the future, as in the past, any political step I may take will be taken without
relation to any person.
Mr. BERRY.-Mr. Speaker, having
been a patient listener to this debate, and to
the one which was concluded last evening, I
cannot help feeling how true is the proverb
which says that time brings its revenges.
I am forcibly reminded of the motion of noconfidence proposed, not twelve months ago,
by the present Premier against the Government who were then in office. The two
allegations made against that Ministry
were that they had not conducted the business of the departments satisfactorily, and
that they had not conducted the business of
this House satisfactorily. When the motion
was brought forward, the Government whose
conduct was thus impugned had been in
office longer than the present Ministry have,
to say nothing of the fact tbat a preceding
Government bad almost the same policy,
and was composed almost of the same
members. The Government who were
ejected from office on the motion of the
present Premier had settled a large constitutional question, and had passed many'
important measures; and, until the honorable
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member brought forward his motion, there
had been no motion of want of confidence
tabled against them, except the one made
by the honorable member for Richmond
(Mr. Smith), which went to a division five
minutes after he spoke, and was negatived.
During the whole term of the administration of that Government and of the
preceding Government to which I refer,
there were no such scenes as we have
witnessed to-night, nor were there any
charges made of a similar charac.ter to
those which Ministers now have to deal
with. The present position is, I think,
a substantial revenge, and justifies the statement that the accusers and judges of the
late Government are now finding how much
more difficult it is to manage this House,
and to conduct the business of the country
properly, than they were willing to admit
was the case when we were in office. They
are surrounded at a very early period of
their career with difficulties and dangers of
a much more serious character than any
that surrounded us; and, now that they
occupy the much-coveted Treasury bench,
probably they may feel that they were a
little rash in making the charges which they
brought forward against the late Government. Although they justified those charges
by bad arguments when they were preferred,
time and experience will have convinced
them that the difficulties 'which beset any
Government who attempt to carryon the
business of the country are such that the
Ministry require far more consideration than
was shown to the late Government by their
opponents, or than the present Government
are receiving, or are likely to receive, from
their candid friends. It is evident that
the humiliation which the Government have
suffered to-night at the hands of their candid
friends in the Ministerial corner will not be
the last humiliation that they will have to
put up with. Although the motion of noconfidence was negatived last evening, many
of the supporters of the Government did not
conceal their condemnation of several of the
acts of the Ministry-in fact, they condemned them quite as much as members on
the opposition side of the House-but in
their eyes the interests of party were of
greater consequence than the good government of the country, and they therefore put
a large strain on their conscience; indeed,
in some cases the strain was too great for
them to be present on the divi~ion. They
have, however, speedily taken their revenge
out of the Government by compelling them
to do precisely that which we on this (the
Mr. Berr'!l.
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opposition) side asked them to do. Before
the honorable member for Ballarat 'Vest
(Mr. Fincham) gave his notice of motion,
we asked the Premier to do the very thing he
has announced to-night he will do, but which
he then said he would not do. In my opinion,
it would have been less humiliating for the
Government, and the more upright and
consistent course, to have accepted the proposition of the honorable member for Ballarat vVest in the first instance. If a committee is to be granted, it would have been
better for the Government to have conceded
it openly to those who are politically opposed to them-to those who have attacked
them in front, but who are not unjust or
unfair critics, although avowed political opponents of the Government. It would have
been more consistent, I say, and more honOI'able, for the Government to have accepted
the motion of the honorable member for
Ballarat West than to have succumbed to
a minority, who have consulted and decided
in secret, to do the very thing which the
Premier said that under no circumstances
would he do. Personally, I would like to
see this matter settled amicably, because I
have no sympathy with these attacks. U nless evidence was revealed of such a potent
and clear character that there could be no
doubt as to the outcome, I would not approve of such charges being made against
any honorable member. I think that we
can deal with our political opponents trenchantly enough without everlastingly trying
to find out something against their personal
character. I have no sympathy with attacks which endeavour to fix a charge of
personal dishonour upon an honorable member, and therefore, if the motion of the
honorable member for Ballarat vVest had
gone to a division, I would have been
prepared to say to those gentlemen who
have secretly tried to coerce the Government-" You had a fail' opportunity
last night of censuring the Ministry; this
matter Y,'as known to you then just as well
as it is now; there are no new facts tonight which were not elicited last night;
and the condemnation of the Government
was embodied in a less offensive form in the
amendment on the motion for an address
in reply to the Governor's speech than it is
in the present motion, but, nevertheless, you
negatived that amendment." Honorable
members who voted against that amendment, which asserted that the administration of the public departments has not been
satisfactory, gave the Government a clean
bill of health. They said emphatically that
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the administration of the departments has
been satisfactory, and there are no new facts
to justify them in now subjecting the Govern'ment to far more humiliation than anything
which honorable members on this side of the
House ever contemplated.
Mr. SHIELS.-There is no humiliation
in doing right.
Mr. BERRY.-The question is what is
right? 'Yas it right for the Premier, in
the first instance, to stand by his colleague,
the Minister of Railways, and to say that the
Government would regard the motion of the
honorable member for Ballarat 'Yest as one
of no-confidence? And, having taken that
stand at the dictation of one section of his
followers, is it right for the honorable gentleman to take up the reverse position tonight? Look at the hypocrisy of the thing.
"Oh," says the Premier, "not under compulsion." Oh, no; he won't consent to any
inquiry under compulsion. The House must
first negative the motion of the honorable
member for Ballarat 'Yest. But is not
the Premier acting under compulsion
from another quarter? There is compulsion
from behind the Government, and from
the Ministerial corner, of a much more
powerful character than that which he protests against. 'Yhat is the Premier now
going to do under compulsion? He is
going to ask the House to appoint a committee to inquire into the administrative
acts of himself and his colleagues. And yet
he proposes to remain the head of the
Government who will submit to that humiliation from their supposed supporters. The
honorable gentleman can scarcely have
considered the position in which he will
place himself and his colleagues by consenting, under compulsion from behind, to do
that which only a few nights ago he refused
to do "t'llen there was really no compulsion
about the matter. 'Vhen he was asked if
he would agree to the late Engineer-inChief being called to the bar of the House,
'01' nominate a committee of inquiry to be
appointed by the House, he refused to do so.
The honorable gentleman, however, now
states that he will ask the House to appoint
a committee of inquiry when the motion of
·the honorable member for Ballarat West is
negatived. I think the honorable gentleman ought to be candid, and tell us whether
he proposes that the committee shall be a
fair committee, chosen openly from the whole
House. . If so, I will ask the honorable
member for Ballarat 'Yest, if I have any
influence with him, to withdraw his motion.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No.
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Mr. BERRY.-Surely the Premier will
not object to the honorable member withdrawing the motion.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Yes.
Mr. BERRY.-Is the honorable gentleman so enamoured of inconsistency that he is
determined that the motion shall not be withdrawn in order that he may vote against the
very thing which he intends afterwards to
propose shall be done? I repeat that the
Premier should be candid with the House.
The House is prepared, I believe, to accept
the statement he made as made in good faith.
I presume that he means to do what he said.
I presume that he does not mean to have a.
committee that will. be an insult to the
House and the country, but to have one
fairly chosen. He may leave off the honorable member for Ballarat 'Yest, if he likes,
or any member who has spoken with a
strong bias, but let there be a fair committee
if there is to be any inquiry at all.
Mr. ZOX.-What do you call a fail'
committee?
Mr. BERRY.-A committee chosen from
all parts of the House. There is another
point on which information ought to be
given. Does the Premier mean the inquiry
to be full and perfect? Is it to t.ake in the
whole scope of the charges which have been
made against the Minister of Railways? If
the Government al'e prepared to go to
this extent, it is scarcely worth while to continue the debate. As the matter has taken
the turn it has done, my only object is to
get it settled as amicably as possible. The
Opposition don't want to make any political
capit.al out of it. We have no desire that
the appointment of Jt committee should be
considered as adverse to the Government.
'Ve don't wish that they should be beaten
by having a division on the question, and,
above all, we don't wish them to resign upon
it. There is nothing of that sort to fear
from this side of the House. We fired our
shot last night openly and avowedly against
the administrative acts of the Government.
We were beaten, and we don't intend to
embarrass the Government in the conduct
of public business. Pers~nally I am delighted, and I believe that most honorable
members sitting around me are delighted,
that the Government have seen fit to alter
thcir determination, and are willing themselves to propose the appointment of a.
committee of inquiry. But the irrquiryshol.lld
be a fair and open one-it should be made
by as impartial a committee as the Premier
can nominate. Having decided to' agree to
the appointment of a committee, it will be a
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fatal mistake if the honorable gentleman
does not carry out his intention in the spirit
that I have indicated. I wish, before resuming my seat, to refer to another matter.
A great deal was said during the last debate,
after my mouth was closed, about a proposed
coalition Government, and some members on
the Ministerial side of the House repeated
certain gossip very unfairly, for they not
only expressed their own opinion as to such
an arrangement, but endeavoured to injure
me with my own party for having, according
to their ideas, been willing to agree to a
coalition. The amendment on the motion
for an address in reply to the Governor's
speech was drawn up in the opposition
room, and not a single person saw it until
I was about to propose it, except those who
came into that room. Just before I moved
it, an honorable member, sitting behind me,
remarked to me that Mr. Francis, who sat
behind the Government last session, having
changed his seat to the corner below the
gangway (and it is a pretty clear indication
of the feeling of honorable members in regard to the policy of the Government when
they sit in the Ministerial corner), it would
only be reasonable and courteous to let him
know that I was going to propose the
amendment. This was about five minutes
before I rose to speak. I afterwards had
two chance meetings with Mr. Francis in
the Library, and he conveyed to me, as
clearly as I could understand him, not that
he was in favour of that particular amendment, but that Ihe was not averse to drawing himself and the gentlemen who thought
with him nearer to the party that sat on the
opposition side of the House. The fact
that he called a caucus, one week after a
caucus had already met, in order to decide
what course his party would take as to
voting for my amendment, or something
similar to it, indicates that he shared the
opinion entertained by myself and many
others that the time had arrived ·when a
·reasonable understanding might be come to
between honorable members on this side and
a large number of honorable members on
the other side, who formerly belonged to the
liberal party, and only separated from it
from one cause or another, chiefly of a
personal character. It was felt, in fact,
that there was little difference between protectionists sitting on the Ministerial side of
the House and protectionists sitting herethat many members on the Ministerial side
had far more in common with members
sitting on this side, and their political views,
than they had with the gentlemen whom
Mr. Berry.
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they were supporting in the interests of a
particular party. Looking at the matter in
this light, I would have been quite prepared, so far as I was personally concerned,
if it had resulted in a coalition of such a
character-Mr. O. YOUNG.-Mr. Francis absolutely denies that.
Mr. BERRY.-Denies what?
Mr. O. YOUNG.-Your statement.
Mr. BERRY.-He cannot deny that he
called a caucus to consider the question.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-He denies that he
made any terms with you.
Mr. BERRY.-I never said that Mr.
Francis did come to any terms with me,
but I stated that the remarks he made
indicated that, so far as he was personally
concerned, he was not averse to it. The
very fact that he called a caucus is a proof
that he was not.
Dr. MADDEN.-He did not call the
caucus. He attended a caucus called by
other honorable members.
Mr. BERRY.-No one but Mr. Francis
knew of the occasion for the caucus, and
therefore, if he did not call it himself, he
must have been instrumental in getting it
called. What I desire, however, to say is
that, beyond the mere indication of my
views, which I thought were to a certain
extent concurred in by Mr. Francis-a
proof that they were is the calling of the
second caucus-there was nothing of the
character which has been spoken of as a
coalition with members on the other side of
House whose political principles have
always been totally opposed to mine and
those of honorable members who sit around
me. As to the statements which have
been made to the effect that certain honorable members on this side of the House
have agreed together about a coalition, I
desire to say that I have never spoken with
any member of the House about a future
Government. I was prepared, as all minorities who sit here are, to make arrangements with honorable members who from
time to time find themselves more in accord
with the Opposition than with the party
whom they have been temporarily supporting.
How would the present Government have
kept in office if they had not received assistance from those who are really their political
opponents? How could they have had the
large majority which they got last night
but for the assistance of honorable members
who have generally sat and acted with the
party now sitting on the opposition side of
the House? I believe that, in spite of any .
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organized party in this House, the country
will bring about a change whenever it has
the opportunity. I believe that there is a
desire to work the amended Constitution
practically, moderately, and liberally. When
addressing my constituents at Geelong, I
indicated that, after constitutional reform
had been settled, it would be necessary for
any party that expected to govern this
country to have considerable support under
the new constituencies of the Legislative
Council; and every word that I have since
said on the subject has been consistent with
that view. Whilst I am convinced that the
country is pledged to liberalism, and that
we will not be called upon to give up any of
our principles, I believe that the course of
the future will have to be considered, perhaps, more carefully and more moderately
than it was while we were fighting the battle
of the Constitution. At the same time, I
venture to say that none of the present
members of the House, nor any gentlemen
who have been members of it, could have
conducted that important question through
all the turmoil or two or three general
elections, and all the difficulties of the
situation, and effected a great constitutional
change, more efficaciously, more moderately,
and more successfully than we did. I want
it to be distinctly understood that there was
no caballing during the last few weeks, no
conspiracy, no meeting of two or three men
to arrange for a coalition. Nothing was
done beyond the mere invitation-" Are
you prepared to join with this side of the
House on a basis that both parties can
accept with honour?" If an understanding
of that kind had been arrived at, then would
have come the question of policy and a
variety of other matters, which would have
had to be determined. Honorable members
opposite, however, thought fit in caucus to
negative the idea of any arrangement being
come to; but I think the brief history of the
events which have occurred since-the decision arrived at last night and the settlement which it is proposed shall take place
to-night-showsthat,innegativingthatidea,
thay have not got out of the difficulty; they
have not assimilated themselves more to
each other than they did before; they have
not got back to constitutional government. Indeed nothing can be truer than
what has been said to-night, namely, that
the position of affairs in this House is
completely unprecedented, and also, I believe, unconstitutional. Under constitutional government we could not have had
the humiliation which has been referred to
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two 01' three times to-night. We could not
have had a Ministry refusing a moderate
request made openly a few days ago-taking
the stand that complying with the request
would be tantamount to consenting to a
vote of no-confidence in themselves-and
then at the last moment, ·under pressure,
abandoning that position, and agreeing to
the appointment.of a committee of inquiry.
Such a state of things, I say, could nothave
taken place under ordinary constitutional
government. The Ministry, by acting thus,
have shown that they have no majority they
can depend upon, that they are no longer
the leaders of the House but followers, and
the followers not of the open expression of
the opinion of the House, but of the secret
caucus of certain members. What I desire
specially to impress upon the House is that
the answer of the majority, both to the motion I made and to the proposals which
might have resulted from it if it had been
carried, has not got them out of their difficulty. It has not made honorable members
opposite a homogeneous party; it has not
given the Ministry the real independent
support that the Government of the country,
leading this House, ought to have. The
so-called constitutional party having declared in caucus, I believe unanimously,
against such a proposal as that which was
then floating about, and which their leader
submitted to them when he called them
together, let me advise them to consider
whether they should not merge their independent organization in the organization of
the Government, whether this scandal
should not cease, whether the whole of the
members sitting on the Ministerial benches
ought not to be one party-whether the time
has not come that there should be no more
wriggling, no more evasion of the reasonable
theory that a party supporting a Ministry
should give that Ministry its confidence
fully, so as to restore the ordinary consti-.
tl1tional usage of government by party. If
the so-called constitutional party would do
this, there would be some hope of a continued life, and a little satisfaction in that
life, for the Government. If this is
done-this second best course, in my
opinion, for the good of the cOl1ntryI shall be delighted to see it done. I shall
be delighted to know that they have made
their election and have adopted the gentlemen whom they put in office. Perhaps I
must not say that they put the Government
in office. They did not intend to put them
in, but the Government got there, like the
fly in the amber, and they have scored two
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or three points against the constitutional
party. I fancy that, by judicious management, the Ministry will yet have as very
obedient followers the party who have
hitherto been their masters. I know something of the astuteness and natural ability
of the Premier. He was one of my lieutenants in a former Government, and not
the least able of them. I have' long since
'forgiven him the little trick by which he got
the support of gentlemen who did not believe in him a bit. I might turn up a speech
which he delivered at North Melbourne, in
1877, showing that he was then a radical of
radicals-that Berry was not half radical
enough for him.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-He is the
iuventor of the" oligarchy."
Mr. BERRY.-I toned him down a
little. The Argus has done the rest, but
he will get away from that organ some day.
However, I hope that the honorable gentleman will see what is his right course to
adopt on this occasion. Weare all willing
to see the present motion taken out of the
hands of the honorable member for Ballarat
'Vest, on the understanding that the Premier
will nominate a committee. vVe have no
wish to dictate to him who the members of
the committee shall be. We will be satisfied
iE they are selected for their intelligence and
fairness, and that the committee" when appointed, shall have the same wide matters
to inquire into that are embodied in the
motion of the honorable member for Ballarat
vVest. If this is done, it will be satisfactory
to the House and to the country.
Mr. CARTER.-Sir, I think that honorable members sitting on this (the Ministerial)
side of the House must be greatly indebted
to the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) for the advice which he has been
good enough to gi \ye them, but I would
point out that there are two ways of looking
at the same thing. He has told us that
last night he and his friends on the opposition side fired their shot. I admit that
when the first want of confidence motion was
proposed I did expect that there would be
a discharge of artillery, instead of which
there was only a miserable display of the
cheapest fireworks, and some of them were
so damp that they would not go off. The
honorable member also said that the House
must feel humiliated. I agree with the honorable member. I think that every member of
the House ought to feel humiliated, not, however, in consequence of the course which the
Government have thought proper to take
to-night, but because, after the Government

Railway Department.

have called Parliament together at an early
period, so that some business might be done
before the close of the current financial year,
we have spent four weeks in wrangling
about nothing at all. And now what does
the honorable member for Geelong want to
do? As he finds that the motion of the
honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr.
Pincham) will be negatived, he coolly gets
up and says that it will be better to settle
the matter amicably-better to let the
honorable member withdraw his motion, and
then the Premier can bring forward a similar
one himself. vVhat, did not the honorable
member for Geelong make this suggestion
before he saw how the numbers were going,
and that the defeat of the motion of the
honorable member for Ballarat West was
inevitable? Night after night has been
wasted in the discussion of charges against
the Government which have long ago fallen
ihrough, and it must be manifest to the
Opposition that it is futile to attempt to
put out the Ministry unless they have done
something which at present we don't know
of. I have been reminded during the last
four weeks of an expression of the late "Lord
Beaconsfield"That which is new is not true, and thnt
which is true is not new."

The same old story about water pipes and
railway carriages, and railway carriages and
water pipes, has been repeated over and over
again, with a slight mixture of gravel by
way of variety. The honorable member for
Geelong has asked the country to believe
that all the overtures of the honorable member for Warrnambool in the direction of a
coalition were spontaneous, and sprung up
by themselves like mushrooms in the night.
The honorable member wishes it to be supposed that he never put any proposals in
motion-that none of them came from the
opposition side of the House. Are we men of
sense, or are we idiots? If we are men of
sense, can we believe that such was the
case? Do we not know that proposals were
made by members on the opposition side to
members on this side to join them in order
to put the Ministry out? This is either a
fact or a fiction. I distinctly say that it is
a fact.
Mr. MUNRO.-Name.
Mr. CARTER.-There is no occasion
to mention names. If I wished to give
names, I might refer to what occurred a
year ago, when similar proposals were made
to put out the Berry Government. The
honorable member for Geelong also spoke
of what took place at a private caucus, but
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it would be well if less attention was paid
to the reports of "fetch and carrys " as to
what has occurred at a private meeting
of gentlemen. All such reports should be
received cum g1'ano, or otherwise a great deal
may be believed that never happened at all.
The honorable member for Castlemaine
(Mr. Pearson) went back a very long time
to show how a committee which everybody
is in favour of should be appointed. He
told us how Pitt and Peel had committees
appointed. I will not go so far back, but
will remind honorable members of what occurred in this colony in 1872, when a member
of the Duffy Government had a charge
brought against him. On that occasion the
head of the Government moved the appointment of a committee of inquiry and named
the members to constitute the committee,
and nobody said a word against that course.
Honorable members must see that the only
way in which a committee can be formed is
by the vote of the majority, and the objection to choosing it by ballot is that by
that means you may get a chance committee, instead of one chosen by the sense of
the House. I hold that in the present case
the proper person to nominate the committee
is the Premier; and, as stated by the hOliorable member for Belfast, a similar course
was adopted on a recent occasion in the
House of Commons.
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-Mr. Speaker, I
think it must strike every honorable member very forcibly that we are drifting rapidly
into a position that is not creditable to our
parliamentary institutions, and will probably
result in no legislation, or none or the
"peace, progress, and prosperity" order,
being accomplished this session. I do not
believe that in the history or this or of any
other British colony another instance can
be found of the extraordinary state of affairs
now existing in this House-a Government
sitting on the Treasury bench who have
only two supporters, both of whom are paid
for their services. I don't suppose that any'
British colony has ever been brought face to
face with such a state of things.
An HONORABLE MEIIIBER.-Why don't
you put them out?
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-I desire to see
the Ministry where they are until they are
displaced by the country. At the same
time, I would remind the honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham) that
curses, like chickens, come home to roost.
The honorable member will not be able to
whitewash his political character by blackening the reputation of honorable members who
SEi. 1682.-2 0
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sit on the Treasury bench. I am prepared,
when the time comes,to dis place the Ministry,
because I believe they hold office without
the slightest justification - without the
smallest tittle of support except what they
derive from the influence of the Roman
Catholic Church. But I tell the honorable
member for Ballarat West that I will not
assist him, or the honorable member for
Stawell, or the honorable member for Ripon,
or any of the other members who sold their
party, to seats in this House again. Supposing the honorable member for Ballarat
West were brought back to the fold, what
guarantee would there be that he would
not again sell the principles which he professed for years? I have nothing to do
with the gentlemen who are supposed to represent the constitutional party. I make
them a present of the position which they
occupy in this Assembly. They support
the Government, and yet they hold caucuses
at which they will not allow the presence of
Ministers or even of the Ministerial" whips."
I cannot understand a man with the
smallest spark of what is known as honour
submitting to such a humiliating position as that occupied by the gentlemen
who sit on the Treasury bench; and I
tell the Minister of Railways that before
I would allow even a colleague to
move what is virtually a vote of want of
confidence in me I would separate myself
from the Government, and particularly as
the charges which have been levelled could
not be more childish or miserable. I believe there is not a scintilla of truth to
support them. Not only have charges of
this description been levelled against a
Minister, but a still more cowardly and
cruel course has been pursued. It is bad
enough for us to bandy personalities among
ourselves without attacking innocent women
and children. That I call a disgrace to us,
and I will be no party to such a proceeding.
I intend to vote against the motion which
the honorable member for Ballarat West
has proposed; and I hope the Ministry
will not allow themselves to be driven by
the ad vice of their so-called friends to take
a course which will practically amount to a
censure upon themselves, and be a disgrace
to them for all time.
Mr. SHIELS.-Sir, I desire to correct
a misapprehension which appears to have
arisen in the minds of honorable members.
The second caucus of the constitutional
members was convened to consider not the
overtures indicated by the honorable member
f01' Geelong (Mr. BerrY)7 but the attitude
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of our party with regard to the amendment
on the address in reply to the Governor's
speech; and the decision was almost unanimous-in fact, there was only one dissentient-in favour of the course taken by the
Government during the recess in ordering
water pipes and railway carriages from
England. This gets rid of the allegation
that we submitted to any strain in the
,ote which we gave last evening. vVith
regard to the accusation brought against
the Minister of Railways and the Government of having changed front under compulsion, I may mention that I am deputed
by the honorable member for Warrnambool
to sny that, last week, he and the Minister
of Railways themselves agreed to the appointment of a fair committee, representing
both sides of the House, to inquire into
the charges embodied in the motion of the
honorable member for Ballarat 'Vest (Mr.
l?incham). They actually went so far as
to agree upon the names; and I believe the
honorable member for Warrnambool gave
the honorable member for West Bourke
(Mr. Deakin) a list, which was published
in the Age newspaper the next morning.
This statement will, I think, relieve the
Government from the odium of yielding tonight under compulsion. It is the fact that
the Minister of Hailways and the Government volunteered the statement that they
courted the fullest inquiry, and that any
proposition in that direction which might
emanate from their supporters they would
not regard as of a hostile character.
Mr. DOvV.-Mr. Speaker, I object entirely
to the false position taken up by honorable
members on the Ministerial side. I recollect the time when members on this (the
opposition) side were denounced for almost
everything they dil, and particularly for
holcling caucuses. Yet now we find the
caucus reduced to a complete system. I
clon't object to caucuses-I consider a
caucns a propel' thing; but I do protest
against honorable members objecting to
caucuses, and yet holding a caucus when it
~mits themselves.
Certainly, this side of
the House is not responsible, in the slightest
degrce, for the trouble which has arisen
about the Minister of Railways. No honorable member on this side has hinted that the
honorable member has been guilty of that
which is charged against him. The Government should have undertaken voluntarily,
n 'week ago, to do that which they are now
going to do upon compulsion.
Severnl HONORABLE MElIIBERs.-There
is no compulsion.
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Mr. DOW.-What is the use of honorable members on the Ministerial side saying
there is no compulsion? Why should they
take up this high stand? What use is there
in saying that they are not forced to vote
for the present Government? Their selfdenial in refraining from going on the
Treasury bCJ:tch is something to be admired.
They put Min1sters into office and sit
behind them. Do they do this voluntarily?
Let us hear a fail' statement-and no
hypocrisy-on the subject. I ask honorable
members on the Ministerial side-" Are
Ministers where they are by your will?"
No! Ministers are where they are in spite
of those honorable members, who hate
Ministers as a certain historical personage
is supposed to hate holy water. They hate
the Ministry, but cannot shift them, and so
they have to grin and bear their position.
An HONORABLE MEl\IBER.-You cannot
shift them.
Mr. DOW.-I admit that; but we of
the Opposition are prepared to take the
responsibility of our action. We have 29
votes, or 34 including pairs; and we are
prepared to fight fair, believing that it is
only a question of time for the 34 to be
converted into a majority. Certainly the
majority will come as soon as we are allowed
to go to the country. I never felt more
comfortable than when I sat, as one of the
29, in ·the division last night; . and I believe
no division list 'was ever scanned with more
interest than was that list to-day. The
honorable member for Boroondara, in his
attempt to-night to address himself to the
speech delivered last week by the honorable
member for vVest Bourke (Mr. Deakin), indulged in the insinuation, which has often
been indulged in before, that because certain
honorable members belong to the profession
of journalism, they must necessarily be the
nominees of some particular influence outside this House. I would like to ask why
this one profession should be treated in that
particular way? vVhy should not an honorable member who is a barrister, on the
same ground, be asked whether he is here
at the dictation of clients from whom he
holds retainers? Again, why should not a
member who owns public-hous.es be regarded
as the nominee of brewers and pnblicans ;
01' why should not an honorable member who
follows the vocation of an auctioneer be
treated as the nominee of the persons for
whom he sells? vVhy should this argument
be lodged against one profession alone? I
think the charge was unfortunately aimed
when directed against tho honorable membe\'
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for West Bourke-an honorable member who
is understood to be as independent a man
as ever sat in thIS or any other legislative
chamber. Why the honorable member,
simply because a slight trouble took place
at the ballot-box on the occasion when he
was first elected to this House, without
consulting anybody, resigned his seat, and
went through the trouble and expense of
another election, in order that he might
return here without the slightest danger of
anyone being able to impugn his position.
Therefore I hope honorable members will be
prepared both to take and give as becomes
men engaged in honorable warfare, rejoicing
rather than otherwise when they meet political opponents worthy of their steel, and certainl y to refrain from puerile and puny charges
about any honorable member's profession.
Mr. FINCHAM.-Sir, I wish to divest
myself of any personal interest in connexion with this matter. I may say that
the object I had in view is answered amply.
Whatever may be the influence by which
it has been brought about, I am glad to
hear the Government concede the only
object I have had in view-namely, an inquiry. (Cries of "Divide.") I have no
objection to divide; but I think it would
be well to await the action of those gentlemen who will have to submit a motion of a
similar character. (Cries of " No" and
"Divide. ")
The SPEAKER was about to put the
question, when
Mr. BERRY said-I understand the
honorable member for Ballarat vVest (Mr.
Fincham) is willing to withdraw the motion.
The SPEAKER.-The withdrawal is
objected to.
The motion was negatived without a
division.
. The House adjourned 'at thirty-five
minutes past eleven o'clock:

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Thursday, May 18, 1882.
Hawthorn and Lillydale Railway - Coranderrk Aboriginal
Station-Motion for the Adjournment of the House;
Railway Carriages: Pllrsonal Explanations - Dredging
Operations: The AUigator- Lands Department: Staying
of Selections: James O'Donoghue: Selectors' RentsPublic Instruction: St. KiJda School: Children under
School Age: Dismissal of Teachers - Consolidation of
Mining Leases - Railway Department; Hobson's Ba.y
Lines: Branches and Offices - Charges against the
Minister of Rnilways : Supply of Ballast: Appointment
of Select Committee.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
.
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HAWTHORN AND LILL YDALE'
RAILWAY.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY asked the Min~
ister of Railways whether additional brake
power would be applied to the Camberwell .
trains?
Mr. BENT replied that the Railway department had not proper rolling-stock for
the Camberwellline, and the carriages now
running on it would not stand a continuous
brake. The present arrangement was that
every train on the line included tw<? brake
vans, but they were insufficient, and at the'
earliest opportunity proper brake power
would be applied.
CORANDERRK ABORIGINAL
STATION.
Mr. ANDERSON asked the Chief Secretary the following questions : "1. If he was aware that Thomas Barnfield,
alias Punch, was recently discharged from gaol
after three days' imprisonment, although sentenced to one month with hard labour?
"2. If the letters addressed to him on the 17th
March and 4th May, by Captain M. W. Page, had
been replied to?
"3. When he believed he would be in a position
to give the board an answer as to the retention
or otherwise of Coranderrk as an aboriginal
sta,tion?"
.

He said he felt bound to offer a word or two of
explanation of hi. questions, seeing that they
appeared on the notice-paper in a form so
altered from the original draft that he could
scarcely recognise them. The fact was that
recently a bench of magistrates sentenced an
aboriginal named Thomas Bamfield, alias
Punch, to imprisonment with hard labour for
a month,as punishment for his outrageous and
disorderly conduct on a certain race day, his
crime being particularly threatening the life
of his wife, and also that of the manager of
the aboriginal sta tion. However, upon certain!
recommendations contained in a petition or
letter to the Chief Secretary, the sentence
was abrogated altogether, and. in that way a.
gross insult was offered. to three of the most
respectable magistrates in Victoria. The
gentlemen he alluded to were quite out of
the ordinary run of justices, one of them
having had a legal training, and another a
very extended magisterial experience. In
fact, the whole three were gentlemen of nn··
usual ability, intelligmice, and integrity.
Another point was that he could say, as
vice-chairman of the Aboriginal Board, that
he and his fellow members were now placed
in a position in which no body of honorable
men ought to be placed, although they were
doing the best they possibly could f01' the
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,boriginals of the colony without fee or
eward.
Mr. DOW asked if the matters contained
the questions just put to the Chief
Jecretary were to be discussed ?
. The SPEAKER.-An honorable mem'er putting a question is supposed to do so
~ order to acquire information, not to enter
.lto the merits of a case or argue upon it.
Mr. ANDERSON remarked that he
'ould be glad to see the matters to which
e had drawn attention properly ventilated,
lIt he would not move the adjournment of
~e House.
Mr. GRANT said he would answer the
tst question first, and in doing so repeat a
tatement he made in the House the other
vening. The report of the board appointed
) inquire into the circumstances of the
Joranderrk station, and also the report of
he Aboriginal Board, were both at the pre.
.:mt time under the consideration of the
)abinet, and he trusted to be able in a week
I' two to state what the Government would
o with respect to them. Until that stage
'as reached, no steps could be taken upon
·he letters referred to in the second question.
.'0 the first question he could only reply
.1 the affirmative, because it was at his own
.1stance the man was discharged. He took
hat action on the receipt of the following:"To the Hon. J. M. Grant, M.P., Chief
Secretary.
"Sir,-I have just heard from Coranderrk
1at Thomas Bamfield (one of the aborigines) has
een sent to gaol for one month with hard labour
or being guilty, while drunk, in a public place,
f riotous behaviour.
"You must know that confinement is to a
ative something very horrible, and, granting
he offence, the term is surely excessive.
" Bamfield hurt no one, and the persons who
ave him the liquor were more culpable than he.
C! Will you kindly take the matter into con·
ideration, and obtain from His Excellency a
ommutation of the sentence to a week, which
ppears to be ample punishment for the offence?
"I have, &c.,

n

"ANNE

F.

BON.'"

Utached to this memorial was the follow19 recommendation : "We have much pleasure in recommending
he above application to your favorable conideration :Thomas Alston,.
John L. Dow,
David Beath,
Alfred Daakin,
W. F. Walker~
G. A. Syme,
Robert S. AnaersoD, James MiramB.'~
E.L.Zox,
Mr. DUFFY asked whether the Chief
lecretary, upon the receipt of the memorial,
pplied to the adjudicating magistrates for
report upon the subject?
Mr. GRANT said that his action on the
lemorial was to request the Solicitorteneral to be good enough to advise the
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Governor to release the prison or, but he now
regretted very much that he did not simply
leave the whole matter in the hands of his
honorable colleague, who would doubtless
have asked for the report the honorable
member for Dalhousie referred to. If
blame was attachable to anyone in the
business, he (Mr. Grant) took it on himself,
because he ought not to have acted hastily.
It seemed to him, however, at the time
that the recommendation of the gentlemen
who endorsed Mrs. Bon's letter ought
to be immediately complied with. Certainly he did not wish to cast the slightest
reflection upon the adjudicating magistrates,
whose qualifications for their office were
unquestionable.
Mr. WRIXON inquired if the SolicitorGeneral forwarded the recommendation just
read by the Chief Secretary to the
Governor?
Mr. GRANT replied in the affirmative.
Mr. DEAKIN asked if the Ohief
Secretary was aware that two of the justices
who committed Punch were formerly members of the board of inquiry into the affairs
of the Coranderrk station and had what he
(Mr. Deakin) would mildly call an animus?
(Mr. Anderson-" That is adding insult
to injury.") Did the honorable member for
ViUiers and Heytesbury (Mr. Anderson)
know that one of those magistrates was
present at the race meeting at which the
blackfellow got drunk?
The SPEAKER.-This discussion is
out of order. There is no question before
the House.
RAILWAY OARRIAGES.
Mr. PEARSON moved the adjournment of the House, in order to afford
the Minister of Railways another opportunity of answering the question he (Mr.
Pearson) put to him, the previous evening,
respecting the order for carriages he was
said to have given to Mr. Pickles. He
(Mr. Pearson) quite accepted the honorable
gentleman's assurance that he gave no such
order, and he also perfectly understood that
the Bendigo Advertise?' was wrong in stating
that it was intimated that the firm would
receive an order, and that the Bendigo
Independent was equally wrong in stating
that the Minister of Railways had promised
the firm an order; but it was desirable to
know how it came to pass that the two
new spapel'S fell into this singular hallucination respecting an important fact. Inasmuch as the Minister was sometimes, when
making official statements, so precise ill his
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phraseology as to use subtle distinctions
which a plain person found some difficulty in
following, it would be well if he would tell
the House how the mistake originated.
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS.
Mr. FINCHAM seconded the motion.
He said he did so in order to offer a
personal explanation with respect to the
statement recently made by the Minister
of Railways as to the position he (Mr.
Fincham) occupied at the time the present
Government was formed. When the change
of Administration was taking place, the
honorable gentleman behaved in a handsome manner by coming to him, as he unfortunately lay ill in bed, and asking him if
he would be a member of the new Government. Subsequently the Premier also
waited on him, and formally requested his
acceptance of a portfolio in his Cabinet.
He (Mr. Fincham), however, replied most
distinctly that the condition he was in was
alone sufficient, without any other reasonalthough there were other reasons of a substantial character-to prevent his acceptance
of the offer. In fact, he gave it a positive
refusal. The Premier expressed regret at
the decision, and, then, having behaved in
a very gentlemanly way, left him. Shortly
afterwards he recovered from his illness, and
went for a change to Adelaide, from whence
he returned about a fortnight after the
House resumed business. On the Tuesday
or Wednesday following, being in one of
the public departments, he met the Minister
of Railways, who informed him that he had
a special mission to him, he being authorized
by a resolution unanimously adopted by the
new Government to 'offer him a seat in the
new Cabinet. No immediate refusal would
be taken, but time would be allowed for
considering the matter. His reply to the
honorable gentleman was that he quite
appreciated the compliment paid him, and
felt all the kindness of it, but his answer
must be the same as before. He said circumstances positively prohibited him from
joining the Administration, and, besides, he
he did not agree with two items of their
programme. Probably the Minister of
Railways would corroborate this statement.
(Mr. Bent-" Indeed I will not; quite the
contrary.") The honorable gentleman said
he would not for the present take" No" for
an answer, but that there must be at least
a fortnight's consideration of the subject.
Subsequently remarks were made to him
(Mr. Fincham) to the effect that he ought
not to refuse somo responsibility, in cOllnexion
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with the Ministerial change he had beel
personally instrumental in bringing about
Nevertheless he was :firm in stating-he wa
sure the Premier would bear out the state
ment-that he could not agree under an
circumstances to the Education Commissior
nor with the ideas of the Government as t
the administration of the land law.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN observed that, sine
he was appealed to to corroborate the state
ment of the last speaker, he would sa:
that the honorable member's version of wha
passed between them was perfectlyaccurat(
He made the honorable member the OffE
described, and the honorable member referre,
him at the time to a previous conversatio'
in which he (Mr. Fincham) raised the tw
objections he mentioned.
Mr. HUNT said he also would take advan
tage of the opportunity which the motio;
for the adjournment of the House afforde(
to make a personal explanation. It was statel
in the Age newspaper that morning tha
he and the honorable member for Bellas
had an interview with the Premier t,
support the view of the constitutional part:
that there should be an inquiry in the direc
tion proposed, the previous night, by th
honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr
Fincham). He begged to take this oppor
tunity of stating publicly that the constitu
tional party had never admitted him t
their counsels, and that he had had no com
munication with the Premier or the honor
able member for Bellast~
CORANDERRK ABORIGINAL
STATION.
Mr. DEAKIN observed that he woule
not have signed the recommendation respect.
ing Punch had not other evidence than that
contained in Mrs. Bon's letter been placee
before him. It was stated to him byar
eye-witness of the transaction that one of
the adjudicating magistrates was present at
the race meeting at which the unfortunate
blackfellow was permitted to get intoxicated,
and that, a fight occurring between him and a.
white man, the justice hounded on the blackfellow in very foul language. Ought the
conviction of that magistrate to be upheld
under the circumstances?
Mr. FISHER said he was astonished at
the language just used by the last speaker
respecting one who held the position of a
justice of the peace. The honorable member
talked of having had further evidence placed
before him, but what sort or evidence was
it ? The evidence given berore the magis.
trates was upon oath, and the witnesses were

362

[ASSEMBLY.]

liable to cross-examination. Could the same
be said of the testimony on which the honorI;tblememberrelied? Undoubtedly it could be
regarded as only mere hearsay, and therefore
what the honorable member cited as justifying
him in putting his name to the recommendation was no justification whatever. He
(Mr. Fisher) accepted the Chief Secretary's
explanation, but it was to be extremely
rogretted that the ordinary legal course W!1S
;not followed. No doubt the SolicitorGeneral was the Minister who ought to have
dealt with the case. There was a good deal
of rational foundation for the questions of
the honorable member for Villiers and
Heytesbury (Mr. Anderson), because the
position anddecisions of justices ought not to
be lightly interfered with. Besides, he (Mr.
Fisher) happened to have some personal experience of the bench of magistrates alluded
to, and he could bear witness that it was a
particularly good one, and conducted its
busines~, as·a rule, most admirably. Again,
the letter to the Chief Secretary asked that
the. a~)original's sentence should be comn~.y.te{~ to a week's imprisonment, whereas
lie ',{as not allowed to be longer than three
"Uays. in gaol. There was no need to push
the matter further, but it would become
honorable members if, before putting their
names to a recommendation like the present,
they looked into the matter with some care,
and went on something better than mere
hearsay testimony. The honorable member
for vVest Bourke (Mr. Deakin) did not name
the magistrate he nJluded to, but surely it
was improper for him to attack the character
of a justice even in the way he did.
Mr. ZOX stated that, being a justice
bimself, he would be one of the last to cast
a reflection upon any of his fellow magistrates, and therefore he wished to explain
why he signed the recommendation. Certainly he did not do so without previous
deliberation and inquiry. And what were the
facts? He would inform the House that a
fortnight or three weeks elapsed between
the committal of the offence and the offender
being taken into custody. ( " No.") He had
seen both the summons and the information, and had therefore good grounds for
what he was saying. He was also assured
that Mr. Stricldand condoned the man's
offence in the presence of witnesses. The
man admitted that he had been intoxicated,
and expressed his regret for what he had
done, whereupon Mr. Strickland shook
hands with him, and told him that his misdeed was condoned. Surely it was too
lUuch that, in tho face of all this, the
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man should be arrested some fifteen or
twenty days afterwards, and finally sentenced to a month's imprisonment. Again,
the blackfellow was badly treated, inasmuch
as when civilized men were punished for
drunkenness they were merely fined. Were
the aborigines to be dealt with harshly
because they were thought to be poor uncivilized creatures? The fact was that the
affairs of the Coranderrk station required
looking into. There were cliques in the
Aboriginal Board. (Mr. Cameron-" How
do you know that ?") It was sufficient
for him that he did know it. Possibly
it would have been better had the Chief
Secretary followed a more regular course,
but the result would assuredly have been
the same. There could be no doubt that,
when the aboriginal was liberated, he had
already received ample punishment for his
misdemeanors.
.
Mr. CAMERON remarked that he was
perfectly satisfied with the explanation of
the Chief Secretary with respect to the
insult apparently cast upon the bench of
magistrates who decided Punch's case. It
did not, however, come well from the honor~
a ble member for West Bourke (Mr . Deakin)
to impute motives to two of those magistrates by saying that, because they were
members of the Coranderrk Inquiry Board,
they could not honestly adjudicate in Punch's
case. As a matter of fact, the honorable
member was himself chiefly instrumental in
getting those gentlemen appointed to that
board. The late Chief Secretary would, un~
doubtedly, bear him (Mr. Cameron) out iq
saying that it was the honorable member for
West Bourke who urged the late Administration to select those two gentlemen. It
was surprising to find an honorable member
like the honorable member for East Melbourne (Mr. Zox) representing Punch as
unjustly treated. The fact was the man
got drunk on Easter Monday, and then
went home, procured a gun and a knife,
and forthwith threatened the lives of his
wife and the manager of the station. A
policeman was sent for, but, inasmuch as the
Healesville court would not be held for
three weeks, the manager decided on his
own responsibility to let the man be at large
until the court sat, and then have him
summoned. It seemed hardly fair for the
honorable member to make the statement he
did, seeing that he had received from him
(Mr. Cameron) a full explanation of the
actual circumstances of the case. Moreover, the honorable member then admitted
that he had been misled by the sweet voice
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of a certain lady.' With respect to the
adjudicating magistrn,tes, it might be mentioned thn,t resolutions upholding their position, and ben,ring testimony to their ability
and integrity, had been cn,rried at a number
of public meetings held in the Coranderrk
district, where they were highly esteemed
n,nd respected.
Mr. DO,V observed that when the
honomble member for Villiers and Heytesbury (Mr. Anderson) gn,ve notice of his
questions, he felt convinced that they had
been dictated by an individual who was very
closely connected with the present disorganized state of the Ooranderrk stn,tion. The
third question wn,s whether it wn,s intended
to retn,in Oomnderrk n,s an n,boriginal station;
and he regarded this persistent attempt on
the part of a body calling themselye:3 the
protectors of the blacks to "chivy" -to
borrow a term in use in a popular playthe unfortunate aborigines from Ooranderrk
as not only n, disgrace to that body, but
as rapidly becoming a disgrn,ce to the
whole colony. These poor people had been
" chivied" for a long series of yen,rs, n,nd
therefore it was no wonder thn,t they were
occn,sionn,lly provoked to breaches of the
peace. If the people quartered n,t 001'andel'rk were not of the superior class of
aborigines-if they were not n, peculiarly
law-n,biding people-there would have been
trouble at thn,t station before this. There
had been a determined n,ttempt, ever since
the dn,ys of Brough Smyth, to shift the
blacks from Ooranderrk-a station which
was given them by a former Governor of the
colony-and they would not be shifted.
With regard to the man Punch, he (Mr.
Dow) could say, from long personal acquaintance with him, that he was one of the
quietest and most mildly-disposed blacks in
the colony. Nothing could possibly provoke
him to a breach of the peace but a long and
persistent "chivying," which would exaspOl'ate anyone. His wife had made statutory
declaration to the effect that no woman could
have a better husband, and that there was
not the slightest scintilla of truth in the
miserable scandal which had been circulated.
(Mr. Duffy - " It was sworn before the
court that she could not stop in the house
with him.") But the reason why the man
had been "sat upon" was that he was no
leading man among his tribe, and had, from
the beginning, resisted the attempts to
remove the aborigines from Coranderrk.
About eight years ago, he (Mr. Dow) introduced to the then Ohief Secretary the man
Puneh and about a dozen other blacks who
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wished to enter their protest against being
hunted off the station which the Governor of
the colony gave them seventeen or eighteen
years ago-where many of them were married and where their children were bol'lland which they had been brought to recognise fiS their home. And he objected to
the blacks being shifted from Ooranderrk if
it was their wish to remain there. Since
the transmission to the Ohief Secretary of
the report of the board appointed to inquire
into the grievances at Oorandel'l'k, there
hfid been a disposition on the part of what
was called the black protectors' board to
take umbrage at whfit they considered the
unjustifiable interference of outsiders-meaning the gentlemen who formed the board of
inquiry, and particularly the lady who was
associated with them.
In fact, the
"Oentral Board for the Protection of the
Aborigines" thought the whole thing Ulljustifiable. They pretended to know what
was best to· be done with the blacks, and
that best appeared to be to hunt them from
Ever since the
the Oorandel'rk station.
publication of the report of the board of
inquiry, Punch had been" sat upon" by the
officers-and particularly one officer-of the
Oentral Board. Punch had been reprosented as a mischief-making black-mischiefmaking because he would not hold his tongue
under oppression-and attempts had been
made, from time to time, to provoke him to
commit breaches or the peace. At the place
where Punch was supplied with liquor,
advantage was taken or the opportunity to
aggravate matters as much as possible.
Then again, when the black, Martin Simpson,. was fighting a white fellow on the racecourse, a justice of the peace, closely associated with the society engaged in the
"chivying" process, called upon the white man
to "give it to the black b--." There
was no doubt that so long as Ooranderrk
remained under its present management,
there could be no possible remedy for the
disorganization which was going on. He
believed the Goyernment and the Central
Board were unanimous in recommending
that the management should be changed;
and he wanted to know why it had not Leen
changed. Why was a certain officer, who
was admitted on all hands not to be fit for
his position, not i-emoved? The ATgu8
newspaper had intimated that that officer
was not competent for his position. Yet
that officer dictated the question which had
been put upon the notice-paper, and also
wrote a letter reflecting upon a lady who
took a very deep interest in the welfare of
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the aborigines, because she was the widow
of a gentleman who, at one time, occupied
a station on which many of these blacks were
born. In fact, some of the blacks looked
upon this lady as their real protector; and,
because Punch presumed to go to that lady
and detail his grievances, the board that
were nominally the protectors but really the
oppressors of the blacks were at once "on"
to him. The officer he (Mr. Dow) had referred to was the main officer of the Central
Board-in fact, he was the board-but he
was wholly out of his element in that position.
That officer wrote the following to a female
aboriginal-a good-looking half-caste-at
Coranderrk shortly after a visit was made
to that station by the board of inquiry
nppointed by the Government : "My dear Jenny,-I am sending you up a
Persian cord dress, the same kind as you had
before; also some crape and a straw hat. I am
sorry to say you will have to sign for it, as your
friend Mrs. Bon said the last Persian cord I sent
you up was not for the blacks. Of course you
and I know that is an infamous lie, but a lie
even out of the mouth of a person like Mrs.
Bon is believed by some people-those who don't
know her.
" I hope you got home safely, and are living
happily with Sam.
" Your friend,
"A. M. PAGE.
" Temple Court, January 24, 1882."

As a matter of fact, he believed that
"Jenny" never saw a Persian cord dress
either before or after. Now Mrs. Bon
belonged to one of the oldest and most
respectable families in Victoria. She was a
lady who, like a number of other ladies in
Melbourne, spent her time and money in
going round the city-without any flourish
of trumpets, but in a quiet unassuming
way-and alleviating human suffering; and
yet, according to Captain Page, Mrs. Bon
was a person who could tell an "infamous
lie," and was at the bottom of the disorganization at the Coranderrk station. One
cause of the disorganization was the system
of white propagation that was going on, and
which, if allowed to continue, would render
necessary the maintenance of the station
for ever and ever. One suggestion of the
board of inquiry was that a stop should be
put to the white element at the station;
that the half-castes should be drafted off to
service, and that the station should be left
entirely to the blacks. Of course, when
the blacks died out, the land would be
available for building sites, hop gardens,
and other purposes; but in the meanwhile
the blacks should be allowed to remain in
undisturbed possession, instead of being
"chivied," as Captain Page would" chivy"
Mr,Dow.
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them,' into moving on. If peace and quiet ..
ness were to prevail at Coranderrk, and an
end be put to such scandals as had been
narrated, the persistent attempt to drive
away the aborigines must be dropped and
unfit officers like Captain Page must be re~
moved. Captain Page might be an admirable
man in some walks of life, but as long as
he was connected with the aborigines there
would be a continuance of the unfortunate
squabbles which had embittered the lives of
those poor people. Surely, however, after
their land had been taken from them, they
should be allowed to spend their days in
peace on a spot which they had learnt to
regard as their home.
Mr. SHIELS said he was at a loss to
understand what Captain Page had to do
with the matter brought under the notice
of the House by the honorable member
for Villiers and Heytesbury (Mr. Ander..
son). The case was a very simple one:
it was that a black, having got drunk,
was brought before the police court, and
received a well-deserved punishment. This
was not the first time the man had been
brought before the court for the offence
of getting drunk, and, when drunk, indulging in threatening language and violence
towards those with whom he was brought
in contact. The court was held only
once a month, and, the offence having
been committed a week after the holding of
one court, it was three weeks after the
offence was committed that the case was
dealt with. That showed that the black
was subjected to lenient treatment. And
Punch was warned by the magistrates. that
the next time he came before the court he
would receive a rigorous sentence, and that
therefore it behoved him to restrain himself
and keep within due bounds. As to the
irrelevant matter about the letter to " my
pretty Jane," imported into the discussion
by the honorable member for Kara Kara, it
was only so much waste of time.
Mr. McKEAN remarked that the motion
for tho adjournment of the House afforded
him an opportunity of showing how differently the Crown law officers meted out
justice as between a black man and a white
man. Not long since he was called upon
professionally to appeal against a decision
of Mr. Priestly, a magistrate, at Richmond.
Mr. Priestly had heard on Monday, which
was not a court day, a charge against two
young men of being drunk and disorderly.
Upon this charge he committed them for
three months each. He also fined them for
improper conduct towards a constable while
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'hey were under arrest. The facts were
submitted to him (Mr . McKean), and
he recommended the friends to appeal.
Both young men determined to appeal
to the Melbourne General Sessions, but only
one could find the necessary meaus. The
appeal was successful. The Chairman
(Judge Cope) ruled that the arrest was
improper and the sentence was illegal, and
so the appellant received his discharge.
But th'e other prisoner remained in gaol,
and probably was there now, although the
facts were brought under the notice of the
Crown law officers. However, in lhe case
which had just come under the consideration
of the House-that of an aboriginal who
was sentenced to one month's imprisonment
for drunkenness-it appeared that a lady had
only to interest herself and use her influence
on his behalf and the man was discharged
right off, without any reference whatever
being made to the magistrates who heard
the case. A great deal of abuse had been
poured upon Mrs. Bon for her action in the
matter. When Minister of Lands, he (Mr.
McKean) was brought into contact with
Mrs. Bon with reference to matters pertaining to a station, and he must say that a
better business lady he never met. He was
pleased to find she took the interest she did
in the aborigines.
Mr. NIMMO said he was not well acquainted with the question which was under
discussion, but he had learnt that a black
man had been sentenced to imprisonment
for being intoxicated, and that another
black man had been beaten by a white man,
who was encouraged to do so by a certain
justice of the peace. The honorable member
for East Melbourne (Mr. Zox) had referred
to the black people as "these poor uncivilized creatures." (Mr. Zox-" I said
we think them so.") He did not know
what the honorable member meant by "we."
He was of opinion that the black fellows
were better civilized than the white people
who gave them drink; and he believed they
would have been better and happier if white
people had never come to the colony. The
white people had not only got possession of
the land which belonged to the black people
and their forefathers from time immemorial,
but were demoralizing those black people.
He hoped the Government would see that
no intoxicating liquors-no white poisonswere allowed within the precincts of the
aboriginal stations. He further hoped that
the magistrate who encouraged a white
ruffian to beat one of the natural owners of
the soil would not be allowed to carry
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" J.P." after his name. Finally, he desirell
to say that he would be glad to act on a
board, with any body of gentlemen, to
inquire into the merits of the case.
Mr. LONGMORE contended that the
attack upon the character of Mrs. Bon made
by Captain Page, the secrctary to the Central
Board for the Protection of the Aborigines,
utterly unqualified him for the position
which he occupied, and therefore he ought
to be dismissed. Mrs. Bon was a lady
whose character would stand the test of any
examination; and a ruffianly attack made
upon that lady's character by a civil servant
was a thing which the Government should
not stand for one moment. (Mr. Grant"He has apologized.") But what apology
could be sufficient reparation for such an
act? Did not the Chief Secretary see that
the object Captain Page had in view was to
bring Mrs. Bon into discredit with the
black people for the purpose of increasing
his own power over them? It was an outrage for any civil servant to be allowed to
write such a letter about a lady who had
taken the greatest possible interest in the
blacks for the last twenty-five or thirty
years. Mrs. Bon was looked up to by every
black man and woman on the Coranderrk
station as no other lady or gentleman was
looked up to, simply because she had fed,
clothed, and instructed them, and done every
other possible thing she could for them, and
all this not by means of Government money,
but out of her own pocket. For a snob of
a man to blacken her character, if only inferentially, was something intolerable. The
Chief Secretary should not be content with
an apology in the case, but should deal
summarily with the offender.
Mr. W. M. CLARK said he was able to
endorse the remarks of the honorable member for Ripon with respect to Mrs. Bon.
Personally he had known Mrs. Bon for
twenty-three years. He knew her when she
had a station at Mansfield. She was always
known for the interest she manifested about'
the blacks. In fact, it might be said that,
from the time she came to the colony, she
had taken the blacks under her wing. He
considered it a disgrace that a public servant
should be allowed to write such letters as
that which had been read about any lady.
Mr. MASON suggested that in view of
the complaints of mismanagement at COl'anderrk, which had prevailed for a number of
years, it would be well to remove the blacks
at present located there to the Gippsland.
stations, The Ramahyuck station, and the.
station at Lake Tyers under the Rev. F. A.-
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Hagenaur, a German missionary, were both
managed in a most creditable manner; and
the blacks now at Coranderrk could be made
very comfortable there. Considering the
laxity of management and the continued
squabbling, Oor::mderrk seemed like a house
divided against itself, and he thought the
Government would be exercising a wise discretion in breaking up t~ establishment.
Mr. ANDERSON stated that he would
yield to no man in his desire to see the
black population of the colony properly
treated.
He had been acquainted with
them for 40 years, and he probably knew as
much about their manners, customs, and
habits as most honorable members. It was
a singular fact that, though there were
several stations under the control of the
Oentral Board for the Protection of the
Aborigines, Coranderrk was the only one
where any difficulty existed. (Mr. Deakin"No.") No difficulty was experienced by
the board in connexion with the management of any of the other stations. There
were two reasons why Coranderrk had been
so troublesome to manage-one arose from
its close proximity to Healesville and publichouses, and the other was the determination of a number of people to get Mr. Green
re-appointed as manager. The board did
not dismiss Mr. Green, but he resigned.
He was offered the re-appointment, but he
refused it-he would not accept it unless
he was allowed to have absolute control over
the station, the board to have no voice in
its management. - The board, of course,
would not consent to such terms. It was
pcrfectly true that during the last few years
the board had been desirous to have the
station abolished, because it was so close to
Healesville, and also because the humidity
of the climate was unsuited to the blacks.
At the present time there was only one of
the pure-blooded blacks of the whole Yarra
Flats dis~rict at Coranderrk, and a humid
climate was injurious to the health of such
of the aborigines as were located at the
station. In fact, Coranderrk was not
suitable as a home for them. The honorable member for Ripon and the honorable
member for Kara Kara had been rather
severe in their strictures upon the gentleman who held office under the board as
inspector and secretary. When- he (Mr.
Anderson) first became a member of the
board, he was just as much prejudiced
against that gentleman as the honorable
members for Ripon and Kara Kara now
were, and very possibly by the same influences.
He was on more than one
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occasion interviewed by Mrs. Bon, and he
received letters from aborigines complaining
of Captain Page. He had since visited
several of the stations, and had conversed
with tho managers and many of the aborigines, and the uniform testimony he heard
was that Captain Page was far and away
the best man who had ever filled the office
of inspector and secretary. As tq the letter
which he wrote about Mrs. Bon, Oaptain Page
was very sorry for it, but it was drawn out
of him by a persecution. He was" chivied,"
to use the language of the honorable member
for Kara Kara, into doing what, upon calm
reflection, he admitted that he ought not to
have done. The board called upon him to
make an ample apology to Mrs. Bon, which
he did. The board had a most difficult task
to perfol'm in connexion with the management of Coranderrk; it had been rendered
ten times more difficult than it would otherwise have been by t.he interference of outside people; and the last action of the
Government had intensified it beyond calculation. The man Punch was an avowed
bully; he was a big man, weighing 17 01'
18 stone. He was by no means deficient
in intelligence; he knew his way about as
well as many white men; but, when under
the influence of liquor, he was a perfect
maniac-he had no control over himself.
The honorable member for East Melbourne
(Mr. Zox) evidently could not understand
the condition in which Punch was on
the night of the races. After he got home
to the station his wild character developed
itself in an attempt to shoot his wife, and it
was with the greatest possible difficulty that
he was restrained fl'om taking her life. She
had to flee from her house, and he then ran
up and down the station like a maniac,
declaring that he would have the manager's
life. It had been said that the offence was
condoned by the manager, but that was not
the case. Next day, Punch asked tho
manager to forgive him, and shake hands
with him, and the latter said-" As far as
I am personally concerned I forgive you,
but I cannot tell what others will do."
The manager was in duty bound to report to
the board what had occurred, and, when his
report was received, the board held a meeting
and resolved t.hat Punch should be taken
before the police court and prosecuted for his
offence. There was no delay on the part of
the board; the only delay that occurred
arose from the fact of a court only being
held occasionally at Healesville. Punch
was sentenced to one month's imprisonment
for his outrageous conduct, and no sooner
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was the sentence passed upon him than some
of his sympathizers set to work to get him
released from gaol. It was stated that, in
sentencing Punch to a month's imprisonment with hard labour for being drunk and
riotous, the magistrates failed to exercise
a proper amount of discrimination, but on
the same day, before the same bench of
magistrates, a white woman, charged with
being drunk and disorderly, and using
abusive language, was sentenced to three
months' imprisonment. Her offence was
not nearly so bad as that committed by
Punch, and yet the black man was set at
liberty long before he completed the term
of imprisonment to which he was sentenced.
The Chief Secretary seemed to have been
" chivied" into ad vising the Governor to
release him. He (Mr. Anderson) would tell
the House where the "chivying" came
from. It came from the Age. The honorable
member for Kara Kara was "chivied" by the
Age, the honorable member for vVest Bourke
(Mr. Deakin) was" chivied" by the Age, and
the Age was "chivied" by NIrs. Bon.
Mr. DOvV said he was connected with
the "chivying" process for the proper
trea.tment of the aborigines before he became
connected with the Age. That newspaper
had nothing to do with his "chivying" in
the matter.
Mr. LAURENS remarked that, however
good might be the motives and intentions
of the gentlemen who endorsed the suggestion that the sentence passed on Punch
should be commuted, he held that Members
of Parliament ought not to interfere by
means of petitions with the exercise of the
prerogative of mercy by the Crown. He
also presumed that the law ,was equally applicable to black people and white people;
Bnd, as a magistrate, he knew it was the
practice of the Law department, before interfering with a sentence passed by a bench
of magistrates, to communicate with the
justices who had adjudicated upon the case.
He must express his disapproval that in this
instance there had been a departure from
that practice.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY suggested that
the Speaker, a.s chairman of the Standing
Orders Committee, should call that committee together for the purpose of devising
some means of dealing with the bad practice, which prevailed in previous sessions,
Of wasting time by the discussion of various
subjects without notice, on motions for the
adjournment of the House. It was manifest, from what had taken place that evening, that the same objectionable system
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would be frequently repeated this fjession
unless steps were taken to prevent it. He
hoped that the Standing Orders Committee
would be called together as soon as possible,
to consider the desirability of stopping this
abuse of the privileges of Parliament by
renewing the standing order which was in
force last session, or finding some even better
remedy.
Mr. MIRAMS observed that the waste
of time which had occurred that evening did
not demand the calling together of the
Standing Orders Committee, or the adoption of any such regulation as the one to
which the honorable member for Belfast
referred. If the honorable member for
Villiers and Heytesbury (Mr. Anderson)
had confined himself to simply asking the
question which stood on the notice-paper in
his name, the matter would have terminated
with the answering of the question, and the
waste of time which had ensued would have
been avoided. The honorable member,
however, presumed to go into particulars
which he considered facts, and that compelled other honorable members to make
rebutting statements, and gave rise to discussion.
Mr. RICHARDSON said he agreed
with the general principle that the Government ought to be very careful as to interfering with the course of justice, but he
presumed that in this case the Chief Secretary saw it was important that the matter
should be dealt with speedily, and no doubt,
at the proper time, h~ would be in a position
to justify the action he took. It was desirable to call the attention of the Premier
to the demoralized state of the House that
night. The honorable gentleman had, from
time to time, said a great deal about conducting the business of the House and the
country, but, if what had occurred that.
evening was a specimen of the way in which
business was to be conducted, there was not
likely to be much legislation during the
session. Even Coranderrk could not exhibit
such a specimen of demoralization as had
been witnessed in the Legislative Assembly
that evening, and it had all arisen from
the Government not promptly answering a
question which was put to them. He regretted
that a discussion had taken place on
that occasion about Punch. The proper
course to adopt, before bringing the matter
under the notice of the House, would have
been to wait until the report of the board appointed to inquire into the management of
Coranderrk station was considered, and
then the whole question could be discussed
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on its merits, As, however, the attention
of the House had been called to the subject,
he had no hesitation in saying that he
thought the honorable member for Villiers
and Heytesbury (Mr. Anderson) had taken
up a very unworthy position in defending
Captain Page after evidence had been given
that that gentleman was quite unfit for the
office he filled. The honorable member said
that, when he first became a member of the
Central Board for the Protection of the
Aborigines, he was prejudiced by Mrs. Bon
against Captain Page, but it appeared that he
subsequently succumbed to the influence of
Captain Page and became prejudiced against
Mrs. Bon. (Mr. Anderson-" No.") ~ The
honorable member had shown that he was
exceedingly weak-minded. The Chief Secretaryought to have instructed the board to
dismiss Captain Page at once, after the
letter written by that gentleman which had
been read to the House by the honorable
member for Kara Kara. The Coranderrk
station was inhabited almost entirely by
half-castes, and did the honorable member
for Villiers and Heytesbury know who
were responsible for those half-castes? He
could tell the honorable member who
were responsible for them. He could
furnish to the House a list of the putative
fathers of those children. If he were to
produce such a list, and if he were asked by
the Speaker to lay it on the table, and if the
House took the document into consideration
along with the letter of Captain Page reflecting on Mrs. Bon, a very different complexion would be put upon the matterfrom
that in which some honorable members
seemed to regard it. It would be found
that there were gentlemen occupying positions in this country who were responsible
for half-castes at Coranderrk, and that they
had not taken the responsibility upon themselves, but had placed it upon the State.
He felt it his duty to say this after the
attack which had been made upon Mrs. Bon.
A general titter ran through the' Ministerial side of the House when black Punch
and the other black people of Coranderrk
were spoken of. Honorable members could
express sympathy with the persecuted Jews
in Russia, and they could sympathize with
the people of Ireland in deeds that would
make angels blush; but when reference was
made to the poor blacks of Coranderrk, who
were living in misery created by other
persons, and suffering persecutions at the
hands of civil servants of this country, a
titter ran through one side of tho Housethere was a titter on the fnces of men who
Mr. Richardson.
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ought to relieve the State from the responsibility of supporting the half-castes at Coranderrk. (Mr. Cameron-" A lot of the
half-castes come from the honorable member's district.") He knew where they came
from. He could tell the honorable member
who were reputed to be their fathers, and
the honorable member knew that he could
do so. (Mr. Cameron-" You never admitted to me that you knew that.") He
had seen some of the half-castes, and one of
them was exceedingly good-looking. He
could tell the honorable member that, if they
were produced at the bar of the House, he
would see a striking re'Semblance to some of
those upon whose faces there was a titter a
short time ago. He trusted that when this
question came before the House at the
proper time, it would receive the grave consideration which it demanded. In his
opinion, nothing would satisfy justice unless
the board which at present presided over the
aborigines was removed, and when that was
done the country would have to thank Mrs~
Bon for having accomplished it.
Mr. HARRIS expressed the hope that
the Government would seriously consider
the desirability of removing the blacks from
Coranderrk to Lake Tyers, or some other
station. He was convinced that, as long as
they remained at Coranderrk, there would
always be difficulties in the way of their
proper management.
Mr. LANGRIDGE intimated that he
intended to say something about Coranderrk
when the report of the boaI'll appointed to
inquire into the management of that station
was dealt with by the House. He had been
to Coranderrk, and from what he had seen
there he was convinced that the complaints
about it were well-founded.
Mr. PEARSON rose to order. He had
asked the Minister of Railways a question,
but had not received any answer to it.
The SPEAKER.-There is no question
before the House except the question of
ad journment.
The motion for the adjournment of tho
House was then put and negatived.
The SPEAKER.-The honorable member for Castlemainej (Mr. Pearson), who
moved the adjournment of the House, asked
the Minister of Railways a question with
respect to ~ an order for certain railway
carriages; the honorable member for Ballarat ",Vest (Mr. Fincham), who seconded
the motion, made a statement in regard to
the formation of the present Government;
and other honorable members entered into a
discussion as to certain matters cOllnected.'
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stated that he
with the Ooranderrk Aboriginal Station,
about which a question had previously . knew nothing about the fitness of the
been asked and answered. The honorable Alligato1' for the work, nor about the mismember for North Gippsland (Mr. McKean) hap which occurred the other day, beyond
took advantage of the motion to ask whether what he had read in the newspapers. He
a black prisoner had not received greater would communicate with the Public Works
consideration than a white one. Again, and Customs departments, to ascertain
some honorable members suggested that the whether the dredge was considered suitable
blacks at Ooranderrk should be removed to for the work required to be done in the
Gippsland, and others suggested that the South Channel. He might point out, howmanager of the Gippsland blacks should ever, that, for some distance, the South
be transferred to Coranderrk. Altogether Channel had become more or .less shallow,
five or six different propositions were placed and this portion required to be dredged to
before the House, on none of which the obtain a depth of 28 feet or 30 feet. Not
House could possibly arrive at any con- only was this necessary for the trade of the
clusion on a motion for adjournment. It port, but also to enable large vessels, such
was suggested the other evening that the as H.M.S. lVelson for instance, which was
standing order in force last session with expected here in October, to come safely
respect to motions for adjournment should into Hobson's Bay.
be re-enacted, and to-night the honorable
Mr. A. T. CLARK said he would be
member for Belfast has recommended that quite satisfied if the opinion of Captain
"he Standing Orders Committee be called Anderson, of the Despatch, was taken with
together for the purpose of considering the reference to the matter.
subject. I hope that if the House does reenact the standing order it will be made
LANDS DEPARTMENT.
more stringent than it was last session,
Mr. LEVIEN asked the Minister of
because I am sure honorable members will
Lands if he was aware that a number of
agree with me that these motions for adjournment frequently lead to a total waste selections were stayed in consequence of the
Railway department objecting, and what
of time. I have no power, as Speaker, to
course he would take in relation thereto?
remedy the evil. I hope the House will
come to some determination to give the Great inconvenience was being suffered by
Speaker power to prevent the extraordinary applicants for selections owing to objecwaste of time for which facility is offered by tions raised by the Railway department,
and he hoped the Minister of Lands
these motions for adjournment.
would take some steps to have the difficulty
removed.
DREDGING OPERATIONS.
Mr. W. MADDEN observed that he was
Mr. A. T. CLARK remarked that he
understood that the Government, notwith- now in communication with the Minister of
standing what had already occurred, intended Railways on the subject, and he hoped that
to insist on sending the dredge Alligator to a satisfactory settlement would shortly be
dredge in the South Channel. He thought arrived at.
Mr. DOW movedthe proceeding would be a most dangerous
one to the lives of those on board, and he
"That there be laid before this House all the
hoped the Government would obtain some papers in connexion with the selection of James
0'
Donoghue, in the parish of Gre Gre, under the
reliable advice before taking such a step. 19th
section of the Land Act."
He greatly feared that if such a vessel as
The
motion was agreed to.;
the Alligator was sent to perform such work,
Mr. MIRAMS movedfor which she was quite unfit, some serious
accident would occur. When he was Minis"That there be laid before this House a. reshowing-I. The total amount paid by
ter of Customs, he asked the Harbour Trust turn
selectors to the State during the nine months
to allow the department the use of a dredge ending 31st March last. 2. The portion of this
competent to do this work, but they refused amount which was for current instalments. 3.
portion which was for arrears of instalto do so, and, as the nominees of the mer- The
ments which have been paid by selectors who
chants of Melbourne declined to assist in a still retain their holdings. 4. The portion which
matter which concerned the trade of the was paid by selectors whose holdings have been
transferred during the nine months, or are in
port, he thought the Government had no process
of transference. 5. The number and
reason to go out of their way and endanger area of the selections so transferred or being
human life by sending an unsuitable vessel transferred."
to ~he South Ohannel.
The motion was ttgreed to,
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PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
Mr. FISHER moved"That there be laid before this House a return
showing the estimated cost of erecting the palatial
structure at St. Kilda to be used as a State
school."
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. MIRAMS moved"That there be laid before this House a copy
of the minutes of proceedings, together with the
reportof the conference of State school inspectors,
which lately sat to consider the question of providing instruction in State schools to children
under six years of age."
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. G RANT laid the papers on the table.
Mr. LANGRIDGE (in the absence of
Major S?tUTH) moved" That there be laid before this House are·
turn showing-I. The number of State school
teachers who have been dismissed from the
public service by each Minister since the present Education Acts came into operation, and
the cause of such dismissal. 2. The number of
teachers whose services have been dispensed
with by each Minister in consequence of their
not having passed the necessary examination."
The motion was agreed to.
MINING LEASES.
Mr. WILLIAMS moved"That there be laid·before this House a return
showing the number of applications that have
been made for the consolidation of gold mining
leases, their area and locality, the number refused
and granted, and also the number of leases forfeited for non-compliance with the labour covenants only, from the 30th August, 1880, to the
30th A priJ, 1882, and by whom such applications
for consolidations were refused or granted, and
llY whom such leases were forfeited for non-fulfilment of the labour covenants."
The motion was agreed to.
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. MIRAMS moved"That there be laid before this House a return
showing-I. The income of the Hobson's Bay
Railway for the fifteen months ending B1st
March, 1882. 2. The expenditure, divided under
the heads of management, intere~t, repairs, and
new works. 8. The rate per cent. of the profit
orloss (as the case may be) upon the transaction."
Mr. BENT suggested that the honorable
member for Collingwood (Mr. Mimms)
should postpone the motion until the allnual
report of the Railway department, which,
on this occasion, would be ready before the
end of the financial ycar, was presented to
the House.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. MIRAMS (in the absence of Mr.
McKEAN) movec1" That there be laid before this House a tabulated return showing-1. The divisions or departments into which the railway system. is
divided. 2. The names of the officers who have
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charge of these divisions, and the duties superintended by these officers. 8. The number of
officers under their control."
The motion was agreed to.
ADMINISTRATION OF
THE RAILvVAY DEPARTMENT.
SELECT COMMITTEE.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said-Mr. Speaker,
before the Government business is called on,
I desire to move, on behalf my colleague, the
Minister of Railways, for a select committee
of inquiry. I may say that this is a matter
on which I hold a different opinion from my
colleague. Although there is a precedent
for pursuing this course, I myself personally think that it is a precedent which would
be more honoured in not being followed on
the present occasion.
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-I rise to a point
of order. I submit that notice should be
given of a motion of this kind. I intend
to vote against any committee being appointed.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-It is a matter
of privilege.
The SPEAKER.-I think the honorable member for Williamstown is undoubtedly right. This is not a matter of privilege
pressing on the House, and therefore, as an
objection has been raised, the Premier must
give notice of his motion.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I would point
out to the House that this is a matter
personally affecting the honour of one of its
members. It is therefore a matter which
ought to have precedence over all other
business, and in that aspect I would ask
the House to allow me to now move for a
select committee. Last night there were a
large number of honorable members who
wished for a select committee in another
shape, and I stated then that when the
motion then proposed was dealt with, I, on
behalf of my colleague and at his request,
would move for a select committee.
I
understood that that course was one which
the majority of the House desired to be
taken. I ask therefore that, as a question
of privilege and a matter affecting the personal honour of a member, I may be
allowed to propose the motion now.
Mr. FINCHAM.-I do not wish to
impede business in any way or to interfere
unfairly, but I would point out that the
I-louse should be acquainted with the terms
of the motion which the Premier desires
to propose; and to attempt to move it now
would be taking the House by surprise, as
no doubt the motion will be different in
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some respects from that which I brought
forward.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Let us hear it
£l'st, and then decide.
Mr. FlNOHAlVI.-l submit that it would
be better to afford time for the consideration
of the motion and of the names of the proposed committee. If necessary, I can show
that on a similar occasion in 1869, when
there was an inquiry to be instituted into the
alleged maladministration of the Lands
department-the present Ohief Secretary
being then Minister of Lands-and certain
accusations were made against Members of
Parliament, and of corruption in connexion
with the administration of the department,
one of the members who was accnsed got
up-The SPEAKER.-If the motion is objected to, notice must be given.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Of course, Mr.
Speaker, I bow to your ruling, but I would
point out that lIiay, in discussing the question or precedence in regard to matters or
privilege, says"But in other cases, equally affecting the
privileges of the House, but of less immediate
urgency, the matter is ordinarily brought forward at the commencement of public business.
Such priority is conceded on the assumption
that the earliest opportunity has been taken for
bringing such a question before the House; and
that the dignity of the House demands its immediate considei'ation."

The SPEAKER.-The word "orcHnarily" means when the House consents.
The practice of the Honse is usually to
consent to such motions being moved without notice, but, if it does not consent, notice
must be given.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-l beg to say
that I have looked up the practice of the
House of Oommons in cases of this kind, and
I have fonnd that invariably, when a member
of the House is assailed and his honour impugned, he at once demands a committee,
and it is invariably granted by the House
of Oommons there and then.
Mr. MUNRO.-But he did not do so
in this case.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-The practice
was followed so far that the Minister of
Railways, on the first occasion he was assailed, said he wanted an inquiry.
The SPEAKER.-Then, in accordance
with the practice which the honorable member
for Belfast alludes to, the committee should
have been granted at that time.
Sir J.O'SHANASSY.-There would
have been no precedent for such a course in
this case, because a debate on another sub..;
ject was in progress when the charges were
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mentioned. The honorable member, however, took the earliest opportunity of
soliciting a eommittee of inquiry, and therefore I consider the question is practically
before the House. What will be the
inconvenience in moving for a committee
now?
The SPEAKER.-None at all; but
members object. .
Sir J. O'SHAN ASSY.-l think it is
only fair to hear the terms of the motion,
and the names of the committee, and then
it will be in the power of the House to
postpone dealing with the matter until
Tuesday. If any large number of members
object to the terms of the motion, or to the
names of the committee, I have no doubt
that the honorable gentleman who has
charge of the motion will agree to let it
stand over until Tuesday.
lVIr. A. T. OLARK.-l desire to raise
another point of order. I wish to ask
whether it is possible for the Premier to
propose this motion, as it is absolutely the
same as that which the House negatived
last night?
The SPEAKER.-l have not heard the
motion yet.
.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN wa.s about to
propose the motion, when
The SPEAKER said-Honorable members will understand that if they allow the
motion to be proposed it will then be too
late'to object.
lVIr. P ATTERSON.-Then I object now.
I want to hear the terms of the motion, but
I am not going to take upon myself to
decide on those terms to-night. I can
understand the anxiety of the honorable
member for Belfast. But this matter will
have to be thought over and considered
calmly next Tuesday, and for that reason
we want to know the terms of the motion.
If the terms are identical with those of the
motion of the honorable member for Ballarat
'Vest (Mr. Fincham), and the Premier
simply means to propose some committee to
inquire into the matters mentioned in that
motion, of course there can be no objection,
but I believe the terms are completely
altered, and the motion is quite a different
one.
Mr. GRANT.-l submit that any question which affects the honour of a member
of the House, as this does, is a matter of
privilege, which requires no notice.
Mr. LEVIEN.-I consilleI' that the
motion cannot be put at. all. Is there any
precedent for a mot.ion of this sort? Arc
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we to stand by and allow a motion to be be most happy to put it, but, unless they do
passed questioning the honour of a member consent, I cannot.
of the Government? How can the GoMr. PATTERSON.-I would have no
vernment retain their position if this motion objection provided that, when the motion is
is carried? The whole thing is preposterous proposed, if any fault is found with it, it
in the extreme. We have declared, almost shall not be pressed to-night.
to a man, that there is no dishonour in the
The:SPEAKER.-When the motion has
matter, and are we going to put an honor- been proposed, it will be in the hands of the
able member on his trial while we declare House to adjourn the debate if it desires to
that he is innocent?
do so.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Who has deSir B. O'LOG HLEN.-I am very glad
Clared that?
that honorable members see that the fairest
Mr. LEVIEN.-Everybody has declared course to the Minister of Railways is that
it. I do not think any precedent can be this motion should be brought before the
found for a :committee to inquire into the House. As I have already said, it is at
personal honour of a member of the Govern- his strong and urgent request that the
ment while the Government continue to Cabinet have consented to take this course,
occupy their seats on the Treasury bench. because my own personal opinion is that it
The view which the Premier takes is un- will create an unfortunate precedent as far as
doubtedly the right one. If this House has constitutional government is concerned. The
confidence in the Government, they are en- precedent, I:lmow, has already existed, but
titled to occupy their position; if it declares thc more of these precedents that are made,
it has no confidence in anyone of them, or I think, the more unfortunate it will be for
in any act they have done, they should be the working out of constitutional governturned off the Treasury bench. I shall ment in this colony. The motion differs
vote against the motion in any shape or from that which was negatived last night
in so far that it is a motion to inquire into
form.
Mr. WRIXON.-I think the Govern- those matters which affect the personal
ment ought to be supported in the course honour of the Minister of Railways. I beg
they have taken, and that the Premier ought to movenot to be interrupted in bringing forward
"That a select committee be appointed to inthis motion. If the motion, when it is pro- quire into and report whether or not the Commissioner of Railways has been guilty of any
posed, is found to be objectionable in its corrupt conduct-(l) In connexion with the supterms, or if the members whom the Premier ply of ballast to the contractors for the Brighton
Elsternwick railway duplication contract; or
nominates on the committee are open to ob- and
(2) in connexion '\vith the [alteration of the
jection, I quite agree that the House ought specification of the Windsor and Elsternwick
to insist on the matter being adjourned, and railway duplication tenders; or (8) in connexion
with the disputes about the ballast supplied on
I have sufficient faith in the sense of justice the
Caulfield and Mordialloc line of railway; or
on both sides of the House to believe that (4) whether any such corrupt conduct was the
in such a case the adjournment would be cause of the retirement of the late Engineer-inChief, Mr. Elsdon; such committee to consist of
carried. I really think, however, that after the
following members :-Mr. Anderson, Mr.
all the discussion which has been raised Bell, Mr. Fisher, Mr. Nimmo, Mr. Robertson,
Officer, Mr. Wheeler, three to form a quoabout this matter, and the demand that has Mr.
rum, and to have power to call for persons,
been made for an inquiry, when the Govern- papers, and records, and to move from place to
ment come forward, and offer an inquiry, place."
we ought to accept their proposal as far as I think honorable members will see that
we can, and then if any real difficulty arises, whatever personal corruption has been
there can be an adjournment.
charged against the Minister of Railways
The SPEAKER.-The motion can only has been carefully covered in the motion.
be proposed with the leave of the House. I The motion is to protect his personal honour,
am very sorry that there should be any ob- which he feels that no inquiry will affect,
jection, because, in my opinion, the motion and I am perfectly certain that when this
should be allowed to be brought forward, but inquiry is over it will be found that, although
if honorable members object I cannot go his personal honour has been assailed, it
beyond the rules of the House, and must will have been left unaffected by anything
require notice to be given. It is not a that has been brought forward.
matter of privilege pressing on the House
Mr. GRANT seconded the motion.
for immediate consideration, and therefore
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-The names of
notice can be given. If honorable members the committee will be put separately, I
will consent to the motion being put, I shall presume?

Supply of Ballast.

[MAY 18.J

The SPEAKER.-The portion of the
motion desiring the appointment of a committee will be first put to the House, and, if
the House adopts that portion, then the
names of the proposed committee will be
put.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Sir, I think the
Government have misunderstood the honorable member for Ballarat vVest (Mr.
Fincham). He never used the worcll!
"corrupt conduct" with regard to the
Minister of Railways. The whole of the
honorable member's speech was to the
effect that the Minister of Railways had
been indirectly guilty of gross impropriety.
That is the full extent of the charge against
him, but it has been strangely magnified by
the Premier. If a man is guilty of assault,
and you try him for murder, of course it is
certain that he will receive a verdict of " not
guilty." Is that the plan the Government
are desirous of adopting with regard to the
Minister of Railways? Have they adopted
this course in order that the case may be
whitewashed? This motion prefers much
more against the Minister of Railways than
ever has been asserted in the House. My
own view is that he has blundered grossly
in his administrn.tion, but that he has put
money in his own pocket by personal
corruption I don't believe. He cannot,
however, possibly justify what he himself
has admitted-that a ncar relative has
been supplying material for the railways
while he was at the head of the Railway
department. Then why did not the Government say at once-" We believe he ought
not to have permitted this state of things,
and that he was guilty of an impropriety,"
and then the whole matter would have been
at an end? According to his own admission, the gravel came out of his own paddock, because I can see no difference whatever between the property of the wife and
that of the husband. vVhat belongs to the
one belongs to the other, and the distinction
is a mere subterfuge which would not be
recognised in commercial circles. The
allegation is that the Minister has been
guilty of a gross impropriety, and if the
Government had said-" This was a wrong
proceeding, and the Minister of Railways
should not have done it"-Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-But he never
did it.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Never did what?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Never knew
anything about the sale of the gravel.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Does anyone believe that?
Surely no contractor oyer
SESe
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undertook to ballast a rn.ilway without first
ascertaining where his material was to come
from, and afterwards whether it would btl
accepted. The whole case lies in a nut~
shell. The Minister of Railways has by hi~
own admissi?n been guilty?f an act whicl~
was grossly Improper, espeCIally when com ..
ing from an honorable member who, whell
on these (the opposition) benches, was con!
tinually talking about" jobs" and" swindles." Only the other day he declared t(~
a deputation of respectable gentlemen fron~
Coburg-" I will have no more swindld
here; everything shall be above-board il~
future." It therefore comes with a shock
to the community to find that this honorabl~
gentleman has been doing an act which I
defy any man to justify.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-He never dill
it.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-It is putting too
great a strain on our credulity if you ask
us to believe that the Minister of Railway~
was utterly oblivious of what was being
done by a person so closely connected with
him. The whole case is one of gross blun ...
dering and bungling, but I do not believe
the Minister of Railways was guilty of per....:
sonal dishonesty. I believe also, with the
Premier, that the whole Government should
stand or fall together as a body, and shoultt
not allow one of their members to be singlecl
out for an inquiry. The whole mattCl~
however, might have been got over in the
first instance if Ministers had not attemptecl
to justify it, and had not gone through s6
much play-acting-first saying there shoul~l
be no committee at all, and afterwards de::'
ciding to manufacture a committee of their
own, and to instruct it to inquire into a chargb
that was never made.
Mr. BURROvVES.-The motion covers
all the charges.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-lt goes further.
The honorable member's own colleagues arc
charging him with more than ever any honor:..
able member preferrcd against him, and it.
would be impossible to find him guilty of
" corrupt conduct" personally. That is not
the charge.
Mr. CARTER.-"\Vhat is the charge?
Mr. P ATTERSON.-Gross impropriety,
in being indirectly concel'Iled in a transaction with the department over which he
presided. And there was quite as serious
a charge levelled against the Premier himself-that he wcnt to the Engineer-in-Chief
and endeavoured to coerce that gentleman
into passing certain material-a thing which
cannot possibly be justified.
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I rise to n. point
)f order. The honorable member, after
nentioning the charge, went on to say that
,he thing cannot be justified, thereby in'erring that the charge is true. Now I
,lave denied the charge in this House, and
he honorable member is bound to accept
,oy denial.
Mr. PATTERSON.-This much, at all
:vents, is admitted-that the Premier went
o the Engineer-in-Chief and talked with
lim with respect to the passing of certain
, aaterial over which that officer was the sole
udge. I never knew of such a thing being
.one before, either at the Railwn.ys or the
>ublic Works department. In the one case
. he Engineer-in-Chief is the sole judge, and ill
he other the Inspector-General, except that,
,fter he has heard a case and decided on it,
.he contractor can appeal. To interfere,
lOwever, with the sole arbitrator of the dismte and to encourage lawyers to interfere
In behalf of contractors during .the progress
,f a contract, is a thing that is quite unlrecedented.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-I discouraged
hem.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-The discouragenent consisted in visiting the Engineer-inJhief for the purpose, as the Premier says,
)f seeing whether some settlement could
lOt be brought about in order to avoid
egal proceedings. But there could be no
)ossiblelegal proceedings in thatcase, because
ihe whole question was in the hands of the
~ngineer-in-Chief himself, and there could
)e no appeal until after his decision was re;orded. Strange to say, too, we find that
jhe gentleman who has succeded Mr. Elsdon
las taken the very identical position that
Mr. Elsdon took, and what the Premier
lVas anxious that Mr. Elsdon should settle
is still unsettled by Mr. Watson.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN. - That shows
there was no objection to Mr. Elsdon taking
the same position.
Mr. PATTERSON.-The act of impropriety on the part of the Premier was equal
in its wrongfulness to anything done by the
Minister of Railways.
Mr. BOLTON.-Mr. Speaker, I wish to
know if the honorable member is in order
in going into another want of confidence
debate.
The' SPEAKER. - The question at
present is the appointment of a select committee to consider the conduct of the
Minister of Railways, and I think it would
be better if the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) confined himself to
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that gentleman's conuuct alone. Afterwards
the honorable member can, if he pleases,
move an addition to the motion.
Mr. BARR.-I beg to move the adjournment of the debate until Tuesday
next. I would be glad to see this matter
settled at once, but I think it would be advisable to hold our hands until at least we
see whether the gentlemen nominated on
the committee meet with the approval of the
House. I think honorable members will
perceive that those who have already expressed their opinion on the charges brought
against the Minister of Railways are disqualified from acting as jurors in the case.
I consider it would be more in consonance
with the dignity of the House if the select
committee were chosen from members who
have not expressed any opinion on the
matter. It would look like bringing
about a foregone conclusion for the Premier
to select a number of gentlemen whose
opinions are well known and many of whom
have a.lready spoken expressing their belief
in the innocence of the .Minister. What
would be thought of a coroner who selected
a jury of men who had already expressed
their opinion in the case which was to be
submitted to them? Under these circumstances, I would ask the Premier to postpone
the matter until Tuesday.
Mr. MUNRO.-I beg to second the
motion for the adjournment of the debate.
I was one of those who were anxious that
the Premier should have an opportunity of
submitting the motion this evening, but I
am satisfied that the wording of the motion
is totally different from the charges which
have been discussed. It is unfair to the
House, and unfair to the honorable member
whose conduct is under consideration, that
a charge should be submitted to the committee which is totally different from the
charge which was brought forward in the
House, and which the Minister of Railways
admitted himself. It is worse than a farce
to ask a committee to inquire into something with which the honorable member was
never charged, and to avoid submitting to
that committee the improper conduct with
which the Minister of Railways charged
himself. If the Premier will act with the
courtesy which the House has shown towards him, he will agree to an adjournment
till Tuesday. I have all along said I dill
not believe that the Minister of Railways
was guUty of any corruption whatever, but
I say the honorable member charged himself with improper conduct. Surely the
HOllse is not going to be asked, after having
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had one charge before it, to send another
charge to a committee. I trust, as a matter
of fair play, the Premier will consent to the
adjournment of the debate.
Mr. GRAVES.-Sir, several honora1:>le
members in opposition having affirmed that
no charge of personal corruption has been
,levelled against any Minister, I beg to
.draw their attention to the following remarks made several nights ago by the
honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr.
Fincham) : " I think that the Premier's explanation has not
improved the position. I don't believe that the
House will charge me with having overstated the
case in any shape or form. The Minister of Railways, it appears, derived a personal profit out of
the ballast used on the line from Caulfield to Mordialloc, and it would therefore require more than
ordinary fortitude on the part of any officer of the
department to say that the ballast was not in
accordance with the specifications. Mr. Elsdon
has never given a certificate for the ballast. If
the law permits a Minister of the Crown, under
any circumstances whatever, to enter into a contract with a man carrying out large works for the
department which he is administering, it allows a
system which is destructive of every safety, and it
requires to be immediately altered. It is not a
pleasant thing for an honorable member to bring
charges of this kind against a Minister, but if the
Premier were my brother, and all his colleagues
were brothers of mine, I would protest against a
proceeding of this character."

If that is not a charge of personal corruption, I don't know how one could be framed.
Is there any honorable member in the
House, or any man in the country, who
would remain under such an imputation an
hour longer than he could help? Is it not
desirable, then, that the Minister of Railways should be immediately afforded an
opportunity of clearing himself?
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Mr. Speaker,
I think there are several matters which I
may put right. That I had nothing whatever to do with the framing of the motion
of the honorable member for Ballarat West
(Mr. Fincham) may be inferred from the
fact that I pointed out last night that it
was entirely contrary to the usages of the
House of Oommons. Undoubtedly, had the
honorable member submitted his resolution
to me, I would have told him that he was
in error so far. As for the present motion,
its terms are so entirely at variance with
those we discussed last evening that I think
it only just and proper that we should adjourn the debate in order to carefully compare the two propositions. Again, we are
now asked to appoint a committee to inquire "whether the Minister of Railways
has been guilty of any corrupt conduct,"
and there is no alternative-no carrying
the inquiry any further or into any other
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direction. But why, instead of binding
down the committee to the alleged "corrupt
conduct," should we not give them power
to look into the whole circumstances of the
case? Again, if a fair debate was allowed,
I would like to address myself to the portion
of the motion referring to the late Engineerin-Ohief, with the view of going into the
charges made in connexion with the office
from the time of Mr. Higinbotham to the
present, and 'of showing how thoroughly
they have disorganized the Railway department. Having so many new railways to
construct, would it not be well to ask ourselves-first, whether the charges I refer to
have not led to such a state of things that
no contractor can sa.fely tender for railway
work because he cannot know what may
come within the terms of his contract; and,
secondly, whether such an arrangement
is consistent with the public interest?
Surely that aspect of the case merits
some attention. Perhaps it is not set
out in the terms of the motion, because
it might be said to include this curious
corollary, that possibly the late Engineerin-Ohief was induced to retire in order that
a better man might be put in his place,
which could hardly be called corrupt conduct. In fact, charging the Minister of
Railways with getting rid of the late
Engineer-in-Ohief for a corrupt purpose
was, I believe, never contemplated by any
one. On the grounds I have mentioned, I
think the motion ought to be amended so
as to include at least a full inquisition into
the three points set out in the motion we
discussed last night. Those being the
points on which practically the Minister
of Railways challenged inquiry, why do
the Government now want to change
the sphere of the investigation? For
myself, I have entered into this matter
in good faith, not caring twopence what
Minister or Ministry may be affected. I
want to see our railway system, if kept
within the control of the House-a state of
things I have always regretted-managed
so that the large amount of money we have
invested in it should return the greatest
possible amount of advantage. I don't wish
to go into the charges, but one thing connected with them has struck me as extraordinary. Among the papers laid on the
Library table is a letter from the contractors
for the construction of one of the railways
concerned, declaring most po~itively that the
conditions of their contract had been strictly
fulfilled, and demanding to be paid accordingly) QI t.hey would go to law; and yet we
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have the late and the present Engineer-inOhief Loth ueclarillg the statement to be
untrue. How can such a condition of things
be suffered to exist? \Vill not the outcome be that we shall some day find, after
n railway has been constructed, that it must
he constructed over again? Into this sort
of thing the intended committee might
fairly inquire independently of any imputation of corruption to any Minister. As to
the conduct of the Minister of Railways,
I have maintained throughout that if he is
guilty of what is charged to him he has
committed a breach of privilege, and that
we ought, in trying his case, to be guided
hy the practice of the House of Commons
ill similar cases. vVhen Mr. Butt was
charged with having received £3,000 from
an Indian prince, he rose in his place and
demanded an immediate investigation, and
then withdrew. The usual plan, when such
a step is taken, is to appoint a committee,
not by ballot, but by putting the name of
each intended member singly to the House.
The honorable member who makes the
charge is allowed to sit on the committee,
but not to votc. If I were to agree to
the variation of the original terms of the
inquiry which the Government now propose, I would deem myself to be in a false
position.
Mr. CARTER.-Mr. Speaker, I always
listen to the honorable member for Belfast
with great respect; but I am sorry to say
that, on the present occasion, I differ from
him. Two nights ago we decided by a
large majority-a majority of sixteen votes
-that we had perfect confidence in the
Government, and I think that in that way
we disposed of all the questions that have
been raised with respect to their railway
ndministration. But the Minister of Ranways, in order to clear his personal honour,
personally corrupt motives having been imputed to him, now calls upon us to come to
a distinct conclusion as to whether he is
guilty or not guilty. It is usual for us to
arrive at that sort of thing through the
appointment of a committee. There can be
no doubt that such motives have been imputed to him. For example, the A.ge of
this morning formulates the charges against
him in the following terms :" There are two charges against Mr. Bent. The
first is that he has interfered to change the
conditions of a contract by which he himself
indirectly.profits."
.

That plainly oharges him with corruption.
If the honorahle member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) was sincere when he
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said the Minister of Railways was not accused of corruption, I invite his attention to
the Age extract I have just read. N aturally, what the Minister of Railways wants
is an expression of opinion, not from an
honorable member here and. there, but from
the House ·as a whole-the House as representing the country. In truth it is useless
for the honorable member for North Melbourne to draw a herring across the trail.
When the present Chief Secretary was
charged, as the Minister of Lands of a former Government, with corruption in the
Lands-offi~e, and he demanded a committee,
was not one at once accorded to him? vVhen
.a similar charge was brought against the
honorable member for Geelol1g (Mr. Berry)
as a member of a former Government, was
not a committee to investigate the case
promptly moved for by the then Premier?
If we are honest men, we will mete out the
same measure of justice to the Minister of
Railways. The second charge formulated
by the Age is as follows : "That, as sharing the profits of a contract,
he has forfeited his seat in Parliament."

That is a question of law upon which I do
not think the proposed committee of inquiry
can decide. But undoubtedly we ought to
remit to that body the matter involved in
the first charge I have mentioned.; and. I
take it that practically that is the step we
are now called upon by the Government to
adopt. If the honorable member for North
Melbourne really means what he says,
namely, that the Minister of Railways is not
charged with corruption, why does he not
move an amendment to the effect that.,
inasmuch as there has been no corruption,
the House declines to go further into the
present question?
Mr. MUNRO. - Does the honorable
member for St. Kilda (Mr. Carter) believe
the Minister of Railways to be corrupt?
Mr. CARTER.-I do not.
Mr. MUNRO.-Then why does not the
honorable member move an amendment t·o
that effect?
Mr. CARTER.-I have not said that I
would not do so. Bnt I know that, if I
was accused of corruption, I would give my
accuser the opportunity of proving me
guilty of every crime in the calendar rather
than compromise my position by letting the
charge go. For instance, if he accused me
of manslaughter, I would. give him the
opportunity of proving me guilty or murder
if he could. The honorable member for
North Melbourne takes a truly extraordinary view of the case. Surely he must
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have some sense of the regard men usually
Mr. WRIXON.-Mr. Speaker, I believe
entertain for their personal honour. I say the Government made a false move when
that if the Minister of Railways is not they departed from the form of the motion
charged with corruption, he is charged with proposed by the honorable member for
nothing. If he has knowingly sold his Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham). The House
wife's gravel to a railway contractor, and agreed to negative that motion, on the
there is no corruption in the transaction, ground that it was practically one of want
what has all the fuss been about?
of confidence, but at the same time the
An HONORABLE MEl\:lBER.-There may Government ought, in justice to honorable
have been a breach of privilege.
members, to substantially adhere to its
Mr. CARTER.-That is a new charge. terms. It is asked-" What is the MinisHere we are in the fourth week of our con- ter of Railways charged with if not witll
sideration of the present matter, and we are corruption ?"
But maladministration is
told that, because some gravel was sold out admitted, and maladministration may be
of a pit belonging to the wife of the Minister something altogether apart from corrupof Railways, while he was absent in Syd- tion. . There is undoubted maladministraney, he committed a breach of privilege. tion when a Minister is interested in a
But I think the Premier's motion will contract with his own department, and that
COver even a breach of privilege. Indeed it " is no twopenny-halfpenny matter. It lllay
covers the whole ground, because it not not mean corrnption, but then, admitting
only includes the matter introduced by the there is no corruption, what may it mean?
llOnorable member for Ballarat West (Mr. I reply that· it may mean what the honorFincham), but it puts into plain English able member for Belfast has indicated.
the question whether the Minister of Rail- For example, section 5 of the Officials in
ways is or is not guilty of corrupt conduct. Parliament Act provides as follows ; Honorable member after honorable member
"If any member of the said Coullcil or Asscmhas got up on the opposition side of the bly shall cither directly or indirectly become
concerned or interested in any bargain or COllHouse and said-" Really, I don't at pre- tract entered into by or on behalf of Hcr Majesty,
sent believe the Minister of Railways guilty or shall participate or claim, or be <::ntitled to
either directly or indirectly, in the
of corrupt conduct, and I hope it will not participate,
profit thereof, or in any benefit or emolument
be proved against him;" but with what arising from thc sa.me, ' . . . his seat shall
sort of language has that interesting state- thereupon become vacant,"
ment been accompanied? With language A Minister may be involved in the terms
which proved, if it proved anything, that of that section ".ithout being guilty of corthe speaker believed the honorable gentle- ruption. We have more than once had
man to be guilty, and hoped he would be cases of the kind before the law courts. A
convicted. If anything could lower this Minister may, by mistake, or through blunt'House in my opinion, or in the opinion of ness of perception, become interested in a
the country, it is the utter hollowness, Government contract, and yet that contract
sham, deceit, and hypocrisy which has may be a perfectly honest one. There may
characterized the whole of these charges be neither fraud nor swindling in the arfrom beginning to cnd. The tenor of rangement, but it is bound. to be one U11honorable members in opposition has been questionably repugnant to the I'rinciples of
all along-" I don't believe the Minister to good government. Once permit that sort
be guilty, I bope he will be brought in' of thing to be done, and you open a door to
innocent, but in the meantime I arraign the gravest and deepest corruption-you set
him as guilty." I call that sort of thing a precedent which honorable members ought
cowardly in the extreme. And then the to protest most strongly against. The
accused is to be denied an opportunity of present affair must be regarded. not as only
meeting the accusation. Sir, I object to a miserable attempt to throw dirt at tho
honorable members making charges and Minister of Railways, but as involving' n,
then running away from them. It is not point which has arisen for the first timE'.
manly conduct. And I know nothing For the first time in this House it has been
more discreditable than the way in which avowed publicly that a Minister is intcrestcd
last night honorable members brought accu- in a contract with the department which he
sation upon accusation against the Minister administers, and under these circumstances
of Railways, and then, when a division it is not our duty to do what the Governwas called for, ran out of the House. I ment asks us to do, namely, say that unless
regard that proceeding as degrading to this we prove corruption against him we mnst
Chamber and to the country.
prove nothing, but our duty is to let in a
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flood of daylight upon the whole transaction ; and then, if it is shown, as I believe
it will be shown, that the Minister has been
guilty of no dishonesty, but only of an indiscretion, we can say-" We acquit him of
corruption, but the step he has taken must
never be drawn into a precedent." I don't
think the Government are acting fairly to
themselves, the House, or the country when
they say that the proposed inquiry must be
confined to the charges of personal corruption. I hold, indeed, that the Premier ought
to submit to the committee whether he
himself did not go outside his duty when
he went to the late Engineer-in-Ohief.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Never. I went
to the Railway department at the earnest
solicitation of my colleague, and if I cannot
do that I will leave this bench.
Mr. WRIXON.-With every respect, I
submit that the Premier is laying down a
principle which is both unsound and unsafe.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I lay it down,
and will stand by it.
Mr. WRIXON.-Well, I hold the contrary, and that if there is only the suspicion
of an abuse in any of the Government departments it is the duty of the House to
inquire into it, quite apart from any question
of wanting to put out the Ministry. I
think it quite wrong and unjustifiable for
Ministers to say to honorable members under
such circumstances-" We won't allow an
inquiry unless you are prepared for a change
of Administration." In fact, that sort of
thing tends to deprive the House of one of
its first rights, namely, that of inquiring
into any individual case of abuse.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The House may
inquire in the way the honorable member
describes into the conduct of any individual member, but not into that of the
Ministry.
Mr. WRIXON.-I contend that the
true constitutional view is that it is our
right and duty, as the great council of the
nation, to inquire into any abuse or maladministration. For myself, I believe, from
information placed before me, that the
Premier had committed an indiscretion, but
I do not impute to him the slightest improper motive. I don't think he ought to
have addressed Mr. Elsdon as to his duty
one way or another. But, while expressing
myself thus, I have no wish to turn out the
Ministry. I think the Government ought
to allow the present question to stand over
in order that their proposition may be assimilated to a certain extent to that of the
honorable member for Ballarat West.
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Mr. McINTYRE.-Sir, I think the
honorable member for Portland forgot that
the Premier last night ma<;le a distinct
promise-a promise that led to the clearing
of the opposition benches when it appeared
probable that a division upon the motion of
the honorable member for Ballarat West
(Mr. Fincham) would be called for-that if
that motion was rejected he would, at the
solicitation of his colleague, the Minister of
Railways, ask the House to order an investigation into the charges against him. How
has that promise been fulfilled? The motion
now before us keeps it to the letter. If
that is not the case, I do not understand
the English language. I regard the present proposition as a straightforward and
honest one. I assert that the motion of
the honorable member for Ballarat West,
and the way it was discussed by honorable
members in opposition, conveyed to the
mind of every reasonable person that the
intention of the honorable member and of
those who supported him was to impute
corruption. Three or four times during
the debate was it asserted that no one
really believed in the Minister of Railways
being guilty of corruption, but how was
the assertion received? By cheers, but not
from honorable members in opposition.
They all believed that there was at least a
tinge of corruption in the honorable gentleman's action. If there was not that conviction at the back of the attack upon him,
why was it made at all? It has been insinuated from the outset that the Minister
of Railways was in collusion with a particular contractor in order that the gravel required for his contract should be taken from
his wife's quarry. Did we not have it stated
night after night that the specifications of
the contract were altered so that they might
include gravel? How then can we adopt a
different resolution from the one before us,
which, with all respect towards the honorable member for Belfast, I assert is so
wordell as to provide for the biggest fishing
inquiry possible-ono not only into the
gravel business and the specifications business, but also into every cause that led to
Mr. Elsdon's retirement? It is of no use any
honorable member maintaining that no corruption has been imputed, or that the personal
honour of the Minister of Railways is not
at stake. Lawyers may say what they please,
but I know the view taken by the country.
The feeling of the country is that no one
would make the charges against the Minister of Railways that have been made without SOllle strong grounds for doing so.
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Besides, I know honorable members in opposition believe in their hearts that there has
been corruption. If they thought the Minister of Railways was only guilty of a slight
mistake, they would never have moved in
the matter. The way the charges were
brought before the House was calculated to
make the country believe that the Minister
or Railways was guilty of corruption of the
grossest kind. I don't care if I stand alone,
but I say that if the Government budge an
inch from their motion I will go into opposition to-morrow. We bave now some of the
opposition members repudiating their former
stand-point. They cry out that there is no
evidence to warrant the present proposition,
and they want something more mild-I
suppose a fishing inquiry into the whole of
the affairs of the Railway department. But
the honorable member for Ballarat West
all along meant to impute corruption. Here
are the words he used :" Ought Ministers not to be kept from prostituting their positions by alJowing themselves
to be implicated in a State contract? Is it not a
fair presumption that Mr. Elsdon'S refusal tv
pass the ballast I have referred to had a great
deal to do with his removal ?"

The honorable member for Belfast wants us
to adopt in the present resolution terms
identically the same as those employed by
the honorable member for Ballarat 'Ve~t,
but could a more absurd position be taken
up? With what consistency could the Government ask us to adopt to-night what we
negatived last night? If they did such a
thing they would be unfit for the position
they occupy. The House and the country
call for a particular inquiry, and that inquiry the Government ask us to make.
What more can gensible men require? It
is plain that, if we are to do our duty, we
must either find the Minister of Railways
guilty of the corruption imputed to him, 01'
make him an honorable man in the eyes of
the country.
Mr. PEARSON.-Sir, I quite agree
with what the Obier Secretary said early
in this debate that no Minister can be expected to rest a day under such charges
as have been made, and I was the more
satisfied to hear it because I regretted to
find that the Minister of Railways had been
content to rest, for twelve days, under· the
charges brought against him. I think a
select committee ought to have been moved
for some time ago. However, I am ready
to give the Ministry every assistance to
carry the present motion. At the same
time, I must express my strong dissent
from the position which the Premier has
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laid down. The Premier contends-and I
agree with the honorable member for Portland that the contention is perfectly unconstitutional-that the House is bound to
accept the solidariM of the Ministry, and
that, if it disapproves of the acts of a single
Minister, it is bound to turn out all the
Ministers together. I quoted last night
the case or Lord Melville and Mr. Pitt, and
I will refer to it again. Lord Melville,
when First Lord of the Admiralty, had
charges so serious brought against him that
Mr. Pitt himself demanded a select committee, but the House of Oommons refused
to grant it. Yet the House subsequently
addressed itself to the charges, with the
result that Lord Melville obtained an acquittal. Now I ask whether Mr. Pitt could
have been justified, in the midst of a
European war, in resigning office, and
breaking up his Ministry, and handing over
the conduct of public affairs to less competent administrators, simply because a.
charge in which a small majority of the
House believed was brought against one
member of the Cabinet? I appreciate the
loyalty of the Premier and other members
of the Oabinet who are determined to stand
by their colleague. I consider it very reasonable or them to take up that position.
However, I cannot admit that honorable
members who sit in opposition have consciously brought a charge of corruption
against the Minister of Railways. What I
think is that when certain general charges
are brought forward-charges which, in the
nature of things, cannot be properly answered
except before a judicial tribunal-several
alternatives are open. A Minister may
have been indiscreet; or may not even have
been indiscreet-he may have been deceived;
he lllay have been the victim of misguided
confidence. And I would urge that a committee like that now proposed should have
the scope of its inquiry so enlarged that it
might have power to inquire into charges
other than those of corruption. Therefore
I would suggest to the Premier, if he ig
disposed to take a suggestion in a friendly
spirit, that his motion should be amended
by the insertion after the word "corrupt ,,,
of the words" or improper," and after the
word "conduct" the words "either directly
or indirectly." By the insertion of these
words, I believe the motion would meet all
we want. No doubt "corrupt" means
many things, but it does not cover indiscretion or errors of judgment, or other things
with which the Minister of Railways has
been charged. What the House really
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wants information about is the exact contiuct which the Minister of Railways has
l)een guilty of. I don't think there will be
anything dishonorable or humiliating on the
part of the Ministry in accepting the amendment I suggest.
Mr. FINOHAM.-The question before
·the chair is that the debate he adjourned,
and I will take advantage of that proposi.,ion to say that I think the character of
he motion moved by the Premier is alto:ether different from what the House
'nticipated, and that it is only reasonable
',hat the motion should be printed before
tonorable members are called upon to deal
'vith it. I may mention that in 1869,
'I'hen the present Ohief Secretary was
v.linister of Lands, a charge was levelled
,gainst the department over which the
~lOllorable member presided of being in'~llenced unduly by Members of Parliament
-of being guilty of certain corrupt pracices. Mr. Miller, who had just been
lected member for Oreswick, complain cd
f the honorable member for Ripon for
harging him specifically with having
3ceivcd a certain consideration for the
orformance of a certain public duty, and,
~ fter making an explanation, he stated that
te intended to ask the House to appoint a
elect committee. Thereupon the Minister
. f Lands rose, and, very properly as I think,
,Joved, "That a select committee be appointed to
'Iquire into and report upon the action of the
',ands department in connexion with certain
\legations of undue influence by Members of
'arliament with the business of that depa.rtlent."
~hus

making the inquiry as general as
lossible. I don't suggest that a similar
'ourse to this should be taken upon the
)resent occasion, but I think it would have
.een a proper course to take when the
.harges against the Minister of Railways
,vere first made.
Mr. ZOX.-Mr. Speaker, I am very
,nuch astonished at the change of front
',,,11ich has been performed by honorable
'Lembers on the opposition side. I hope
1e Premier will adhere to the motion
.3 submitted by him.
What was the
lOaning of the cheers which greeted the
onorable member for Ballarat 'Vest (Mr.
"'incham) when first he made his charges
gainst the Minister of Railways if they
'ere not charges of corruption? If the
LTemier had not fulfilled his word, and
;. Tought down the motion now under conideration, there is not an honorable gentleIan now sitting in opposition who would.

Railway

Depa1'tm~nt.

not have got on his legs and declared that
the honorable gentleman had not discharged
his duty in a proper way. I assert that
the Premier has d.one all that an honorable
man could be expected to do. If the
honorable member for Ballarat West does
not now believe in the charges which he
levelled against the Ministry, why does he
not get up in his place and say-" vVhen
I made the charges against the Minister of
Railways I thought they were true; but I
believe now that they are not true, and
therefore I ask leave to withdraw them" ?
Mr. FINCHAlVI.-I don't believe any
such thing; I believe every word I said.
Mr. ZOX.-Then let the Premier adhere
to his motion. The Minister of Railways
says to the honorable member for Ballarat
West-" You have assailed my reputation,
but I don't care about your charges against
me so long as I have an opportunity of refuting them." It is under these circumstances that the country demands an investigation, and I say the country should have
it. The honorable member for Oastlemaine
(Mr. Patterson) did not go as far as the
honorable member for Ballarat West. His
charges were more as to maladministration
than anything else. At the same time
every speech made by honorable members
in opposition has contained innuendoes as to
the corruption of the Minister of Railways.
(Ories of "No.") I say" Yes." I believe the honorable member for Ballarat
West has been misled and hoodwinkedthat he got information from an unreliable
source, and unfortunately placed credence
in it-and I believe further that, when the
investigation shows that the charges cannot
be sustained, no one will be more sorry than
the honorable member that they were ever
brought forward. The honorable member
for Ballarat West asked for an opportunity
to prove his charges, and the opportunity
is now given him.
Mr. L. L. SMITI-I.-And now he shirks
it.
Mr. FINCHAM.-I never shirked anything I began.
Mt·. ZOX.-The Government have done
all in their power to bring this matter to a
satisfactory conclusion; and I congratulate
them upon their action. I will only add
that I have no doubt that the Minister of
Railways will pass through the ordeal without the slightest stain on his reputation.
Mr. DEAKIN.-Mr. Speaker, the honorable member for East Melbourne (Mr.
Zox) has reiterated the question which was
put first by the honorable member for St.
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Kilda (Mr. Carter), in his usual acidulated inquiry into the self-same facts? I ask the
way, and afterwards by the honorable mem- honorable member to look at home before he
ber for Maldon-If the charges which the looks so severely abroad. The honorable
proposed committee will have to inquire member for Maldon considers that there is
into are not charges of corruption, what is nothing at stake if there is not corruption.
it that the committee have to do? The But will not the honorable member admit
answer has already been furnished. An that there is something at stake if it is to be
honorable member on the Treasury bench has established whether a Minister's relatives
already referred to the proceedings of the have any more right than the Minister himMinister of Railways by the mild term of self to enter into financial dealings with the
"misadventure." Another honorable mem- department over which he presides? Some
ber, who sits behind the Ministry, has em- honorable members may hold the opinion that
ployed the term "indiscretion." Other ad- a Minister's relatives, in certain degrees of
jectives of a similar nature have been used. propinquity, should not be permitted, any
And surely if the House thinks fit to ap- more than the Minister himself, to enter into
prove of a committee it can instruct that commercial transactions with the departcommittee to inquire into cases of indis- ment over which that Minister presides. I
cretion or misadventure. On the two occa- hold it will be of the greatest, advantage to
sions on which I have addressed the House, this House if the committee, after due inI have expressed the firm conviction that quiry, will give the benefit of its verdict to
the Minister of Railways was not guilty of settle that disputed question. If the precorruption. But charges have been bandied sent case be allowed to pass undecided, the
about outside the House, and to a certain precedent will be established that a Minister
extent inside, which might involve corrup- may have commercial transactions with the
tion though they did not necessarily do so- department with which he is connected, so
which, though not directly asserting cor- long as those transactions are carried on in
ruption, might, on examination, disclose the name of some ncar relative. The consome taint of corruption. This taint of cor- tinual reply urged on behalf of the Minister
ruption need not be conscious corruption. of Railways in this case is that the case
It might be simply-as the honorable mem- does not come within the four corners of the
ber for Castlemaine (Mr. Pearson) put it- Statute, because the person concerned is not
an error of judgment, or a mistake in official the Minister, but the Minister's near relative.
routine. It might be a number of things which
Mr. GILLIES.-Whatis the use of diswould quite clear the Minister from a charge cussing that question at this stage?
of personal corruption, but the disclosure of
Mr. DEAKIN.-The question may be
which might prove to be of the utmost value as well discussed at this stage as at any
to this House and the country in securing other. 'Ve want evidence to establish a
the pure administration of the department. principle;and that evidence cannot bepl'operly
I think the honorable member for St. Kilda obtained on the counts laid down by the
was not justified in taunting honorable mem- Premier. The Premier is a lawyer of more
bers on this (the opposition) side with not than sufficient experience to know that half
bringing a charge which they felt they were a verdict often lies in the indictment. That
not able to substantiate. Let me ask the is the case in the present instance. Most
honorable member whether, when he charges extreme charges are embodied in the motion,
this side with cowardice for not taking that and no doubt if, in snpport of those charges,
course, he wishes us to invent a charge?
only the facts which have been alleged in
Mr. CARTER.-I say it is cowardice to debate are proved, the result will be a verdict
insinuate charges.
of not guilty. Unless the Premier allows
Mr. DEAKIN.-The alternative which the motion to be amended as the honorable
the honorable member put was to invent a member for Castlemaine (Mr. Pearson)
charge which could not be SUbstantiated, suggests, so as to include minor matters,
but which, nevertheless, was sufficiently the meshes of his net will be so large that
highly flavored to merit the notice of the the fish will slip through. The insertion of
Ministry. I ask the honorable member, the words" directly or indirectly" will give
when he accuses this side of having acted a the motion more definiteness than it at
sham, whether there was no sham on the present possesses.
part of the honorable members on the
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It is quite
Ministerial side in negativing, last night, a definite enough.
motion for inquiring into certain facts, and
Mr. DEAKIN.-I am not complaining
in coming down and urging, to-night, an of the scope. I admit that the Premier has
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taken a large scope in framing the motion,
but within that scope it is possible to miss
much to whlch attention has been drawn.
The contention of honQrable members on this
side is that the motion lacks definiteness.
Supposing the committee wish to bring in
a verdict that there is no corruption in the
least degree, but that there has been a misadventure, they will not be able to do so if the
motion passes as it now stands. If the
Premier wishes the inquiry to be a reality
and not a sham, he should accept the amendment. If he will not accept the amendment, he will be in the position of granting
something which we have not asked for,
which we do not want, and which we believe
to be of no value. Therefore, the whole
responsibility of the committee must rest
solely with those who give it its peculiar
form and character.
Mr. WILSON.-Sir, it appears to me
that the object sought for by the Opposition
is to get at the Government through the
Minister of Railways. I believe the Opposition could make it a sin for the Government to be too straight. It is quite clear
that the motion proposed by the honorable
member for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham)
last night, and accepted by the leader of the
Governmcnt as one of want of confidence,
was something very different from the question whether the Minister of Railways has
been indiscreet or not. Why has not every
Ministry been guilty, in the eyes of the Opposition, of indiscreet acts? The only difficulty is that the Opposition are not always
powerful enough to bring the acts home. No
doubt the present Ministry have been guilty
of grave indiscretion so far as the views of
the Opposition are concerned; but the Opposition must just bear up with it until
they arc able to turn out the Government.
To ask the Government to do anything else
than they have done this evening is to ask
them to lower their dignity and abandon
their functions as Ministers of thc Orown.
It would have been far better for them to
have accepted the motion of the honorable
member for Ballarat vVest than to yield
now to any dictation at the hands of the
Opposition, who are routed all along the
line so far as the original motion is concerned.
I am reminded of the old proverb, that one
man may steal a horse while another cannot
look over a fence, by a great deal of what
has transpired in connexion with the charges
levelled against the Minister of Railways.
There may have been some indiscretion in
connexion with the gravel question, but I
believe that, if thc Minister of Railways had
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dreamt that tne transaction would have been
looked at in the light it has, he would have
stopped it the moment he knew of it. But
not being afraid of himself, never dreaming
that there was anything wrong, he allowed
things to take their course. One matter
which should not be overlooked when people
go on dry legal technicalities is that,
in this colony, a married woman can
trade as a feme sole. Seeing that the
motion of the honorable member for Ballarat West was negatived last night without
a division, I think the Opposition should
accept in perfect good faith the motion'
submitted this evening by the Premier.
If they hesitate to do so, I fear their attitude
will savour more of persecution than a desire
to see justice done to the country. It should
be recollected that the committee, although
appointed to inquire whether the Minister
of Railways has been guilty of corrupt
practices or not, are not precluded from
reporting whatever the evidence submitted
to them may disclose; and it is competent
for the House, if it considers the committee's report not fair or honest, or that it'
does not go far enough, to send it back for
reconsidera tion.
Mr. GILLIES.-Mr. Speaker, I agree
that it would be ~ wholly unreasonable thing
if the Goverament, on a charge being
brought against one of their number, were
to propose to institute an inquiry into a
totally different charge, because, for example, a charge of maladministration could
not be answered by a proposal to appoint a
committee to ascertain whether the Minister
concerned had murdered some man at
Echuca. But I submit that the language
of the motion now before us will cover any
possible investigation which the honorable
member for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham)
can desire. It will enable the committee to
say, first, whether there is evidence of personal corruption, and, if there is not such
evidence, whether there is evidence to support a charge of a less serious character.
I venture to say that the language of the
motion is sufficiently large to cover any
form of investigation which may be thought
necessary up to the point of personal corruption. If the committee, after they have
taken all the evidence obtainable on the
question of the ballast, and when they come
to examine that evidence, find that there
is no evidence of personal corruption, though
there may be evidence of impropriety, as the
honorable member for Oastlemaine (Mr.
Pearson) suggests, it will be competent for
them to report the fact to the Honse.
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Certainly the Opposition have no cause
to complain about the proposal of the Government. When I first read that proposal,
I was surprised at its extreme scope. I
never imagined that such a slight would
be passed, even inferentially, upon the
Minister of Railways as is necessarily
involved in such extensive language. There
can be no doubt that the motion of
the honorable member for Ballarat West,
whether the honorable member intended it
to have such an effect or not, has led some
Members of Parliament, as well as persons
outside, to infer that the Minister of Railways is charged with dishonorable and corrupt conduct. If the Minister of Railways
believes that he has been charged with dishonorable and corrupt conduct, and asks
the House to give him an opportunity of
clearing his character, surely no honorable
member will object to that opportunity
being afforded him. Would not the honorable member for Ballarat 'Vest do the same
if he occupied the position or the Minister
of Railways ? Would he like a small insignificant charge inquired into, and the real
charge not inquired into?
Mr. FINCHAM.-Don't make any mistake; it is either corruption or nothing.
Mr. GILLIE S.-I have 1m own the honorable member for Ballarat West for many years,
and I don't believe that he would wilfully
attempt to injure any man's character. I
believe that he has been led, from information
he has received, into a wrong notion in this
instance, but I ask him, in the interests of
fair play, whether the motion submitted by
the Pnmier is not wide enough to include
an inquiry which will embrace any construction that can be put upon the charges which
have been made against the Minister of
Railways? I do not suppose that any honorable member desires that this matter
should be made a party question. I would
be perfectly willing to allow the Opposition
to nominate the committee; but I submit
that, if an inquiry is to be made, it ought to
be of the most unlimited character when
the gentleman interested asks that it should
be so.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-Mr. Speaker, if
the interpretation put upon the motion by
the honorable member for Rodney (Mr.
Gillies) is the interpretation which the Government place upon it, and the committ3e
will conduct the inquiry accO:!.'dingly, I
think that the motion ought to be accepted.
But the construction of the honorablo member for Rodney is not the construction which
the Premiei· puts upon the motioii. I

Select Committee.

383

venture to say that the Premier looks at it in
a very different light. His remarks convey to my mind that the finding of the
committee is to be "corruption" or "no
corru ption."
Bir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Hear, hear.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I ask the Premier whether that is not the intention
which he has in view?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-There is not
the slightest doubt that what the House
and the country want to know is-" Is
there corruption, or is there not?" If
there is no corruption, there is nothing.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-The honorable
member for Rodney will see that the view
he takes of the matter is very different from
that which is taken by tht;) Premier. The
honorable member for Rodney puts the case
exactly as I would desire it to be understood. So far as I am aware, no member
on this (the opposition) side of the House
would wish to make a party question of the
matter; and I think the honorable member for Ararat did a great in~ustice to the
Opposition when he sought to fasten on
them a desire to treat it as a party questio<1.
We may d~smiss that idea altogether, for I
am sure that there is no desire to make the
inquiry a party question. The committee,
however, should have sufficient scope to get
at the root of the evil.
.
lVIr. GILLIES.-It will have every
scope.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-But the Premier
does not put that construction on the
motion. If the motion is capable both of
the Premier's construction and of that
placed upon it by the honorable member for
Hodney, it requires to have some addition
made to it before the House adopts it. The
committee will have to keep within the
scope of the motion, and if they take the
view which the Premier has placed before
the House they will not look at the motion
in the same light that the honorable member for Rodney regards it, and they will not
take the evidence which the honorable
member supposes they will take.
Mr. GILLIES.-They must take it.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-They will take
evidence only as to personal corruption.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Can the committee bring up any other report than one
saying " Yes" or " No" to the charge of
corruption ?
lVIr. GILLIES.-Certainly.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-It will be well
to have a clear understanding on the point.·
I agree with the honorable member for
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Rodney that the committee should inquire
whether the Minister of Railways has acted
corruptly, inasmuch as the honorable gentleman himself wishes such an inq:niry to be
made; at the same time the committee
ought to have full power to inquire into the
minor charges, and report upon them. I
desire that the motion shall be so worded
that there can be no mistake on this point.
As the motion now stands, will the committee be able to bring up any other report
than " Yes" or " No " as to the charge of
corruption? The Premier says " No."
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I never said so.
lVIr. RIOHARDSON. - But that is
really the meaning of the position which
the honorable gentleman takes up? Will
the Premier accept the interpretation which
the honorable member for Rodney puts upon
the motion? If he will not, it is evident
that the Government have not dealt fairly
with the House, and. that the phraseology
of the motion ought to be altered. No
member on this (the opposition) side of the
House has charged the Minister of Railways
with personal corruption, but the Minister
has himself acknowledged that he has done a
certain thing which he would not have done
if he could have helped it. He has acknowledged that there has been maladministration in his department-that he has
really supplied a contractor with material to
be used in the making of a railway.
lVIr. GILLIES. - Don't discuss that
question.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-I don't want to
discuss t:lC evidence. I only wish to show
that the scope of the inquiry, according to
the construction which the Premier puts on
the motion, is not sufficient. The Premier,
by the terms of the motion, has also excluded from the inquiry what ought to be
one of the most important features of it,
namely, his own conduct in connexion with
the contractors for the lVIordialloc line.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I only propose
the appointment of a committee at the request of the Minister of Railways, and in
order that the charges against him may be
inquired into.
lVIr. RIOHARDSON. - The Premier
ought not to make a scapegoat of the Minister of Railways. Last night the Premier
led honorable members to understand that
the inquiry of the committee woulJ embrace
the whole scope of the charges contained in
the motion submitted by the honorable
member for Ballarat vVest (Mr. Fincham).
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN. - The charges
made against the Minister of Railways.
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Mr. RIOHARDSON.-The motion of
the honorable member for Ballarat West
did not make a charge of corruption against
the Minister of Railways.
Mr. GRAVES.-The honorable member
for Ballara t West (Mr. Fincham) said just
now that it is corruption or no corruption.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-There was nothing in the motion of the honorable
member for Ballarat West about corruption, nor do I believe that the Minister of
Railways is guilty of corruption. However, I do not want to discuss the evidence.
All I desire is that the committee shall
clearly understand what their duties are.
If the Premier will add words, or consent
to words being added, to the motion so as
to give the committee greater scope, and
enable them to inquire as to whether there
has not been maladministration by the
Minister of Railways, there can be no objection to agree to the motion. I do not
believe that the Minister is guilty of corruption, but I believe that he is guilty of
maladministration.
Mr. GILLIES.-The committee can
take evidence on the point.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-The Minister of
Railways is not the only member of this
House who supplies material for railway
contracts. The matter at issue has a far
wider bearing and import than appears at
first sight. If the question remitted to
the committee is simply whether the Minister of Railways is guilty of personal
corruption, and no inquiry is made as to
the supplying of material for a railway
contract, the latter subject will be left an
open question, and members of this House
will continue to supply railway contractors
with material without subjecting themselves
to any blame or censure. If the Premier
objects to the motion being amended so as
to give the committee a wider scope of inquiry, it appears to me that the honorable
gentleman is afraid that something might
be proved against the Government which
he desires should not be proved. It must
be the moral force of the minority which
has compelled the Premier to agree to the
appointment of a committee nfter the honorable gentleman stiffened his back against
nny inquiry; but why has he not adhered
to the promise which he made last night
before he secured a majority to negative the
motion of the honorable member for Ballarat
West? The honorable gentleman has now
shifted his position; he has changed front,
and refused to give what he promised last
rught.
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Sir n. O'LOG HLEN.-The honorable
member has put into my mouth a promise
that I never made. The exact words which
I used are reported in the A1'g'1l8. vVhat I
said was that, as the Minister of Railways
had asked for a committee, I would move,
on his behalf, for one to inquire into the
charges made against him personally.
Mr. RICHARSON.-I do not remember
the exact words which the Premier used.
All I can say is that he led honorable
members to believe that he would propose
the appointment of a committee in· the
terms of the motion of the honorable
member for Ballarat 'Vest, with the exception that the committee was not to be
chosen by ballot. 'This, at all events, is
the impression which the honorable gentleman produced on my mind. All that is
required of him now is that he will adopt
the construction placed on his motion by the
honorable member for Rodney. If he does
that, I will be satisfied; if he does not, he
will not act fairly to the House and to the
country.
Mr. SHIELS.-Sir, the objections raised
by the Opposition remind me of the old
Scotch adage-" 'Vhen it rains porridge,
beggars will whistle for spoons." It seems
to be as difficult a matter to satisfy the
Opposition as it is to please beggars.
There is no satisfying some discontented
people. I believe that the Goyernment
have no arriere-pensee in using the term
" corrupt," but that they intend that there
shall be a fuU inquiry into the charges
which have been made against the Minister
of Railways. Had I been the Minister
of Railways, I would have taken umbrage
at my colleagues for couching the motion in
such strong terms. The argument that the
committee will be restricted by the terms of
the motion to inquire simply whet.her the
Minister is guilty of corrupt conduct is
merely special pleading. vVe know perfectly
well that parliamentary committees do not
conduct their inquiries in the same rigorous
fashion that is adhered to in a court of law.
The terms of the mot.ion will empower the committee to make the fullest inquiry, and I believe that the Government really intend that
the committee shall inquire into the whole circumstances connected with the ballasting of
the two lines and the retirement of Mr. Elsdon,
and to bring up a report in accordance "rith the
evidence. The inquiry will not be merely
as to whether the Minister of Railways is
guilty of personal corruption, but also
whether he has placed himself in such
an ambiguous position as the Officials in
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Parliament Act was intended to prevent. It
is most disheartening to the Ministry, and
especially to the Premier, who is willing to
risk the fortunes of his Government in
shielding the personal honour of one of his
colleagues, to be now met in the grumbling,
discontented, cavilling spirit exhibited by
the Opposition. I am sorry that the word
"corrupt" is contained in the motion, but
I believe that the Government, in using
that term, intend to give the fullest scope
to the inquiry.
lVIr. GARDINER.-Mr. Speaker, no
doubt the Government now find that they
made a mistake last night in not accepting
the motion of the honorable member for
Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham). They know,
how eyer , that if that motion had been
adopted all the charges made by the honorable
member would have been proved, and, therefore, they have brought forward another
motion which asks the House to appoint a
committee to inquire into a charge of corruption or no corruption. That, I maintain,
is unfair, because no honorable member will
make a definite charge of corruption against
the lVIinister of Railways. But the Minister
has been condemned out of his own mouth.
The honorable gentleman not only admitted
the truth of the charges about the gravel
business, but he did more. He told us that
the moment he heard there was a noise
about the matter he went to see the contractor-he made inquiries when he saw
certain carts passing and. repassing his
residence, and, when he found out that the
gravel was going to the railway, he at once
entered into negotiations to stop the transaction. These things were elicited during
the discussion of the motion of the honorable member for Ballarat West, but the
Premier has now proposed a motion to the
following effect : "That a select committee be appointed to inquire into and report whether or not the Commissioner of Hail ways has been guilty of any
corrupt condnct-(l) In connexion with the supply of ballast to the contractors for the
Brighton and Elsternwick railway duplication
contract; or (2) in connexion with the alteration of the specification of the Windsor and
Elsternwick railway duplication tenders; or (3)
in connexion with the disputes about the ballast
supplied on the Caulfield and Mordialloc line of
railway; or (4) whether any such corrupt conduct was the cause of the retirement of the late
:Engineer-in· Chief, Mr. Elsdon."

The terms of thi.s motion, I repeat, are very
unfair. We know that lVIr. Elsdon did
not retire in consequence of any corrupt
practices by the Minister of Railways. I
believe, however, that the charges made by
the honorable member for Ballarat West
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can be sheeted home, I care not who the
members of the committee may be. The
Minister cannot get out of them. They
are as clear as noonday. Does any honorable member believe that the Minister did
not know what was going on in his own
household with reference to this gmvel
business? It is absurd to suppose so. It
is dishonorable and unmanly of the
Minister to cast the responsibility on the
shoulders of his relative. I hope that the
committee will make full inquiry into the
matter, and that the dignity of this House
will be maintained.
Mr. WALKER.-Sir, if I understand
the objection of honorable members on the
opposition side of the House it is that, if a
committee be appointed in the terms of the
motion proposed by the Premier, a verdict
may be returned that there has been no
corruption on the part of the Minister of
Railways, but that a verdict on a minor
point may be avoided altogether. That
objection, however, has been conclusively
answered by the honorable member for
Rodney (Mr. Gillies), who, perhaps,
has had as much experience as any
member of the House as to the duties of
select committees. I agree with the honorable member that the motion will not
limit the committee in their investigation
in any way whatever. The committee will
be empowered to take evidence to any
extent they may think fit, and to bring in
any verdict they think proper. If you, Mr.
Speaker, were asked to give your ruling on
the point, I am sure that you would uphold
this view of the matter. I presume, however, that we do not want to put the
Minister of Railways on his trial to ascertain whether he has committed a mere error
of judgment or indiscretion in the administration of his department. If we adopt
such a practice as that, we may as well
place a Minister on his trial to ascertain
. whether he is human or divine. Every
Minister commits errors of judgment.
What we do want to ascertain is whether
the Minister of Railways, even though he
is not guilty of corruption, has committed
an act which is an undesirable precedent.
As the committee will have full power to
bring in a verdict on this question, I do
not see what more honorable members opposite can desire. There appears, I regret
to say, a feeling in the country that there
is to be no business done this session. It
is lamentable that so much time has already
been wasted. The Opposition have tried
to put out the Goyemment) but they al'e not
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strong enough to do so. Why, therefore,
do they not let the business of the country
be proceeded with?
Mr. McCOLL.-Mr. Speaker, I think
that the Minister of Railways may well say
-" Save me from my friends." A somewhat similar charge to that which is now
preferred against the honorable gentleman
was made against me within the last few
weeks, but when I denied the charge, and
offered to resign my seat if anything affecting my honour, or the honour of the
Assembly, was proved against me, the
House at once accepted my disclaimer, and
I have never heard any honorable member
utter a word since about the stigma which
was attempted to be cast on my character.
The honorable member for St. Kilda (Mr.
Carter), instead of confining himself to the
charge which has been made in this House
against the Minister of Railways, has fallen
back upon the statements in the press. He
has told us that the Age says so and so,
and that we ought to follow up what the
Age requires. Now, for weeks and months,
the A1'gus, Evening }'Iail, and Australasian
repeated charges which were not accepted by
the House, but their statements had no influence whatever on honorable members; and
I hope that in this case the House will pay
as little attention to what is said in the Age
as it has done to libels published in other
portions of the press. The Minister of Railways, the other night, stated, in the open,
manly, and straightforward way which is
characteristic of him, that the gravel was
taken from his wife's land by a Government
contractor, and the House ought to have
accepted that statement. Other influences,
however, were brought to bear on honorable
members. I intended to vote against the
motion of the honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham), and so did many
other honorable members on this (the opposition) side of the House, but I could not
vote against it when the Premier said that
he regarded it as a motion of no-confidence,
and I therefore retired from the chamber
before the motion was negatived. The
honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies),
who has been gradually gravitating into his
natural position of leader of the conservative
party, has expressed his dissent from the
construction which the Premier and other
members on the Ministerial side of the
Hou3e put on the present motion for a committee of inquiry. I am afraid that he will
be thrown back from the position of leader
for the mistake he has made to-night. In
fact~
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Minister of Railways arc a mass of blunders
altogether. The conservatives have got a
white elephant on their hands, and they don't
know exactly how to act. The A.rg'lts has
for months past been doing all it could to
getthe Minister of Railways, whom it regards
as the b8te noir of the Government, turned
out of office. Because the honorable gentleman will not be a pliant tool in the hands
of others, the A"g'ltS insists that he shall be
got rid of. I will never be a party to turn
out one man in order to save others. I
think there is not an honorable member on
this (the opposition) side of the House who
believes that the Minister of Railways has
been guilty of the crime with which he is
charged. I hope the committee will now
be appointed, and that we shall heal' no
more about the matter until they bring up
their report. I believe that report will be a
" clean sheet" for the Minister of Railways,
and that he will be taken back to us the
honest straightforward Minister he is, and
the man we all like.
Mr. HALL.-The honorable member for
Boroondara stated that the feeling in the
.country is that there is to be no business
done in the Assembly this session, and certainly the manner in which things have proceeded so far tends' to confirm the correctness of that impression. Without laying
the charge of delaying the business against
either side of the House, I will only say
that it does not rest with this (the opposition) side. Several hours have been wasted
in discussing the simple question whether
this motion for a committee shall be dealt
with to-night, whereas, if the Premier had
agreed to adjourn the debate until Tuesday,
we could have gone on with other business.
The Minister of Railways will lose nothing
by an adjournment for a few days, and I
am sure that, if he had been personally consulted on the matter, he would have agreed
to the adjournment at once. The reasons
in favour of an adjournment of the debate
are that several members have not seen the
motion of the Premier, and that it ciiffers
very materially from that proposed by the
honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr.
Fincham). The word" corrupt" occurs twice
in the present motion, whereas it did not
occur in the previous one at all. In the law
courts, if a case is submitted to a jury (as this
case was submitted to this House last night)
and they fail to agree in a verdict, surely the
points which are submitted to another jury
are the same. In the present instance,
however, the House not having agreed to

the motion of the honorable member for
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Ballarat West, we find the Premier to-night
submitting one of a totally different aspect,
and that alone is sufficient to justify an
adjournment of the debate.
The House divided on the question"That the debate be now adjourned " Ayes ...
1G
Noes ...
30
Majority against adjournment

14

AYES.

Mr. Cook,
" Deakin,
" Hall,
James,
" IJangridge,
Laurens,
" Longmore,
" McColl,
" Mirams,

Mr. Munro,
Sir J. O'Shanassy,
Mr. Patterson,
>, Richardson,
" Williams.
Telle1·s.
Mr. Barr,
" Gardiner.
NOES.

Mr. Anderson,
" Blackett,
" Bolton,
" Burrowes,
" Cameron,
" Carter,
" Connor,
" Cooper,
" Gillies,
" Grant,
" Graves,
" Hunt,
" Langdon,
" McIntyre,
" McKean,
" W. Madden,

Mr. O'Callaghan,
" Officer,
Sir B. 0' Loghlen,
Mr. Orkney,
" Shiels,
" L. L. Smith,
" Toohey,
" 'Walker,
" Walsh,
" Woods,
" Zincke,

" Zox.

Tellers.
Mr. Harris,
" Wilson.

Mr. WILLIAMS.-Iftheinterpretation
that is put upon this motion by the honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) is
accepted by the members of the committee,
I am qtute certain that it is not necessary to
have anything more explicit. I think that
the word "corrupt" in the motion is a very
unkind reference to the Minister of Railways.
The gravest charge levelled against him was
that, from some cause or other, his wife
inadvertently allowed ballast to be supplied
to the contr&ctors for the Brighton line.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Do you want a
committee on that inadvertence?
Mr. WILLIAMS.-I wish to ask the
Premier whether or not, in the event of the
committee finding on the evidence that the
wife of the Minister of Railways did supply
ballast to the contractors, it would be within
the province of the committee to report to
the House that such was the case?
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-The Premier can.
not answer that. It is for the committee to
decide.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-If the committee are
compelled to take the wording of the motion
literally, and simply say" guilty" or "not
guilty," there is no alternative but that they
must find the Minister of Railways not
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guilty of corruption. The amendment suggested by the honorable member for Oastlemaine (Mr. Pearson) only seeks to make
sure that the committee shall not be precluded from making reference to whatever
matters may have come before them in the
evidence. As the Premier will not give an
assurance that the interpretation of the
honorablememberfor Rodney as to the power
of the committec in reporting is correct, I beg
to move, as an amendment, that the words
" or improper" be inserted ::tfter the word
"corrupt" (line 4), and the words "either
directly or indirectly" after the word
" conduct."
Mr. BARR seconded the ::tmendment.
Mr. MUNRO.-I hope the amendment
will not be pressed. The Government have
now, by the power of voting, insisted that
this matter shall be settled to-night, and an
important supporter of the Ministry-a
gentleman on wllOse judgmcnt in such
matters I place much reliance-has told us
that everything we want to be inquired into
is included in the motion as it stands. Let
us take it for granted that the interpretation
of the honorable member for Rodney (Mr.
Gillies) is correct, and be guided by that.
vVe cannot carry the amendment, ::tnd what
is the good of wasting more time?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro)
very adroitly tries to turn the whole course
of this matter. He has been sharp enough
to notice that if the amendment is negatived
the scopa of the inquiry will be limited, and
therefore, to prevent what he sees to be a
false move, he very ingeniously asks the
House to accept the interpretation which
he chooses to put on the words of the honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) and
to abiele by that. Oonsequently he wants
the House to avoid giving any expression of
opinion on the amendment. Now I, for one,
object to the amendment being withdrawn.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I certainly object
to the blunt language in which the Government have couched their motion. I think it
is the most unkind thing that has ever been
done in this country to a Minister by his
colleagues to bring forward a motion for a
committee to inquire whether the Minister
of Hailways has been guilty of "corrupt
conduct." I do not think it was necessary
to bring in the word "corrupt" ::tt all. It
was only necessary to refer to improper
conduct, but the Premier has now decided
that the committee must either find his
colleague guilty of corruption or else not
guilty at all.
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I have never said
anything of the kind.
Mr. LONGMORE.-The honorable gentleman has tied down the committee to the
words of his motion, because he insists that
the words of the amendment, which might
have given the committee a little latitude,
shall go to a division so that they may be
negatived. I want to know whether the
Premier is going to compel the committee
either to find the Minister of Railways
guilty of corruption or else to whitewash
him? It is impossible for a committee to
take proper cognizance of these matters
without being at liberty to inquire into all
the circumstances. But if the committee
are bound to the words of the motion, even
if they find that Mrs. Bent was pecuniarily
interested in this contract, the Minister of
Railways will be whitewashed, yet there is
not a man in the country that will not believe he has done an improper thing. I
would, therefore, like the Premier to give
the Minister of Railways fair play. I do
not want to see him coming out of this
inquiry with his character damned for all
tillle because the committee were not able
to bring in a verdict that he had done something wrong.
Mr. GRANT.-They can bring in any
verdict they like.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Of course, if that
be so, it puts an end to the discussion, but
the Premier has not said that. The committee should be allowed to inquire generally
into these contracts, so that they can place
the conduct of the Minister in its true light
-a light which will be accepted by the
country, and ought to be accepted by the
country. I hope the Minister will come out
of the inquiry without the slightest tinge
upon his character, but, if he has been guilty
of the slightest wrong-doing wh::tteYer, the
committee which is to try him-a friendly
committee-ought to be able to say to what
extent they believe he has gone astray.
Mr. GRANT.-So they can.
Mr. LONGMORE.- I think the Government have treated their colleague very
badly. Instead of using the words they
have put in this motion, if they had simply
appointed a committee to inquire into the
matters which have been brought forward, a
plain statement of the facts could be laid
before the public, and the public would have
more confidence in the verdict.
Mr. McINTYRE.- I understand that
the words of this motion have been used at
the desire of the Minister of Railways himself, so that all thc sympathy which has
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been expressed for him by the opposition
side of the House is quite uncalled for. I
am prepared to say that the Miliister of
Railways is anxious for the utmost inquiry,
and I am quite sure he cloes not require
any sympathy from honorable members
opposite. I maintain that it is our duty
to allow this motion to be passed exactly in
the bald form in which the Premicr has
proposed it. Let us go to a division on
the amendment, and the result will be that,
in three nights running, we shall have had
t.hree no-confidence motions decided in
favour of the Government.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-I think the whole
tone in which this debate has been conducted on both sides is to be regretted, and
several references have been made which
would have been much better omitted.
I certainly understood, in the early part
of the evening, that this motion was only
to be submitted to the House and then
to be allowed to stand over till Tuesday. I think it will be unfair to the Minister of Railways himself if the motion is
allowed to go in its present form, because
every member of the proposed committee,
with one exception, has already, in debate,
declared his belief that the Minister of Railways was not actuated by any corrupt motive whatever. vVhy then should the committee be appointed to inquire whether the
Minister has been guilty of " corrupt conuuct" ?
Mr. PEARSON.-It is perfectly true,
as the honorable member for Rodney (Mr.
Gillies) has stated, that the committee,
when appointed, can bring up any report on
any subject it likes-it may even report on
the geological strata of the Mordialloc line
-but a committee has only the power giVEn
to it by this House. It has no power, in
examining witnesses, to ask questions on
any subject except that which the House
has instrncted it to inquire into. This committee may force witnesses to answer ,any
questions bearing on the "corrupt conduct" of the Minister of Railways, but it
cannot demand answers on any other subject. I think the Premier has made a
great mistake in this matter, but I am
perfectly content to leave the motion as it
stands.
Mr. VV ALSH.-I have listened attentively to the speeches which have been made,
and I have failed to learn what it is the
Opposition really want. The motion of the
Government covers all the ground contained
in the charges of the honorable member for
Ballal'atVVest (Mr. Fincham), and what more
SES. 1882.-2 E
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is required? Of course the report of the committee must have special reference to the
points mentioned in the motion, but we have
the assurance that they will be able to inquire into all matters connected with the
charges, and no doubt their verdict will be
guided to a very considerable extent by the
evidence that will be elicited generally. The
committee must enter on the inquiry in a
spirit of good faith, as between the House,
the Minister of Railways, and the country,
and, if they do their duty in that respect,
I think we may fairly leave the matter i~l
their hands on the basis of the motion submitted by the Government.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-I desire to withdraw
my amendment.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I object to the
withdrawal. Let it be negatived.
The amendment was negatived without a
division.
The first portion of the motion was then
agreed to.
The SPEAKER put the second part or
the motion, namely"Such committee to consist of the following
members :-Mr. Anderson, Mr. Bell, Mr. Fisher,
Mr. Nimmo, Mr. Hobertson, Mr. Officer, Mr.
Wheeler; three to form a quorum, and to have
power to call for persons, papers, and records, and to move from place to place."

Mr. DEAKIN.-I would suggest to the
Premier that it would be well to postpone
deciding on the names until.Tuesday, when
there will be a fuller House than there is
now.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I may mention
that the names have been assented to by the
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry),
the leader of the Opposition. The honorable member's own name was on the proposed committee, but for political and other
reasons he did not wish to serve, and I
therefore obtained the consent of another
member of the Opposition to act. The committee stands now exactly as the honorable
member for Geelong saw it, and he made no
objection to it.
Mr. BARR.-I beg to move as an amendment that all the words after "consist of"
be omitted, with the view of inserting the
following : "Seven members to be selected by the House
from members who havenotexpressed an opinion
on the subject to be submitted to them."

The SPEAKER.-It is not competent
for the honorable member to move such an
amendment. How am I or the House to
know whether an honorable member has or
has not expressed an opinion on the
question?
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Mr. BARR.-Then I will move that the
committee consist of seven members, to be
elected by ballot.
The SPEAKER.-It is competent for
any six members to demand that the committee shall be elected by ballot.
Mr. MUNRO.-I believe some of the
honorable members nominated arc not now
present in the Chamber, and with respect
to at least one of them I have been informed
to-night that he may himself be indirectly
charged with conduct very like that now in
question. It might be very awkward if he
were placed on the committee.
Mr. FINCHAM.-I respectfully suggest
that it is just as well we should know
whether all the honorable members nominated have consented to act.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Some of the
honorable members nominated were asked
by myself to sit on the committee, and they
consented to do so. The remainder have,
I understand, agreed to act.
Mr. MUNRO.-I object to the honorable
member for Oreswick (Mr. Wheeler) being
on the committee. I suggest that the honOI'able member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) be
substituted for him.
Mr. GILLIES.-I object to be placed
on the committee.
The latter portion of the motion was
then agreed to without amendment.
On the motion of Sir B. O'LOG HLEN,
leave was given to the committee to sit on
days on which the House does not meet.
The House adjourned at twenty-four
minutes past cleven o'clock, until Tuesday,
May 23.

In the death of Mr. Robert Ramsay the
country has to-day sustained a severe loss,
and nearly every honorable member of this
Ohamber has to lament the deprivation of
an intjmate personal friend. Mr. Ramsay
was almost a native of the colony; he was
educated here. He had filled some of the
highest responsible offices it is possible to
hold in our community, and at an early hour
this morning, after a very short illness-for
only the other day he was amongst us in
perfect health-he passed away, leaving it
widow and several small children to bewail
their bereavement. I ('an scarcely trust
myself to speak long on this subject, because
Mr. Ramsay was to me an intimate personal friend during a long series of years.
I knew him well, and liked him greatly.
He never had a scat in this House, but, in
consideration of the fact that he was twice
Chief Secretary of the colony, I think we
may well show our respect for his memory
and evince our heartfelt sympathy with his
widow in her terrible trial by assenting to
my motivn without discussion.
The Hon. R. S. ANDERSON.-Sir, I
beg to second the motion. I am sure the
news of Mr. Ramsay's death came upon us
all this morning like a shock, exciting the
greatest surprise with the greatest regret.
li'or myself, I may say, with the SolicitorGeneral, that Mr. Ramsay's decease has
cost me a personal friend. I knew him intimately during a considerable number of
years, and I can speak of his character as
one of the best I have known. He was
twice Chief Secretary of Victoria, and also
Minister of Public Instruction, and during
each period of office he was one of my
colleagues. I had, therefore, every opporLEGISLATIVE COUNCIL. tunity of judging him morally, mentally,
aild educationally; and a more estimable
T1tesday, lIfay 23, 1882.
man I have rarely met. The whole community have sustained a loss in his death,
Death of Mr. Ramsay: Adjournment of tho House.
for he was a man we could ill spare.
The motion was agreed to.
The PRESIDENT took the chair at sixteen
minutes to five o'clock p.m., and read the
The House adjourned at twelve minutes
prayer.
to five o'clock, until Tuesday, May 30.
DECLARATION OF
QUALIFIOATION.
The Hon. W. McCulloch delivered to the
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Clerk the declaration required by the 32nd
T1tesday, lIfay 23, 1882.
section of the Act No. 702.
DEATH OF MR. RAMSAY.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON said-Mr.
President, it is with feelings of deep personal grief that I move that the House at
its rising adjourn until Tuesday, May 30.

Death of a Member: Mr. Ramsay: Adjournment of the
House as a :Mark of .Respect.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
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. Sir n. O'LOGHLEN rose and saidMr. Speaker,- I am sure that eyery member
of this House will Lave heard with the
deepest regret of the decease of the fIon.
Hobert Ramsay, the member for East
Bourke. He was so lately amongst us that
we must all have been shocked to hear of
his early death and of the termination of a
career of so much promise. The honomble
gentleman was a member of this House for
many years, and had earned' for himseH. a
name in the history of the country. 'Vhen
he was a Minister of the Crown he had very
arduous duties to discharge, and he performed them with credit t,o himself and with
satisraction to the country. As a mark of
great and deep regret at his untimely decease, I beg to move that the House do
now adjourn until 'l'hursc1ay.
Mr. BERRY.-Sir, I rise to second the
motion, and to bear out all that the Premier
has said in expressing what I am sure will
be universally felt-deep regret for the very
sudden death of the honorable member for
East. Bourke.
Mr. KERFERD.-Mr. Speaker, I desire
to offer a few remarks on this occasion, and
I have been requested to do so by some of
the friends who have been more immediately
associated with the late lamented Mr.
Ramsay. It was only last Thurschy w'eek
that our respected leader, Mr. Francis, was
unable to go on with his speech on the noconfidence motion, and Mr. Ramsay volunteered to see him home. That was the last
occasion on which he appeared in this
House, and certainly he then showed more
likely indications of a long life than did Mr.
Francis, who is now, we hope, recovering
from the illness with which he was attacked.
It was in my Government that Mr. Ramsay
first took office as a responsible Minister or
the Crown; I have been associated with
him in several Governments; I have been
long connected with him as a member of
the political party to which I belong; and
I must say that no man was more loyal to
his friends or to his cause than he was. No
man did his duty with greater single-mind edness. As one or the party with which he was
so closely identified, I am exceedingly grateful to the Premier for the manner in which
he has spoken of the deceased gentleman,
and also to the leader of the Opposition for
the observations which fell from him. I am
sure we must all regret that Mr. Ramsay has
been cut down in the early part of a very promising career, and feel the greatest sympathy
for those whom he has left behind.
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J\fr. WRIXON.-Sir, I knew the late
honorable member for East Bourke for
many years, and I wish to add a word to
what has been said by the Premier, the
leader of the, Opposition, and the honorable
member for the Ovens (Mr. Kerterd). I
knew Mr. Ramsay in business matters for
a considerable time, and I always found that
he acted in the most straightforward and
honorable way. In fact, he was a man who
could not have done an indirect thing if he
had tried. In public affairs also he displayed the greatest honesty of purpose, and
if he was desirous of sery.ing the country as
a Minister, from time to time, I believe it
was simply because he thonght that in that
position he could be of greal,Qr use' to the
public than merely in the capacity of a
private member of this House. I likewise
feel that on this occasion it is impossible fOl'
us to forget the unvarying courtesy of his
demeanour as a member of the House.
Though he sat here for many years, and
during many exciting and ardent party
conflicts, I don't think that on any occasion he forgot that courtesy which, as
members, we ought to observe to one
another. I need not say anything' about
his private life, because that is well known
to us all; and I will only add that in his
death both the House and the country have
to regret a real loss.
The motion was then agreed to.
The House adjourned at twenty-four
minutes to five o'clock, until Thursday,
1\1ay 25.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Th~tI'8day,

1I1oy 2.5, 1882.

Administration of the n...ilway Department: Select Committee: Persona.l Explana.tion: Mr. Wheeler-Fire at
the Government Printiug-ofllee-Explosives-Railway
Department: Suburban Trains on the Gippsland LineTalla.rook and Yea Railway-Postal Department: Pilla.rboxes at Emerald Hill-Railway Brakes-Public Service
Reform: "Unopposed Motions "-University ReservoThe Late Clerk of the Assembly-Melbourne International Exhibition - Railway Construction Bill-Land
Acts Amendment and Continua.tion Bill-Local Government Laws Amendment Bill-Post-offiee Laws Amendment Bill-Diseases in Animals Bill-Mining on Private
Property Bill-Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites BillLoans Redemption BiIl- :lHercantile Marine Service
Bill-Public Health Laws Further Amendment BiIlWater Con~erva.tion Act Amendment Bill-State Forests
Bill-San<lhurst Lands Vesting Bill-Royal Park: Experimental Farm Site: Mr. Carter's Motion - Old
Colonhts' Association Bill.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
fOlll' o'clock p.m.
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ADMINISTRATION OF
THE RAILvVAY DEPARTMENT.
lVIr. ROBERTSON brought up a progress report from the select committee
appointed on May 18 to inquire into charges
against the Minister of Railways.
The CLERK read the report, which
consisted of the following resolution : " That, in the opinion 9£ your committee, power
should be given to them to report the eridence
from day to day."

On the motion of Mr. ROBERTSON,
the committee were aut.horized to report the
evidence from day to day.
Mr. vVHEELER.-Mr. Speaker, I desire to make a personal explanation to the
House. vVhen the committee was appointed, the other day, I was absent from
the House. I have since declined to act
asa member of the committee, and I
desire to give my reaSons why. During
the debate on the subject, I spoke very
strongly against the scope and extent of
the inquiry. I was not at all unwilling
that the circumstances connected with the
Mordialloc ballast, the alterations in the
specifications, and the retirement of Mr.
Elsdon from the public service should be
inquired into; but I objected to any inquiry
into Mr. Bent's private matters with
regard to gravel. Having spoken strongly
on the point, I felt that I would scarcely be
an unbiased judge, and for that reaS011, and
that reason alone, I desire that the House
will relieve me from attendance on the
committee.
There is another matter I
desire to refer to. I see by the Arg'lls
newspaper that, when the House was about
to appoint the committee, the hOHorable
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro)
said that one of the members nominated
might himself, directly or indirectly, be
chargeable with conduct very like that then
in qnestion, and that immediately afterwards-in fact almost in the same breaththe honorable gentleman objected to my
being on the committee. Of course, I
cannot avoid connecting the two things
together. Since then the honorable member
sent a message to me, through Mr. Anderson, and I will ask him now, in all fairness
to myself, to repeat that message to the
House.
Mr. MUNRO.-The message I sent to
the honorable member, through Mr. AnderSOll, was that I was informed privately that
he was interested in supplying timber to
railway contractors, and that, if that was
the case, he would not be competent to sit
upon the committee.

Railway Department.

Mr. vVHEELER.-I consider that I
have both a moral and legal rig'ht to
supply timber to railway contractors. If
the honorable member for N ortIt Melbourne
could accuse lUe of supplying timber or
sleepers to the Government I could ha\re
understood his action, but I have no recollection of having done anything of the kind.
I lUay point out to the honorable member
that insinuations and innuendoes such as
the honorable member has indulged in are
calculated to do scrious injury to a member
of this House who is engaged in commercial pursuits; and I call upon the honorable member to give up the name of the
author of the statement.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I rise to order.
The honorable member for Creswick (Mr.
Wheeler) has already explained the reason
why he does not desire to act on the committee, and he is now going into matters
which have nothing to do with the question.
The SPEAKER.-'Vhen an honorable
member, who is personally accllsed of doing
something said to be contrary to law, desires to make an explanation, it is usual to
allow him some little latitude.
Mr. 'VHEELE R.-I thought it well to
put myself in communication with my solicitor, in order to ascertain whether I was
not perfectly justified in doing what I did;
and the result was that a case was submitted
for the opinion of counsel. Tho case and
the opinion are as follows : " CASE.

"Suppose A.B. is a. member of the LegislatiYe
Assembly of Victoria, and also a saw-l1Ii1l proprietor. Suppose he sells timber to contractors
who have contracts from GoYernment, and supplies the timber in the ordinary course of business, being paid by the contractors, 'having no
dealings with the Goyernment in any form, and
not concerned in any way ill the contracts or in
the success or failure thereof.
" Counsel will please note the words- c directly
or indirectly concerned,' and' entitled to participate either directly or· indirectly in the
profits.'
"Counsel will please advise whether under the
supposed circumstances A.B. has forfeited his
seat, or rendered himself liable to any penalty
under the provisions of the Constitution Act,
No. 91, or any other law."
" OPINION.

In my opinion, A.B. has not forfeited his seat
or become liable to any penalty for supplying
timber in the ordinary course of bis business to
customers who may be contractors with the Government. Such supply is made in the ordinary
course of business, and A.B. deals only with his
own customers, and his profits in no way depend
upon the fact whether the timber is used for one
purpose or another, The Act No. 91, section 4,
is similar to and certainly not larger in its terms
than the English Act 22 Geo. III, Ca,p. 45; and
see Thompson v. Pea1'ce, 1 Brod. and Bing. 25,
II
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decided on that Act. In the judgment in that
case hypotheses were put and answered which
cover this case. Sec per Dallas, O.J., at page
32, and Hichardson, .J., at page 3G, who says, ' The
Act ca.n on1.y extent! to those who come immeuiate1y in contact with Government,' &c.
"GIW. H.l!'. WEBB.
"Temple-court, May 22, 1882."

Mr. ,V. M. OLARK.-Does the honorable member intend to place these doculllents
on the table?
:Mr. 'YHEELER.-I ,yill lay them on
the table. I desire to add, in conclusion,
that I could not allow such a rumour as
that to which the honorable member for
North Melbourne referred to olJtain currency
without giving it, from my place in this
House, the most distinct contradiction.
On the motion of Sir B. O'LOGHLEN,
Mr. ,Vhccler was relieved from further attendance on tho committer, and Mr. Brophy
was appointed in his stead.
PETITIONS.
Petitions against tho salo of the portion
of the Royal Park known as the Model
Farm were presented by Mr. MUNltO, from
a public meeting or the inhabit.auts of
Hotham, and by Mr. LAUHENS, from
residents of Carlton. Petitions were also
presented by Mr. GlLLIES, from the Melbourne Omnibus and Tramway Oompany,
praying that leave be granted for the introduction of a Dill to authorize the construction of tramways in Melbourne and the
suburbs; and by Mr. O'OALLAGIIAN,from
the Lowan Shire Oouncil, calling attention
to the depredations of wild dogs on sheep in
and adjoining the mallee scrub, and praying
that steps might be taken for the occupation of the manee cOllntry as a means of
suppressing the pest.
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EXPLOSIVES.
Mr. DERRY called the attention of the
Premier to what had been represented to
him as; very unsatisfactory and dangerous
arra.ngements connected with the storage in
the Bay of dynamite and other explosives.
It nppearcd that the hulk which formed thQ
store was over-loaded to such an extent
that it was utterly impossible to make a.
proper insp:;ction of the various cases; amI
that the only means of discovering whether
the explosivcs underwent any deterioration
wns the sense of smell on the part of the
attendant on board. The attendant had
learned by experience to detect the odoura poisonous one-which preceded, or rather
accompanied, the decomposition of these
cl::tngerous compounds. He did not know
". . hat course the Government proposed to
take, but ul1l.10ubtedly it was necessary to
do something with regard, not only to the
dynamite stored in the Bay, but the whole
question.
He believed that, some time
back, the Government ordered the destruction of a certain number of cases of dyna
mite which had become dangerous and
useless; and he was informed tllat the
owners of the article were paid the full
price for it. (Mr. Graves-" They demandecl
it, but they have not got it yet.") 'V ere
they to have it? (Mr. Graves-" I think
so.") But that was a dangerous policy.
One result was that cases of a similar description, having passed through the heat of
the summer and become dangerous in the
neighbouring colonies, were being brought
to Melbourne. (Mr. Graves-" But not
landed; that was prohilJited this morning.")
He was glad to hear that statement; but
the whole question really required the
serious and prompt action of the Government. He might mention t.hat dynamite
could be manufactured in the colony, and
its stora.ge regulated so as to meet all requirements without the excessive danger
which existed at present. A vessel cpming
into collision with the hulk on which these
compounds ''Iere stored might caUfle all
explosion which would destroy half 1\1elLOlll'nc. He was informed that the officer
responsiLle to the Governutent for the public
safety in cOl1ncxion with explosives had
tendered his resignation. Any way, the
state of matters in connexion with the
business ,yas critical in the extreme, and,
therefore, it was important that there shoulll
be no delay in dealing with it, either
admillistratin~ly or by legislation, to the
extent of prohibiting the importation of

GOVERNMENT PRINTING
OFFIOE.
:Mr. PEARSON inquired of the Premier
whether he would take immediate steps to
provide work for those employes at the
Government Printing-office who had been
completely thrown out of employment, and
whose tools were destroyed, by t.he fire which
occurred tlle prerious day? He understood
there were seventeen men in this position.
He had no doubt that the mere mention of
the cnse would haye the effect of <.lrawing
the Premier's prompt and sympathetic attention to it.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stated t,hat he
had made such arrangements as he bclieyed
would prevent the fire operating as nn interference with the dne execution of the work
of the Government Printing-office.
such dangerous compounds.

w
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN obser\recl that the
matter had been under the consideration of
the Government some months. Certain explosives to which the honorable member for
Geelong (Mr. Berry) had referred were reported upon by Mr. Cosmo Newbery, the
inspector of explosives. That gentleman
would not say that the explosives were dangerous; in his opinion the compounds,
under one set of circumstances, would be
dangerous, and under allother set of circumstances wotlld not be dangerous. However,
the Government resolved that the compounds
should be destroyed; and, in order to obtain possession of them, they had to pay for
them. As to the present state of affairs, he
would invite the attention of the House to
some remarks which the Minister of Customs
had to offer.
The SPEAKER.-There is no question
before the House, and therefore this disctIssion is irregular.
Mr. GRAVES said, as a scare had
arisen on the subject, he would ask leave of
the House to make a few observations.
The honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
, Berry) had not over-stated the case at all.
The particlllar explosive to which the honorable member had referred was a jelly,
which came to the colony in perfect order,
but which on exposure to the climate became extremely dangerous. On Tuesday
afternoon, information reached him that
explosives which were passed as safe a
mont4 or five weeks ago were deteriorating,
and thereupon he instructed Mr. N ewbery
to inspect the articles and take such action
with respect to them, even to ordering' their
destruction, as he might deem advisable.
The opinion of the Government was that
dynamite should not be stored on board the
hulk; and Mr. Newbery had reported that
he cotlld not examine the explosiv-es in their
present position. Further, Mr. N ewbery
had intimated that, unless his recommendations were carried out, he would be bound
to resign. Accordingly the agents in Melboul'lle had received notice to remove the
compounds from the hulk to some place on
shore. The suggestion of Mr. N ewbery
was that the explosives should be stored in
small wooden buildings on shore, and the
Government wore prepared to act on that
suggestion.
RAIL'VAY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. MUNRO stated that, at the request
of travellers on the Oaldeigh Railway, he desired to ascertain from the Minister who at
present administered the Rail W[LY department

Raiiway Brakes.

whether it was possiLle to 1;:eep time on that
line? The train Ly which he came into town
that morning was ten minutes behind time,
and the late arrival 'of trains' at a crowded
station was a great element of danger.
Mr. GHA YES, as the Minister in temporary charge of the Hailway department,
stated that he wOllld have the matter inquired into with a view to secure a strict
observance of punctuality by all trains.
TALLAROOK AND YEA
HAILvVAY.
Mr. HUNT mentioned that, according
to a promise recently made by the Minister
of Hailways, tenders shotlld have been invitcd the previous day for the construction
of the railway from Tallarook to Yea. This
had not been done ; and he desired to InlOW
when the Railway ,department would be in
a position to call for tenders?
Mr. GRAVES said the delay was caused
by the intervention of a public holiday-the
Queen's birthday. However, the necessary
papers had been signed that morning.
POSTAL DEPARTMENT.
Mr. :MACGREGOR asked the Postmaster-General whether, instead of having
the pillar-boxes at Emenl,ld Hill cleared at
nille o'clock a.m., as at present, he would
take steps to have them cleared at such :1n
hour as would secure the letters going in
with the first delivery to Melbourne?
:).\fr. DOLTON stated that arrangements
wOllld be made for clearing the pillar-boxes
at Emerald Hill between 3.30 and 4.30
a.m., in order that letters might be transmitted by the early morning trains to the
country, and distributed in Melbourne and
the suburbs by the first delivery.
RAIL'VAY BRAKES.
Mr. PATTERSON asked the Acting
Minister of Railways what board the com- .
parative merits of the 'Vestinghouse and
Woods brakes would be referred to ?
Mr. GRAVES said he gathered from
inquiries made in the department that the
VVoods brake had been in use on the railways for the last four years, and that a few
months ago the Minister of Railways received from a l\felbourne firm representing
the Westinghouse Brake Company, a COlllmunication which stated as follows : "By last mail we have received instructions
from the Westinghouse Brake Company, Loudon, to lay the following offer before you :"The Westinghouse Brake Company offer to
fit with their brake and free of charge any train
which you way set apal't for the purpose 1 such
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t.rain to run for one year in competition with
any other brake or brakes, the Government to
decide at the end of the year whether 01' not they
will buy the brn.lce so fitted and adopt the Westinghouse system for the Victorian Uailways."

This offer was accepted by the Minister.
The machinery and gear, which could not
be made in the colony, had recently arrived,
and the company had likewise sent out a
gentleman to superintend the experiment.
The attachments were now being applied to
engines and carriages both at the Flindersstreet and Sandridge stations. However,
until the arrangements were in a more forward state, it would be premature to appoint
any Loard.
" UNOPPOSED" 1\t{OTIONS.
l\II'. WRIXON asked the Premier
whether he would allow the motion of which
he had given not.ice, for a select committee
to inquire into the management of the
public service, to be treated as "unopposed" ? The Government proposed to
legislate on the subject, and no doubt a
preliminary inquiry by a select committee
would be useful to them in their legislation.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said the Government were perfectly willing that a select
committee for the .purpose indicated should
Le appointed, but they did not see their
way to treat the motion of the honorable
member for Portland as "unopposed."
The SPEAKER.-I don't know whether
the Government have the power to accept
any such motion as "unopposed," and I
think that to allow so important a motion
to go unopposed would be to estaLlish a
dangerous precedent. Motions set down
as "unopposed'" are usually motions for
retul'lls.
UNIVERSITY RESERVE.
1\11'. GARDINER asked the 1\iinister of
Lands whether he had anything to report
with reference to the avenue proposed to Le
made through the University grounds from
Madeline-street to Sydney-road?
Mr. VV. MADDEN replied that negotiations were still going on.
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
1\11'. GRANT, pursuant to order of the
House (tln.tetl May 18), laitl on the table a
return of the teachers dismissed by each
Minister since the present Education Act
came into operation, and also or the teachers
clispensed with by each Minister in consequence of their not passing the necessary
examination.
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THE LATE CLERIC
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN moved"That Mr. Speaker be requested to acquaint
John Barker, Esq., that this House desires to
express its high sense of the manner in which
he uniformly. discharged the duties of his important oflice of Clerk of the Legislative
Assemb1y during his long attendance in the
service 01 this House."

He said-1\ir. Speaker, there are many honorable members of the House who have known
Mr. Barker throughout his long career, while
I can only speak of an acquaintance with
him during the last four years, but I may
say that, so far as I have been able to form
an opinion, no one could have discharged the
duties of his office with greater ability, or
more unflagging zeal, than the late Clerk
of the Assembly has done, and I think every
honorable member must feel that the best
thanks of the Chamber are due to him. In
fact, I may assert that Mr. Barker's great
learning, his steady adherence to English
precedents, and the advice he has alwa.ys
been ready to givfl members and even to
Governments with respect to matters connected with parliamentary Lusiness have
greatly helped to form parliamentary procedure in Victoria, and I imagine it will be a
very long day before we meet with another
Clerk possessing all the qualities 1\ir. Barker
uui ted. in himself. Under these circumstances, I leave it to the senior members of
the House to make observations upon his
career in this House, simply saying for myself and the junior members of the Chamber
that we are each and all personally indebted
to him for the counsel and assistance he has
afforded us from time to time, especially when
difficulties have arisen in connexion with
parliamentary business.
Mr. BURnOWES seconded the motion.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Sil', probably
I am more familiar with the career of the
late Clerk of the Assembly than any. other
membcr, and therefore I may, perhaps, be
allowed to offer a few words in support of
the motion. I have had the pleasure or
knowing Mr. Barker in his official capacity
ever since 1851, when the first Legislature of
the colony assembled. in St. Patrick's Hall,
and carried on the forms of parliamentary
government with one House; and I Can say
of him that uniformity of demeanour,
equanimity of temperament, impartiality of
judgment, and careful attention to precedents when any question of difficulty arose
have invariably been his characteristics. I
believe everyone who has come into conta.ct with him will be able to bear me out
in this regard. I know no one who ever
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filled such a position, during such a time,
who gave equal satisfaction to those with
whom he had to deal. Moreover, I am
sure that whatever Mr. Barker may have
done in his private capacity, which he had
a perfect right to do, he never recognised
any political party whatever in the performance of his duties. On all occasions
his object was to adhere as closely as possible to the rules and practice of the
Imperial Parliament, so as to give the
Assembly the same powers as the House of
Commons; and on that point I agree with
the Premier that he has done very great
service to the colony. I regret, exceedingly, that circumstances have called
him from this House, but at the same time
I remember the number of laborious years
he has passed here, and the very great difficulties with which he has had to contend.
Indeed, it is most surprising how he was
able for so long to fulfil his onerous
functions, sitting at the table, as he used to
do, from half-past four o'clock in the afternoon until twelve or one in the morning,
and then attending next day to all the
multifarious office duties of his position.
His constitution must be wonderful to have
enabled him to stand it. In truth he has
done an immense amount of work, and been a
distinguished officer, and, I hope, his change
to the other Ohamber will give satisfaction to
him in his declining years.
Mr. BERRY.-Mr. Speaker, I have
great satisfaction in bearing witness to the
many good qualities of Mr. Barker-I think
I said as much on a former occasion-but I
venture to ask whether, however valuable the
services rendered by a public officer may be,
it is altogether a right course for this House
to pass a vote thanking him for them ?
Mr. McKEAN.-The case is so exceptional.
Mr. BERRY.-Yes, but in making an
exception we establish a precedent. I would
like to know if a similar course has· ever been
taken by the House of Oommons ?
The SPEAKER.-A similar course has
been taken by the House of Oommons.
Mr. BERRY.-That removes the only
objection I had to the motion, and I may
say that I entertained it more in the interests of the dignity of this Ohamber than
on any other ground. I have now great
pleasnre in supporting the Premier's proposition, and in offering my testimony to
the efficiency and genuine impartiality with
which Mr. Barker performed his duties.
Mr. KERFERD.-Sir, the honorable
member for Geelollg (Mr. Berry) has just
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given us a very striking illustration of the
value of Mr. Barker to this House, for had
he been here the honorable member would
have only had to ask him to have obtained
abundant information with regard to the precedents that exist for a motion like the present. ""\Vhat is our position? All of us
having come here wit.hout any parliamentary
experience, from whence dieL we get that
which we now possess? For myself, I may
say that I have been a member of this
Ohamber for eighteen years, and that everything I know of parliamentary practice and
procedure was gained principally from Mr.
Barker.
vVhenever any difficulty arose
about the usages or practice of P~rliament
he was the authority each honorable member consulted, and frequently the then
Speaker had to do the same thing. Perhaps no one can testify with greater confidence to the value and usefulness of
Mr. Darker than the present Speaker,
who for many years distinguished himself as our Ohairman of Oommittees.
Again, as the honorable member for Belfast
has pointed out, Mr. Barker always did his
duty to honorable members, no matter on
which side of the House they sat; and I
may add that he was ever ready and willing
to give advice and also to point out defects
and irregularities of procedure. For instance, if a notice of motion was not exactly
in accordance with precedence or parliamentary practice, he was prompt to point out
what was wrong and to suggest the proper
remedy. In fact, he was the principal means
of enabling us to follow the usages and practice of the House of Oommons to the extent
we have, and to adopt the forms of procedure
we have now so well established amongst
us. I am sure honorable members generally
will appreciate the motion the Premier has
moved, and join in thinking that, after his
long period of service-lasting from 1851
-it is simply Mr. Barker's due that we
should express our sense of the way in
which he continuously and uninterruptedly
performed his duties. It should be remembered that we have not the means
the House of Oommons possesses of indicating its appreciation of the conduct of
any of its Olerks, because we are unable
to procure for Mr. Barker the honour
of knighthood- a distinction Clerks of
the Imperial Parliament ha ve more than
once had conferred upon them. All we
can do is to vote our thanks to him, and
to embody the acknowledgment in a form
that cail be handed down to those who
may follow him.
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Mr. McKEAN.-Mr. Speaker, as one
of the older members of the Chamber, I rise
to endorse the observations of the honorable
members who preceded me, and to bear my
testimony to the great ability displayed by
Mr. Barker as Clerk of this Chamber. I
may say, indeed, that I regard him as a
walking cycloprodia of parliamentary law.
I am sure honorable members on both
sides will agree with me that he was, in the
discharge of his duties, equally willing to
help the junior as the senior members of
the Chamber. In fact, I look upon him as
one of the most efficient Clerks we could
possibly have had, and I regret that he has
left us. I will also express the hope that
his successor will eventually equal him. I
am sure he will do the best he can. Although parting with a gentleman of Mr.
Barker's experience is a great loss, I am
satisfied that even as the Clerk of a-nother
place he will be always willing to assist us
in every possible way.
Mr. GILLIES.-Sir, I cordially support the motion. For many years I have
had constant opportunities of knowing Mr.
Barker's efficiency in performing the really
difficult work of his position. I think one
of his greatest merits was that he was
al ways thoroughly loyal to the Government
of the day, simply because he regarded
them as representing this Chamber. He
was also thoroughly loyal to eyery member,
for we must each and all of us bc able to
bear witness that whenever any of us
sought his advice it was always given
readily, and with great judgment and
ability. Iudeed, I am afraid we shall find
it very difficult to obtain as his successor
-at least for some time to come-one
equally able to fulfil the duties of his office.
Certainly the Government of the day always
know when the House has an efficient and
capable Clerk. vVhen, for instance, the
House has spent much time oyer a large
and important measure, and made a considerable number of amendments in it, and
the end of the session approaches, upon whom
lies the responsibility of seeing that those
amendments are properly made, and that
no blundering has been overlooked? It lies
chiefly on the Clcrk of the Assembly, and it
is at such a time Ministers know his true
worth. As one who has had experience in
this direction, I have no hesitation in saying
that Mr. Barker was a most efficient-nay,
inval ua bIe-officer.
Mr. ZOX.-Mr. Speaker, as one who has
not been many years in this House, I wish to
bear testimony to the courteflY and kindness
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uniformly displayed by Mr. Barker towards
the younger members of the Chamber. Inde()d, I labour under the impression that
the Assembly never had an officer so faithful
and zealous in the discharge of his duties
as Mr. Barker vms, and I sincerely hope his
successor will give equal satisfaction.
Mr. vVOODS.-Sir, I have no doubt the
motion will be carried unanimously, but as
one whose membership of the House dates
from 1859-1 think the honorable member
for Belfast, the Chief Secretary, and the
Speaker are my only seniors-I wish to
say something of Mr. Barker's services from
a democratic point of view. No doubt his
priyate feelings go towards the constitutional side, but in parting with him I would
not like to let him go without saying that
whenever I had to submit to the House a
question of a decidedly democrat.ic nature,
and consequently, I sUPP9se, contrary to his
political opinions, he was absolutely impartial in advising me how to shape the matter
correctly. For the rest I entirely concur in
what has been said in his favour, and I am
individually glad the Premier has afforded
us an opportunity of expressing our views
on the subject.
The motion was ::tgreed to.
MELBOURNE INTERNATIONAL
EXHIBITION.
Sit' B. O'LOGHLEN moved"That the thanks of this House nre due and
are hereby given to the president, vice-presidents,
commissioners, the executive committee, an(l
officers of the International Exhibition, for their
exertions in carrying out successfully to its
completion that great llational undertaking."

He said - Mr. Speaker, the Melbourne
Int.ernational Exhibit.ion having come to a
very successful termination, I think the
House ought not to allow the occasion to
pass \yithout testifying by a vote of thanks
how much the country is indebted for the
exertions of the gentlemen who undertook
without fee or reward to conduct the institution from its beginning to its end. I
am so far in an unfortunate position that I
am one of the persons named in the motion
as those to whom thanks arc llue, and I am
afraid I was personally unable to give much
attention to the Ex.hibition, but I may say
that the entire business had no more ardent
supporter in the Cabinet than I was. I
will also go the length of saying that the
Administration who initiated the Exhibition
desenTe the greatest possible credit. There
,can be no doubt it had a most beneficial
effect on the commerce and industries of
the colony, because it drew the attention
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of the wealthier portion of the empire to
the great outlet Vjctoria afforded for their
enterprise. Having seen with their own
eyes, they could realize aud report to their
business friends the opportunities that
existed here for openings-out of trade, the
extension of manufactures, and a great
variety of undertakings. It was while the
Exhibition lasted that the great change in
the prospects of the colony-in fact the prosperity we are now enjoying-commenced.
I don't say that the Exhibition was the
sole cause of that prosperity, but it was one
of the things that led to it, and helped it.
D nder these circumstances, I think we ougl~t
to thank those who malUl,ged the affair so
energetically, and the officers who gave it
such valuable assistance.
Mr. GRANT seconded the motion, which
was agreed to.
RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION BILL.
Mr. BENT moved for leave to introduce
a Bill to authorize the construction of certain lines of railway by the State. He said
the measure he had in view was almost an
exact copy of the one he brought in last
session, the main object of which was to
open up agricultural areas in various parts
of the colony. He was glad to be able to
add that the surveys of the intended lines,
which had been recently effected, had in only
two or three instances caused any variation
from the routes he formerly proposed.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN seconded the
motion, which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
LAND ACTS CONTINUATION AND
AMENDMENT BILL.
Mr. VV. MADDEN moved for leave to
introduce a Bill to continue and amend the
Land Act 18G9 and Acts amending the
same.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN seconded the
motion.
Mr. l\URAMS expressed the hope that
the Minister of Lands would withdraw his
proposition until a later period of the session. It appeared to him (Mr. Mirams)
that the notice-paper contained a variety of
Government business requiring immediate
attention, that might well be taken into consideration and dealt with previous to the
House and the country also being laimched
into a discussion on the land question. .As
he understood the motion, it was simply to
introduce the Land Bill brought in by the
Government last session.

and Amendment Bill.

The SPE.AKER.-The Bill is not before
the House, and. its details cannot, therefore,
be a subject for debate. It is quite unusu::tl
to discuss finy motion of the present kind.
Mr. l\URAMS observed that he was
addressing his remarks, not to the intended
Bill, but to the line of procedure with regard
to it which the Government proposed to
follow, because he thought it .would' be for
the best interests of the country that the
measure should be postponed until a later
period of the session. In fact, he find some
other honorable members did not intend to
permit the land question to be dealt with
this session at all, and, therefore, he asked
the Government to allow it to stand over
for the present, and to take up instead the
other business of public importance they
had in hand, and which honorable members
all round could agree to settle, and then,
when that was disposed of, they could let
the House fight over the Ministerial land
policy. (Mr. Fraser-" It will be a very
small fight.") The honorable member for
Rodney (Mr. Fraser) might rest assured
that the fight would be very much larger
than he appeared to suppose. There were
many reasons why the Government should
take the course he (Mr. Mirams) recommended. In the first place, why had the
House been called together so early -? VVas
it not in order to initiate a new system with
respect to the management of the finances
of the country, under which the Estimates,
as a whole, might be discussed before the
year to which they applied was entered
upon; so that honorable members might
know that any decision they arrived at on
the subject would take effect at once, and
not have :to stand ·over until next year?
That was. the purpose for which honorable
members had met, but they had been sitting
for a month without getting any nearer to
their work. vVhat then was the situation?
The Opposition having had a fair fight ,yith
the Government, and attempted to oust
them, and failed,.what was to come next?
He, for one, accepted the situation, and was
willing to help the Government to do the
real practical work the country wanted done,
but he was not going to place himself in a
false position by allowing the intended
Land Bill, which he meant to oppose by
ever'y means in his power, to reach a stage
at which it would be possible to force it into
law. In taking the course he indicated, he
was, he contended, in no way hindering
business, Lecanse he was only urging that
the Government should take in hand, at
once, the work Parliament was mainly
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called together to transact, and simply keep
the land question until the last, when it
could be fought out on a fail' basis. At
the same tillle,he woul<.1 not for one moment
disguise that it would not be his fault
if the Ministry were not compelled to consult the country respecting their land policy,
because he held that undoubtedly the
country was the l'ight arbiter on the subject.
Assuredly it ought not to be settled by a
Government who, together with their
majority, were not elected upon any land
policy whatever. Besides, was not the other
business the House had to dispose of of the
greatest posi3ible importance? vVere there
not the Estimates to be passed? Had not
provision to be made for the purchase of the
debentnres about to fall due? Was not the
question of water conservation one that
demanded immediate attention?
Were
there not also all the other subjects mentioned in His' Excellency's speech ill opening
Parliament to be attended to? Again,
did not the Government practically acknowledge, when they promised a Bill to amend
the electoral boundaries of the colony, that
the present Assemoly did not properly represent the country? Sl1l'ely so great a
question as that of the land policy of the
futnre-the way in which the remainder of
the pllMic estate was to be disposed orought not to oe dealt with by a Ohamber that
was not a proper embodiment of public
opinion. (Mr. Fraser-" Are we not to
deal with the mallee country?") Did the
honorable member for Rodney suppose that
the question of the malIce country would be
settled any the sooner for being brought
up at the present juncture? If he .did, he
was utterly mistaken .. At any rate, the
Premier would best consult the interests
of the country and the convenienee of the
Government if he caused the present
proposjtion to be withdrawn, and went on
with the practical business that was already
on the notice-paper, or else was foreshadowed when the session was opened.
He would repeat that the question of how
the remaining Orown lands should be disposed of was a matter of so much importance
that it ought to be remitted to the constituencies. It was unfair to deal with it in
the last session of a Parliament when the
country had not been eonsulted upon it. He
hoped that the Premier would, at all events,
consent to the Land Bill being postponed
until a later period, after the real practical
business of the session had been dealt with.
Sil' B. O'LOG HLEN remarked that
the honorable member for Oollingwood (Mr.
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Mirams) tendered to the Government what
he no doubt thought was the very best advice under the circumstances, but he proffered that advice under very peculiar circUlllstances, inasmuch as, while he tendered
it, he also threatened the Government with
undying opposition to the Land Bill at
every stage; and he spoke as if he were the
leader of the Opposition.
Though the
House had now been in session more than
a month, it had dealt with nothing but two
motions of want of confidence, and practically the course which the honorable member had now pursued was tantamount to
the bringing forwal'll of a third motion of
want of confidence.
The honorable meUlbel' appeared to be determined that, unless
his wishes were complied with, no business
should be gone on with. 'That was a very
unseemly position for the honorable member
to take up, unless the Opposition were prepared to recognise him as their leader, and
support him in a motion of want of confidence. In that case the Government
would know what was meant, and would be
prepared to meet him and test the question
fairly. The honorable member said that
there were many pressing matters requiring
attention, and that the House ought to
deal with them, letting the Land Bill be
postponed. There might be a good deal of
sense in that suggostion so far as the order
of business was coneerned, but there was no
reason why the Land Bill should not be
pushed forward to the stage of second
reading, when the House could either accept
or reject the measure, and so the conclusion
which the honorable member wished to have
indefinitely postponed would lIe arrived at,
namely, whether the constituencies were in
favour of the Bill or not. The honorable
meUlber based his snggestion for <.lcferrillg
the -consideration of the Bill on the argument that the Assembly was not the
country, bqt if it was not the country
honorable members had no business to be
sitting there night after night. Oonstitutionally, the House was the country so far
as the Government were conceL'lled. Oomplaints had been made as to the delay in
proceeding with business, but who had
caused the delay? Not the Government,
for they had been anxious to make progress
with the work of the session, but it seemed
to be the desire of some honoral)le members
to prevent any business being transacted.
He trusted that the common sense of honorable members on both sides of the House
woulcl prevent any such policy being initi-

ated.

He would ask the House to consider
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the position in which the Government would
be placed if they accepted the advice of the
honorable member for Collingwood. The
Land Bill had already been postponed for
two years. It was ,,,ith the greatest regret
that the Ministry, yielding to the desire
of the House, did not press the Bill forward at the close of last session. If they
had insisted upoll.going Oll with the measure,
he believed that they would have brought it
to a successful issue, though the session might
]uwe lasted two or three months longcr.
The existing law having been twice renewed, it was really asking too much of
the Government to request them to still
further postpone new land legislation. If
they did so, it would be said that they had
run a,vay from the question; indeed, that
charge had been made against them in the
press. The Government, however, had not
run away from the questi(lll. eMr. Hunt"I hope they will stick to it now.") He
was glad to find that tbe honorable member
for Collingwood did not represent the whole
of the Opposition. The itleas which the
honorable member lwomulg'ated on the land
question might have great weight with those
who had no practical concern with the land,
lmt if the honorable member represented a
country constituency not many of his constituents would agree with his views on the
subject.. The Government could not accept
the advice of the honorable member. They
were bound to do their best to carry into
effect their land policy, which had been before
the country for the last ten months.
The SPEAKER.-It is irregular to discuss the policy of a Dill which is not Lefore
the House.
Sir 13. O'LOGHLEN said he admitted
that he was following a Lad precedent, but
he could not allow tho observations of the
honorable member for Collingwood to pass
without making some reply to them. He
would only add that he knew of one constituency, all events-that of 'V cst Bourkewhich had endorsed the land policy of the
Govel'lllllent.
Mr. KERFERD saidhe thoughthollorable
members must feel that it was highly inconycnient to have a debate on the land questioll
at this stage, ,,,hen the Dill which the Government desired to introduce was not yet
before the House. The honorable member
for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams) stated that
he was not going to offer any factious opposition to the Government, but the objection
which the honorable member raised affected
their authority to decide how the business
of the House should be conducted. :rhe
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GoYel'llment had a perfect right to determine
what measnres they would bring forward,
and the order in which they would be proceeded with after they were introduced. The
only question at present before the House
was whether leave should bc given to introduce a Land Bill. If eyery Bill was debated
at length before it was brought in, it wouM
be impossible for any business to be done.
The Premier would have acted wisely if he
had not made any reply to the honorable
member for Collingwood.
Mr. DEAKIN submitted that the honorable member for the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) had overlooked the argli.ments of
the honorable member for Collingwood
The honorable member
(Mr. Mirams).
spoke not with reference to the Bill itself,
but as to the position which it occupied
on the notice-paper. The Premier was perfectly right in saying that the Government
wanted to get on with business. All Governments wanted to get on with business,
especially when getting on with business
meant escaping criticism; Lut the honoraLle
gentleman should recollect that four weeks
was a very short time to spend in closely
scrutinizing the important administrative
acts of the Government during the recess.
The honorable gentleman said that the
House was the country, but it should be
. borne in mind that a certain section of the
House, representing a certain section of the
country, was diametrically opposed to the
policy of the Ministerial Land Bill. .At
present those who were opposed to the
policy of the measure were in a minority
both in the Honse and in the country, but
they had sufficient confidence to believe that,
when their views were properly and thoroughly
explained, the minority would be converted
into a majority. The country was not yet
fully educated on the question, and, therefore, the Government might very fairly
be asked to postpone the consideration of
the Bill. Surely there could not be anything factious in urging that a question of
such grave importance as the disposal of
the remaining Crown lands of the colony
should be thoroughly debated and viewed
in every aspect before it was decided upon.
Last session, when the House was exceedingly anxious to pass the 'Vater Conservation Bill, the Premier interposed with his
proposal for the appointment of the Education Commission. The honorable gentleman
"ms fLsked to postpone that question, in
order to allow the important subject of water
conservation to be dealt with first, but he
refused, and the consequence was loss of
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time and delay in dealing with praetical
business.
The Water Conservntion Bill
would have been 11nssed much more speedily,
and it would hnve been made a better
mensure, if the Premier hml listened on that
occasion to the suggestion to chnnge the
order of Government business. The honorable member for Collingwood now simply
wished the Premier to postpone the Lnnd
Bill for the present. He did not ask that
the Government should nIter one clause or
He merely
one iotn of the measure.
desired,that the Land Bill, instenc1 of being
discussed at thi.s early period of the session,
should be discussed at a later stage, so that
the practical business of the session might
be dealt with first, and disposed of as
quickly as possible.
By accepting the
sug'gestion, the Premier would not lay
himself open to the charge of ruuning away
from the land question.
On the other
hand, unless the order of business was so
arranged that the Land Bill would not be
pl'Oceeded with until after the pressing and
practical measures of the session were dealt
with, much inconvenience would ensue, because it would be necessan to discuss the
land question at great length in ol'ller to do
justice to it. Honora11e members who objected to a continuance of the present mode
of disposing of the Crown lands could not
allow the remaining 20,000,000 acres to be
given away without raising a voice of protest
and warning.
Dr. MADDEN observed that whenever
the land question came before the House
some honorable members manifested a remarkable tendency to "juinp Jim Crow."
vVhen the Service Government went to the
country, it was asserted by their opponents
that, as the squatters' leases expired at the
end of 1880, the whole game of the Service
Administration was to pretend to bring in
a Bill dealing with the land question, but
to really keep it back, in order that the
squatters might remain on the land as tenants at will, unmolested by selectors. The
honorable member for Collingwood (Mr.
Mirams) now changed the tunc of his party.
Instead of urging the Government to proceed with the land question at the earliest
possible moment, in order that it might be
disposed.of after due deliberation, the honornble member wanted it to be postponed
until a later period of the session, when
there would not be the same opportunity for
carefully discussing it. He (Dr. Madden)
ventured to say that when the measure was
introduced it would be found to be precisely
the same as the Land Bill which was read
T
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, a first time last session, and that bore a
strong family resemblance to the one contemplated by the Service Government. It
was therefore nonsense to talk about educating the country as to the policy of the
Bill, for the country was nlready sufficiently
educated on the subject. There were only
two ways in which to dispose of the remaining Crown lanels-either to continue the
policy which had hitherto been pursued, or
to adopt the lntest cry of the liberal party,
namely, the leasing system. The cloven
foot could be easily discerned in the tactics
of the honorable member for Collingwooll.
The honorable member knew that if the
Government proceeded with the Land Bill
forthwith there would be no chance of
" stone-walling" it, but that if it was hung
up until the last month or six weeks of the
session it would be quite possible to talk it
ont of the House, and then it would remain
to be made use of 1y the liberal party as a
1ul'llillg question at the next general election in lack of any better burning question.
It was the duty of the Government to proceed with the Bill as rapidly as possible, so
that no bogus cry about the land question
would be available at the next general
election.
Mr. PEARSON regretted that the tone
of the Premier's remarks displayed a want
of conciliation, and that the honorable
gentleman was disposed to treat every suggestion offered to him by members of the
Opposition as a motion of "mnt of confidence. The honorable gentleman said
that two motions of want or confidence
had been already proposed this session;
but was that really the case ? No
doubt the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) proposed one motion of want
of confidence, but what was the other? Did
the Premier regard the motion of the honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham) as one of want of confidence? The
Government themselves adopted that motion. (Sir B. O'Loghlen-"No.") They
really adopted something which was rather
stronger than otherwise; and if the Premier had simply insisted that a motion
worded by himself should be substituted
for the one proposed by the honol'a11e
member for Geelong, the Opposition would
have been perfectly satisfied to have a vote
of censure passed on the Government in
any form in which he desired to have it
adopted. The honorable member for Sandridge had spoken of cQl'tain members
"jumping Jim Crow" on the land question,
and had attacked the liberal party for
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adopting the leasing policy, which he
treated with great contempt.
l>r. MADl>EN explained that what he
stated was that there were two ways of
dealing with the remaining Cl'Own landsone was the leasing system, and the other
was the method proposed by the Government. He did not say which way he
looked at the question.
Mr. PEARSON said he would call attention to the way in which the honorable
member for Sandridge looked at the question 11 few years ago. On the 17th Sune,
1875, the honorable member spoke as
follows : -

"As

to the principle of disposing of land which
ought to prevail in this country, I am, so far as
I have any opinion at all on the subject, in favour
of the leasing system. I think a system of issuing
leases renewable for ever is morc likely to be
sllccessful in this country than any other I know
of. Tenants, under it, will have an interest in
the land practicaily amounting to n freehold,
which will induce them to improve the soil to an
extent they would neyer think of if their tenure
was less easily determinnhle; anll, on the other
hand, the State will be cnuowed with a C011stant
sourcc of reyenue."

What he (Mr. Pearson) specially desired to
point out was that the liberal party did not
deserve censure for desiring to have the land
question thoroughly vent.ilated, and not to
allow the Government measure to be passed
rapidly through its pre1timinary stages. At
the same time he differed from the honorable
member for Collingwood (Mr. Mimms),
inasmuch as he thought that the Government had a right to settle the order in
which they would proceed with public business, and, as they were about to borrow
money ill England, there was great reason
why they should have the land question dealt
with early in the session.
Mr. vYRIXON considered that any discussion as to the leasing system was, at
present, altogether out of place.
The
Government were bound to bring in some
Bill to amend the land law, but the House
could. not know what the measure was until
it was introduced. A preliminary discussion
as to the policy of the Bill was, therefore, a
waste of time.
Mr. BARR said he was very sorry the
Government were evidently determined that
the Land Bill should haye precedence over
the other measures of the session. There
was a very general concurrence of opinion in
the House last session that the present law
should be continued in operation until the
country had the opportunity of expressing
its opinion as to what the future land policy
should be. The country had not yet
thoroughly expressed its· opinion either in
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favour of the leasing or any system. The
adoption of the policy of the I~ill which the
Goyernment desired to pass would illyolyc
the utter loss to the State of the whole of
the remaining 20,000,000 acres of Crown
lands. He, for one, objected to the policy or
the Bill, and he was sure that his constituents would uphold him in his objection.
In common fairness and honesty the land
question ought to be remitted to the constituencies, more especially as next year the
present Parliament would expire by effluxion
of time. vYhat was the use of the Legislature passing a 13ill this sessioil which
might have to be repealed next session by
the decision of the people? He believed
that all the country constituencies would
return members pledged against getting
rid of the public lands in the manuel'
proposed by the Government Bill. He was
convinced that the great majority of
the country constituencies were in favour
of some system of leasing the lands.
In 18G4 he laid before the present Ohief
Secretary, who was then Minister of Lands,
an idea taken from the feudal system of
Scotland-namely, that the State should
become the universal landlord, the selectors
paying an annual rental-but he regretted
to say that, although the idea seemed to
him (Mr. Barr) a very fair one at that time,
it was not- adopted. On the contrary, the
Land Bill of 1865 contained the inception
of the principle ,,,hich had now become so
extended.
Twenty acres were granted
under what might be called a terminable
lease which was held as a right to occupy
simply, because the land was originally intended for mining purposes. This was
the introduction of the thin end of the
wedge, because immediately land was
granted. in 20-acre blocks, the blocks were
next increased to 40 acres, and then power
was given to amalgamate four 20-acre
blocks. N ext the area was increased to
1GO acres, and by-and-by power was given
to the parties who had taken up the land
merely under a right to occtipy to become
the purchasers. In fact, the spirit of the
49th section was entirely done away
with. Then the 42nd section of the Land
Act of 1865, which conferred only a temporary occupancy, was turned into a permanent occupancy by the Land Act or 18G0.
The Government now intended to mnke a
further new departure. The principle of
the Bill which they now sought leave to
introduce had been laicl before the country
by the Premier, and was perfectly well
known. He desired to point out to the
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Ministry the inadvisability
proceeding
with the measure under the present circumstances. The Bill had never been
submitted to the people at a geneml election, and although of course, as an English
statesman had said, it was quite possible
"to apply their majority" to it, he believed
in his inmost heart that, even if the measure
was passed this session, it would be upset by
the country at the next general election.
He submitted that the present Government
were not in a position to deal with such an
important quefltion of policy, afi'ecting' the
whole future of the country. They had not
succeeded to office thro1.1gh any expression
of popular feeling, Lut simply owing to a
chance vote, so to speak, in the Assembly.
He would be sorry to think that under
such circumstancEs the Government should
attempt to settle the future land policy of
the country before the people had nn opportunity of expressing their opinion on the
subject. What would be the use or the
country condemning the present proposal
fifter all the lands had gone" The policy
or the Bill now to be introduced-The SPEAKER.-I would remind the
110norable member that it is not in order to
discuss the principles of a Bill that is not
yet before the House. The present motion
is simply that lea,re be given to introduce
the Bill.
Mr. MIRAMS.-It is the Hill of last
session.
The SPEAKER.-The Bill of last session is not the Bill of this session. I repeat
that I cannot allow the honorable member
for Maryborough (Mr. Barr) to discuss the
principles of a Bill which is not before the
House.
Mr. RICHARDSON suggested that the
honorable member for Maryborough (Mr.
Barr) should allow the Bill to be introduced
find read fi first time. It could be fully discussed on the second reading.
Mr. BARR said he had no desire whatever to dispute the ruling of the Speaker.
He had no intention, however, of discussing
the merits of the Bill at the present stage.
His object simply was to show the undesirability of a Land Bill being introduced
at all at the present time. Instead of introducing such fi measure at the beginning
of the session, it would be much better that
it should be postponed until towards the end
or the session, so that there could be no possibility of its becoming law until the country
declared its will at the next general election.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY said he desired to
ask the honorable member for Maryboi'ongh
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(Mr. Barr) whether ]1e was aware of a single
case in which a :Ministry was refused leave
to introduce fi ]3ill? During his long experience in Parliament, he did not remember
an instance of the kind.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT LA vVS
AMENDMENT BILL'Mr. C. YOUNG moved for leave to introduce a Bill to further mnend the laws
relating to local gov('rnment.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN seconded the
motion.
Mr. RICHARDSON observed that he
desired to call the attention of the Premier
to fi case which was of some importance
to shires in connexion with local government. A person residing in Creswickshire was recently summoned for selling
liquor without fi licence. Under the Act
the case had to be heard at the nearest
court, and this happened to be the court
of the borough of Clunes, which, of
course, was outside Creswick-shire. He believed it was the intention of the Local
Government Act that any fines which were
inflicted for sly grog-selling should go to
the local body in whose district the offence
was committed. As the law, howeyer, gaye
the clerk of the court a discretionary power
of deciding, in such cases fiS that he had
just mentioned, to which local body the fine
should go, difficulties had firisen, find it
was desirable that the Gov('rnment, in any
amendment of the Local Government Act,
should make provision for aWfirding the
fines inflicted for any breach of the Licensing Act to the local body within whose
jurisdiction the offence was committed.
Mr. C. YOUNG said he would bring
the matter under the notice of the Crown
law officers; but he bdieved the subject refen'ed to the Licensing Act, and not to the
Local Government Act.
The motion was agreed to.
The Dill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
POST-OFFICE LAWS AMENDMENT
.
BILL.
Mr. BOLTON moved for leave to introduce a Bill to further amend the laws relating to the Post-office.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN seconded the motion, which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
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POLICE OFFENCES STATUTE
AMENDMENT BILL.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN moved for leave
to introduce a Bill to further amend the
Police Offences Statute 18G5, and for other
purposes.
Mr. C. YOUNG seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
DISEASES IN ANIMALS BILL.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN (in the absence of
Mr. L. L. SlIIITI-I) moved for leave to introduce a Bill for making better provision
respecting diseases in animals,. and for other
purposes.
Mr. C. YOUNG seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first timo.
MINING ON PRIVATE PROPERTY
BILL.
Mr. BURROWES moved for leave to
introduce a Bill to provide for mining for
gold and silver on private property.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN seconded the motion, which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
SANDHURST PUBLIC BUILDINGS
SITES BILL.
Mr. BURRO"YES moved for leave to
introduce a Bill to provide for adding certain portions of Pall Mall, Sandhurst, to
Rosalind-park, and for setting apart portion of Pall Mall as a site for a post-office
and for other public buildings.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN seconded the motion, which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
LOANS REDEMPTION BILL.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN moved for leave to
introduce a Bill to authorize the redemption
of payment of certain public loans.
Mr. GRANT seconded the motion, which
was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
MERCANTILE MARINE SERVICE
BILL.
Mr. GRAVES moved for leave to introduce a Bill to regulate the mercantile marine
service of Victoria.
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN seconded the motion, which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
PUBLIC HEALTH LAVVS
AMENDMENT BILL.
Mr. GRAVES moved for leave to introduce a Bill to further amend the laws
relating to public health.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN seconded the motion, which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
WATER CONSERVATION ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
Mr. C. YOUNG moved for leave to introduce a Bill to amend the vYater Conservation Act of 1881.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN seconded the motion, which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
STATE FORESTS BILL.
Mr. C. YOUNG moved for leave to introduce a Bill to provide for the manage- .
ment and conservation of State forests.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN seconded the
motion, which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
SANDHURST LANDS VESTING
BILL.
Mr. LONGMORE (in the absence of
Dr. QUICK) moved for leave to introduce a
Bill to yest certain lands in the mayor,
councillors, and citizens of the city of Sandhurst.
Mr. GARDINER seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
CONSERVATION OF PUBLIC
RESERVES.
ROYAL PARK-MODEL FARlI'I.

Mr. CARTER moved" That, in the opinion of this House, the land
at the noyal-park, advertised for sale by the
Government, should be withdrawn from sale."

In submitting this motion (observed the
honorable member), I can at all events congratulate myself and the House that it
will not be regarded as a want of confidence
motion. Honorable members on both sides
will be able to leave the heated air of
party, enter the cool regions of common
sense, and vote in accordance with their
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convictions, without running the risk of
convulsing their party or causing a change
of Government. The propositions which I
propose to place before the House in connexion with this matter are three, namely,
first, that the expressed will of this House
was that no reserve of any kind should be
dealt with until Parliament had discussed
the question j second, that the Government
pledged itself to carry out the expressed
wish of the House; and, third, that the land
at the Royal-park now proposed to be sold
comes within the meaning and intention of
the House, and the undertaking of the
Government, and should therefore be withdrawn from sale. To prove the first two of
these propositions, it is necessary for me to
recall to honorable members what took place
in the House last year. On the 23rd of
February, 1881, the honorable member for
J\fal'yborough (Mr. Bowman) moved the
following resolution:-
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but a question which affects all si.des of the
House and every district of the colony. On
the 13th of April, 1881, the honorable
member for Creswick (Mr. Richardson),
who was then Minister of Lands, remarked
that"Until the motion of the honorable member
for Maryborollgh was disposed of, the hands of
the Lauds department were completely tied, if
it was to be considered that the department was
precluded from dealing with any so-called
reserve whateycr. The whole policy of the
Lands department was being paralyzed by the
motion."
.

I think honorable members will agree that
it would have been a very fortunate thing
for the people of this country if the Lands
department had been "paralyzed" at a '
much earlier date, because all immense
number of reserves, which were intended for
the use of the public, have been taken away
by what is here called the policy not of this
House or of this country, but of the Lands
department. The pres~nt Pr~mier was so
That, in the opinion of this House, the reserves ardent on the subject of conserving the
gazetted for revocation, and open for selection public reserves that, 011 the same evening
or sale, shall be withdrawn for the present, and
that no reserves in the future be revokecl before on which the honorable member for Marya schedule has been submitted to Parliament, borough submitted his motion, he asked the
setting forth the reasons for such revocation, thon Minister of Lands if he would underand the sanction of this House for such revocatake that a leaee should not be issued for a
tion has been obtained."
That proposition was supported by several saw-mill area in the Blackwood State forest
honorable members, and the honorable mem- until the motion had been dealt with. Thus
ber for Portland moved, as an amendment, a only last year the. Premier, who is now
much more stringent resolution, namely : - proposing to take away a portion of one of
the so-called reserves, objected to even a
« That, in the opinion of this House, there
should be no further curtailment of the public lease being issued for a saw-mill area in one
reserves till the subject is dealt with by fresh of the reserves. When the present Governlegislation."
. ment came into office, the Premier gave the
This was seconded by the honorable member following undertaking in the House in
for North Melbourne (Mr. Laurens), who reply to the honorable member for Maryintroduced the words "or proposed re- borough : serves," because, as he pointed out, the
"The Government intended to carry out what
Government could not sell permanent re- was deemed, last session, the express will of the
House, that nothing should be done with the
serves.. The amendment was intended to public reserves pending the action of P~trlia
cover not only tenlporary reserves, but also ment."
what are known technically as departmental I think I have shown sufficiently what wag
or so-called reserves-land which has been the feeling of the House on this subject
set apart at some time or other for public last year, and hewe established the first two
purposes, but which has never been per- propositions with which I started. It now
manently reservcd. The House expressed only rcmains for me to show that the land
its wish last year, so far as it could do with- which is proposed to be sold comes within
out a division, that none of these lands those reserves or so-called resel.'ves which
should be dealt with in any way until Par- the House desired to see maintained, and
liament had considered the question. The which the Government promised should not
reason of this unanimity is obvious- be interfered with until Parliament had been
namely, t.hat t.he taking away from reserves consulted. In doing this I shall be conaffects eyery member of the House. This siderably assisted. by the map which the
is not fl. question between the Corporation Government themselves have circulated this
From this map it is evident
of Melbourne and the Government, but evening.
between the House and the Government.. that the stat.ement made by the Melbourne
It is not a party question, it is not a City Council, that ill 1850 Mr. Latrobe,
quest.ion affecting only one particular district, who was then Superintendent of the colony,
CI
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marked out four square miles to the north
of Melbourne, from which the Corporation
could at any time thereafter select an area
for a park, was correct. Further, in 1854
the Corporation, as is shown by their records,
Mr. Hodgson being then Mayor, made their
selection, and chose the land which is shown
on the map of the period. This map bears
the name of Captain Clarke, who was
then Surveyor-General, and the land which
is there marked off as the Royal-park
includes the site of the Model Farm which
the Government are now proposing to sell.
Again, in 1857 it became necessary to
define the boundaries of the municipality of
Brunswick, and the Government adopted
as one of them that boundary of the
Royal-park which they now dispute. On
the 9th November, 1860, the Corporation of Melbourne, in compliance with the
provision of the Land Act No. 117 that
all municipalities should state their claims
in the matter of reserves, claimed the grant
l...)f the land in accordance with the promise
of Mr. Latrobe; and the maps recognised,
admitted, and published by the Government
showed the area of the Royal-park and its
boundaries just as claimed by the Corporation. It the Government had any objection to the ().aim, it should have been raised
at that time. It should have been raised
in the year 1860, and not in the year 1882.
I say that by the Government tacitly consenting, the land was then, to all intents
and purposes, permanently reserved for
public uses, and there was no necessity for
the Corporation to take any further action
in the matter. It was then simply for the
. Government to issue a Crown grant to the
trustees-the Corporation of Melbourne and
the Board of Land and Works-without any
further notification by Gazette notice or
otherwise. I maintain that the land then
became permanently reserved.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-Some portions of
the land have been sold.
Mr. CARTER.-I am not disputing.
that. The city of Melbourne did not want
the whole of the 2,560 acres, and therefore when portions were sold in the intel'ests of Hotham and Carlton it diel not
object. The Corporation only wanted the
land set out in the map. And now I como
to the most remarkable part of the whole
tmnsaction. In the Government Gazette of
the 25th March, 1862, the following notice
appeared : "LANDS TO BE PERl\[ANENTLY RESERVED, ETC.

" Jika Jika-Reserve for Zoological purposes
ill the parish of Jika, being the reserve known
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as the Royal-park (less that »ortion thereof oc-

cupied by the Experimental Farm)-550 acres,
more or Jess."

It will be seen at once that if the Experi-

mental Farm had not been recognised as
portion of the Royal-park, this Gazette
. notice would have been simply imbecile.
The notice admitted that the Experimental
Farm was a portion of the Royal-park, and
did not cease to be a portion simply because
it was an experimental farm. On the 8th
August, 1873, the notice of intention was
ratified in these terms : "LANDS PERlIIANENTLY RESERVED FROllI SALE.

"Melbourne, Royal Park. See Gazette, 25th
March, 1862.-Permancntly reserved. a.nd ves~ed
in the Board of Land and Works conJollltJy With
the trustees of such park."

Thus it appears that on the 25th March,
1862, notice was given of the intention to
permanently reserve 550 acres, being a portion of the park, and on the 8th August,
1873, that notice was ratified and the 550
acres were permanently reserved. And yet
the Government now come down and tell us
that the whole park consists of only 424
acres. Why, unless a part be greater than
the whole, how is it possible for 550 acres
to be a portion, and for 424 acres to be the
whole? The Minister of Lands tells us,
on the authority of his officers, that the
Royal-park consists of only 424 acres, and
never consisted of more, except 55 acres
forming the Zoological Gardens, yet the
Gazette notice of reservation which I have
read shows that the area is 550 acres.
There is now sitting a Hoyal commission on
the Education department. I would like
to see a commission on the Land s department. The House will be surprised when
I mention that 50 acres of this very land
fronting the Sydney-road was sold by this
clever elepartment to private people in 1868
and 1870.' I would also like to know how
the Minister of Lands could pcrmit an
officer of his department to attempt to
humbug this House by such a statement as
that which has been furnished to honorable
members to-night? In that statement the
fact of a permanent reservation of' 550
acres having been made in 1873 is actually
suppressed. Mr. Skene, having described
the position of matters as they stood in
18GO, anel entirely overlooking what took
place in 1873, has the audacity to say" Matters remain in this condition till the
year 1876." Why this is an absolute
falsehood. Mr. Skene has suppressed the
fact of the illegal and improper sale of the
50 acres fronting the Sydney-road, and he
has also suppresscd what is of far mOl'C
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importance-the fact that 550 acres were
permanently reserved in 1873. This is
one of the most monstrous things I ever
heard of. Complaints have been made from
time to time about the Lands department,
but I nQver paid much attention to them.
However, if that department can sell land
after it has been permanently reserved, and
can induce a lVIinister of the Orown to lay
before this House a statement actually
devoid of fact, then I think it is time that
inquiry should be made into the conduct of
that branch of the public service. I don't
want to trouble the House by going
through the whole of Mr. Skene's statement, but I must say that a perusal of
that statement has suggested one thing to
my" mind. The world has lost, within the
l::tst few years, several great novelists.
Dickens, Thackeray, and Disraeli have all
joined the majority; but this loss might be
to some extent repaired if the services of
one officer of the Lands department were
dispensed with, because that gentleman has
suflicient capacity to make a great name
for himself itS a writer of fiction. I maintain that, the land haying been permanently
reserved in 1873, anything done with
respect to that land in 1876 was simply
'ultm vires.
How could the land be
reserved a second time? The land having
been once given to the people under a permanent reserYation, what use was there in
the Governnient advertising, in 1876, that
they intended to permanently reserye it, and
then going through the farce of doing it?
I know this has nothing to do with the
present Government. The acts I complain
of were the acts of previous Govel'l1ments,
but they show the utter rottenness which
rules in the Lands department. I say the
Minister of Lands should have made himself more thoroughly acquainted with the
case before refusing discourteously, as I
consider, to withdraw the land from sale if
only for a short time. This reminds me
that, the other evening, the honorable member for Ripon spoke of something I had
said as being discourteous to the Minister
of Lands. But I intended no discourtesy.
vYhat I said was simply that the Government, having made a pledge to this House,
arc bound to keep it; and whenever any
Government make a pledge and endeavour
afterwards to break that pledge, I
will certainly be no longer one of their
supporters. A pledge once given has
to be kept; and I tell the Minister
of Lands that, if the Government intended
to break faith with the House, it is
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time for honorable members to consider
their position with regard to the Government. According to the Minister of Lands,
the Royal-park, as recognised by the
Government, consists of 4z4 acres; but I
have already shown, by the Gove1'mnent
Gazette, that a portion of the park was
recognised by previous Governments as embracing 550 acres; and, therefore, I repeat
that, unless a part be greater than the whole,
the contention of the Minister of Lands
must be thoroughly wrong. The other day
the Minister of Lands stated that the Experimental Farm site was never known as
portion of the Royal-park; but within the
last fortnight the Government have ch'culated a map with regard to the railways to
Mordialloc and Brighton, and, singular to
state, upon that map the whole of the 111l1l1
we now claim is sct out as a "l'osel'Ye far
parlL" Could anything be more conclusive
as to the inaccuracy of the statement that
this land was neyer known as a park at
all ? I don't wish to take up time by discussing any other reasons given by the
Government respecting the sale of this land.
vYe do not ask the Government permanently
to reserve it. vYe simply ask them to
withdraw it from sale for the present, in
accordance with the expressed will of this
House that no reserves should be dealt with
by the Ministry until Parliament had an
opportunity of expressing an opinion upon
the matter. That is all that is asked. If
the Government could have shown that the
land had never been proposed as a reserve
-that it had never been known as a reserve-they would have had one answer to
the whole question; hut, instead of attempting to show that, they hav.e gone off on
sid.e-issues which have notbing to do with
the matter. They state, as one reason
for their action, that the people of Bmnswick want the land sold; but what on earth
has that to do with the question? There
was a public meeting at Brunswick, and the
Premier, I think, told me that there would
be 10,000 people at that meeting. As a.
matter of fact, I believe there were only
29 persons present. Of those, 1G were
interested in the sale of the Iand because
their properties would be improved if a road
were constructed through it, but the remaining 13, who had no interest to represent except the public interest, voted against
the proposition.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The councils of
Brunswick, Flemington, and Essemlon
have passed resolutions in favour of the
sale.
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Mr. CARTER.-The resolution in favolli'
of the sale of the land was carried at ono
of those councils by 5 votes to 3. At the
northern boundary of the Hoyal-park there
is a road running from Brunswick direct
to Flemington, and the Flemington and
Brunswick Councils have been some time
endeavouring to arrange for the making of
a bridge across the Moonee Ponds Creek to
enable people to travel from one municipality to another without going round
by Flemington-bridge, which people would
itill have to do if a road were made through
the Experimental Farm site. But I see no
reason why, if the land is reserved for public
uses, roads should not run through it.
Roads run through other parks, and there
is no reas.on why rOMs should not run
tlll'OUgll this.
But that question has nothing to do with my proposal. All that I
ask is that the House should insist upon
its expressed will being carried out. The
other reason which has been put forwardthat the Government are short of fundsis worse still. vVe were told, the other day,
that we had an overflowing treasury. But,
if we are badly off, why should the Government proposo to reduce tho postal revenue
by £50,000?
If we are hard up for'
£25,000, why did the Government payoff
debentures to the amount of £300,000
before they were due? If we have to deal
with reasons of this kind, we must look at
the matter from a common-sense point of
view, and ask-" If this be true, why did
you not do the other thing?" I have hero
four maps. I call them a series of dissolving views whicll show how under the
paternarl management of successive Governments, the Royal-park has become" small
by degrees, and beautifully less." One
map represents the park as selected by the
Corporation at the instigation of Mr. Latrobe, embracing an area of about 700 acres,
bounded by the Sydney and Flemington
roads, the Moonee Ponds Creek, and the
municipality of Brunswick. The date of
this map is 1854. Another map shows
the park with the piece taken out of it at
the instigation of Captain Clarke. This
corresponds with the map bearing the signature of the Surveyor-General which I
showed the House a little while back. A
third map shows ,the land permanently reserved in 1873, \vhich permanent reservation the Lands department has thought
proper, on this occasion, utterly to ignore,
carefully excluding that portion of the park
"temporarily occupied as an Experimental
Farm." I think that Experimental Farm
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was started by the honorable member for
Belfast. It was started, as the words
imply, as an experiment; but because a
portion of the park was used for that particular purpose, it does not follow that it
ceased to be a portion of the park. It was
not exempted by any proclamation. The
Minister of Lands kindly tells us that we
should be quite satisfied uecause he is
willing to give us two pieces of land which
actually belong to us. The piece taken for
the purposes of the National Agricultural
Society is to be restored, as is also another
piece taken for an industrial school. But
that is no more than saying-" I am prepared to give you that which is your own."
I wish it to be understood that I am not
speaking here on behalf of the City Council.
I am speaking here on behalf of the will
expressed by this House that none of the
public reserves should be dealt with. But,
in justice to the City Council, I would point
out that they never objected to portions of
the Royal-park being appropriated for
public purposes. They never oujected to
the Zoological Society getting a portion of
the land. They never objected to a portion
of the land being used temporarily as an
Experimental Farm-because the winds of
heaven blew about it all the same. But
they object to any portion of the land set
apart for the use of the people being cut up
into small pieces and sold to individuals.
In conclusion, I will simply say that most of
us here have passed the meridian of life.
1'0 us it is a small matter whether a resenro
is kept as a reserve, or whether it is not.
But I apprehend that we recognise that our
position here in relation to this and several
other kindred matters is that of trustees for
future generations. And, sir, the time will
come when our children's children will look
back to the men who, in these early days of
the history of this young country, snatched
from the avaricious grasp of successive Governments these reserves which will remain
to them as sources of health and means of
recreation.
Mr. W ALSH.-Mr. Speaker, I rise to
second the motion of the honorable member
for St. Kilda (Mr. Carter). The necessity
for the motion has arisen from the way in
which the representations of the Melbourne
Corporation that the land proposed to be
sold forms a portion of the Royal-park were
received by the Minister of Lands. I was
a member of the deputation that waited upon
the honorable gentleman, and I really thought
that, the matter having been stated so
plainly, the Minister would at once have

Royal Park.

[MAY 25.J

acceded to the request which was made to
him. However, the honorable gentleman
stated that he did not feel himself justified
in withdrawing the land from sale until
Parliament had an opportunity or expressing
its opinion on the subject. Under these
circumstances, the action which has been
taken to-night became necessary. One of
the reasons put forward by the Minister for
Qffering the land for sale was that Melbourne is already amply provided with
reserves. No doubt Melbourne is splendidly
provided with land for recreation purposes.
nut we have not merely to provide for the
wants of Melbourne to-day. We have to
consider what will be the wants of Melbourne
fifty years hence. The Minister told us that
l\ielbourne is more amply provided with
public reserves than any other city in the
world. Mr. Skene reports that there are
something like 3,000 acres of reserved land
within a 4-mile radius from Melbourne. But
public records show that London-which,
considering its population, is badly provided
with recreation grounds-has within a similar
radius reserves embracing an aggregate area
of 5,273 acres, and those reserves are planted
and ornamented in a high degree. Those
reserves are under the control of the Metropolitan Board of 'Vorks, and as much as
£74,000 per year is expended on their
maintenance and improvement. Notwithstanding this, the Metropolitan Board of
'V orks eagerly seize upon every opportunity
to obtain and create additionalre::;erves, and
they do not spare money in the fl1l'therance
of this object. By taking from the Royalpark the land known as the Experimental
Farm site, and selling it by auction, a few
thousand pounds may be realized, but far more
money will be needed fifty years hence to.
acquire possession of a similar area for public
uses. 'Vhy the recreation reserve known as
the Victoria-park could not be obtained for
the benefit of the East Londoners without an
expenditure of £124,000. Some such course
will have to be resorted to here by-and-by,
particularly if we allow encroachments on
our present reserves; and therefore I say
that now is the time to put down our foot
and declare that in the interests of the
future inhabitants of the country no interference with those reserves shall be permitted.
Let me remind honorable members of the
following words uttered by Professor Fawcett : "It is not political economy, but It miserable
nud heartless cynicism, which sets greater store
by a few thousand pounds thlto by the healthy
l'eereation and enjoyment of thousands of our
poor fellow countrymen."
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I say it is from that point of view that we
should regard this question. The contention of the Lands department is that it has
a legal right to part with this land. It
may have a legal right because certain
acts which ought to have been done
were not done in years gone by; but it
has not a moral right. I think it was in
1854 that Mr. Latrobe offered the citizens
of Melbourne a portion of a 4-mile area
to the north of the city for recreative purposes. The City Council indicated the
portion of the area they desired reserved,
giving as the boundaries the Sydney-road,
the Flemington-road, the Park-road (now
known as Park-street), and the Moonee
Ponds Creek. That reserve was shown on the
maps which were subsequently issued. It
was shown on\ the map issued when Sir
Andrew Clarke was Surveyor-General. It
was shown on the map to which the honorable member for St. Kilda has referred and
which was issued last week. In each case
the western boundary is the Moonee Ponds
Creek. I think that fact will tend to
convince honorable members that the Experimental Farm site is a portion of the
Hoyal-park. If the Government of the
day failcu to permanently reserve that
land, the blame should not rest with the
Corporation or the citizens of Melbourne.
I believe that, until within a few days ago,
almost everybody thought that the Experimental Farm site was a portion of the Royalparle I say that the question involved is
not so much the strict legal point as the
original intention in connexion with the
reservation of the land. Then again, I ask,
what necessity has been shown for the sale
of the land? Is it for want of funds? 'Ve
know it is not. Is there any public policy
involved in the proceeding? I think that
question may also be answered in the negative. The only reason which has been urged
in favour of the sale comes from the Landsoffice, and that is that it will be the means of
opening up communication between Brunswick and Flemington, as if such communication did not exist already. All that is
wanted at prcsent is a bridge over Moonee
Ponds Creek to secure a direct road
between the two municipalities. It was
my intention to have addressed the House
more at length on this question, but I think
that course unnecessary after the clear and
forcible speech of the honorable member for
St. Kilda, which must have brought conviction home to the mind of every member
present. Under all the circumstances, I
think the Minister of Lands and the House
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must see that the easiest and best course to
adopt at the present time will be to
withdraw the land from sale.
Mr. VV. MADDEN.-Mr. Speaker, the
honorable member for St. Kilda (Mr. Carter),
in the course of his speech, endeavoured to
show that the l)ortion of land k:nown as the
Model Farm is really a portion of the
Royal-park, and that being a portion of tho
Royal-park, and consequently a reserv~, I,
as Minister of Lands, in proposing to sell
some 40 or 50 acres of that land, am about
to break faith with this House, inasmuch
as the Premier, some time ago, stated in
his place in the Assembly that no reserves
or proposed reserves should be alienated or
interfered with in any way until the whole
question of reserves had been dealt with by
Parliament. Now what are the facts? The
piece of land in question-the Model Farm
site-is not a reserve; neither does it form
any porti.on of the Royal-park. I defy the
honorable member for St. Kilda to produce
any Gazette notice making the Model Farm
site a reserve in any shape or form. Therefore the proposal before us is a request that
land to the extent of about 160 acres, and
worth between £50,000 and £100,000,shall
be added to a park that already contains
500 acres of land worth nearly £250,000,
and that the suggestion I have made, that
half the land should be added to the park
and the other half sold for the benefit of the
public, sha11 not be carried out. Honorable
members llave in their hands a plan showing the Royal-park as gazetted permanently,
and also the Zoological-gardens as gazetted
permanently. The two areas, though gazetted
separately, are in the hands of the same
trustees, and the two practically form the
Royal-park in its entirety. Another plan
shows two portions of land which I propose
to add to the park-namely 20 acres on the
south-east side, applied for by the National
Agricultural Society, which application I.
have refused, because I consider the land
should properly belong to the park.
Mr. CAR TER.-It is already permanently reserved.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-That is a mistake.
A piece of land caunot be permanently
reserved until it is gazetted four times, and
permanently gazetted afterwards.
Mr. CARTER.-vVhose fault is it that
this was not done?
Mr. W. MADDEN.-That is another
question. The other portion of land, 25
acres in extent, and situate south of the
Industrial School, will be added, in order to
make the park more shapely. The land
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itself is exceedingly valuable for agricultural
purposes, and my idea is that it may be
utilized for the growth of fodder' for the
Zoological- gardens.
These two pieces
of land are estimated to be worth about
£25,000. The land which the Government
propose to sell embraces about 45 acres. A
furtllel' plan shows the land-4 square miles
or 2,560 acres-offered to the City Conncil
by the then Lieutenant-Governor, lVIr.
Latrobe.
Mr. CARTER.-To select from?
Mr. VV. MADDEN.-The offer of the
four square miles was clearly made, and it
is obvious that the City Council did not
accept it. In the first place, the fact that
much of the land within that area was
subsequently sold by Mr. Latrobe plaiuly
indicates that the City Council either took
no notice of the offer or else simply declined
it.
Mr. CARTER.-The Minister of Lands
is mistaken. The offer made to the City
Council was that they could select a portion
of the four square miles, and they did so.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-All I can say is
that one would most naturally think that, if
the City Council had the power to select at
all, they would have selected the whole lot.
Mr. 'V ALSH.-The population of Melbourne was at that time not much above
18,000.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-The small square
piece of land to the north-west of the map
is the area now in question. Another plan
shows the recreation and other reserves round
Melbourne at the present time.
Mr. MUNRO.-Including the Melbourne
Cemetery and the Kew Asylum grounds.
Mr. VV. MADDEN.-Yes. If the
cemetery is not a place of recreation, it is
one of rest. Honorable members will see
from this plan that in all directions rounel
the city there are vast reserves for recreative
purposes; and I desire to say that there is
no one more disinclined to interfere with those
reserves than myself. I would not do it on
any account whatever. I have here a short
history of the Model Farm, prepared for the
information of honorable members, which I
will read. It is as follows : "The first official reference to the land in question is to be found in the letter of 21st September,
1850, addressed to the Melbourne Corporation,
being embraced in the large reserve of four
square miles therein referred to. By this communication the Corporation is invited to apply
for such portion of that reserve as it may then
or at any future time judge proper to see formally
set apart and conveyeu to the Corporation of
Melbourne as a park for the public use. To
this courteous invitation of the Executive
Government it is not made to appear that the
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Corporation made any response. Whatever
precise significance may be attached to the
phrase 'the public advantage and recreation,'
uscd in the communication of the 21st September,
1850, in reference to the large reserve made
before that date, it is clear that sale by auction
was not excluded, since, between the years 1850
and 1854, large portions, coloured light-crimson
on the plan, now forming part of the town of
Hotham and of the suburb of Carlton, were
surveyed into building allotments and disposed
of at auction. In fact, the entire town of Hotham
and the suburb of Carlton are built on this
reserve, so called. Bya declaration submitted
to the Minister last week, it appears that the
Lieutenant-Governor (Mr. Latrobe) in April,
1854, on the eve of his departure from the colony,
visited some point on the locality now known
as the Uoyal-park, in company with some Corporation officials, and Indicated such locality as
suitable for a public park. The Town Clerk, in
his declaration, fixes the limits of this park by
the following boundaries :-The Sydney-road,
the Flemington-road, the Park-road, and the
Moonee Ponds. No subsequent steps, however,
are hereupon taken by the Executive towards a
formal reservation, and the City Council does
not move in the matter in the absence of action
by the Executive. During the period intervening between 1850 and 1854, the following sites,
situated within this reserve, were ;J?ermanently
set apart and dedicated by the Executive:University site, 100 acres, February, 1854;
General Cemetery, February 185l. On the nth
November, 1860, the City iJorporation, under
the provisions of clause 5 of the Land Act 1860,
forwards a list of the reserves which have been
made at the instance of the City Council, with
an abstract of the correspondence and proceedings of the Government and Corporation in
respect thereto, in proof of the actual reservation of the lands enumerated. Inter alia appears
the following :Name of
Reserve.

Situation,
BOUndaries, or
Extent.

Mode of Reservation,
Promise,or Declaration,
and Date.

--------------·--------1----------------

Royal-]lark Such portion of Letterfrom Superand Prin- 2,560
acres intendent, 30th
ces-park. north of the September, 1850.
city as the Enumerated as recouncil should serves in letter
desire.
from SurveyorGeneral, 28th October, 1850.
It is worthy of remark that no reference is

made in this application to the meeting with the
Lieutenant-Governor in 1854-, or to what transpired at that meeting. At this stage the direct
action of the City Council closes. Under the
provisions of clause 4 of 'The Land Act 1860,'
Gazette notice is given, 25th March, 1862, of
the intention to permanently reserve a portion
of the land, then known by the designation of
Hoyal-park, for zoolo~ical purposes (550 acres),
and under the prOVisions of clause 8 of the
Land Act. 1862, Gazette notice is given, 21st
August, 18G3, of the intention to permanently
reserve another portion as a site for an expenmental farm (140 acres), but in neither case was
such intention carried out by the Governor in
Council. Matters remain in this condition till
the year 1876, when the land previously intended
to be devoted to zoological purposes was, with
certain modifications of boundary along the
Sydney-road, formally granted and conveyed,
in two separate portions, to trustees-the RoyalparIr, containing 424a. Or. 21p., and the Zoologicalgardens, 55a. lr.lp. The portion of ground intellded for all experimelltal farm was so used
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for several years, and then finally abandoned,
portion of the site being subsequently utilized
for the erection of industrial schools. It is not
at present reserved in the meaning now attached
to this word. It forms, indeed, part of the
reserve of 2,5GO acres referred to in the Superintendent's letter of September. 1850; but, as
before stated, this reservation, so called, seems
to have been no obstacle in the way of the sales
by auction within it authorized by the Superintendent himself between the years 1850 and
1854. Within the limits of this reservation, so
called, of 2,5GO acres, 888 acres (considerably
over one-third of the entire area) have been
permanently dedicated by special acts of the
}~xecutive to the public use. Within a circle of
four miles radius from the Post-office, Melbourne, as a centre, 3,794 acres in all are reserved for the recreatioll and other enjoyment
of the community."

Honorable members willrecollectthatin1876,
when the frontages to the Sydney-road were
sold, there was a considerable outcry against
the proceeding, and the public insistedvery properly, I think-upon the Royalpark being permanently reserved. Vvell,
after considerable correspondence and three
or four interviews between the Minister of
Lands and certain deputations, the permanent reservation was made by the honorable
member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies), who was
then at the head of the Lands department,
and, the metes and bounds of the park
being fully set out in the Gazette, it is now
completely out of the power of any Minister
to interfere with the reserve in any shape
or way. Subsequently the Berry Government, of which the honorable member for
Ripon was Minister of Lands, excised tho
north-east portion of the Model Farm site
and erectell industrial school buildings
there, the land being regarded as unoccupied Orown land. The honorable member for St. Kilda bases his case principally
upon a l)romise made by Mr. Latrobe, in
1854, to the Mayor and Oorporation of
Melbourne, on the occasion of a visit to the
Royal-park, but it must be borne in mind
that the land in question was then of small
value, and that it would never do, at a time
like the present, when the value of the land
is very different, for the Ministry to accept
as binding upon them for all time a mere
verbal promise, of which there is no record,
not even a Gazette notice.
Mr. MUNRO.-There is your map.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY. - LieutenantGoverH.or Latrobe was the only authority
in the country who could give the land.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-But if he gave it;
surely the gift would be in writing. A
number of Gazette notices have been refCl~'ed
to as showing that, at various times, the
Model Farm has been officially described
as forming part of the Royal-park, but,
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in fact, the description was evidently
merely employed to indicate a certain we11known position. What I wish to emphasize
is the fact that there is no Gazette notice
showing the Model Farm to be reserved in
any shape or form.
Mr. CARTER.-There is the Gazette
notice containing the words-" excluding
that portion of the Royal-park known as
the Experimental Farm."
Mr. W. MADDEN.-That simply shows
that there was no ilitention to reserve the
land. The value of the two pieces of land
I propose to add to the Royal-park, together with the Model Farm site, is in round
figures £50,000, and I will point out that
it would be a serious thing for any Minister
of Lands to give away property worth so
much without anything to show for it. It
was first suggested to me that the whole of
the land should be sold, but I decided, when
it was made clear to me that there was no
official notice of its reservation, to give half
of it, that is to say £25,000 worth, to the
park, and to dispose of the other half for
the benefit of the colony, by selling it and
allowing the proceeds to go into the general
revenue. The honorable member for St.
Kilda has asked why the land should be
put into the market just now, when there is
an overflowing treasury, but my reply is a
very simple one. Land was never selling
at a higher rate than it is at the present
time, and why should not the State get the
fullest value for what it has to sell? As
to there being an "overflowing treasury,"
I beg to state that the treasury has got to
overflow this year to the tune of £300,000
or £400,000, and that that sum requires
some making up. Therefore I think my
offering for sale Crown lands which are
clearly neither reserved nor occupied was
not a very wrong thing to do under the circumstances. Another important point is
that the suburbs in the neighbourhood of
the park would be benefited by this sale.
For instance, at the present moment, bricks
intended for Flemington, Essendon, Moonee
Ponds,or a considerable portion of Hotham,
have to be brought into Melbourne before
they can reach their destination, whereas
cutting up and selling the Model Farm site
would have the effect of opening up direct
communication between those points respectively. It may be asked WIlY should not
l'(lads be allowed to run through the land
without selling the frontages to them, but
if the frontages were not sold there would
be no ratepayers to pay for making and
maintaining the roads, and without such a
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resource for revenue the City Council would
never incur the expense. I think hOilOrable members will now see that the Model
Farm site was never reserved, and that in
proposing to sell it I have fully kept faith
with the House.
Mr. MUNRO.-The transaction is a
breach of faith.
Mr. 1V. :MADDEN.-It is not. I have
always endeavoured to protect the 4,000,000
acres of reserves the colony possesses, and I
did not attempt to part with the Model Farm
site until I had satisfied myself that it was
not a reserve.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Mr. Speaker, the
present discussion is one of the disastrous
results that have attended the practical
adoption by the House of the resolution proposed by the honorable member for Maryborough (Mr. Bowman) the session before
last. I am sure a great many honorable
members who were in favour of that proceeding would not have supported it had
they known the consequences tha t would
follow. The honorable member for St. Kilda
insists that the reservation of the "four
square miles" ought to be maintained, but
what have the City Council stood still and
seen done to that land? They have allowed
the whole of Hotham and Carlton to be
taken from it. Now, however, finding themselves assisted by the resolution I allude
to, they come forward in the way they are
doing. As for the reservation of the Royal'park, that was settled in 1876, and there
ought to be no more alterations in that
regard. What is really at the root of the
agitation against the proposed sale? One
thing is that no sooner do some men get
hold of suburban land of a particular kind,
and put houses on it, than they determine
that no one shall build in front of them if
they can help it. That is simply a shameful exhibition of covetousness by lVIelbourne
landlords. They want to drive the people
out of the city as far as possible. Then
what is the meaning of the utter failure of
the meetings that were called together the
other day at Brunswick and Hotham to protest against the sale? It is that the
Melbourne City Council with their town
clerk, who is particularly good at the like
of these things, rather than the inhabitants
of the places most concerned, are also at the
bottom of the agitation. I say that that
council would be doing their duty more if they
looked better after the reserves they have at
the present moment, and which are a scandal
to the city. The adoption of the principle
of the resolution of the honorable member
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for Maryborough has done immense injury
to the settlement of the country. Men with
40,000 or 50,000 acres of land are now not
satisfied unless they can get ever so many
more thousand acres of adjoining land
reserved on the plea that it is wanted for
timber. 'Vhen I was Minister of Lands I
broke up many of those reserves, and I am
glad I did so, for I acted in the interests of
the· poor man. As for the Model Farm
site, the House ought to be dealing with
the general question of reserves rather than
with a trumpery matter of a few acres.
A lot of reserves exist in the colony wllich
were made for reasons which have now
utterly l)assed away, but 'while the resolution I speak of remains in force they cannot
be opened up. Look at the immense reserves for recreative purposes thcre are round
Melbourne now. Honorable members sneer
at the Cemetery being regarded as a place of
public resort, but more people go there on
Sunday than are ever seen in the Royalparle 'Vhy as soon as the new Cemetery is
opened the old one will rapidly become one
of the most ornamental places in the colony.
Every metropolitan suburb has its reserves,
and let me tell the people concerned in
them that those reserves often do a great
injury to their business. See how Emerald
Hill was improved when the people there
bought up the Orphan Asylum reserve, and
had it covered with buildings. I assure the
Government that I sympathize with them
respecting the present question, and I hope
the House will not insist upon tying their
hands. Brunswick wants an outlet, but as
matters stand it cannot have one, because,
even supposing roads are allowed to run
through the Model Farm site, the City
Council will not make them. We know the
disgraceful state into which they allowed the
Sydney-road to get because they would not
spend a shilling upon it. If they were only
to exert themselves as energetically to keep
their streets clean as they do to grab land,
the effect would be a very remarkable change
for the better.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Sir, I think
we have long noticed every year that, no
matter what Government are in office, they
seem always impelled by a sort of strong
natural necessity to raise a certain amount
of revenue from the sale of land by auction.
Under these circumstances, what may be
said to be our present case? It is that the
policy of the country having prohibited the
sale of country reserves, town reserves are
resorted to as the means of obtaining the
quota of revenue required from the territorial
SES. 1882.-2 G
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estate. That, in essence, is the real cause
of the agitation about selling the land
now in question. There were, indeed,
strong reasons why the principle respecting
reserves which we laid down the session
before last was adopted, and not the least
of them was that almost every honorable
member concurred in the idea that parting
with the reserves was so dangerous a practice that it was high time the House determined where it should stop. The honorable member who has just resumed his
seat gave us a long lecture about the City
Corporation and other matters, but the
points he raised do not in any way touch
what we have now to deal with. What we
want is that the case of the particular piece
of land now in question should be kept
within the terms of the general resolution
formerly proposed by the honorable member
for Maryborough (Mr. Bowman)-that no
technicality, such as the non-gazetting of
a particular notice, should be allowed to
interfere with the retention of the reserves
of the country until wllat is to be done
with them is clearly and definitely decided.
As to the terms of the motion of the honorable member for St. Kilda (Mr. Carter).
they cannot be said to be in any way framed
to embarrass the Government, because
nothing could be milder than their character, or more reasonable than their aim,
namely, that a particular step, to wit the
sale of certain land, should not be taken.
'V ere the motion at all condemnatory in its
form, Ministers might have ground for complaint. 'Vith regard to the defence of the
action of the Government which has been
set up by the Minister of Lands, I think it
is all beside the argument. We ask why
should he mise £25,000 from the sale of
the Model Farm site while the general question affecting reserves remains unsettled;
and to that query he has given no answer
whatever. It is all very well for him to say
he is prepared to permanently reserve two
other pieces of land of great value, but what
is all that to the purpose? That the land
iie wants to sell would fetch a good price at
the present time is no reason for the sale.
H it were, it would apply to the sale of
many other reserves. Besides, when the
cutting up of reserves was summarily stopped
the Government were really straitened for
money, whereas they are now avowedly in a
very different position. If the Government
are justified in selling one reserve because the.
market for land is high, what flaws may
they not find in other instruments of reservation? With respect to how many other
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reservations may they not say-" Oh, this
was only proclaimed once, whereas it ought
to have been proclaimed four times; therefore the land is open for sale"? Is that sort
of proceeding one for the Government-the
guardian of the State-to adopt? The existence of so many reserves round the city of
Melbourne is very much due to Mr. Latrobe.
He had travelled in South America, and
besides knew the effect of 9rowding together
a dense population; and, having the
authority of the Imperial Government
at his back, he could and did set apart
a considerable area of land for reCI'eative and ornamental purposes. In the
face of such a policy, exercised on such
authority, and for such a purpose, what
justification is there for the Government
saying-" This reservation is informal; there
has been no proclamation" ? Mr. Latrobe
had full power to set aside the land, he was
the only man in the country who had the
power, and, to his credit be it said, he exercised it liberally; why, then, should we try
to destroy his work by reverting to technicalities? For whose benefit are these reserves
-for the present generation or for countless generations in the future? Why their
value to the future inhabitants of the metropolis is simply incalculable, and to compare
the eventual worth of a few acres of Royalpark with the £25,000 they can at the
present time be sold for would be utterly
absurd. I do not think Ministers are entitled to regard the present proposition as
casting any reflection upon them. I don't
believe the honorable member for St. Kilda.
has the smallest notion of doing anything
of the kind, and certainly I have none. The
motion simply asks the Minister of Lands
to take higher ground, and I respectfully
suggest to him that, instead of arguing
whether certain land was gazetted as a reserve, he should take the sense of the
House as to whether it should or should not
come within our general plan as to reserves.
No possible injury can be done to tho
country by letting the matter stand aside
until we deal with the whole question
of reserves in its natural course. As
far back as the year 1860 a return was
laid on the table of this House, at the instance of the late Mr. Heales, showing that
the area of the Royal-park, "exclusive of
Model Farm," was 550 acres 1 rood 20
perchos. I had the honour to establish the
Model Farm, but I do not believe that there
is any record that the land set apart for that
farm was evor intended to be excised from
the Royal-parIe The farm was morely an
Sir J. 0' Sit an assy.
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experiment; after a time it was found that it
did not sncceed, and the area of the Royalpark remained exactly the same as it was
before. The Minister of Lands, I submit,
has not given any substantial reason why
the portion of the area formerly used as the
Model Farm should be sold. The people of
Brunswick may desire it to be sold, but
there are many other things to be considered in connexion with the question besides their wishes. Under a.ll tho circumstances, it will be well for the Minister to
accopt the advice of tho House, which is
willing to relieve him of the responsibility
in the matter, and to promise that the sale
shall not be proceeded with-at all events
not for the present. Since the discussion
of the motion against the revocation of reserves without the sanction of Parliament,
I have received only one letter suggesting
any exception to the principle of the motion.
That letter was from ~ farmer, and related
to a small reserve-50 or 60 acresadjoining Iris land, which he wishes to
select. When we come to deal with the
whole question carefully, it may be found
that there are some reserves of this kind
which there is no necessity to maintain. I
hope, however, that tho House will insist
upon the general principle that reserves
once set apart for the use of the public
shall not be invaded by any Government
for the mere sake of obtahring revenue,
but that they shall be kept sacred for the
purpose for which they were orjginally
made.
Mr. DOvV.-Sir, the proposal to sell the
land known as the Model Farm has come
upon. the community rather suddenly, and
at a time when we have the assurance of the
Government that the revenue never was in
a more prosperous condition. We have
beon told that money is flowing into the
treasury from all quarters. If that is the
case, there is at present less necessity for
selling land in any part of the country than
there has been for a long period. Of course.
on general principles, I object to tho sale of
the land altogether. Admitting the argument of the Minister of Lands that land
never was more valuable than it is now, I
don't seo that there is any necessity for
the Government to sell lands. They would
drive a far better bargain by leasing lands
than by selling them. We find, however,
that the Government are selling valuable
blocks of land in the city of Melbourne.
Take, for example, the land on which is
situated the buildings known as the gaol
warders' quarters.
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An HONORA.BLE MEl\IBER.-It is quite
right to sell that.
Mr. DO "V.-It seems to me that it is
quite wrong, especially at the present time,
"when the State is said to be rolling in
wealth. The Government have made a
great parade about the country never before
having been in such a prosperous condition
a8 it has been since they came into power.
Is that l'eally true? Have the present
Ministry brought a sort of millennium over
the country? If they have a brge amount
of money in hand, why arc they selling
valuable blocks of land which, at some
futnre period, may be of great benefit as
public reserves? vVe look forward to
Melbourne becoming in the course of a
few years a great manufacturing centreone of the largest and most thickly populated cities in the world-and we ought
to be very cautious as to squandering valuable blocks of land, which in future will be
most useful as lungs for the people. There
is certainly no necessity to sell such blocks
of land at present if the Government
don't want the money. If a time should
come when in the wisdom of the Legislature
it will be considered desirable to circumscribe
the bounds of any of the reserves, will it
not be preferable to lease such valuable
blocks of land instead of selling them?
vVhy should they be sold at a certain price
pel' acre, when in futnre as much per annum
may be got for them as can now be obtained
for the fee-simple? I desire, however, to
call attention to the fact that there is a
great difference in the policy of the Government regarding reserves in country districts
and those in town. I will mention one case
as an illustration. A large body of farmers
in a portion of the district which I represent
petitioned that a certain reserve, forming
part of a squatter's run, should be gazetted
as a township reserve, and the reply which
they received from the Lands department
was to the following effect : " Referring to the petition of residents a t - ,
I beg to state that the reserve on run, which
it is desircd may be reserved for a township,
cannot be interfered with pending the decision
of Parliament on the general question in regard
to the disposal of public reserves."

This is a case in which a large number of
settlers-men who are cultivating the land
and doing the work to which the metropolis
must look for its future prosperity-make
a legitimate request that a reserve on a
squatter's run shall be proclaimcd as a
township, in order that they may provide
themselves with church accommodation and
various public buildings, and yet they are
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told that their request cannot be dealt with
pending the decision of Parliament on the
general question as to the disposalof public
reserves. On the other hand, the Government are proposing to sell metropolitan
lands, probably of the value of £50,000,
although they tell us that they don't want
money because the revenue is in a flourishing condition. I may also mention that there
is a system going on whereby the number of
reserves included in the pink-that is to say,
reserves made because the land is supposed
to be auriferous-are being increased to the
disadvantage of settlement. As there are
a large number of miners in my district,
honorable members may depend upon it
that I would not in the least object to the
reservation of any land which there i~ good
reason to believe contains gold. Unfortunately, however, facilities exist for gettinglands reserved on the plea that they are
auriferous, but really for the purpose of
preventing settlement. If a pastoral licensee
wants to have a certain portion of his rull
proclaimed a reserve, what does he do 1 He
gets some dummy diggers-men who never
did any mining in their lives-to go and
dig a few holes here and there, and then an
appeal is made to a number of bona fide
miners to petition for the reservation of the
land. Of course the squatter does not
appeal' openly in the matter, but he pulls
the strings, and it is very easy to get bona
fide miners to petition for the reservation of
land. A miner naturally desires thnt land
should be reserved, even if it should afterwards turn out not to be auriferous. A
large quantity of land is being kept from
agricultural settlement in this sort of way.
Not only are facilities offered for the extension of pink reserves beyond what is necessary, but, as I have already stated, obstacles
exist in the way of obtaining township reserves where they are absolutely required.
I believe that one way out of all the difficulty js to adopt the leasing system, and
not to sell the land at all. Let the agricultural settler have a permanent lease of
the land which he wishes to occupy without
prejudice to the miner, and then the two
interests -agriculture and mining-will
work harmoniot1sly together; but I object
to the general principle of the sale of land,
in whatever part of the colony it may be
situated. There are also, I think, special
reasons why the House should not accede to
the wish of the Government to sell such a
valuable block of land as that known as the
Model Farm. Although the Model Farm
was not a success, that is 110 reason why
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we should not, in future, have a successful
institution of that character. The buildings
on this land formerly used as industrial
schools .could, at a trifling expense, be made
to afford all the accommodation requisite for
a fine agricultural college. In Ohristchurch,
New Z;ealand, there is an agricultural
college, conducted by a gentleman who
formerly lived in Victoria, but who left this
colony because we had no Minister to take
advantage of his talents and abilities. It
is discreditable to Victoria, which claims to
be the leading colony of the Australasian
group, that it is so far behind New Zealand
in the matter of agricultural education. It
is a disgrace to us that we have a Minister
of Agriculture in name only-a Minister
who is supporting the squandering of a
valuable block of land, and who discharged
the Secretttry of Agriculture simply because
he had a. personal qualTel with him. We
ought to have an agricultural college; we
ought to have a real live Minister of Agriculture, and not a dummy. vVhen the
present Government took office, the Premier
stated at Lancefield, with a grand flourish
of trumpets, that they were going to be }Jar
excellence the" Farmers' Ministry."
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Are we not?
Mr. DOW.-No; you are the greatest
frauds, from an agricultural point of view,
that we have ever had. I will ask the House
what the present Government have done
for agriculture since they came into office?
Absolutely nothing. In conclusion, I will
simply express my surprise that the Premier
can give in his adhesion to the squandering
of a valuable block of land, which-in addition to the other reasons that have been
urged against the sale-includes buildings
admjrably adapted for the purposes of an .
agricultural college.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Sil', the honorable member for Kara Kara has wandered
from the real question before us, which is
whether the House will or will not sanction
.the sale of the land known as the Model
Farm. Naturally the Minister of Lands
and myself desire to realize the estimate of
·revenue which was submitted at the beginning of the current financial year, and which
the House sanctioned. The honorable mem·
bel' for St. Kilda (Mr. Oarter), most ungenerously, I think, went out of his way to
charge the Government with a breach of
faith. The Government gave an undertaking that they would not sell any reserves
without the sanction of Parliament, and that
agreement they have carried out. The question at issue is llot whethel' the Government
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have broken faith 01' not, but whether this
particular laud is a reserve or not.
Mr. MUNRO.-Or a proposed reserve.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Or a proposed
reserve-what is known as a departmental
reserve. The question which the Minister
of Lands had to consiuer was simply
whether the land was reserved or not. The
Gazette notice of 1873, which was informal,
permanently reserved a certain portion.
Mr. MUNRO.-Five hundred and fifty
acres.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-In 1873 the
reservation was made in the terms of the
Gazette notice of March 25, 1862, which
reserved" 550 acres, more or less," so that
the area reserved may have been 450 acres
01' 650 acres.
Mr. McKEAN.-No.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member, as a lawyer, must know that, when
land is described by metes and bounds, no
more can be got than what is contained
within those metes and bounds. Whatever
may be stated as the area of the land, you
cannot get one acre 01' one rood more than
is comprised within the metes and bounds
specifically set out in the proclamation.
Mr. MUNRO.-That is cheating the
public.
'
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member may say that it is cheating the
public, but, if he purchased a block of land
described by metes and bounds, he could get
no more than was within those metes and
bounds.
Mr. MUNRO.-I would claim 550 acres
in this case.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-The honorable
member's claim would not be entertained
for a moment.
Mr. MUNRO.-The seller must always
give the quantity bought.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Ifyou sell by the
acre you must give the quantity, but if you
sell by metes and bounds you give the land
comprised within those metes and bounds.
Mr. MUNRO.-If the seller does both,
the pUl'chaser can claim both.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The Gazette
notice of M:arch 25, 1862, was as follows : "Five hundred and fifty acres (more or less),
county of Bourke, parish of Jika Jika, subject
to certain conditions, commencing at the northeast angle, being a point bearing S. 3° R 1 chain
50 links from the south-east angle of allotment
I, section 1, north of Hoy ai-park ; thence by a
road bearing west 45 chains GO links (more or
less) to the east boundary of the Experimental
Farm."

This reservation was permanently adopted
in 1873, and, as the proclamatiou in 1873
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was informal, there was a subsequent proclamation in 1876. It is, therefore, quite
clear that no portion of the Experimental
Farm was reserved. Not a single acre of
it has ever been reserved. Honorable
members may repeat over and over again
that the Experimental Farm was reserved,
but they cannot make out land to be a
reserve which, in fact, never was a reserve.
As to the declaration said to have been
made to the Melbourne Oity Oorporation
by Governor Latrobe, that declaration, it
appears, was made-if at 0.11-0. few days
before he left the colony, but there is no
record of it, and no document to show that
the land was ever reserved. It is absurd to
say that Governor Latrobe converted it into
0. reserve by 0. wave of his hand.
There
was no legal reservation, either permanent
or temporary, and therefore the Government
were perfectly free to deal with the farm.
I submit that neither the Minister of Lands,
myself, nor any member of the Government
has been guilty of the slightest breach of
faith in directing that the land shall be sold
by auction. The policy of selling the land
is, of course, another matter, and is now 0.
question for the House to decide. If the
House is desirous that the land should not
be sold, or that the sale should be postponed,
that will be a very good reason for a postponement. I desire to point out, however,
that honorable members who have advocated
the withdrawal of the land from sale have
done so, apparently, in the interests of the
Oity Oorporation and of the inhabitants of
the town of Hotham.
Mr. MUNRO.-On publiogroundsgener.
ally.
.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-'Vhen I contested North Melbourne, about five years
ago, there was a strong desire on the part
of the inhabitants of Hotham, especially of
those living in the northern part of it, to
have an outlet in the direction of the Sydneyroad.
Mr. MUNRO.-The sale of this land
would not give them that outlet.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It would give
them exactly what they wanted at the time
I am referring to. Moreover, the councils of
the boroughs of Essendon, Flemington, and
Brunswick have passed resolutions approving of ·the sale of the land. . I hold in my'
hand a letter from the Town Olerk of
Flemington, which says that the council of
that borough "are desirous of the Government carrying out the sale of the property
on the Moollee Ponds Orcek, north of the
Royal-park." The councils of Essendon
SESe 1882.-2 11
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and Brunswick
also' most anxious that·
the sale should be carried out.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Pemaps they
would be glad if the whole of the Royalpark was sold.'
.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-The Govetnment desire that the Royal-park shall be
preserved intact, and they have added to "it
20 acres which were excised by a' former
Government. The value of those 20 ~es,
which are near the hay marliet, is pri>bably
£15,000 or £20,000, and the Government
have added that area to the park notwithstanding the urgent appeal of a large
number of honorable members that it shouIa
be handed over to the National Agricultural
Society. There can be no doubt that the
sale of the land known as the Model Fa1'Dl
would be a great advantage to the inhabItants of the three adjoining boroughs, and
that the large majority of them are in
favour of the sale.{" No."} At all ev~n~
the municipal councils, which must be supposed to represent the feeling . of the majority of the inhabitants, have passed reso·
lutions in favour of the sale.. However, I
will leave the matter entirely in the hands
of the House. (Ories of "Withdraw the
land from sale.") It appears to be the
desire of the House that the land shall bo
withdrawn from sale, and the Government
will therefore withdraw it in accordance with.
that expression of opinion.
Mr. BOWMAN.-I desire to say just
one word. If the land in question is a reserve, it ought to be gazetted as one, and I
trust that the Minister of Lands will promise that it shall be gazetted.
.
Mr. GARDINER.-Iobject to this la~d
being withdrawn from sale. At one time I
was opposed to the sale of it, but, after
listening to the views of the majority of my
constituency, I have come to the conclusion
that it is desirable, in the interests of tho
people of Oarlton and the adjoining districts, that the land should be sold. When.
I recollect the large number of reserves that
there are between the river Yarra and
Brunswick, I must say that I thinl\; it a
shame that so many valuable blocks of
land are reserved. There are the Fitzroy.
gardens, the Treasury-gardens, Oarltongardens, and the Oarlton Bowling-green.
We then come to Pelham-street, and proceeding northwards we find the Victoria
Bowling-green, the University reserve,
the Oemetery, Prince's-park, and the Royalparle This shows the large area of country
which has been set apart in public reserves
between the Yarm and Brunswick. For
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several years past the residents of Carlton
and Parkville have been fighting to get a
road through the University reserve so as
to obtain communication between those two
places, and I am glad to say the Minister
of Lands is about to have this carried out.
I believe that if the Government adhere
to their determination to sell the Model
Farm they will confer a boon upon a
large number of people, and the site will
soon be occupied by pretty villas, and the
appearance of the neighbourhood will be
i~nproved.

Mr. RICHARDSON.-I desire to ask
the Minister of Lands whether the promise
which has been given by the Government is
to be understood to apply to reserves generally? Recently there have been a number
of 102nd and 110th section reserves put up
for sale, and I think it would be desirable
if no such reserves were sold until the Land
Bill has been dealt with.
. Mr. 1V. MADDEN.-No such reserves
have been sold at all, nor do I propose to
,sell any.
, Mr. RICHARDSON.-I think the honorable gentleman is mistaken in saying that
no such reserves llave been sold. However,
what I desire is that the Government should
state that they will take the expression of
opinion which has been given to-night as
applying to all those lands which are considered by persons outside the department
to be reserves.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-How could we
do that?
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I think the Government will only be acting fairly to the
House if they extend the terms of their
promise not only to departmental reserves,
but to those portions of land which are
understood by persons outside the department, and indeed by many members of this
House, to be reserves.
'Mr. BENT.-Do I understand that the
motion is going to be withdrawn?
Mr. CARTER.-No proposal has been
made to me to withdraw the motion, but if
it is distinctly understood that the Government will withdraw this land from sale until
, Parliament has dealt with the question of
reserves, I haye no objection to withdraw the
m,otion.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-I have already
stated that I would accept the opinion of
the House, and that, as it seemed to be the
desire of honorable members that the land
should be withdrawn from sale, the Government would withdraw it.
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Mr. CAR TER.-After the asstti'ailCe of
the Premier, I beg leave to withdraw the
motion.
The motion was withdrawn accordingly.
OLD

COLONISTS' ASSOCIATION
BILL.
Mr. ZOX moyed"That leave be given to introduce a Bill illtituled 'a Bill to establish and regulate a
permanent fund in connexion with the Old
Colonists' Association of Victoria.'"
Mr. 'VALSH seconded t.he motion, which
was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
Mr. ZOX moved."That this House will direct that the fees
ordinarily charged in respect of private Bills
might be remitted to the p'etitioner in respect
of a Bill intituled · a Blll to establish al).d
regulate a permanent fund in connexion with
the Old Colonists' Association of Victoria."
He' observed. t.hat the primary object of the
Bill was charitable, as a permanent fund
which was sought to be established' would be
for the benefit of old colonists who were in
an impoverished condition.
"
l\fr. 1VALSH seconded the motion, which
was agreed to.
The House adjourned at nineteen minutes
to elevOll o'clock, llntil Tuesday, May 30.

LEGISLATIVE OOUNOIL.
Tuesday, 11Ia!} 30, 1882.
Jolimont Railway' Accident-Dynamite Explosion at
Prabran-Bankers' Books Evidence Law Amendment
Bill-County Court Judges Bill-Council Elections
(1882) Act Amendment Bill-Privileges of Parliament
Bill.

The Pn.ESlDENT took t.he chair at twentyfour minutes' to fiye o'clock p.m., and read
the prayer.
JOLIMONT RAILvVAY ACCIDENT.
The Hon. 'V. A. ZEAL asked the
Solicitor-General if the Goyernment purposed instituting an inquiry into the cause
of the railway accident at J olimont during
the mouth of August, 1881, with a view
of preyenting the recurrence of similar
deplorable calamities?
The Hon. l"i'. S. DOBSON said the
Ministry had abstained from making any
inquiry into the cause of the accident
until all the claims against the Government arising out of it were settled. At
the same time they thought it desirable
that such an inquiry should. be made, amI
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they would not object to the appointment
of a select committee for the purpose.
Mr. ZEAL intimated that hc would, on
the next day the House met, move for the
appointment of such a committee.
EXPLOSION AT PRAHRAN.
The Hon.
A. ZEAL inquired if the
Government would introduce such extended
penal legislation as would mete out adequate punishment to persons committing
such grave offences as the recent wilful explosion of dynamite in the Malvern-road,
Prahran?
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON remarked that
the Governor's speech in opening Parliament contained the following passage : -

'V.

"A measure consolidating and amending the
Jaws with respect to the manufacture, importation, sale, storage, and carriage of gunpowder,
nitro-glycerine, and other explosive substances,
will also be introduced, based on recent Imperial
legislation."

He would also inform the House, first, that
the Government were in comnumication with
Messl;s. N ewbery and Ellery as to the circumstances under which the deplorable
affair specially referred to took place; and,
secondly, that the measure foreshadowed in
the Governor's speech would be extended so
as to include provision for the detection of
any person causing a similar occurrence in
the future.
BANKERS' BOOKS EVIDENCE
LA VV AMENDMENT BILL.
rrIw Hon. F. S. DOBSON moved for
leave to introduce a Bill to amend the law
or evidence with respect to bankers' books.
The Hon. tT. MACBAIN seconded the
motion, which was, agreed to.
The Bill was thmi brought in, and read a
fhst time.
COUNTY COURT JUDGES BILL.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON moved for
lcave to introduce a Bill relating to the
tenure of office of the judges of County
Courts.
l'he Hon. J. MACBAIN seconded the
motion, which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
COUNCIL ELECTIONS (1882) ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON movccl for
leave to introduce a Bill to remove douuts
as to the validity of the Legislatiye Council

Elections for 1882 Act. He said the Govcrnment deemed t.he measure oue of urgency,
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inasmuch as, while the Act was required to
come into operation within a few months,
the fact that, when it passed the Assembly,
its second and third readings were not carried by an absolute majority of the House
rendered its validity doubtful.
The Hon. J. lVIACBAIN seconded the
motion, which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
PRIVILEGES OF PARLIAMENT
BILL.
The order of the day for the second tead.
ing of this Bill was discharged from the
paper.
The House adjourned at ten minutes to
five o'clock, until Tuesday, June G.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
l 'ttesday, ]fay 30, 1882.
Attempted Assa9l!ination of the Queen: Address to Her
Majesty-The Late Clerk of the Assembly-Publio
Instruction: Abbotsford School-Small Pox-Railway
Employes-The Police-Land Selections:
James
O'Donoghue: Miss Crotty-Trade Marks StatuteGovernment Printing·office-Appeals against Maintenance Orders-Explosion at PrahruJl-Volunteer
Force-Carisbrook Post and Telegraph Office-The
Chinese-Loss of the Loch, Mw'ce-Department of
Agriculture: Reserves-Lands Department: Defalcations
of the Late Accountant-Administration of the Education Department: Major Smith-Estimates of Revenue
and Expenditure-The Budget.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
ATTEMPTED ASSASSINATION OF
THE QUEEN.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN presented the following message from His Excellency the
Governor:.. NOUlIIANBY, Governor.
" In reply to the address from the Legislative
Assembly, requesting that the Governor will be
pleased to transmit an address to Her Majesty's
Principal Secretary of State for the Colonies for
presentation to Her Majesty the Queen, the
Governor now begs to inform the Legislative
Assembly that he will forward the same by the
outgoing mail which leaves this colony on Tuesday, the 23rd inst.
" Government Offices, Melbourne,
" 20th May, 1882."

The message was ordered to lie on the
taule, and to be priuted.
THE LATE CLERIC
The SPEAKER.-Oll the motion for a
vote of thanks to Mr. Barker, the latc
Clerk of the Legislative Assembly, which
was adopted by the House last Thursday,
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The Police.

should be compensated for the pecuniary
loss which they had sustained. He, therefore, hoped that the Chief Secretary would
appoint a board, both to inquire into the
action of the authorities, and to recommend
the payment of such a fair and reasonable
sum as would reimburse Miss Southon and
other persons for the loss which had been
inflicted upon them by the steps taken to
prevent the spread of the disease.
Mr. GRANT said he was not at present
in a position to promise that a board would
be appointed for the purpose suggested by
the honorable member for East· Melbourne
(Mr. Walsh). He was advised that the
Government were in no way responsible for
what was done in connexion with the recent
outbreak of small-pox. The action taken
was adopted entirely at the instance of tho
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
local board of health. (" No.") The
~Ir. GRANT, in compliance with an officers of the Central Board of Health took
order of the House (dated May 18), 18.id on certain action, but at the instigation of the
the table a return of the estimated cost of the local board. He had a report on the subject
from the Central Board of Health, which
erection of a State school at St. Kilda.
Mr. DAVIES asked the Minister of he would lay on the table of the House.
Public Instruetion whether the appointment
RAIL,\VAY DEPARTMENT.
of Mr. Millar to the Abbotsford school was
Mr.
DEAKIN asked the Acting Minismade on the recommendation of the officers
of the Education department or on that of ter of Railways if it was intended to recognise, in any way, the act of the daughter
the Minister?
Mr. GRANT, in reply, read the following of a gatekeeper on the Ess.endon line who
memorandum from the Secretary of the recently, with great courage and presence
of mind, prevented a collision between two
department : "Mr. Grant is informed that Mr. John R. goods trains?
Mr..GRA VES stated that the daughter
Millar was appointed head teacher of the A bbotsford school, No.5, on the recommendation of of the gatekeeper alluded to certainly, with
the Assistant Inspector-General, endorsed by
the Acting Secretary. The recommendation great presellCoe of mind, °did a very comwas based upon Mr. Millar's having held the menda ble act, whicll was the means of preposition of head teacher of a suburban school venting an accident. She was herself a
which had been closed for departmental reasons,
and also upon his having secured uniformly servant of the Railway department: The
good reports."
officers w.hose duty it was to report on the
matter had reported that she deserved conSMALL POX.
sideration for her action, but, as she was a
Mr. WALSH asked the Chief Secretary paid servant of the department, they had
if he wO'llld appoint a board to inquire into not recommended that she should be granted
the action of the authorities in the matter any pecuniary reward. However, a favorof the recent outbreak of small-pox in a ble record had been made on the papers of
Swanston-13treet, Melbourne, with a view t.o the department, and the MiIiister of Railreimburse those persons who had suffered ways said it was his intention .to recognise
pecuniary loss th~reby ? No don.bt honor- her conduct.
able members had read the narrative in the
THE POLICE.
Arg'1.U8 of the removal of Miss .southon, on
being il,1:.tacked with small.,pox, from her
Mr. W. IV1. CLARK asked the Chief
home to the quarantine station, and they Secretary when he purposed filling the
must havil felt their blood boil that any vacancies iJ? the police force caused by the
memb9r of the community had had to suffer retirement of Messrs. Nicolson and Hare
osuch indignities. The authorities, he pre- and the death of Mr. Brook Smith, and
sumed, did what they considered the best in making the consequent promotions?
the interests of the public, 'but it was only
Mr. GRANT stated that the necessary
right that Miss Southon and her family' action would be taken without delay.
some doubts were raised as to whether there
was a precedent for such a vote in the
records of the House of Commons. I have,
therefore, had those records searched as far
back as the time of Mr. Ratsell, and I find
that there are the following precedents:On the 11th July, 1797, a vote of thanks
was passed to Mr. Hatsell, and on the
death of Mr. Ratsell, in 1820, the House
ordered the resolution thanking him to be
read again. On the 13th June, °1814, a
vote of thanks was passed to Mr. J. Ley,
Deputy-Olerk; in 1841 a vote of thanks
was passed to :Mr. J. Rickman, ClerkAssistant; in 1851 to Mr. J. H. Ley; in
1856 to Mr. W. Ley, Clerk-Assistant; in
1871 to Mr. D. LeMarchant; and ill 1875
to Lord Russell, Serjeant-at-Arms.

Government

[MAY 30.J

LAND SELECTIONS.
Mr. DOW asked the Minister of Lands
if he would submit the whole of the facts in
the case of James O'Donoghue, as set forth
in recent correspondence, for the opinion of
the Crown Solicitor? O'Donoghue was instrumental in calling the attention of the
Govel'nment to the circumstance that certain
land was in the occupation of a dummy, and
the Government decided to issue a licence to
O'Donoghue to occupy the land, with the
view to have the dummy ejected. The latter
refused to give up possession, and the Government undertook to eject him, O'Donoghue
surrendering his licence to enable that object
to be accomplished. After the dummy was
ejected a fresh licence 'was granted to
O'Donoghue, but it contained a condition
that he must pay for certain improvements
on the land before he could obtain a lease,
which condition was not in the licence
originally issued to him. O'Donoghue,
acting under advice, refused to pay for
the improvements, as the Government had
recognised him as a licensee under the first
licence by receiving rent from him. The
case had, to a certain extent, been under
the purview of the Crown Solicitor, but
the correspondence showed that the whole
of the facts had not been referred to that
officer. O'Donoghue was willing to abide
by the decision of the Crown Solicitor if
the 'whole of the facts were submitted to
him.
Mr. W. MADDEN stated that O'Donoghue's case was several years old. The second
licence issued to him contained a condition
that, before a.lease would be issued to him,
he JUust pay for the improvements that were
made upon the laud prior to his entering
into occupatiou of it; and that was certainly
a very reasonable condition. The whole case
had beell.quite recently before the SolicitorGeneral, who advised that o'Donoghue
should be required to pay for the improvements. He (Mr. Madden) had acted upon
that advice, and he saw no necessity for
again referring the case to the Crown Solicitor.
Moreover, he understood that O'Donoghue
was satisfied with the decision which had been
al'l'ived.at.
.
Mr. RICHARDSON askcd the Minister of Lands if he would lay on the table of
the Library the papers referring to a licence,
under section 49 of the Land Act 1869,
granted to Miss Crotty, for land, in the
township of Coomoora?
Mr. W. MADDEN promised to comply
with the request. '

Printing Office.

421

TRADE MARKS STATUTE.
Mr. McKEAN asked the AttorneyGeneral when he would lay upon tho table
of the House amended rules and regulations
for carrying out the Trade Marks Statute?
Certain rules and regulations framed under
the Statute had proved to be abortive, and it
was necessary to have fresh ones prepared.
The rules in fotce in England would be sufficient to meet th~ exigencies of the case,
with the necessary verbal alterations to make
them applicable to the colony.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said he concurred
with the honorable member for North Gippsland (Mr. McKean) that amended rules
and regulations under the Trade Marks
Statute were required, and, as soon as they
were ready, they would be laid on the table
of the House.
GOVERNMENT PRINTING
OFFICE.
Mr. LANGRIDGE said he desired to
make a suggestion to the Minister of Pub.
lic Works with reference to the rebuilding
of the Government Printing-office, namely,
that designs for the new structure should be
invited from private architects. Of late
years great changes had taken place in con·
nexioll with the printing art, and the
internal arrangements of many of the large
printing establishments in Europe were
much superior to those which had hitherto
existed in the Government Printing-office
in this country. Under the circumstances,
it would be desirable to call for tenders for
the llGW building outside the Public Works
department.
Mr. C. YOUNG said that the extent of
the damage done by the recent fire at the
Government Printing-office was not yet
fully ascertahled, and it was not known how
much o'f the premises would have to be rebuilt. The honorable member's suggestion,
however, possessed some merit, and deserved
to be considered by the Government when
they had to decide what new buildings were
required.
MAINTENANCE APPEALS.
Mr. Mc~(EAN askecl the AttorneyGeneral when he would lay upon t!1e table
of the House the rules and regulations for
appeals from justices of the peace to the
general sessions on maintenance orders?
In the case of McEvoy v. McEvoy the
proper course of procedure in maintenance
appeals was expounded by the Supreme
Court, but at present the chairmen of general sessions diel not adopt the principles
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laid down in that case, and persons appealing against orders of justices in maintenance cases did not know what procedure to
adopt. It had been intimated by the
Supreme Court that rules and regulations
with reference thereto would be framed, and
he desired to know when they would be
ready.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said there was a
defect in the law of procedure in regard to
appeals from justices of the peace to the
general sessions on maintenance orders,
which ought to be cured either by fresh
legislation or by new regulations. He would
call the attention of the various chairmen of
general sessions to the defect, and if they
framed any regulations on the subject he
would lay them on the table of the House.
EXPLOSION AT PRAHRAN.
Mr. HARRIS asked the Premier if the
Government would offer a reward for the
discovery of the person or persons who
recently wilfully caused an explosion of
"dynamite at Prahran?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN stated that a
reward had already been offered.
VOLUNTEER FORCE.
l\fr. 'YOODS asked the Premier if he
had any objection to lay on the table of
the House a precis of the alterations he
proposed to make in the volunteer force,
Lefore accepting any suggestions for the
re-organisation of the volunteer system?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said he proposed
to fully explain the intentions of the Government in regard to the volunteer force
when he made his financial statement,
which he hoped to have the opportunity of
submitting that evening.
CARISBROOK.
Mr. BO'YMAN asked the PostmasterGeneral when a post and telegraph office
would be erected at Carisbrook?
Mr. BOLTON intimated that provision
would be made on the Estimates for 1882-3
for the erection of a post and telegraph
offie"~ at Carisbrook.

The" Loch }'fal'ee."

a resident here for many years and was a
British-born subject-without having to pay
a poll-tax of £ lOon his return. VVould
the Minister frame rules and regulations to
render the payment of the poll-tax unnecessary in such cases?
Mr. G RA VE S said the 10th section of
the Chinese Influx Restriction Act passed
last session was as follows : "The Governor in Council may make such
rules and regulations, not inconsist.ent herewith,
as may be necessary for carrying out the provisions of this Act."

Up to the present time no difficulty had
arisen as to Chinese residents desiring
to visit any neighbouring colony, because
they could take out letters of naturalizution
on payment of a fee of £1. Only two
caies had been brought under his notice,
ane1 in" those cases the Chinese paid the
fee and got naturalization papers. But
there was a difficulty where Chinese arrived
in Victoria en 1·o~tte from another colony
to China. There was a great difficulty in
identifying them when they were about to
leave Melbourne. In four or five cases the
identity had been established by Kong
Meng, and in those cases the poll-tax had
been returned.
Mr. McKEAN remarked that the
Minister of Customs appeared to have misapprehended his question. 'Vhat he called
attention to was the fact that Chinamen
resident in Victoria who visited one of
the neighbouring colonies had to pay the
poll-tax on their return. He would suggest
that this should be obviated by the issue
of passports.
Mr. GRAVES stated that Chinese
could visit and return from any of the
neighbouring colonies by taking out letters
of naturalization. It would be a difficult
matter to issue passports.

THE "LOCH MAREE."
Mr. ORKNEY said he desired to call
the attention of the Premier to the fact that
the ship Loch Jfal'ee, which left Geelong
for London last November, had not since
been heard of, and that no search had been
made to ascertain if the vessel had been
wrecked, and if there were any survivors.
THE CHINESE.
It was understood that, some time ago,
Mr. McKEAN asked the Minister of orders were issued by the Admiralty, to the
Customs what steps he had taken to allow Commodore on the Australian station, that
Chinese residents in this colony to visit the periodically a ship should visit the Auckneighbouring colonies without paying the land Islands, the Enderby Islands, and
poll-tax on their return? At present a other islands lying between Australia and
Chinaman could not go from Victoria to Cape Horn, in the track of homewardone of the neighbouring colonies on busi- bound ships, so as to ascertain if any surness or pleas me-even though he had been vivors from missing vessels had taken
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refuge on any of them. Only a few years
ago, the Int'el'cal'gill was wrecked on one
of those islands, and two seamen survived
for over twelve months. The ship General
Gmnt was also wrecked on the Auckland
Islands, and some of the survivors suffered
great privations for months before they
were rescued. In the interests of humanity
the Premier ought to communicate with th~
Commodore, and ascerta.in whether a ship
could be' despatched to search the islands on
the route taken by' the Loch lIIal'ee, for,
presuming the vcs'sel to have been wrecked,
it was quite possible that there might still
be some survivors amongst the crew on one
of the islands.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said the matter
had not been brought under his notice previously, but, after the statement of the
honorable member for 'Vest Melbourne
(Mr. Orkney), he would communicate with
Commodore Erskine, and suggest that a
vessel should be despatched to search the
islands. If the honorable member would
furnish him with a written statement of the
facts, he woulel take immediate action in
the matter.
AGRICULTURAL DEPARTMENT.
RESERVES.

Mr. CONNOR moved"That there be laid before this House a return
showing-I. The reserves under the control of
the Department of Agriculture. 2. The uses to
which each reserve is now being put, and the
nature of the improvements upon each. 3. The
total expenditure on such reserves."

Mr. BROPHY seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
LANDS DEPARTMENT.
DEF.ALC.ATIONS.

Mr. DUFFY moved"That there be laid before this House a copy
of Mr. Eaton's report on the irregularities in the
accounts of the late Accountant of the Lands
department."

Mr. CONNOR seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
ADMINISTRATION OF
THE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT.
Major SMITH.-Mr. Speaker, I beg to
move the adjournment of the ~ouse, for the
purpose of calling attention to some of the
proceedings of the Education Commission.
I think that honorable members who have
read the reports of the proceedings of
the commission during the last few weeks
will admit that I have a right to claim
the indulgence of the House to enable
me to' offer the remarks which I feel
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bound to make to-night. I protest against
the extremely unfair course which has'been
taken in regard to myself by the chairman
of the commission, who appears to cntertaiil
some old personal grudge against me. He
has acted more as if he were conducting a
malignant persecution against me than a
fail' inquiry into my administrative acts
during the period that I held the office of
Minister of Public Instruction. If that gehtleman held a seat in this House, I would
feel perfectly justified in telling him that' he
is a cowardly slanderer in the course he has
pursued on the commission. I think that,
before I sit down, I shall be able to show
that many of the cases against me have been
trumped up, and that all the cases-at all
events as many as I have been able to get
information about-will stand the fullest
possible investigation either by any members
of this House or by any persons outside the
House. )Vhat is the course that has been
pursued? I do not know whether it is by
accident or design that the commission holds
its meetings on Thursdays; but I am inclined to think it is by design, because
Parliament does not sit on Friday, Saturday, Sunday, 01' Monday, so that six
clear days elapse before I can reply to
any statements made before the commission
and which may be the subjects of leading
articles 01' paragraphs in the newspapers.
Unless I resort to newspaper correspondence, I have no opportunity of publicly
challenging charges made in this way until
they have travelled over the country for six
clear days, because, although I may make
a statement from my place in Parliament
on a Tuesday, it does not go before the
country until' the following day (Wednesday). So that, I repeat, the day in the
week selected for the commission's meeting
furnishes an opportunity for the circulation
of damaging statements against an exMinister of the Crown without his having
the opportunity, for the spa.ce of six days,
of making any reply to them. However,
I think I shall be able to show that a number of the so-called political appointments
were among the best appointments ever
made in connexion with the Education
department-that teachers appointed irregpective of the officers of the department
have turned out almost invariably to be
teachers of exceptional ability. My practice with regard to my own district, from
the time I first took office as Minister of
Public Instruction, uniformly was to make
all the inquiries in my power with the view
to ascertain the qualification of teachers,
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~nd M well did the proceeding' operate that
in the columns of the ArgufJ newspaper a
complaint was absolutely lodged against
rue because my district showed a higher
pel1centage of results than any other district
the colony. Honorable members will
perceive that if the teachers appointed by
me had not been properly qualified, the
Ballarat district might have shown a lower,
Instead of a higher, percentage of results
than any other district. While presiding
over the Education department, I claimed
tA:.te right to make the whole of the appointments, and I i~variably initialed every certificate which went out, and every appoint~
meht as it was made. When I became
head of the department in 1877, there were
183 unqualified teachers in the service, and
yet outside there were between 300 and 400
\fully qualified teachers waiting for employment, some of them holding certificates of
competency, ~nd others h~lding licences to
teaeh. I gave those unqualified teachers
uiltil the end of 1878-twenty months~o pass an examination. At that time I
found that 134 had not passed. any examination, and I dispensed with the whole
of them; ~nd this House' very generously
~I think at the instance of the honorable
member for Kilmore---gave those teachers
compensation for loss of office at the rate of
'il. fortnight's pay for every year of service.
I would here point out that, in the matter
9f' appointments, the Edllcation department
~. totally different from allY other departwent. No taach~r can be appointed who
does nQt p~StlBSS some qualification, the
lowest quah"fication being a licence- to toach.
T~ come the certificated, and then the
~~ghar class of trained teachers. Invariably,
When. I had an imporls.nt appoiJ;ltment to
lnake', I asked the officers of the department to submit not one but three or foul'
names to me, and from those I made my
selection, but irrespective of their recommendations altogether. Indeed, I never
took the r~commend.ation of the officers
When I possessed information myself. I
will prove, before I sit down, that all the
trumped up statements with regard to my
ii,dministration are really and utterly absurd.
It appears that the evidence taken by the
commission was taken in such a way that
the officers of the department under examInation were not permitted to explain. One
of the officers who has been examined is the
Segretary, Mr. G. IWilson Brown. I have
always ,had the utmost possible confidence
in that gentleman. Indeed, he was an
appointee of my own. I never differed
Major Smith.
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from him except under the strongest reason
for doing so-uriless I was fortified by the
best possible information. But during the
year Mr. Brown was away in England, I
had to trust t.o another officer, in whoso
recommendations I had not the same confidence-although he was a valuable officer
-that I had in the recommendations of
1\'lr. Brown; and I have no doubt that
during that year I acted more on my own
independent judgment than I did in any
other year that I held office. I may mention that soon after I became Minister of
Public Instruction, I caused a circular, of
which the following is a copy, to be forwarded to the several school inspectors : "Education Department, 8rd July, 1877.
"Sir -Herewith I have the honour to forward
you a fist of teachers and assistant teachersaud
workmistresses in your district; and, by direction of the honorable the Minister of Public Instruction, to request that you ,vill, with the least
possible delay, furnish a report with regard to
each of them as you conSIder, from whatever
cause, to be incompetent for the discharge of
their duties, stating fully the grounds on which'
your opinion is based~ and ad vising wla<:ther they
ought to be removea altogether or removed to
a subordinate positioll.
"The report will be held as confidential, and is
for the personal consideration of the'Minister.
,"I have, &c.,
"HENRY VENADLES, Secretary."

In reply to that circular, I received from
each inspector a confidential report, and all
those confidential reports I kept for my own
personal use as a Minister. It was my
practice to take home those reports every
Friday night in order to compare them with
the recommendations I might receive every
Saturday from officers of the department as
to the filling up of vacancies in the teaching
staff. On many occasions I put my pen
through the recommendations, because I
found the reports of the inspectors dead
against them. Those Jeports were very oWm
a guide to me when I could get no other information, but they were strictly confidential.
The Education Commission would have me
violate the confidence reposed in ine by the
inspectors, by divulging the contents of their
reports. Here is a communication on the
question addressed a few weeks ago' by the
Secretary for Education to the secretary of
the Education Commission : "Education Department, 12th May, 1882.
"Sir,-Ueferring to the re<J,uest made by the
chairman of the Royal CommIssion on Education
to be furnished with copies of the confidential
reports made by inspectors as to the incompetent teachers in their several districts, I have the
honour to inform you that, after having a diligent search made throughout the office, I have
been unable to find any trace of the reports.
"I attach copy of the circular sent to each
inspector, calling for the report, and am awaro
that replies wer~ rece.iv~d in dU,e ~ourse. ,I am
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under the impression, however, that in nccordance
with the statement contained in the last para·
graph of the circular, those replies were regarded
as' confidential' and' for the persona.l consider·
ation of the Minister,' and, as such, were retained
by him.
"I have, &c.,
" G. WILSON BROWN, Secretary."

I think it a piece of cool impertinence that
I should be asked by the Education Com.
mission to give up confidential reports of
this description years after I received them,
and after I had acted largely on the views
contained in those reports. It would seem
to me that the commission scarcely understands its duties. That body, as I have
said already, does not allow witnesses to
make an explanation of evidence elicited
from them in the COUl'se of examination.
Upon that subject, I have been furnished
with the following information by Mr.
Brown : " Education Department, 25th May, 1882.
Referring to our conversation this moming
ns to the evidence given by me on the 18th inst.
before the Hoyn] commission, Major Smith is
informed that the sta~ements made by me were
in reply to the following categorical questions:" 1. ~tnte the compara.tive merits of the candi·
dates selected by the Minister and by the de·
partment respectively.
. "2. Was the candidate appointed by tbe Min·
ister recommended by n Member of Pnrliament ?
., S. Who was the Minister that made the ap·
pointment?
" 'l'his formula. was repeated in each of the 24
cases that formed the subject of inquiry.
"G. WILSON BROWN. Secretnry."
(I

Now I say at once that I am responsible
for all the appointments I made while at
the Education department; and, I think,
the best course to take with regard to the
24 cnses here referred to is to state the
whole facts connected with them. 1n.12 of
the 24 cases the teachers appointed held
precisely the same qualifications as those
recommended by the officers of the department-namely, licences to teach-and it
was merely a question of choice as to which
should be prefen·ed. Of the others, three
were made by my friend, the honorable
member for Geelong (Mr. Ben-y), when I
was in New Zealand, and one was made by
my successor. ""Vith regard to the remain.
iug 8, 4 of the appointees possessed superior
qualifications to those of the candidates
recommended by the officers, while the other
4 possessed inferior qualifications. I may
here mention that there are teachers who,
although they paf:sed University examina.
tions, have tUl'ned out very inferior teachers
indeed, and, in consequence, they have had to
be kept at small schools; and it is frequently
found that young teachers possess greater
aptitude for teaching than many of the Qld
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teachers. Let me take the two cases of
which so much has been made-the cases of
the son and daughter of my friend, the
honorable member for Creswick (Mr.
Richardson), who, it is asserted, were im·
properly promoted by me. What are the
facts? I had three or four applications for
the position to which I appointed Miss
Richardson. I was in doubt for some time
8S to whom I should appoint; and, when I
made the appointment, it was on the recommendation of the chairman of the board of
advice, who, I believe, represented the views
of the entire board in the matter. The
honorable member for Creswick never
opened his lips to me on the suhject; and
the appointment was made without his
knowledge. So much for the' daughter.
As to the son, I gave orders, on the 4th
July last, that he should be appointed head
teacher at Alberton. He undoubtedly
possessed a higher qualification than the
teacher recommended by the department.
That person had simply a licence to teach,
while young Richardson was not only So
licensed teacher, but had been in training,
if he had not served the whole period. As
So rule, the teachers who have been in train •
ing turn out the very best teachers. There.
fore, on the merits of the case, I was bound
to appoint young Richardson; but, as a
matter of fact, the appointment was actually
made by my successor.
Mr. GRANT.-That statement is entirely unfounded.
Major SMITH.-The present Minister
of Public Instruction was sworn in on the
9th July, 1881 ; and I 8m informed the
appointment I am speaking about was made
on the 18th July, 1881.
Mr. GRANT.-Here is the original
order, dated 4th July, made by the honorable
member· for Ballarat West (Major Smith),
which was carried out in due course by the
department. I knew no more about it than
the man in the moon.
Major SM1TH.-At all events there was
So lapse of 14 days between the order and
the making of the appointment; and the
Minister had ample opportunity, between
the 9th and 18th July, to stop the appoint.
ment, if it were an iinproper one. To go
into the details of each case would simply
be taking up the time of the House unne·
cessarily j bllt I will refer to three appointments as samples of ~hose which are said
to have been made on political grounds.
It was pointed out to me that in the St.
Arnaud district there was a large school
with a weak teacher. I visited the district,
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and took the opportunity of inspecting the
school. I found the condition of the school
exceedingly unsatisfactory, and I determined upon re-organizing the staff. I was
a long time in finding a good teachel', but
ultimately I met with a suitable officer.
He was l;ecolllmended by a member of this
House who sat in opposition to the late
Government. I appointed him, and the
result showed that the appointment WfiS
fully justified. By sending away an incompetent teacher, and lmtting a well-qualified
teacher in his place, the pcrcentage of the
school was raised in the course of one year
from GG'to 80, and the average attendance increased from 349 to 361. And yet, according
to the commission, this was a political appointment. Again, having been informed
by the honorable member for West Bourke
(:Mr. Deakin) that the people of :Melton
complained of the teacher at that place as
incompetent, I caused him to be removed,
and his place taken by a trainee, 25 years
of age. The result of the change was that
the percentage increased in eighteen months
from 43 to 81. That is another political
appoil~tment, so called. Then again, representations were made to me by both the
honorable members for :Maryborough about
a school teacher in that district. The
teacher was well liked socially, but he could
not teach well, and, in consequence, parents
complained, and the attcndance fell off. I
offered the teacher a smaller school, w.ith
the alternative of retiring, and he ultimately
retired. I appointed another mall in his
place, with the l'esult that the percentage
was increased from G1 to 87. Nowe,rery
one of these appointments, if properly investigated, I venture to say, will be found
to have been an exceedingly judicious and
wise appointment. It will be recollected
that, a session or two ago, a great deal was
made about a teacher ill the N ormanby district resigning his position to become a
candidate for a seat in Parliament. Before
the election came off, this person withdrew
from the contest, and asked to be reinstated. I reinstated him with the view of
removing him subsequently to another
school. I did· remove him when a vacancy
occurred at Chiltern, but, as the school was
a larger one than he was entitled to preside
.over, I appointed him temporarily-for only
three months. However, he filled the position so well that, at the end of t.he three
mouths, the department was petitioned by
the parents of the locality to continue him
there; and the prayer of that petiti<;ln was
supported by the senior member for the
.
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Ovens. The petition was acceded to, and
the other day I received from the teacher a
letter showing how his labours had prospOl·cd. The letter is as follows : "State School 327, Chiltern,
"25th April, 1882.

" My school at the last and only result examination held since my appointment obtained 92
per cent., with a favo.rable report from the
mspector. In December last I Rent two pupils
to Melbourne as candidates for the civil service
examination, and one for a special subject in
matriculation. The three passed. The only
pupil teacher in my school due fOl' examination
passed. On the suggestion of the district inspector, I formed a class for assistants desirous
of passing the. examination for certificate of
competency; two out of three from this class
succeeded in passing so far, and are waiting an
opportunity of completing their examinatiom.
Thus, out of three candidates for University examinations and four for department exammations, we have so far scored six passes. When
you recollect how small were the percentages of
passes for the colony for each of these examinations, you will allow that I may be a little proud
of our success, the greatest pleasure connected
therewith being the privilege of informing you.
(Sigued) "RICH. fly. eARLINGTON."

'Vhen the charges I am now dealing with
were first prolllulgated' in the newspapers,
I began to wonder wha:t I had done-I
began to feel that I)nust ha.ve done something exceedingly wrong. I calleel for a
return showing, first, the number of State
school teachers dismissed by each Minister
since the Education Act came into operation; and, secoiHUy, the number of teachers
wliose services were 'dispensed with because
they did liot pass t.he necessary examination.
That return was laid on the table last week,
and it gives the following information : -
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It thus appears that of 349 teachers who
were dismissed or whose services were dispensed with sincetbe passing of the Education Act, I dismissed or dispensed with 180,
and this notwithstanding I was in office
only about a third of the time covered by
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the return. Does this show that I was
unduly influenced in my administration of
the Education department? Does it not
show rather that I was animated by a desire to clear out incompetent teachers wherever I found them, and to promote deserving
teachers a::! opportunity offered? I may
mention that, when I first took office, I
found in the Education department a number of old-standing grievances, which had
accumulated under each successive Minister.
I thought it my duty to have those grieyances lookcd into, and I appointed a board
consisting of Mr. Mirams, Mr. Fincham,
Mr. Dixon, Mr. 'Villiams, and Mr. Duffy
-all members of this House-to go into
all the cases and recommend how they should
be dealt with. In due time the board
brought up its report, and I felt it my duty
to adopt everyone of its recommendations.
And thus I was enabled to clear away the
whole of the long-standing grievances. I
think it only fail', as my administration has
been called in question, to show that I
made attempts to reduce the cost of the
Education department. I have here a document setting forth what I proposed to do,
and what I ultimately succeeded in doing.
In 1878 I proposed reductions as follows
in the remuneration of teachers, intending
that the reductions should take effect from
the 1st August in that year : Head teachers
£9,534
lfirst assistants
2,500
Second ditto
750
Results to work mistresses
... 6,000
Workmistresses employed in schools
the head teachers of which were
females ...
...
8iO
Training associates
475
Total

... £20,129

At that time, there sat in this House
a gentleman who previously occupied the
position of head teachcr in a large schoolI refer to Mr. Sergeant-and he took the
cause of the teachers in hand; and, in the
face of the opposition which was then
aroused, I felt myself powerless to carry out
the whole of the reductions I had proposed.
However, a compromise was arrived at, and
the result was that the following savings
were effected : Head teachers
£1,487
First assistants ...
357
Results to workmistresses
...
6,000
Workmistresscs employed iu schools
the head teachers of which were
females ...
870
Total

£8,714

I succecded in reducing the ordinary expenditure of the Education department,
that ycar, by this amount. During the
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time I was in office, I also endeavoured to
induce the ordinary teachers to acquire a
knowledge of singing and drawing, in order
that t.he sel'Yices of professional singing
and drawing masters might be dispensed
with. To a large extent, that endeavour
was successful. Singing and drawing are
still taught by professional teachers in the
large centres of population; but in the
great majority of the schools those accomplislunents are now taught by the ordinary
teachers. By this arrangement I effected a
saving of £3,790 pel' annum. Then again,
I effected a saving in connexion with the
night schools. I found that the reports of
the inspectors were unfavorable to schools
of the kind-that the school furniture got
damagcd, that windows were broken, and
that it was difficult to conduct those schools
properly. Accordingly I issued regulations
which had the effect of securing a saving
in connexion with night schools of £'4,000
per annum from the 1st January, 1881. I
was blamed by some of the newspapers for
issuing what was known as a flogging
circular; but, as a matter of fact, the issue
of that circular was attended by an infinity
of good. I will read the circular for the
information of honorable members:"Education Department, 20th July, 1877.
"The attentiou of the honorable the Minister
of Public Instruction has been called to the extreme severity with which corporal punishmen t
for trivial faults is frequently inflicted upon children by subordinate teachers in the State schools.
"The Minister directs that, for the future,
corporal punishment must only be inflicted by
head teachers, except in cases where his special
permission for a different arrangement has been
obtained. Subordinate teachers are to report
misconduct of any pupil to the head teacher,
who alone will be held responsible for his due
correction.
" It is further directed that a book be kept in
each school, in which the teacher must enter
the name of each pu pil offending, and the offence '
for which he is punished.
"It is also directed that corporal chastisement
shall only be resorted to 'when all other means
have failed;' and, when administered, should be
surrounded with as much ceremony as possible,
so as to leave a greater impreSSIOn upon the
mind than on the LuJy.
"The Minister considers those teachers best
qualified to perform their duties who are able
to keep their schools in a thorough state of
discipline without resorting too frequently to
corporal punishment."

The necessity for 'the issue of that circular
arose from the fact that it had become a
practice for pupil teachers-mere boys and
girls-to subject children to a cut across the
hand merely for being behind time in com.
ing to school. This treatment caused many
children to play truant; but the efficacy of
the circular may be judged of by the fact
that the average attendance increased, in
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1877, by 9,257; in 1878, by 593; and.in schools in this colony, reckoning the ex1879, by 2,651. It will be recollected that pense at per head of the accommodation,
the late Mr. Justice Stephen, when he was which is a fair test, is less than the
Minister of Public Instruction, issued a cost of such schools in other countries.
circular prohibiting corporal punishment In New South Wales the cost is about
altogether; but that prohibition had to be £14 per head; in New Zealand, from £9 to
revoked. I did not seek to abolish corporal £14 ; in England, over £14 on the average;
punis4ment; I merely desirecl to restrict it, in France, £12 lOs. for the country districts,
so that it should be inflicted only by head and £24 in Paris. In Victoria, however,
teachers or their senior assistants. I have under Mr. Bastow and his staff, brick aud
here a book on the subject of corporal punish- stone structures - permanent buildingsment in New York schools, founded upon have been erected at an average of £7 lOs.
the reports . of Commissioners Jarvis, per head. I think that one fact speaks
Halsted, West, and Walker. One of these volumes in favour of Mr. Bastow's managegentlemen reports as follows with regard to ment, and.l consider that he should not be
lightly moved aside and placed in a departcorporal punishment : cr A child never loves nor· respects a teacher' ment which, although it may be better
who chastises him with a rod or lash. and if officered now than was formerly the case, has
obedienc" now and then is effected thereby. it is not shown very great skill in constructing
only through a slavish fear that dwells upon the
surface! and has no place or root in the heart or public buildings. The total amount which
convictIOns of the child, whose very nature rebels has been expended on State school buildings
against such a mode of punishment."
in the colony from the time the Education
I could also read scores of reports showing Act came into operation up to 31st December,
that the result of the circular which I 1879, is as follows :-Parliamentary votes
issued has been most beneficial. Any from revenue, £431,696 lOs. lId.; under
honorable member who looks through the Loan Acts 531 and 608, £543,235 4s. 7d.;
annual reports of the inspectors will find that or in all, £974,931. The estimated value
those schools in which the least- amount of of State school property on the 31st Decemcorporal punishment is inflicted are invari- ber, 1879, was £1,160,000. I have not
ably in the hands of the best masters, and with me a return showing the proportion of
show the highest results from an educa- brick and stone to wooden buildings erected,
tional point of view. I desire now to refer but I know that much the larger amount has
briefly to the progress report which the been expended on the permanent structures,
commission have issued, recommending the although of course the wooden buildings are
amalgamation of the architect's branch of the more numerous, being scattered over
the Education department with the Public large tracts of country, and erected in posiWorks department. I would impress upon tion$ whe~e the .population may from time
honorable members and the Government to time fluctuate, and where, consequently,
that they should be very careful indeed it is not desirable to construct permanent
before adopting that recommendation. For buildings. I think I have now fairly gone
my part, I do not think a wiser act could have through the various portions of the indictbeen done than the step which the late ment which the Education Commission has
Mr. Justice Stephen took when he trans- thought proper to promulgate against me.
ferred Mr. Bastow, who was then in the I caD only say that, during the four years I
architect's branch of the Railway depart- presided over the Education department, I did
ment, and formed a separate architectural all that man could do to get the best informabranch of the Education department. The tion in any step I took. In order to select the
officer who was at that time at the head of most suitable sites for schools, I, on .1nany
the Public Works department had a great occasions, personally visited various parts of
reputation for erecting ecclesiastical struc- the colony. I did all I could to improve the
tures. The public buildings he erected moral tone of the State schools. I got rid of
were, however, not only costly but unsightly, intemperate and incompetent teachers, and
and I venture to say that if the Public promoted young, sober,and deserving teacher3
Works department under that g.entleman in their places. Under these circumstances,
had built our public schools they would I feel that I have been very unjustly and
11ave cost a great deal more than, while cruelly treated by this commission. Statebeing at the same time greatly inferior to, ments have been made against me without
those which have been constructed all my being afforded the slightest opportunity
through the colony. Moreover, I find that of replying, and officers formerly under mythe . cost of. the. erection of the State self have been bullied by the chairman in the
Major Smith.
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mostshamefulmanner. For example, this expression was used when Mr. Bolam hesitated
in giving an answer to a question:" Come, out with it." For my own part,
if one iota of the charges which have been
alleged against rile had any foundation in
truth, I would resign my seat and never
enter public life again. I must say that I
feel deeply, after the services which I believe
I have rendered the people and the young of
the colony, the treatment I have received in
this matter. During the time I was Minister of Public Instruction I can truly assert
that my heart and soul were in ,:ny workthe labour to me was entirely a labour of
love-and I feel bound to say that if the
chairman of this commission had had one
spark of gentlemanly feeling in him he
would, before promulgating through the
newspapers charges against me, havo asked
me to give my explanation, so that charge
and explanation might go forth together.
At this moment, there occurs to me one
case which will show how I acted. The
officers of the department concurred in a
certain recommendation, and, by a curious
coincidence, two members from each part of
the, House coincided in supporting the
person recommended. He was appointed,
and I directed a note to be written to the
members I have referred to acquainting
them of the fact that on their recommendation and that of others (meaning the officers
of the department) the person alluded to
had received the appointmep.t. In fact,
while I had charge of the department,
whether the }\{embers of Parliament who
came to me b~longed to the Ministerial or
opposition side of the House, I always
endeavoured to treat them with courtesy
and fair consideration; and I feel that, as
a public man who h'as been a member of this
House, off and on, for 21 years-I was first
returned in 1861-1 have rendered sufficient
services to the people of the colony generally,
as well as to my own constituents, to entitle
me to be treated with fairer consideration
than I have received at the hands of the
Education Commission.
Mr. FISHER.-Sir, I beg to . second
the motion for adjournme'nt in order to say
a few words. I regret that there should
have bqen an imperative necessity on the
honorable member for Ballarat West (Major
Smith) to rise in his place and vindicate his
acts while Minister of Public Instruction. I
feel bound to say that while he occupied that
position I had many opportunities of witncssing the manner in which he discharged
his duties, and" as one who ~l'o£esses to

Edttcation

DejJa:1'tme~t..

429

know something of such matters, I always
thought that the honorable gentleman was
at the grt3<'\test pains to investigate the.
various claims which came before him, and
that he exercised very excellent judgment
in some very difficult cases. I must also
say that I recollect one occasion in particular
upon which, to my knowledge, if the mere
departmental way of doing business had been
acted on, injustice would have been done.,
In fact, it required a very large amount of
movement on my part to get w1?-at I considered justice done. On that 6ccasion, the
honorable gentleman acted as a mediator,
heard what had to be said by the department and also what was said on the other
side, and after very considerable deliberation
he came to what I considered a very proper
decision. If I can judge other cases from that
particular one, the honorable gentleman was
certainly to be trusted to discharge the high
duties of the position of Minister of Public
Instruction. At the same time, I must
express my regret that the honorable member to-night, if he felt it imperatively necessary to vindicate his administration, spoke
in the way he did about the chairman of the
Education Commission. I think the words
he used with respect to tha t gen tleman would
have been better left unsaid. With regard
to the changes which the honorable member
brought about in the Education department,
I fully agree with him that his circular with
respect to' corporal punishment was a highly
judicious one, and I am able to speak with
some authority on the subjeCt, having had
many years' experience in both public and
private tuition. The honorable member's
decision was not to abolish corporal chastisement in the State schools, but to re'strict
its infliction to the head of the school-the
person supposed to have the most wisdom
and experience, and to be most judicious in
administering corporal punishment, if such
should be required. ,For my own part, I am
of opinion that it is only a teacher who is not
well up to his work who requires to employ
much corporal punishment in his school.
Mr. LEVIEN.-The question of corpoml punishment has not been referred to by
the commission.
Mr. FISHER.-The subject has nrisen
incidentally in connexion with the "set"
that has been made against the honorable
member' for Ballarat West with regard to
his administration of the Education depart.
ment. In my opinion, the honorable member discharged the duties of his office with
very great efficiency indeed, and I think the
reply he has made generally with regard to
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his appointments in the department has
been satisfaetory. During his long term
of office, I think his appointments on the
",hole-I will not say there were none unexceptionable-were judicious appointments.
More than that, I must say that if a gentleman is fit to discharge the duties of Minister
of Public Instruction, he ought to be able
to make such appointments. I do not at
all agree with those honorable members who
would leave the appointment of all teachers
and the discharge of all the duties of the
department to the gentlemen of the staff.
No honorable member has a higher opinion
of the staff of the Education department of'
this colony than I have-they are highly
train cd and well-educated gentlemen, who
perform thcir duties excellently-but I
must say, as the result of many years' experience, that even among such a staff as
thc Education dcpartment contains, there
are sometimes prejudices. I have known
of such, and I think it has been a good
thing for many teachers that there was at
the hcad of thc department a gentleman
occupying a seat in this Rouse. I would
be very sorry indecd if the time wcre eycr to
come when we had a Minister of Public
Instruction in this Chamber who could not
act for himself. In fact, what would be the
use of a Minister in such a position? I
certainly think that a Minister ought to
obtain all the assistance possible from his
highly-trained staff, but at the samc time I
think he should be the guiding hand, and
should hold the reins. Reference has been
made to the proposed amalgamation of the
architect's branch of the Education departnient with the PuLlic VVorks department..
I must say that I do not at all approve of
that proposal, and I think matters ought
to remain as they are. I do not approve
of the palatial structures of State schools
which we find in the large towns, whilc
the country distdcts are' supplied with
such miserable buildings. I can speak of
a district where, in the heat of summer, the
work of instruction has to be carried on
under great difficulties in intolerable wooden
Luildings without the slightest shade-not
a tree, perhaps, being within half a milewhile at the same time in the towns enormous sums are being spent on such splendid
structures as that, for instance, which is now
Leing erected at St. Kilda. I feel my blood
boil with indignation at the wrong that is
being done to the country districts when I
consider that state of things. I do not
think, nevertheless, that a remedy for this
anomaly is to be found ill transferring the
Mr. Fisher.
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architect's branch of the Education department to the Public Works department.
vVhat we have to do is to go to the root of
the matter, and see that the country is looked'
after as well as the towns. This, however,
is somewhat apart from the present subject.
I can only repeat that, for my part, I was
satisfied with the administration of the
honorable member for Ballarat 'Vest while
he presided over the Education department,
and always considered that he fulfilled his
duties with equity and fidelity. I trust we
shall always have a Minister of Public Instruction capable of acting for himself and
not being necessarily guided by the officers
of the department. If the Minister does
anything we do not approve of, we can always
bring him to account in this Rouse and
have the wrong redressed; but if everything
is to be carried on by the departmental officers,
and there is to be no real head of the department in the proper sense, then the sooner
we abolish the office of Minister of Public
Instruction altogether the better, and let the
department be carried on in some other
way.
Mr. RALL.-Mr. Speaker, I also desire to add my tribute to what has been
said by the last speaker in defence of the
administration of the honorable mcmber for
Ballarat (Major Smith) as Minister of
Public Instruction. In all I had to do
with him, I always found him very straightforward and desirous of making appointments which' would be beneficial to the
interests of the country. vVhen the Education Commission was appointed I objected
to it as a mistake, and stated also that I
considered it was not a fair commission.
That opiilion has since been confirmed; in
fact, everything that has occurred goes to
prove that the appointment of such a commission was a very injudicious step. The
commi.t.;sioners seem to spend most of their
time in inquiring into supposed cases of
immorality and indecency-in fact, they
seem to gloat over such subjects-and, as
no names are mentioned, the consequence
is that a stigma is cast on thc teaching
staff of the colony. Moreover, from the
questions asked and the readiness with
which the chairman is able to inquire for
certain documents, it would appear that
the commission have been tutored by some
one forn~erly in the Education department.
The commission also frequently ask for most
expensive returns,' as will be seen by the
following evidence by Mr. Brown : "You were asked for one other return: of
the appointments made directly by the Minister,
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&c. ?-That will take a long time preparing. It
is being prepared every night.
"May we expect it at next sitting ?-I am
afraid not. We have to go through every
appointment made since 1872. We have ten
officers employed on it every night, and it will
takc a long time to get out."

Mr. MUNRO.-And what will such a
return be worth? Not a penny.
Mr. HALL.-I am inclined to think
that the country will have very little return
indced for all the trouule and expense
caused by the commission. Although, as
I have said, the commission are continually
trying to discover cases of immorality, the
cases mentioned are generally of a frivolous
nature, and are npt proven. I feel almost
ashamed to quote in the House some of
the evidence which the commission seem to
delight in, but one or two specimens will
show the kind of thing they are constantly
harping on. The following are extracts
from the evidence of Mr. Brown : . "You were to h~nd in a return of all cases of
immoral or indecent conduct on the part of
teachers or scholars, with the steps in each
case ?-Yes, I hand in that return now j also a
return showing the careers of State school ex·hibitioners at the University and elsewhere."
:I<

:I<

:I<

*

:I<

:I<

"Now No.1 is the case of a teacher who is
charged with improper intercourse with female
pupils and seduction of a pupil teacher whom
he afterwards married. Directly under that is
the record :-' This teacher was dismissed in
:February,1878, but has since been employed.'
The note I want to specially call attention to is
this :--", On!,?/ case proved was seduction of pupil
teacher.' I thought it was due to the department to know whether that is considered a very
venial matter-' the only case' ?-The original
He was
charge involved more than that.
charged with seduction of a pupil teacher and
with endeavouring to obtain medicine to procure
abortion. That is the meaning of the inspector
using the expression, 'The only case proved.'''
:I<

:I<

:I<

:I<

:I<

:I<

" The next case is No. 12. On the 12th of
October, 1876, an assistant teacher is charged
with putting his hands up the clothes of afemale
pupil. Charge investigated by the board of
advice. The result was :-' Evidence of girl unsupported. Assistant removed to another
school, and cautioned as to his future conduct.'
'l'here we have • Cautioned' again j that
appears to mean that the charge was really
proved ?-No, it was a case of ' not proven.'"

Then, dnring the examination of Mr. Bolam,
we have a number of questions about a case
in which a teacher was seen "going into
the bush" with a woman. In fact, the
whole idea of the commission seems to be
to fish out these cases of supposed immorality, and, whenever we find the officer
uuder examiuation hesitating to give the
information, the chairman tries to worm it
out-apparently as a nice morsel. Again,
I cannot see what right an outside irresponsible body like this commission has to sit
in judgment 011 the Minister of Public
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Instrnction. Surely it is the business of
this House to do that, and not the ch'tty of
any outside body. I believe that some
honorable members who voted for thQ
appointment of this commission now regret
the course they took, and that, if the matter
were to be dealt with again, they would
record their votes the other way. The
commission is simply a fishing· expedition,
and one of the chief objects of' its inquiry
seems to be to attempt to fasten on Members
of Parliament cverything that has been done
wrong in the department. Herc is a sample
of the questions asked on this subject:"Was not that the teacher to whom you alluded
when 'you replied to the chairman, when asked
if retamed in consequence of political influence,
you said you did not know ?-I say tliere is
nothing in his case to show that political
influence has been exercised.
.. You are not sure whether any political
influence has been used ?-I have looked into
the case fully. I cannot say I have read every
paper sent to us since 1874 about this teacher,
but I have found nothing showing the slightest
political influence having been used.
"Has he received any promotion ?-He has
not."

That is simply "fishing" to discover the
use of political influence, and the eagerness
of the desire to find some trace of it is seen
'in the fact that the commission are not
content to accept the witness's answer. If
it were necessary I could quote many other
instances of the same kind, but, although
the witnesses were bullied and browbeaten,
no charge of the kind could be substantiated. Then, to show the frivolous nature
of the questions frequent.ly asked by the
commission, I will quote the following with
regard to the punishment of children : " What is the reason for the distinction between
boys and girls with regard to punishment ?-I
think everybody has a natural repugnance to
punishing girls.
"Take a mixed class of boysand girlsbetween
ten and eleven years of age j do you think it has
a good result to apply one rule to boys and
another to girls ?-I myself should very' much
object to punishing a girl j by punishing I mean
flogging and caning.
" Caning on the hand ?-Yes.
"You would object to that ?-Yes.
" Why should you make a difference between
a girl and a boy ?-WeIl, it is something innate
in one.
"The distinction would be this, that in the
athletic exercises you would teach the boys to
box and not the girls ?-Yes."

,\Vith regard to the amalgamation of the
architect's u1'l1nch of the Education depar.tment with the Public 'Yorks department,
which the commission have recommended, I
think it would be a great mistake, and I
would strongly oppose it. On this point
Mr. Bolam's evidence is"You still think it advantageous to keep up a

separate architect's branch 7-1 do; I t4ink that
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our works could be effected more economically
than they would be if done through the Public
Works department.
" Have you made any calculations to lead you
to that decision ?-No recent calculations have
heen made, but I form my opinion from observation of the cost of works executed by the
Public Works department, nnd from inquiries I
have made from their officers and others."

Other witnesses also support this opinion.
The following are extracts from Mr. Bastow's
evidence on the subject:" Beyond what you have stated in the letter,
will you state what advantages you think the
colony derives from this separate branch ?-I
think the buildings have been by it done much
more cheaply and much more expeditiously than
they could have been done if they had been
originally undertaken by the Public Works
derartment.
, Will you ex~lain how and why ?-I say that
from my knowleoge of the practice of the Public
Works department.
" How or why !loes the· economy arise ?-It is a
question of factkI think. What I have seen of
the cost of wor s executed under the Public
Wor}{s department, what I have heard all the
while we hnve been enrrying on our department,
leads me to believe we have done more cheaply
and expeditiously than the Public Works department have done similar works.
...

lie

....

...

'" .

'"

" Cnn you give the commission any more distinct indicntion of what would cause the greater
cost of executing such works ,vhich you contemplate would arise if the work were done
by the Public Works dcpartment, instead of
being. done by the architect's branch of the
nducntion department. You mention about old
traditions and routine practicespremiling in the
l)ublic Works de,P,artment; can you give us a
more particular Idea of it ?-First of all, the
Public Works hnve no such machinery for
executing repairs in the remote places in which
our schools are situated. The works that are
executed by the Public Works department are
almost always in centres of population. The
repairs that we are ·called upon to execute are
many of them in remote and outlying places,
to which the Public Works officials have had no
occasion to go."

In country districts where we want schools
erected we would have to wait a considerable
time if we had to depend on the Public
Works department to execute the work, and
therefore, as a cQuntry representative, I am
strongly averse to the proposed amalgamation. In conclusion, I must express the
opinion that, from the way the commission
is proceeding, it is more like a Paul Pry
commission than any other I ever heard of.
Its whole object seems to be to fish into old
sores, and to make grievances where none
at present exist. I am informed that they
have set to work one person who was formerly an officer of the department'to ferret
out all he can, and I am also informed that
this person recommended the name's of the
gentlemen to be appointed on the commission, and that he, is supplying the matter
upon which the commission is working. .
Mr. Hall,·

..

.
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Major SMITH.-He is " running" the
commission.
Mr. HALL.-He ran himself at ono
time into gaol, I have heard. I will read
the following, which has been placed in my,
hands:"Has not the Royal commission in its past
inquiries allowed itself to be the tool of a malicious man, an ex-teacher, who boastSJ that he is
running the commission, and making it hot for.
the teachers, though he is in receipt of a pension
(recently increased by the Government), and his
wife is still drawing pay as a teacher?"

Several HONORABLE MEl\IBERB.-Name.
Mr. HALL.-Perhaps the commission'
will supply the name. In my opinion, it is
time this commission was squelched; we
have had enough of it. The country is
strongly dissatisfied with its proceedings,
and it is not doing the work that was
expected from it. The main purpose of its
appointment was to inquire into certain
"alleged grievances," and it has made no
inquiries on the subject, but is simply wasting the time and money of the country.
Mr. BARR.-Mr. Spenker, I am sorry
that at such an early stage of the labours of
the Education Commission, it has been
found necessary for a former Minister of
Public Instruction to get up and defend his
administration of the Education department.
The report of the commi.ss~on ,and the evidence taken by them-I have n'ot read all
the evidence, and much of what I have read
I do not understand-appear to me to have
two objects in view, one political and tho
other personal. Grell. t blame has been cast
upon a former Minister of Public Instruction with respect to what are called political
appointments, but I think the House will,
upon consideration, be of opinion that,
owing to the relations existing between
honorable members and their constituencies,
they are as a rule better able to speak as to
the requirements of their respective districts,
and the qualifications of the teachers there,
than even the permanent heads of the
Education department. Certainly, I think
the House will be satisfied that it has
just as much reason to doubt the im.
partiality of the pennanent heads of the
Education department as that of the recommendations of individual honorable mem-·
bers, it being remembered that, while the.
action respecting teachers' appointments:
taken by the former is scarcely open to
review in this Chamber, the recommendations of the latter in the same regard are
especially subject to parliamentary criticism.
For my part, I am of opinion that Members
of Parliament whQ have, with regard to,
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the recommendations they have made from
time to time to the Minister of Public
Instruction, been generally speaking simply
the mouth-piece of the local bodies of their
respective districts, ought not to be liable
to the side-wind censures of any commission
whatever. Again, if any honorable member has done anything incorrect with
respect to the Education department, I can
understand his having to stand up and bear
his share of blame, but to make a sweeping
charge that these political appointmentsthat is to say, teachers' appointments made
on the strength of representations by honO1'able members to the Minister of Public
Instruction of the day-must of necessity
be wrong is to go a little too far, especially
as, in my opinion, the inference is altogether
the other way. I think the inference should
be in favour of the representations or honO1'able members, who are bound to know
most about their own districts, and one of
whose especial duties it is to see, whenever
all educational appointment is made in any
of them, that it gets the best teacher and
the best man possible. Again, it appears
to me that the character of every teacher
in the colony has been inferentially maligned
by the commission, and on that account,
opposed as I was originally to their appointment, I am tenfold more against it
now, because it is plain that, instead of
their being a body designed to support the
Education Act in its integrity, and to inquire whether its operation has been truly
free, secular, and compulsory, and as
efficient as possible, their object has been
rather a political and personal one. Assuredly, the very fact that the names of the
individual teachers referred to before the
commission have been carefully not mentioned casts a slur upon all the teachers in
the colony, who have consequently a right
to demand that they should be published
in order that the rest of the teaching staff
should be freed from a false imputation.
I say also that if this jesuitical system of
. ferreting out evidencc--this special pleading
plan of putting words into the mouths of
witnesses, and forcing them into expressing
opinions respecting matters upon which the
commission have already made up their
minds-is to be continued, it will be 1990
at least Lefore their labours are terminated.
They seem, indeed, to have mistaken their
object altogether. They have directed their
labours into personal channels, and constituted themselves a means of getting at
particular individuals-it may be a former
administrator of the Education department
SES. 1882.-2 I
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or some one else. As to the statement we
have heard to-night from the late Minister
of Public Instruction, who has been the
administrator of the Education Act during
one-third of the period of its existence, and
done more in connexion with it than all the
other Ministers of Public Instruction put
together, I think it forms a complete answer
to the charges against him, which are now
fallen utterly to the ground. Let m.e say,
however, in order to be fair to everyone, that,
if the honorable gentleman has a weakness,
it is that he does not like to say" No," and
that very often that good-natured feeling led
him, when he was in office, to promise to do
that which he was not able to ·perform.
Also, I may say, speaking from experience
- I am not afraid of anything I have done
in connexion with the Education department being brought up on the floor of the
House or anywhere else-that he was always
very careful of the interests, of existing
teachers, and. would not stir against any of
them unless the matter affecting him was
fairly sheeted home. I know that in a case
in my own district it required very powerful
representations indeed to get a particular
teacher removed, although he was reported
against even by the permanent heads of the
department, and the school in his hands
had ceased to be worthy the name of one.
In fact it might have been said that there could
not be another teacher in the department
who was not a better hand at teaching than
the man I refer to was, yet the honorable
member for Ballarat West (Major Smith),
who was then Minister of Public Instruction, required no end of pressing before he
would consent to a change being effected.
If that sort of thing may be described as a
political appointment, I freely take my
share of the blame attaching to it; but I
may add that, immediately after the change
I allude to was made, the school in question
increased not only by 13 per cent. in reSluts, but largely in average attendance,
good behaviour, and everything else. That
case is one of many in which I have found
the wheels of the Education department
very slow to move, for fear lest an injustice
would be done, even when it could not but
be well known that the reslut of a change
would be beneficial. Had I been in the
place of the honorable gentleman, I would
have been perfectly willing to bear a very
great deal more of what some people suppose to be blame than any attributable to
him. Of course we can never expect to see
a Minister of Public Instruction administer
his department in a manner entirely above
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everything in the shape of prejudice; but
what I say is that the permanent heads of
the Education department arc equally not
altogether beyond suspicion of partiality.
For cxample, I believe, although we haye
recently heard denials on the point, that
there has more t.han once been such a thing
as the permanent heads setting a black
mark against a teacher's na111e. I know
very weli cases of that kind-of teachers
who, having made themselves disagreeably
prominent in some form 01' another, have
been in consequence kept for fully eighteen
years without a single stroke of advancement 01' increase of pay, although their
claims were every now and then brought
forward. Sometimes it was the vis £l1el'tia
of the depal'tment overcoming the Ministerial will in the matter, and sometimes the
same end was brought about in a different
way. Looking at the whole subject as I
do, I dissent fro111 the conduct of the commission. They are a roving, seeking-out,
and fishing commission. Instead of looking at the administration of the Education
Act in the light of popular interests, they
seem to be trying to pick up things against
some one.
Mr. JAMES.-It is a "go-as-youplease" commission.
Mr. BARR.-""Vithout saying that precisely, I will assert that, as the commission
are going, yery few of us will be alive to
receive their final report. So far as I have
heard, they have as yet made only one rccommendation, namely, that the architect's
branch of the Education department should
be amalgamated with the building branch
of the Public 'Vorks department, but, for
my part, I will say that when the honorable
member for Ballarat 'Vest, some years ago,
caused a departmental separation of the
two branches, I thought he effected an excellent reform. That a certain series of
l)lans and spccifications for different schools
of different sihes should be prepared and
lithographed, so that directly it was decided
to what class a new school should belong
the plans and specifications for it might be
found all ready, has always appeared to me
an exceedingly good arrangement. Under
these circumstances, I don't see what good
the proposed change will achieve, especially
as the most expensive part of the work in
connexion with school buildings-that of
their erection-has been already accomplished, and there remains little more to be
done with respect to them than their supervision, which has to be carried on in many
parts of the country at present neyer visited
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by officers of the Public YV"orks department.
I hope the House will accept the statement
the honorable member for Ballarat VV cst has
made, and that the next time the Education
Commission bring up a series of inferential
charges they will be met as easily as he has
met those inferentially urged against him.
Mr. O. YOUNG.-I askhonorablemembers whether it would be wise to let the
present discussion go any further? Tho
honorable memberfor Ballarat vVest (Major
Smit.h) having made the explanation he had
to offer, what more can be done on a mere
motion for the adjournment of the House?
The Treasurer being now prepared to make
his Budget speech, I think it ought to be
made, especially as we have now been sitting
five weeks without effecting any progressive
business.
Mr . . .N. M. OLARK.-Sil', it may be
very wise to allow this discussion to drop,
but, nevertheless, it appears to me that an
attack is being made, not only upon the
principles of the Education Act, but also
upon certain members of this Ohamber. At
the same time, I fancy we may congratulate
ourselves upon the cloven hoof being shown
so early. I don't know that I have much
to add to what has fallen from the honorable member for Moira (Mr. Hall), but I
will remark that of some of the questions
put to witnesses before the commission it
may be said that they were only fit for the
confessional. I think it horrible that any
commission should be appointed to take the
line the Education Oommission arc taking.
I am not, however, quite surprised at it,
seeing we all know very well the object for
"thich they were appointed. 'Vhat is that
object? To attack our education system
by any means, fair or foul-to make it out
to be a godless one and productive of immorality. What, however, does IIayter say?
vVhat is the proportion of crime given, in
the latest edition of the Year Boo7~, to
every 1,000 of the inhabitants of the different colonies? In the colonies where religious education is not imparted in the State
schools in any shape the proportion is-in
Queensland 2(j·gO,in Victoria 33·89, in New
Zealand 35·90, and in South Australia
50'50; whereas in the colonies where clergymen are allowed to enter schools for the
purpose of imparting denominational teaching the proportion is-in New Sout.h ''IV ales
5-1·38, in Tasmania G3·49, and in vVestern
Australia 170·78. This would show religious instruction in State schools as rather
fostering crime than otherwise, and therefore I say this fishing commission ought to
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be upset as soon as possible, inasmuch as its
object is to establish a system likely to promote immorality. "Vith respect to the statements made by the late Minister of Public
Instruction, let me mention a case that occurred in my own district. There was a
teacher in charge of a school there for eleven
years, although for a very long time the
community were unanimous in their desire
to get rid of him, and I, for one, made many
efforts to have hilllremovec1. At last I induced the honorable gentleman to take the
man away, against the wish ~f the permanent head of his department, and what
was the consequence? The results, which
were formerly 5G pel' cent., were, under the
teaching of the 5th class assistant in another
school who was appointed to the vacant
place, increased to 90 per cent. That, I·
suppose, was a political appointment.
The motion for the adjournment of the
House was put and negatived.
ESTIMATES.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN presented a message
from His Excellency the Governor, transmitting Estimates of Revenue and Expenditure
for 1882-3, and recommending an appropriation of the consolidated revenue accordingly.
The message was ordered to be referrcd to
the Committee of Supply.
THE BUDGET.
The House then went into Committee of
Supply.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN, ha,ving proposed
a vote of £1,475 for the Legislatiye Council,
proceeded to submit the annual financial
statement. He said-Mr. Cooper, honorable members have now before them the
financial accounts of 1881-2, and also the
Estimates for 1882-3, and if they will refer
to them, and also to the financial statement
submitted by me on the 22nd September last,
they will realize the great prosperity the
country has enjoyed during the last ten
months.
An HONORABLE ME:\IBER.-And before.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I am not drawing any invidious comparison. I have said
oyer and over again that I don't attribute
to the present Government the prosperity
that has arisen. In fact, I have more than
once statcd that in my judgment the beginning of better times came about in the
January before the present Goyernment
was formed, and now it is clear that the
waye of prosperity that then rolled in has
been increasing ever since. I claim, however, for the existing Administration that
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they have done nothing to disturb that tide
of prosperity, but have tried to assist its
flow by every means in their power. If
honorable members will glance at the figures
before them which set forth the revenue for
1881-2 as compared with theestimuteof revenueforthatyear, they will find that the former
shows an increase over the latter in Customs
of £169,610, in Excise of £21,850, in
Territorial of £8,100, in Public Works of
£117,260 (£115,996 of which is income
from Railways), in Post and Telegraph
Offices of £17,280, in Fees of £12,600,
and in Miscellaneous of £26,220, making
a total of £379,070. This amount, when
reduced by the £57,330which represents the
extent to which in some instances the receipts . fall below the estimate, gives tho
vcry large balancc of £321,740 as the extent to which the actual receipts for the
year surpass the estimate. It will be recollected that when I made my financial
statement for 1881-2 some honorable members evidently thought I was painting the
picture with too free it brush-that I was
throwing too rosy it hue over what was
coming-but I think it will be now seen
that the results a:::tually achieved not only
exceed my most sanguine expectations, but
must astonish every honorable member
familiar with the transactions of the
country during the last few years. "Vhen
I submitted the Estimates for 1881-2 to
the House last year, I pointed out that
there was a deficit of about £700,000,
which, rcduced by the £188,780 constituting
the credit balance from the preceding year,
left a practical actual deficit of £511,220 ;
but I am proud to be able now to announce
that, with the exception of £28,000, the
whole of that deficit has been wiped away.
If honorable members will turn to the sheet
in which the finance accounts for 1881-2
are set forth, they will obserye not only
that the case is what I have just stated, but
also that £305,300 worth of Treasurybonds, which I never hoped to be able to
r(decm before the end of the financial year,
having been paid off, I am enabled to
carry forward to the credit of 1882-3
a balance of no less than £73,777.
Honorable members will, therefore, see that
the account stands thus :-The real actual
deficit, at the end of 1880-1, being
£511,220, there has been paid upon it since,
in the shape of interest, £17,564, which
brings up the total to £528,784; and the
end of 1881-2 will find not only the whole
of that deficit-with the exception of
£28,000 worth of Treasury-bonds, which
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we have not been able to redeem, the holders
preferring their security to cash-completely swept away, but a balance of £73,777
to our credit. I think that no more successful results have ever been achieved by
any Victorian Trea~urer. I do not claim
praise for all this, but I say that, the
opportunity coming into my hands, I have
taken due advantage of it, and acted in a
manner which I think the House will
approve, and will tend to increase the
financial credit of Victoria, not alone in
Australasia but also in the European continent. Honorable members will observe
that I have had, as a matter of necessity, to
adopt a general estimate with respect to the
portion of the financial year yet to run.
The various heads of departments have
been called upon to give in their respective
estimates of probable expenditure, and also
receipts for the period between the 21st
May and the end of the financial year, and
on that basis the accounts I have presented
are made up. Believing that honorable
members will be quite satisfied with this
general statement of the accounts for
1881-2, and also that they would, rather
than that I should trouble them at length
with the details of the transactions of the
YQar, have the means of reviewing them in
an intelligible form, I "ill now follow the precedent I set last year, and lay on the table
a comprehensive memorandum on the subject which has been forwarded to me by
the Under-Treasurer, and which I have
had printed for general perusal. I feel
certain that honorable members will be
enabled by this means to examine those
details far more comfortably and reasonably
than they would if I were to go through them
myself. Next, as to the revenue for the
coming year. Besides the balance from
1881-2 of £73,777, I estimate the general
revenue for. 1882-3 at £5,528,104, and I
have also set down as recoups on account of
moneys expended-Railways, £6,107 ; Ooliban and Geelong waterworks, £3,000;
total, £9,107, which makes a grand total to
the credit of the year of £5,610,988.
Honorable members will naturally ask at
this stage-" If the revenue for 1881-2
amounts to a total of £5,563,284, how is it
that you expect so small an increase for
1882-3 ?" But the reason is plain. It is
that the Government, having determined to
reduce the taxat.ion of the country, have
also looked around and picked out the
items of taxation which they think ought
to be reduced. Honorable members will
see that the amount I expect to receive
Sir B. 0'Loghlen.
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from the beer duty in 1882-3 is only
£60,000, whereas the rcceipts from the
same source for 1881-2 are put down at
£98,360, or close on £100,000. It will
also be recollected that when, more than a
year and a half ago, the late Govel'llment
considered that they were called upon, in
consequence of the existing deficiency in
the Treasury, to impose the beer duty and
other taxes, in order to bring about an
equilibrium between revenue and expenditure, the late Treasurer distinctly stated
that, if an opportunity for reducing taxation arose, the beor duty would certainly be
one of the items on which the reduction
would be made. It was then clearly recognised that that tax was not intended to be
a permanent one-at all events to the extent to which it was then imposed. It has,
however, been a very successful impost, and
I would, as Treasurer, very much like to
continue it, but public faith must be kept,
and in order to meet, not only public feeling, but also the expressed views of many
honorable members on the subject-views
apparently consonant wit.h those of the
late Government-we have determined
upon reduoing the duty by one-half.
The beer duty will, therefore, be reduced
after the 31st August, from 2d. to 1d. per
gallon, and the change will entail a loss to
the revenue for 1882-3 of £40,000. It
would be nearly £50,000 but for the circumstance that the duty of 2d. per gallon
will be continued during two months of the
year. A Bill will be brought in to continue
in their entirety the tobacco duties, for it is
considered by the Government that tobacco
is a luxury.
An HONORABLE MEl~IBER.-SO is beer.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN. -::- To a large
class beer is not only a luxury, but almost
a necessity. Honorable members know
that I am a teetotaller, and that, therefore, my individual views are opposed to
those of the persons who want to drink
beer or any other stimulant; but I have no
desire to force my opinions on others. I
know that a large proportion of the population of this and the country from which
we have all sprung are accustomed to consume a large quantity of beer, or some
other stimulant, and I consider it only
fair that the Government should have some
regard for their wants, their habits, and, in
fact, their necessities, and not seek to tax
em in order to bring them by force to
accord with any peculiar ideas of our own.
Mr. HALL.-Tobacco is the poor man's
luxury.
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Tobacco is
purely a luxury, and, therefore, I see no
reason why it should not be liable to duty.
Besides, it has come to our knowledge, with
respect to those engaged in the tobacco
trade, that they are most anxious that the
dut.ies to which it is subject should be left
in stat'it q1.w. They say that they would
lose more money through a change in the
duties than a partial reduction would save
them, and under these circumstances, the
present system of tobacco tax[1,tion having
been found to work well, and to bring in a
good income, which I do not see that we
can well spare, I think the Government are
acting wisely in leaving it intact. (" No.")
Well, I hope honorable members generally
will adopt the views of the Government on
the subject. Under the present system,
the tobacco industry has grown into large
dimensions which are increasing every day,
and gives a very considerable amount of
employment in the country as well as in
the towns, and, I think, we should leave
well alone. Honorable members will recollect that, when the beer and tobacco duties
were imposed, it was intended that there
should also be an extension of the land tax,
the argument being that, if one portion of
the community were taxed extra on their
land, the remaining portion might well
contribute to the revenue through their
beer and tobacco. vVell, we recognise
that there is a great deal in that view,
and, that, consequently, if we reduce
the taxation of the country, the reduction should be upon articles of general
use, so that the greatest amount of benefit
would be felt by the largest class of COllsumers.
Mr. 1\1UNRO.-But beer is not universally used.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The use of tea,
however, is nearly universal; and this
brings me to anot.her retluction of taxation. The Government propose to sweep
away absolutely the duty 011 tea, which
now brings in an income of nearly
£100,000, and I apprehend that their plan
will have the support of the whole House
as well as the whole country. As we
cannot afford to lose the whole of the
£100,000 during the financial year 1882-3,
the proposition of the Government is that
for the first three months of the year
the duty on tea shall remain at 3d. per lb.,
as it is at present; that for the next
three months it shall be 2d. per lb. ;
in the following three months 1d. per lb.;

and that it shall then
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We calculate that we shall thus receive
£52,000 from the tea duty during the first
nine months of the next financial year, or
about half the annual revenue which the
present duty realizes. After the expiration
of the first nine months of the ensuing
financial year, the duty on tea will be
entirely abolished. It may be necessary
to put on a registration fee of £1 per ton,
or some trifle of that kind, for the purpose
of having all tea examined on its arrival in
the colony; but that imposition will not be
felt by the consumer. The abolition of the
tea duty will be a relief to the general
public. Thore is no article used in every
household so much as tea. It is consumed
by the poorer classes as well as by the richer
classes, and therefore the abolition of tho
duty wHI be a relier to the general body of
the taxpayers. It may benefit one family
to the extent of 15s. or £1 per annum, and
another to the amount of £2; but the
relief will be distributed over the whole
community. The increased consumption of
tea has been very great during the last foUl'
or five years, the revenue obtained from the
duty having increased from £G9,G28 in the
year 1877-8 to £84,310, which is the
amount that will probably be obtained this
year; and I have no doubt that when the
duty is removed the consumption of tea
will increase at least 25 per cent. The
next item of reduced taxation that we propose, which has already been announced in
the Governor's speech, is the reduction
of the postage on inland letters fl:om 2d. to
1d.
Mr. WILSON.-That will not benefit
the poor man.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I don't think
tha.t anything will benefit the poor man
more. If a man only writes one letter per
day, the penny postage will be a saving to
him of 25s. in the year. It will be an
absolute advantage to the poor man, and to
the whole of the community. It has been
found to be so in the old country, and it
will be found to be so here.
Mr. MUNRO.-Whom do you call the
poorman?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I call the man
who has a wife and family to support by the
sweat of his brow a poor man. I have inquired what increase there has been during
the last ten years in the number of letters
posted in Victoria? I find that in 1872
there were 11,000,000 of inland letters
posted, and that the number has since gradually increased each year, until last year
there were 22,500,000.
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lVII'. 'VILSON.-That is a result of the
Education Act.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No doubt the
spread of education has led to this increase
in the number of letters sent through the
Post-office, and will lead to a still greater
increase. Honorable members who arc in
favour of the increased education of the
people, as I trust every member of the
Assembly is, cannot assist that object better
than by consenting to a reduction of the
letter postage to one penny. I have a
return from the Postal and Telegraph department which shows that the value of the
twopenny postage stamps issued ten years
ago was £85,!J88, and that last year it
amounted to £137,772, or an increase of
upwards of £50,000. I find also that the
revenue from postage has increased from
£134,000, which it was ten years ago, to
£209,000 last year; so that there has
been an enormous increase of revenue from
this source, notwithstanding that the rates
of postage are so high.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-The population
has increased.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Yes, but in
nothing like that ratio. Nor will the
increase of population account for the
doubling of the number of letters posted
during the last tcn years. The estimated
loss by reducing the postage to one penny,
if you calculate it on the value of the twol)enny postage, will be about £G3,000 or
£64,000 per annum-a very serious item to
a Treasurer.
Mr. "VILSON.-vVhy give it up, then?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Because we
think that is one of the best means to increase the progress and prosperity of the
country. But if we estimate the loss, as
we ought to do, in view of the natural and
ordinary increa.se in the number of letters
posted, and also the increase which will
arise from the reduction from 2d. to let, it
will be £50,000 next year, and the amount
will diminish from year to year, until in a
few years the whole revenue will be recouped.
I may mention that some years ago there
was a change in the postage rates from 4d.
to 2d., and in between nine and fifteen
months the old revenue was recovered. I
have not the slightest doubt that in a much
shorter time than some honorable members
dream· of the present postal revenue will be
regained, although the proposed reduction
of postage will entail a loss of revenue in
the first year, and .possibly for the next two
or three years. I belieYe, however, that in
fOllr or five years the country will have the
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same amollnt of revenue from postage that
it now receives. Again, I am reminded
that the expenditure on the Postal and
Telegraph department will be considerably
reduced in a few years by the termination of
the subsidies. Honorable members will remember that this department has the appearance of being a non-paying one-a
department upon which there is a great
loss. But practically it is not so, because
the number of letters and parcels carried
for public purposes is something enormous.
If each department was charged with the
carriage of its correspondence and packets
in the same way that the Railway department charges for the conveyance of
mails and the employes of other departments, the postal revenue would show an
actual balance of profit. Honorable members must recollect that not only docs the
Postal department carry letters and parcels
for the other departments of the State
without charge, but that arrangements exist
for the free transmission of telegrams for
the public departments on the business of
the country. The revenue of the Postal
and Telegraph department has beengrowillg
with the prosperity of the country. The
total revenue for this year will probably
exceed £290,000, upwards of £70,000 of
that amount being receipts for telegramsan unprecedented amount. Ten years ago
the Telegraph mrenue was only £39,000,
but last year it was £G5,000, which was the
actualmon('y taken, exclusive of the value of
the telegrams sent on public business. So
that, looking at the increase of business in
the Postal and Telegraph department, and
bearing in mind the result of the adoption
of the penny postage in England, the Govermnent feel justified in proposing to reduce the posta.ge on inland letters to one
penny. At the time that Sh' Rowland
Hill succeeded in carrying the penny postage, the postal. revenue in England was
£1,500,000 per annum, and it had been
nearly stationary for about twenty years.
The first year after the reduction was made
there was a loss of about £1,000,000, but
afterwards the revenue continued to increase
until in 1864 it amounted to something
like £3,000,000 or £4,000,000. At the
present time I believe that the total revenue
of the Postal department in England is
£5,000,000 or £6,000,000, and the net
profit about £2,250,000. Mr. Lewins, in
his work entitled lIe!' il[ajesty's lJIails,
published in 18G4, says" In the first year of penny postage, notwithstanding all the confident prophecies to the
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contrary from those who might have been supposed to have had means of judging, the net proceeds of the Post-office were between £400,000 and
£500,000, whilst the number of letters actually
sent was tripled. Against a million and a half
yearly revenue of the previous year, there certainly appeared an enormous deficit; but till all
other ar~uments were exhausted, it ought not
to have been considered either evidence or proof
of the failure of cheap postage. In the first
instance, the Post-office authorities said the
scheme would not pay its expenses: a year
sufficed to prove their mistake. It was then said
that the revenue sacrificed would never be
recovered, and accidental circumstances, of
which we shall presently speak, favoured for a
time this view; the argument, however, was
based on erroneous views as subsequent events
have sufficiently shown. Bad as these things
appeared, there were, nevertheless, many significant signs at the end of two years that the
gross revenue under the old would soon be
reached under the new system, and even prospects that the past net revenue might still be
recoverable. Both these anticipations have now
been entirely realized."
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1 estimate the total revenue 101' next year
at £5,G10,D88, 1 have made allowance for
the loss of £140,000 by the reduction of
the duties on beer and tea, and the reduction
of the letter postage. 1 now come to the
expenditure side of the account. The
estimates of the 'Vater Supply department
contain the following item : " For grants to assist water trusts in the construction of principal works for the supply of
water to the agricultural districts in the northern
areas of the colony, in accordance with the schemes
recommended by Messrs. Gordon and Black,
£100,000."

This is a large item of expenditure, but I
think that honorable members, with the
knowledge they possess of the suffering
which the people in these districts endnreel
during the last drought, will willingly yote
the amount in order to aid them in erecting
waterworks which are an absolute necessity
He then goes 011 to sayfor their existence.
"The old gross revenue was passed in 1850-1,
Mr. M1RAMS.-1s the £100,000 in adand the net revenue was reached last year."
dition to the £300,000 provided by the Act
I have heard an objection raised to the passed last session.
reduction of the postage to one penny in
Sir 13. O'LOGHLEN.-The £300,000
this country. It is said that the reason provided by the Act passed last session is a
why it will not succeed here is that we have sum authori~ed to be advanced to water
not a sufficient population; but 1 have trusts by way of loan, but this £100,000 is
produced figures which prove that, with a an additional sum which is to be taken out
slightly increased population, during ten of the revenue of the colollY as a free grant
years the revenue from postage has improved to the water trusts in aid of the principal
from £124,000 to £209,000. That is equal works for the supply of water to the agriculto an increase of about 60 per cent. in the tural districts in the northern areas of the
colony. A scheme will be proposed to Parten years.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Does that in- liament on which this money will be granted.
As a basis for the distribution of the money
clude external postage?
Sir 13. O'LOGHLEN.-The .£20D,000 -1 do not say as the basis-1 1ll1ye lweI
includes external postage, but, as 1 have prepared an approximate estimate of the cost
already said, the number of inland letters has of head works, or principal works, ill accorillCreaged from 11,000,000 to 22,500,000, dance with the schemes recoIllmended Ly
and the value of the twopenny stamps Messrs. Gordon and Black. It is as
issued has increased from £85,DOO to follows : £137,700.
" Approximate Estimate of the cost of Principal
Works for the supply of Water to the AgriSir J. O'SHANASSY.-V,That is the
cultural Districts, in accordance with the
value of external postage?
schemes recommended by Messrs. Gordon and
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-1 think that it
Black:SCHEDULE.
is about £40,000 or £50,000. 1 have now
stated the three items upon which the
Main, I j£!~~i
Loca.lity.
Weir, &c.
Government feel themselves enabled to
Cha1~~~
reduce the taxation of the country, and the Goulburn ...
£18,000
£10,000
£28,000
reductions which they propose will be Campaspe
... 1U,OUO
12,000
22,000
(N
ot
yet
adopted
equivalent to relieving the taxpayers to the
by
any
shire.)
extent of nearly £200,000 per annum. Gunbower
...
5,000
5,000
N ext year they will have to bear a burthen LoddollBridgewater
4,fiOO
of £140,000 on these three items-namely,
Serpentine
1,3CiO
£50,000 on tea, £40,000 on beer, and
8,GOO
Kinypanial
2,000
£50,000 on postage-but after that period
Leaghur
750
Bridgewater ...
the diminution in the taxation will be
lS,OOO}
Pyramid, Ser15,000
equivalent to £200,000 a year. I will
pen tille, &c.,

------- ----

fl

point out to honorable members that while

Creeks

2,000

440

The

B~tdget.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Lower A vocaTotal,
No head w?rks o~ main cha1?nels; ~~t~.
works consIst mamly of weirs on _ __
Avoca ]{iver to impound watcr (not
to divert it). One weir was proposed
at Charlton, which would have been
a head work, but it is not intended by
the shires to construct it. The cost
would be ...
...
£4,500
Wimmera SchemeSwede's Creek, sluice and cut...
... £5,000
ting (no weir) ...
Dunmunkle, weir and sluice
(no main channel)...
;.. 4,000
A von Plains, weir (no main
channel)
...
...
... 3,000
Lake Lonsdale, embankment
for benefit of Lower Wimmera ...
...
...
... 3,500
Lowan, weirs on Wimmera ... 2,000
The Strathfieldsaye Shire has applied
for works, but chiefly for irrigation.
A supply to tanks for domestic use
would require no head works.
Broken lUverWeir at Casey's, £1,000 (additions required). Weir at Pine Lodge, £1,000 ;
channel, £1,000 ...
...
...
. ..
For contingencies not provided for in
this schedule ...
...
...
...

17,500

3,000
103,600
17,750

Total
'" £121,350
Mr. MIRAMS.-What are the districts
to contribute themselves?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The view which
the Government hold is that these particular
districts ought to expend on these schemes,
out of the money to be borrowed by the
local water trusts, a much larger amount
than we propose to give them. In fact,
these particular schemes will cost about
three times the amount of the proposed
grant in aid. As soon as we can, the Government will ask the Assembly to sanction
the advance of this money, so that the works
may be carried out without a week's delay,
because it is desirable tha t, if possible, these
principal works should be constructed in
time to conserve some of this winter's rain.
The Public Works estimates, it will be seen,
include the following item : " Towards the erection of forts in or near entrance to Port Phillip Bay, and providing armament and other necessary works for defence
purposes, £100,000."
Mr. MUNRO.-It is a waste of money.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-If the honorable
member has any property in the country to
defend, he ought to be willing to pay a small
sum by way of insurance to protect the value
of that property-to prevent any scare
diminishing its value 5 or 10 per cent. If
there were to be a scare here for a week or ten
da ys there would be a great depreciation in the
value of property, and more ruin and loss than
the whole of the defence works will cost.
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Mr. LONGMORE.-Put equal taxation on the wealthy to that which there is
on the poor.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Thcre is one
tax which I helped to carry-a tax that
took me several weeks to work through this
House-namely, the stamp tax. That is a
tax on the wealthy, and it brings in £,130,000
a year. It is a tax very easily collected,
and I don't ~hink any Treasurer is likely
to abandon it.
Mr. LA URENS.- The comparatively
poor pay a share of it.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-N 0 doubt honorable members would be glad if there was
no taxation. However, I will proceed with
the remarks which I desire to make with
reference to the proposed expenditure on
the defence of the colony. The late Treasurer stated that he had taken active
measures to carry out the scheme of Sir
William Jervois, and the £100,000 to
which I have called attention is in aid of the
completion of that scheme. The Government
propose to introduce a Bill at once to provide for a total expenditure of £300,000 by
way of advance from the Treasury, in order to
complete the defences, and to put the port of
Melbourne in an impregnable position.
Mr. WOODS.-Does that sum include
the gun-Loats ?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Yes, it includes
the gun-boats. I hold in my ~and a memorandum from Oolonel Scratchley, who, with
Sir 'Villiam J ervois, has considered the
proposition which was made some years ago.
Honorable members will remember that that
proposition was to spend £380,000 upon
forts and batteries, including a very po~rer£ul
fort in the South Ohannel. Sir William
J ervois and Oolonel Scratchley have reconsidered this scheme, and Oolonel Scratchley,
with the approb[).tion of Sir William Jervois,
sees his way to modify the plan so as to reduce the expenditure by £120,000. The
fort will be adhered to, but it will not be so
powerful as was originally contemplated,
though powerful enough to defend the
South Ohannel. I will lay this memorandum on the table. It is very complete,
and goes into the whole question. It shows
the amount of money already expended on
defonce works, and the amount necessary to
expend in order to complete Sir William
J ervois' scheme.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Does it show
the increased annual expenditure that will
be involved?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No. I have
already said that the Government intend to

The

B~tdget.

[MAY 30.J

expend £300,000 on the defences. They
propose that £100,000 of the amount shall
be paid out ot next year's revenue, and
£100,000 out of the revenue of each of the
two following years.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Has the Treasurer any objection to supply information
showing what the annual cost of the works
will be after they are finished?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I will state pre~ently what my own views on the matter
are, and what I am going to propose, but I
have not got any special estimate from
Colonel Scratchley, or from the ColonelCommandant. In his original scheme, Sir
'Villiam JervoiSll()stimated that the defences
of Port Phillip would cost £350,000, and
those of the western ports £30,000, making
a total of £000,000. There has been already expended on the western ports, Swan
Island, Queenscliff, and the South Channel
£45,163, and the revised estimates show
.that a further sum of £49,000 will be required for additional works, including guns
at Swan Island, Queenscliff, and Point
Nepean. I may state that these guns are
,very large and powerful, and also very expensive. At Point Nepean it is proposed to
erect a cupola, and at the South Channel
fort it is also proposed to have a cupola.
Mr. McKEAN.-What will be the use
of them?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I hope that they
will frighten away any cruiser which has any
idea of pouncing on Melbourne. There will
be £80,000 required for the South Channel
fort, £20,000 for torpedo defences, £5,000
for completing reserves of ammunition,
£18,000. for the batteries at the western
ports, and £10,000 for contingencies, making
a total of £215,000 to complete the South
Channel fort, the land batteries, the defensive works necessary to protect the batteries
from any sudden surprise in the rear, and
the defences at Queenscliff, Point N epean,
and Swan Island, and to construct a torpedo
store and provide all the necessary appliances
. connected with the shore defences. The
balance of the £300,000 which we propose
to expend we shall require for the purpose
of purchasing gun-boats. When it seemed
probable that the Cel'beru8 would be laid up
in dock for eight or ten months, and that
some £80,000 would have to be expended
upon her to make her useful for purposes of
defence, we telegraphed home that ther~
was a great desire that no time should
be lost in protecting the port of Melbourne, and we asked whether Sir William
Armstrong had any gun-boats on haud
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which he could let us have. vVe received
a reply that Sir William Armstrong's firm
at that time had no boats that they could
sell. Their hands were all fully occupied
in making gun-boats, and they could not
undertake to deliver any to us under eight
or ten months at the very shortest. These
gun-boats are made of a particular pattern,
and there is a very large demand for them
in all parts of the world. To-day we received by the mail a full copy of the correspondence between the Agent-General and
Sir William Armstrong, together with
tables of the dimensions and armaments of
the various gun-boats and cruisers which are
supplied by Sir William Armstrong. The
Government, I may mention, have finally
come to the conclusion that two gun-boats
will be sufficient, as recommended by
Colonel Scratchley and Captain Mandeville. Captain Mandeville sent in a report
on the 3rd March, recommending the purchase of these boats, and Colonel Scratchlcy
has also strongly insisted on the necessity
for having the naval defences, as well as
the shore batteries, in a full and perfect
state of readiness and completion. In fact
he insists as strongly as Captain Mamleville on the necessity for having gun-boats as
well as shore batteries.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Does Sir William J ervois approve of that?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Yes ; Sir William J ervois lays great stress on the importance of having gun-boats, in order to
assist the shore batteries. The two gunboats which the Government propose to purchase are of varying speed, size, and draught.
Colonel Scratchley has recommended two
particular boats, and he very much coincides
with the recommendation of Captain Mandeville. One is a 9-knot gUll-boat.
Mr. WOODS.-Very slow.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Very slow, but
of small draught; and they say it is the class
of boat required for Port Phillip. It will
be armed with one 10-inch gun, two 13pounders, and two Gatling guns. The
total cost of this gun-boat will be £25,270.
Colonel Scratchley and Captain :Mandeville
incline strongly ~o one 12-knot gun-boat,
which will be able to go outside the Heads,
and protect Portland, VVarrnambool, and
Belfast. It will be armed with one 10-inch
gun, two 13-pounders, and two Gatling guns,
and will cost £39,520. It will draw 11 feet
of water, and will be a very powerful boat.
The great difference between the costof it and
that of the other boat is caused mainly by
the increase in the engine power. TIns last
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gun-boat is of the Epsilon type. In going
through the list of the gun-boats which are
built by Sir VV illiam Armstrong, it is remarkable to notice how increased speed adds to
the cost of the boat, the largest and most
powerful boat costing about £75,000. It
is also proposed to have three torpedo-boats.
One large boat of tIns class will cost £10,500,
and two smaller ones £G,600. The cost of
bringing out the torpedo-boats will be only
about £200 each, but bringing out the gunboats will cost about £3,000 each; so that
the boats will cost altogether about £88,000,
which, added to the £215,000, makes the
total expenditure for coast defences something over £300,000, the sum which I have
already mentioned. The honorable member
for Belfast has asked me about the probable
annual expenditure in connexion with these
gun-boats; but I am not in a position to
give information on the subject. I have an
idea as to what about it will be, but the
matter is one which I must leave to the
Treasurer of the future. It is not likely
that the gun-boats will be here before the close
of the next:financial year. Their manufacture
will occupy eight or ten months, and, when
made, they cannot be brought outinless than
two months. Under these circumstances, I
don't tInnk the gun-boats ought to be expect cd
here before the month of July, 1883.
Mr. :MUNRO.-'Yhat will hostile powers
be doing in the meantime?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-I£ foreign nations
will lea ve us alone for the next :fifteen months ,
I don't think we need have any apprehension
that they will trouble us afterwards. When
our Latteries are erected, when these gunboats arc in our waters, when everything is
in a state of preparedness, I don't suppose
any foreign nation will care to have anything to do with us. That is the great
advantage of being properly protected. It
has frequently happened that, on the breaking
out of a large war, the mother country,
although involved in it, has been in a state
of unpreparedness, and English statesmen
have been frequently taunted for being
unready in conllexion with such matters.
"\Yith the mistakes of the old country before
us, we ought to try and avoid them. 'Ye
ought to be in a position to repel any invader
thnt may think :fit to come and annoy us.
After all, it is a mere matter of insurance.
'Ye spend some £300,000 or £400,000 to
insure the safety of the colony. As I have
been asked about the allnual expenditure
for defcnccs, I may mention that provision
is made on the Estimates for an annual expenditure which will have to Le sand-ioned

if the country is to be properly protected.
The vote for land forces is increased by
£23,000. The Goyernmentpropose that the
present volunteer arrangements shall be continued for six months longer, and that a new
organization of the land forces shall prevail
during the remaining portion of the financial
year. The new organization will consist of
2,110 volunteer militia, 680 volunteers, 125
permanent artillery, and 87 torpedo and
signal corps, making a total strength of
3,000. The corps of permanent artillery
and the torpedo and signal corps we propose
to create at once, but the volunteer militia
will not be established until 1883. The
permanent artillery will be fully paid ; the
volunteer militia will be only partly paid ;
the torpedo corps also will only be partly
paid, in the same way as the naval reserve
is paid now. I hold in my hand a report
from the Acting Commandant of the local
forces containing that officer's recommendations with respect to the new organization.
He recommends that the volunteer militia
shall consist of one regiment of artillery,
one company of engineers, and one regiment (two battalions) of infantry; and the
localities in wInch he proposes to raise these
forces are : "Melbourne and Suburbs.-Two batteries field
artillery, one company engineers, six companies
infantry.
"Emerald Hill.-One battery garrison artillery.
"Williamstown.-One battery garrison artillery.
.. Footscray.-One battery garrison artillery.
"Geelong.-Two batteries garrison artillery.
"Queenscliff and Drysdale.-One battery
garrison artillery.
"Ballarat.-Two companies infantry.
" Sandhurst.-One company infantry.
" Castlemaine.-One company infantry."

It is proposed that the volunteer corps in
the above-mentioned localities shall be disbanded, and that all Government property
shall be handed oyer to the military authorities for re-issue to the volunteer militia,
the men desirous of joining the volunteer
militia to be enrolled if found to be physically :fit. The report of the Acting Commandant then proceeds as follows : "Hecruits to be enrolled only between the
ages of 19 and 45. Minimum height to befor artillery, 5ft. 7in.; for infantry, 5ft. Gin.,
with proportionate chest measurement, and to
pass medlCal examination.
"Period of service to be for three years, with
option of re-enrolling, if not above the age of
45 years. Permission to retire to be allowed
under certain circumstances on money payment
or deduction from accrued pay equivalent to
expenses on account of such member retiring,
with additional fine as may be provided in
regulations.
" Officers and non-commissioned officers to be
appointed from those of the disband(:d volunteer
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corps who may tender their services. New appointments and promotions to be made after
examination.
"A medical department to be established under
a principal medical officer with an assistant, both
to be paid fixed annual amounts. The other
medical officers to be paid, when detailed for duty,
at the same rate as the combatant officers of their
relative ranks, at per day.
" Work to be performed" Recruits! 52 hours drill before :passing into
the ranks, within three months of jOllling, unless
sooner passed by the adjutant of the regiment.
'1'0 be classed as an "efficient" (annually). (a)
Twenty battalion, company, or battery drills of
not less than one hour each, either day or night,
one hour attendance at an instruction lecture to
count as acompany or battery drill. (b) Annual
course of musketry instruction for all, except field
officers. (c) Pass at an official inspection at one
of the daylight parades (d or e). Ifor every man
complying with the above, the officer commanding
the company to which he belongs to draw £210s.
for maintenance of uniform, drill rooms, incidentals, &c.
"Payment parades.-(d) Six (6) days continuous training, at lOs. per day, £3 ; (e) twelve (12)
half-days' daylight drills, at 5s. each, £3; (f) two
(2) special daylight parades, whole days, at lOs.
per day, £1; 4 of the 6 days continuous training,
and 8 of the 12 half-days must be attended, and
the duties laid down In a, b, and c performed,
when a bonus will be given of £3; total, £10.
Officers and non-commissioned officers to be paid
in like proportions to the amount of pay as per
estimates-for example, a captain at £30, attends
cl, e,f-14 days at 30s., £21 ; bonus, £!); £30.
" ..Fines to be inflicted for non-attendance at
daylight parades, without reasonable excuse, to
be deducted from pay.
"I propose that the Imperial Government
should be asked to detach from their regiments,
for a period of five years, two young and suitable
officers for appointment as adJutants to the artillery and infantry."

Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-What will be
the total cost?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The total cost
for 1882-3, on account of both the volunteers and the volunteer militia, will be
£57,000. The Acting Commandant suggests the retention of the services of existing
volunteer corps in those localities not
affected by the proposed militia, on the same
terms, conditions, allowances, &c., as at
present, limiting them to a certain number,
as follows : "Victoria Volunteer Light Borse.-Metropolitan troop, 30; Kyneton troop, 30; Sand hurst
troop, 30 ; Ballarat troop, 30; Southern (Vandenong) troop, 30; Castlemaine troop, 30.
Total, 180.
"Artillery.-Field Battery-St. Kilda, 100.
"Garrison.-Portland, 50; Belfast, 50; Warrnambool, 50. Total, 150.
"Infantry.-Creswick,50; elunes, 50; Maldon,
50; Kyneton, 50; Malmsbury, 50. Total, 250.
" Grand total, 680."

Colonel Hutton goes into calculations as to
the cost of the volunteer militia, and he
estimates that the amount ,yill be £33,7G2
pOl' annum. The summary of the flltlU'O
annual expense of the land forces is as
follows :-Head-quartel's' staff, £3,026;
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permanent artillery, £12,500 ; torpedo and
signal corps, £2,135; volunteer militia,
£33,7G2; volunteers, £2,750; ordnance
store department, £5,084; general contingencies, £2,500; camp of instruction,
£2,500; total, £64,257.
Mr. \VOODS.-Does that include stores
and ammunition?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.- Yes. The
amount set down for stores and ammunition
is little more than was voted for the current
year. The estimate is based on the assumption that the full number of effective mell
will be paid, but inasmuch as it is probable
that many men will not attend the full
number of drills and parades, whereby so
much pay will be saved, I doubt whether
the annual charge on account of the land
forces will ever be more than £57,000.
'Vith regard to the permanent artillery, the
Acting Commandant proposes that that
corps shall consist of 125 men of all ranks,
that is to say, 1 major, 1 captain, 2 lieutenants, 1 battery ~ergeant-major, 5 sergeants, 5 corporals, 5 bombardiers, 2 trumpeters, and 103 gunners, the latter being
paid 4s. per day. The conditions of service
recommended by Colonel Hutton arc"Recruits to be sworn in under the Discipline
Act 1870, to be not less than 19 nor more than
30 years of age, minimum height 5ft. 8in., chest
measurement not less than 35in., of good character, able to read and write fairly, and to pass
medical examination. Men recently discharged
from the Imperial service, under 45 years of
age, and men with special qualifications, may be
enlisted if approved by the commandant, local
forces. The number of married men to be admitted into the corps to be limited. Six{>ence
pel' day of the pay of all non-commisslOned
officers, trumpeters, and gunners to be retained
and placed to a 'deferred pay fund,' to be drawn
on termination of engagement or on retirement
with good character. Men dismissed for misconduct, or discharged at their own request,
prior to completing term of cngagement, to forfeit all claims on the' deferred pay fund.' No
Dlan shall have a right to quit the battery until
the expiration of his term of service; but a man
of good character may, if approved by the officer
commanding the forces, be permitted to purchase
his discharge during the first year of service for
the sum of £20, during the second year for the
sum of £10, and thereafter may be granted a
free discharge. In every case of discharge, except for disability,or reduction of establishment,
or on completion of the full term of service,
deferred pay to be forfeited."

Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-\Vill the mell
be able to reside at their hOhles ?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No; they will
have to reside in barracks. The pay to the
gunners is made up as follows :-Daily
pay, 2s. Gd.; mess a.llowance, Is.; deferred
pny, Gd.; tobl, 4s. p'er day.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-vVill you get
men in tIllS country for such pay?
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Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Oolonel Hutton
says he knows a number of eligible young
men who are willing to enter the service of
the State and learn gunnery at that rate of
pay. I am inclined to think there will be a
large number of applicants for employment
in the permanent artillery corps-young men
of good character who prefer a military life
to any other. Only this day, on passing
the barracks on the St. Kilda-road, I was
struck with the large number of fine
stalwart young men, evidently waiting for
their applications for employment in the
police force to be considered. "Oertainly, I
think it worth while to see whether men for
the permanent artillery can be obtained at
the rate of pay recommended by the Acting
Oommandant. If it be found that the only
men obtainable for that rate of pay are men
who are not fit for the duty, or are not likely
to be satisfied with the work, it will be a matter for consideration whether the rate of pay
should not be increased, and the corps be
made to consist of a smaller number of
men. I have received" a report from Major
Ellery as to the re-organization of the
torpedo corps. It should be recollected
that there will be a distinction between the
torpedo corps required for the purposes of
land defences, and the torpedo corps which
will have charge of the torpedo boats and
be under the direction of the Senior N nval
Officer. This distinction will be made in
compliance with the recommendations of
Imperial authorities. One matter to which I
desire to call the attention of the committee
is the proposed increase in the police force.
I think that, considering the increase in the
population, and the great demand for police
protection in various parts of the country, it
is high time for an increase to be Inade.
Sir ,J. O'SHANASSY.-What increase
is proposed ?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The Estimates
provide for 9 superintendents as against 8
this year, 9 sub-inspectors in place of 5,
84 sergeants instead of 78, and 1,084 constables in place of 984. The total increase
in officers and men is 76. One other matter
to which I desire to call attention is the
increased expenditure in connexion with the
Railway department. The working expenses
of our railways for 1882-3 are estimated at
£884,375 as against £758,007 in 1881-2,
showing an increase of nearly £130,000.
From the returns which have been laid
before them, honorable members will perceive
that it is probable that the railway income
for 1881-2 will exceed the estimate by
£110,000, but lIs. in every £1 received is
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absorbed in working expenses, and I don't
suppose honorable members will begrudge
an additional expenditure of £57,000 when
they get £110,000 in return. It is a
necessity of railway work that from 50 to 54
per cent. of the revenue should go in expenses. It is a fact that the income from
our railways is growing, every year, beyond
our expectations. We expect to receive, in
1882-3, no less than £1,750,000. I may
mention that as the railway accounts are
made up for the year ending the 31st December, and not for the year ending the 30th
June, the figures I haye quoted for 1881-2
are to some extent matter of estimate.
But the accounts for the year ending the
31st December last show that the revenue
of the Railway department for that year
was £1,665,200, while the expenditure was
£914,500, leaving a balance on the right
side of £750,000. The amount of money
advanced from loans towards the making of
railways up to the 31st December last was
£17,660,209 ; and the actual expenditure
was £16,070,000.
Mr. LAURENS.-Does that include the
£2,400,000 taken from the land revenue.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN. - No. I am
speaking only of money advanced from
loans. The balance of £750,000 is more
than the interest at 4 per cent. on the whole
of the moneys we have borrowed for railway purposes would come to. The amount
of our net railway income, which is an increasing amount, represents an immense
capital. The estimated profit for 1882-3
is about £780,000, and that represents, at
4 per cent., a property worth £18,000,000.
Then if honorable members look at the estimates of revenue from other public works
which bring in income they will see that,
during 1882-3, the sum of £100,000 is
expected from the Yan Yean, and £17,000
from waterworks on the gold-fields, and
£ 7,000 from the Geelong waterworks. Thus
our net revenue-our profit-from public
works will probably amount to somewhere
about £900,000 during the next financial
year. That represents, at 4 per cent., a very
large capital-in fact, nearly the whole of
our national debt.
Mr. GILLIES.-How far is the railway
income able to meet the interest on the
money borrowed ?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN. - The income
does not yet meet the interest on the money
borrowed, but it would if we paid in no
case more than 4 per cent.
Mr. GILLIES.-How much was paid
in interest, out of the. Treasury last year?
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Last year, the
amount paid in interest on railway loans
was £917,000 ; but from that has to be
deducted the interest, at 4 per cent., on
£2,000,000 which was lying to our credit.
That leaves £837,000, but when from this
is deducted the £750,000 annual profit,
the annual balance against the railways is
reduced to about £86,000.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Does that provide for depreciation of stock-wear and
tear?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No ; nor does
it take into account the prospective impro-vement in the value of our railway property. Our railways are worth now
£20,000,000. In 1890 they may be worth
£40,000,000. Certainly the income arising
from them will not stand still. There are
now 1,292 miles of line open; then there are
201 miles under contract, and 208 miles
authorized; making in all 1,701 miles of
railway. Then, under the Bill which has
already been introduced, the Government
propose 849 additional miles of railway.
Thus the country will possess, in the course
of three or four years, a railway system of
2,550 miles. And even that, I believe,
will merely be a beginning, for I have no
doubt that, 30 or 40 years hence, when we
are nIl passed and gone, there will be
25,000 miles of railway in this country.
(Laughter.) Honorable members must be
aware that as the country advances year by
year, every district will demand its railwayno part of the country will be without onefor the reason that railways will then be
generally regarded as substitutes for roads.
It may be that we shall have tramways, or
some lighter form of railway than we now
possess, but the country will not be content
unless time, trouble, and expense in connexion with travelling to and from every
district are economized as they can be by
means of railways. As I have already stated,
the Government propose to introduce Bills
approving of their action with regard to the
£300,000 of Treasury-bonds, enabling the
Government to make further advances to the
amount of £100,000 on account of water
supply works in country districts, and dealing
with the organization of the volunteer militia
and the permanent artillery. There are two
other matters connected with the finances
which will have to be dealt with, because
they have been dealt with so far only in a
temporary manner. For instance, there
has been advanced from the Treasury
moneys amounting, on the 30th April, to
£177,000, and which now amount probably
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to £200,000, and which will have to be
recouped out of the £4,000,000 loan that
has not yet been floated; and we shall have
to continue advancing large sums to meet
pressing wants.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-From what
funds?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-From funds
lying in the Treasury.
Major SMITH.-Under what authority?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The authority
of the Act No. 701, which the honorable
member helped us to pass last session. I
may mention that, at present, the trust
funds are very large, particularly those at
the credit of the Post-office savings banks,
and in consequence the Treasury is left with
a large cash balance. We have advanced
£48,000 on account of Hobson's Bay Railway Company's debentures, and a further
sum of £20,000 for the same purpose will
have to be advanced this year; then we
have had to pay £66,000 to redeem Bendigo waterworks debentures ; and there is
about £30,000 which the Government have
engaged to advance as loans with respect to
waterworks not completed under a former
Act. In order to recoup the Treasury
these amounts, I propose that the Government shall be enabled to open up an account
of inscribed stock to the amount of £150,000
or £200,000. By this arrangement we
shall payoff the Hobson's Bay Railway
debentures, for which no provision was made
in the Loan Act passed last session, and
we shall merely substitute one liability for
another. There are one or two other
matters I desire to say a word or so about.
Honorable members will recollect that, last
session, the Government asked them to pass
a Loan Act, on the plea that they thought
there was a necessity that they should have
power to raise money, lest they should be
placed in a difficulty with regard to advances
on account of waterworks and the construction of railways. Fortunately, the public
revenue and the funds flowing into the
Treasury placed the Treasurer in such a
safe position that there was no necessity to
borrow money immediately; and although
the position of affairs on the London money
market is most favorable for borrowing, I
do not see there is any necessity for floating
our new loan before the 1st January next.
If towards the close of this year-say in
October-the debentures are in London,
the loan can be floated in January, and the
funds will be lodged to our credit here in
March. I think we have at command
ample funds to enable us to carryon until
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that time. Taking that view or the quostion, I have provided on the Estimates for
only half a year's interest on the loan of
£4,000,000, starting from the 1st January
next. Another question I desire to refer
to is that of the loans conversion. I apprehend from the favorable state of the London
money market, which is likely to continue,
the operation of conversion 01' redemption
will be one of little difficulty. The proposal
of the Government, as I mentioned before,
is that the new debentures should be offered,
in the first place, to the holders of existing
debentures a certain time beforo' those debentures fall due, in order that they may
signify whether they will take the new debentures in substitution, or whether they will
require to be paid. Holders of existing debenhucs having the 0p]Jortunity of acquiring at
par debentures worth in the market £102
or £103, I think there are very few who
will not take advantage of that opportunity,
rather than receive their money and have to
buy new debentures at a premium.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-If they don't
take them you must float a new loan.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No doubt that
is true, but they will take them. The honorable member need not have the j'3lightest
fear on that subject. It will be found that
there will only be a very small percentage
who will not accept the new stock, and it
will be merely a matter of issuing substituted debentures in place of those falling
due. Of course, however, the Government
must be prepared for the contingency, and
power will be taken to use a portion of the
£4,000,000 loan for the purpose of paying
off any holders of existing debentures who
will not accept the substituted stock. I
have no doubt, too, that arrangements could
be made with the' banking institutions of
London, so that if any of the present
debenture-holders refused to convert their
debentures into the substituted debentures,
the banks would themselves meet the
claims, and take the new debentures and
sell them in the market.
An HONORABLE MEUBER.-Do any fall
due this year?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Nonc. There
are £20,000 of the Hobson's Bay Railway debentures to be redeemed this year,
but none of the others. October" 1883,
will be the time for the first conversion,
so that if we obtain £4,000,000 in J anuary next, we shall be in a very strong
position, and able to meet any emergency
that may arise in connexion with the conversion. vVith these remarks I have to

The B'ltdget.

thank the committee for the very patient
hearing' it has afforded me.
I did not
intend to detain honorable members at such
a length, but I trust I have made clear to
them the position which the Government
has assumed in connexion with the finances
of the colony.
Sir tT. O'SHANASSY.-I desire to ask
the Treasurer whether he intends to introduce separate Bills to provide for the remissions of taxation he has indicated in his
speech?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member will see that the reduction of postage is a matter entirely by itself. It will
be dealt with by a Bill amending the Postoffice Act.
The reduction in the beer
duty can only be dealt with in connexion
with the new Bills which must be introduced before the 31st August to continue
the beer and tobacco duties.
The reduction in the duty on tea will also be dealt
with separately, and there will thus be three
separate Bills.
Mr. BERRY moved the adjournment of
the debate. He would suggest that the
debate should not be resumed until Thursday, so that honorable members might haye
time to examine the papers which had been
circulated by the Treasurer.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he thought
the suggestion was a yery fair one.
The motion for the adjournment of the
debate was agreed to, and the debate was
adjourned until Thursday, June 1.
Progress was then reported.
The House adjourned at ten miuutes to
ten o'clock.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Wednesday, J.lfay 31, 1882.
Employes in Shops Commission-Explosives-Administration
of the Education Department-The Irish Question: Conduct of Members-The Serpentine Weir-Seed Wheat
for Destitute Farmers-Public Instruction: Schools at
Mincha West and Nagambie : Boards of Advice Elections
- North-Western Cam.l- 1\-1 urrumbeena Rail way Accident
-Kerang Railway-Postal Department: Telegraph at
Prahran-Fires in Public Buildings-Footscray Powder
Magazine-Returns of Imports IlJld Exports-Import
Duty on Live Stock-Personal Explanations: Mr. W.
Madden: Sir B. O'Loghlen: Sir J. O'Shanassy-Railway
Department: Gatekeepers on the Horsh(l.m Railway:
Unpunctuality of Trains-Old Colonists' Association Bill
-Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's BillSandhurst Lands Vesting Bill-Coranderrk Aboriginal
Station: Bella Lee-Land Act.s Amendment and Continuation Bill-Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill.
The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
foul' o'clock p.m.
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EMPLOYES IN SHOPS
COMMISSION.
Major SMITH observed that he wished
to call the attention of the Chief Secretary,
without notice, to the limited powers of the
Employes in Shops Commission. The commission had concluded taking evidence, and
they found, when about to draw up their
report, that they had not power to deal with
anything beyond" employes in shops." He
had been asked by the members of the COlllmission to request the Chief Secretary to
enlarge the powers of the commission so
that they would read as follows : "To consider generally the relations of employers and employes in Victoria, and the best
machinery for determining all questions or
matters arising between them and affecting their
respective interests."

If the Chief Secretary would comply with
this request, the commission hoped to be able
to bring up their report next week.
Mr. GRANT suggested that the honorable
member should give notice of the question.
Major SMITH remarked that he would
leave the matter in the hands of the Chief
Secretary.

EXPLOSIVES.
1\,£1'. R. CLARK asked the Minister of
Mines what action he intended to take to
give effect to the recommendations contained
in the Explosives Board report, and if he
intended to restrict the use of lithofmcteur
and dynamite in the mining districts? He
observed that there were nU111erous complaints fro111 miners who suffered from the
manner in which these explosives were used
in the mines.
Mr. BURROvVES remarked that, since
the report of the board had been received, he
had given a great deal of attention to it, and
he intended to give effect to its recommendations in their entirety. He had also recommended the Government to prohibit the
importation of some explosives altogether,
as explosives suitable for the mines could be
manufactured in the colony, and the importation of these articles was attended with
danger to the community, as well as expense
to the Government. A Bill would be brought
before the House dealing with the subject.
ADMINISTRATION OF
THE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT.
Mr. HALL stated that in the Al'g~ts
of that morning he was reported to have
said the previous night, during the discussion
on the Education Commission, that" He was informed that one person, an officer
of the department, was set to work to find out
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what he could about these grievances, and he
was also informed that that gentleman recommended the names of the persons who were to go
on the commission, and was supplying the
matterupon which the commission was working."

The expression he really used was "an exofficer of the department." His reason for
making the correction was lest it should be
imagined that he cast any imputation on any
officer at present in the Education department.
The SPEAKER.-I doubt very much
if it is in order for an honorable member to
make a personal explanation with regard to
something that has appeared in a newspaper.
I will take an opportunity of looking carefully into the question, and will inform the
House of the result next Tuesday.
THE IRISH QUESTION.
CONDUCT OF ME:lIBERS.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Mr. Speaker, I beg
to ask the Premier the follmving question:" If he purposes to take any action with regard
to a document forwarded to the people of Ireland,
and bearing the signatures of five members of
this House ?"

I notice that the question, as it now stands
on the paper, has been somewhat altered by
you, sir, from the shape in which I gave
notice of it yesterday-and.perhaps wisely
so. To explain to the Premier the subjectmatter to which the question refers, it will
be necessary for me to quote briefly from the
document alluded to. That document pL'Oceeds to denounce the Imperial Parliament
as "an alien Parliament," the British rule
over Ireland as that of " a foreign despot,"
and to support the Fenian claim for home
rule. The signers express their determination to do all they can to free Ireland
from the " hoof of a foreign despot."
An HONORABLE MEl\InER.-Oh! that is
the Pope.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-Of course, if the
" foreign despot" refelTed to is the Pope,
the explanation of that expression, at least,
will be quite satisfactory. They go on to
say, however, that they will use their utmost
endeavours, and never rest content until
they make Ireland" an independent nation."
Mr. BOvVMAN.-Mr. Speaker, I rise
to a point of order. I wish to know
whether an honorable member is in order in
occupying the time of the House in reading
paragra phs from newspapers?
The SPEAKER.-The rule simply is that
an honorable member, in asking a question,
may state the facts necessary to explain the
question, and nothing more. I do not
know that it is improper to read from a
newspaper for that purpose. It is improper
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to read from a newspaper with reference to
a debate that has occurred in the HouAe
during the session, but the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) is not
doing that. In fact, I am not aware that
he is reading from. a newspaper at all.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-I have no intention in putting the question to animadvert
upon the matter at all. The honorable
members affected may think proper afterwards to move the ad journment of the
House, and, if so, I shall then have an
opportunity of expressing my views on the
subject. At the present stage, I me~'ely
wish to draw the attention of the Premier
to the fact that five members of this House
nave appended their names to this document as Members of Parliament-had they
done so in their private capacity I would
have had nothing to say-and as, therefore,
the corporate honour of the Honse is concerned, I wish to elicit from the Premier an
expression of opinion that he entirely
disavows haying any sympathy whatever
with such a production. The speediest
steps should be taken to contradict anything of the kind purporting to come from
this colony. The signers of the document
state that they will never rest until they
have secured for Ireland perfect independence. I need not say that Ireland, at present, is a part of the British Empire; and
that the members of this House who have
signed the document have taken the oath of
allegiance which states that they will bear
true and faithful allegiance to Her Majesty
as " Sovereign of Great Britain and Ireland."
Mr. MASON.-I rise to a point of order.
I submit that the honorable member for
Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) is now de..:
bating the question, and that such a course
is unfair until there is a motion before the
House, which will enable other members
to speak.
.
The SPEAKER.-I think the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson)
is transgressing the rule I have already mentioned-that no debatable matter should be
introduced in asking a question, and nothing
should be said beyond a mere statement of
facts necessary to explain the question.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-Mr. Speaker, I
bow to your ruling, and will now simply ask
the Premier whether he purposes to take
any action with regard to the document,
which, in my opinion, is an insult to this
community?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Sir, I am asked
whether I purpose taking any action with
regard to a document, a portion of which
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the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson) has read. I beg to say that I
do not purpose taking any action.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I beg to move the
ad journment of the House for the purpose
of enabling me to say a few words on this
question. When an honorable member goes
out of his way to refer to a document which
treats of matters upon which he is hopelessly ignorant, I think it is high time he
was let know it. The honorable member
for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) has alluded
to a document that asks for local se1£government for Ireland. We, in this colony,
look upon ourselves as an independent nation
in connexion with-- (Cries of " No.")
Mr. WILSON.-We will put you out
of the House if you talk that way.
Mr. LONGMORE.-If honorable members were not so boisterous,· they would
allow me to finish the sentence. I was
about to say that we considered ourselves
an independent nation under the British
Crown. We know that all t.hat has been
said about this document has been said for
a purpose. (" No.") Honorable members
may cry" No," but the attention of the
House has been drawn to the document for
political purposes. I maintain that a document of the sort is, to some extent, demanded from every right-thinking man in
the present crisis of English and Irish
history. It is all very well for the honorable member for Castlemaine to get up and
brand any statement he chooses as treaSOll
to Her Majesty the Queen-which was the
form in which this question was first given
notice of-but the treason to Her Majesty
the Queen lies in the brutal laws which have
been enforced in a country that has never
been able to-Mr. MUNRO.-I rise to a point of
order. I desire to know whether it is in
accordance with parliamentary practice to
call the laws of the British Empire" brutal
laws" ?
The SPEAKER.-The honorable member for Ripon and Hampden has not yet
said what laws he refers to. In any case,
however, I am not sure that it is out of
order for an honorable member to call any
law "a brutal law" if he wishes to propose
its repeal.
Mr. GILLIES.-Mr. Speaker, I would
call your attention to the fact, however, that
the honorable member for Ripon does not
and cannot propose to repeal any of the
laws of the British Empire. Under such
circumstances, is not his expression out of
order?
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:Mr. LONGMORE.-Honorable members have raised many curious point.s of
order, but I wish to call attention to one ·01'
two of the laws which have been enforced
for centuries in Ireland.· vYhen I have
done so, I will then ask honorable members
whether I have made an overstatement in
calling them brut.al laws. I hold in my
hand a book called I1'eland and lIer Staple
J.1Imwj'act1tres, written by an Episcopalian
:md, for 'all I know, an Orangeman. He
shows how' the manufacturers of Ireland
have been interfered with by laws that are fi
disgrace to any civilized country. One of
these-.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Is it in force now?
Mr. LONGMORE.-It is not, but I
will mention also some laws t.hat are in
force now. If we want to get at the source
of the present discontent we must go back
to history. There was a law in Ireland
that enabled any man to kill another if he
was not dressed in a certain way-to take
his head and demand a reward for it-and
an author states that "great slaugl~ter
followed." ",Ve need only go back to the
law passed by William III, by which hc
utterly destroyed the woollen manufactures
of Ireland. He absolutely prohibited the
Irish from sending t.heir goods to ::my
country but England, and he imposed a
prohibitive duty on them in England.
Honorable members will be astonished when
I tell them that at fi meeting of Orangemen held in Belfast at the beginning of the
present century they passed a resolutionto their honour be it said-in accordance
with the true principles of Protestantism,
calling attention to the "civil slavery endured by their Catholic brethren." Again,
in fi work called The Theory of Hwnan
Progression, by a good stiff Presbyterian
Scotchman, the author SfiySCI In Ireland,
again (unfortunate Ireland!)
Popery-which is, root and branch, totally false
in England ana Scotland-is partially legally
true. And, perhaps, by-and-by, it is going to
be more true. Not that it can be true in England, because the law cannot allow that; but
that it may be true in Ireland-or true enough,
. nt all events, for Irelanu-as anything does for
Ireland."

And, in a note to this passage, the writer
quotes TVade's Ilisto7'Y as follows : "The quantity of specie coined in the reign
of James I was about £5,432,000; of which
£3,666,000 was in gold, and £1,765,000 in silver.
It still continued the practice to issue some base
money for the use of Ireland."

Anything was good enough for Ireland. It
is only a few years ago since the Established Church in Ireland WfiS disestablished
SES.
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by Mr. Gladstone. What was the state of
things under that church? God forgive
me for calling it a church at all-a body of
robbers of the worst character would be a.
better description. The whole of Ireland
was divided into parishes, returning to the
Established Church £900 a year for each
parish. Yet in thousands of those parishes
there was not a Protestant to be found.
That was the state of things within the last
ten years. The Church of Ireland has
been disestablished, it is true, but they have
not yet got rid of the iniquitous system of
landlordism. It will be done away with,
however, as sure as that country exists, and
much to the chagrin of the honorable
member who the other night pleaded for
the" poor landlords." ",Vhy many of those
men have a rent-roll of £50,000 a year,
but on account of their gambling and waste
they dare not show their faces in the country,
because they cannot meet their creditors.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-Some of them are
not worth £10 a year.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Does the honorable
member know what he has been talking
about this evening? I feel confident that
he does not. At the present inoment there
are 587 persons in Her Majesty's gaols in
Ireland without any charge figainst them.
Again, Forster, the late Chief Secretary for
Ireland, promulgated only the other day one
of the most outrageous regulations whieh
have ever been issued in any country in the
world. He directed that if the police happened to shoot any unoffending person
passing along the road whom they "suspected," there should be no inquiry held
into the matter. Yet that Forster himself
had gone thr0t:tgh the so-called disturbed
districts without fi single man to protect
him, and no one ever made the slightest
attempt to molest him.
An HONORABLE MEl\IBER.-",Vhat about
the murder of his successor?
Mr. LONGMORE.-I admit that, and
I do not know how it occurred. No one
knows yet by W110111 that deed was done.
The President of the United States was
murdered, the Czar of Russia was murdel'ed; but have those two nations been
branded because of the crimes of individuals?
Mr. MUNRO.-The culprits were caught
in both cases.
Mr. BOvYMAN. - vYhat about the
Scotchman who shot at the Queen?
Mr. LONGMORE.-Nations are not
stigmatized as criminal because some individuals belonging to them have committed
11
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crimes. There is another view put forward
in l 'he Theory of Ifwnan Pl'ogl'essionnamely, that, although individual crime is
an enormous cvil, it is nO,t the one-thousandth part of the cyil of legal crime-the
crime of making bad laws to ruin a people.
Honorable members want to fasten upon us
who say a word for Ireland that we are
desirous of seeing men shot. N othiug of
the sort. I have not the slightest sympathy with such crimes, and I only hope
that the persons who committed the recent
murders will be caught, so that the public,
may be able to learn the springs of that
crime. The honorable member for Oastlemaine has talked about loyalty. I WillllOt
yield place to the honorable member in my
loyalty to Her Majesty's throne; but I
say her throl1e ought to be established in
righteousness, not in the villany of bad
laws. That is the way to place her throne
in a propel' position before the world.
Mr. ZOX.-I rise to a point of order.
I wish to ask, Mr. Speaker, whether it is in
order for an honorable member to say that
" Her Majesty's throne ought to be established in righteousness," thereby implying
that it is not so established?
The SPEAKER.-No term disrespectful to the throne ought to be used, and I
think the honorable member for Ripon
should withdraw the inference attached to
the words to which the honorable member
for' East Melbourne (Mr. Zox) has called
attention.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I will withdraw
the latter portion of the sentence, and say
instead that, for the firm establishment of
Her Majesty's throne, it ought to be
founded upon righteous laws.
Mr. R. OLARK.-So it is.
l\1r. LONGMORE. - Her Majesty, I
believe, means as well as any Sovereign
could do for every man, woman, and child
in the British dominions. But
honornble members tell me that the landlord
House of Oommons means well? Have
they not seized the people's territory and
divided it amongst themselves? Have
they not denied Her Majesty's subjects the
franchise lest there should be men put into
Parliament who would strip them of many
of the privileges they hold at the present
moment? Lip loyalty is easily pumped up,
but I f1,ssert that the Irish people are only
looking for what they have a right to get.
The honorable member for Oastlemaine
knows nothing of the subject he has been
speaking about, and he is simply the tool
of the miserable scribbling drunken editor

will
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of the Age, who wants to damage me before
my constituency.
Mr. R. OLARK.-Mr. Speaker, is this
language in order?
The ~PEAKER.-It is a reflection on
a member of the House to say that he is
the" tool" of anyone, and the honorable
member for Ripon should withdraw the
expression.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I withdr&w those
words, but I say that it is a shame and a
scandal that any honorable member of this
House should put a question on the paper
which is calculated to bring discredit on
other honorable members when stated in
the bald way this question appeared before
the public. Such a thing should not be
tolerated in this House.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Did you sign the
document?
Mr. LONGMORE.-I did sign it, and
I would sign it' again and again. And in
doing so I maintain that I am true to my
oath in this House. I am ready to defend
Her l\'lajesty's throne in every possible way,
but I certainly will not defend a wrong in
any portion or Her :Majesty's dominions.
Mr. DUFFY seconded the motion for
the adjournment or the House.
The SPEAKER put the question"That the House do now adjourn," and
declared it resolved in the negative.
Mr. DUFFY.-Perhaps the House will
allow me to say a few words by way of
personal explanation.
The SPEAKER.-The honorable member cannot now speak except by the indulgence of the House.
'
Mr. DUFFY rose to speak.
Mr. MASON".-I wish to know whether
tho honorable member for Dalhousie is
about to continue the debate on the motion
for adjournment, or whether the motion has
been decided, and he is only going to make
a personal explanation?
The SPEAKER.-The honorable member for Dalhousie has no right to speak, and
cannot do so if the honorable member for
South Gippsland objects.
Mr. GILLIES.-Am I to understand
that the motion for adjournment has been
decided? If not, as the honorable member for Dalhousie merely seconded the
motion formally, he is surely entitled to
speak afterwards ?
The SPEAKER.-I am the judge in
this case. The honorable member for Dalhousie seconded the motion, and sat down
without saying anything further. I then
put the question to the House, and declared
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that the " Noes" had it. There is therefore no question now before the House.
Mr. G ILLIES.-Then there has been a
misapprehension, and I am sure the Speaker
of this House would be the last to take
advantage of a misapprehension. Honorable members on both sides of the House
are desirous of saying something on this
question, and I was aware that the honorable member for Dalhousie intended to
make a statement on his own behalf as one
of the signatories of the document which
hus been alluded to. Honorable members
here (in the Ministerial corner) had no idea,
Mr. Speaker, that you put the question and
declared it carried, so that there has evidently been a misunderstanding.
The SPEAKER.-There has been no
misunderstanding on my part.
Mr. GILLIES.-But there has been on
the part of the House.
The SPEAKER. - The House, if it
chooses, can declare that I am wrong.
Mr. FRASER rose to speak.
The SPEAKER.-The honorable member is not in order. There is no question
bef-ore the House.
Mr. FRASER.-Then it is time there
was one.
Mr. CARTER.-Mr. Speaker, I beg to
move that you do leave the chair. l\fy
object in doing so is to afford those honorable members who were prevented from
speaking by the rapidity with which the
last question wus put an QPportunity of
addressing the House. That is my sole
intention. I have no wish to take any part
in this discussion. I only wish to see fail'
pIny given to any honorable member who
has signed this document, and wishes to
make a personal explanation on the subject,
and also to those honorable members who
hold strong views on the question and desire to express them.
Mr. VV ALSH seconded the motion.
Mr. DUFFY.-Sir, as one of the signers
of this historical document, I wished to say
a few words on the subject, but as the
honorable member £01' Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson), in putting his question to the
Premier, was evidently reserving himself
with the view of speaking again, I thought
it would, perhaps, be well to allow him that
opportunity before I addressed the House.
With that object, in the ordinary parliamental;y way, I simply seconded the motion
for adjournment out of courtesy to the honOl'able member who proposed the motion, and
who was one of my co-signatories to the document now in question-.-meaning to saya few

2

I~

2

Oo.nduct of Members.

451

words at a subsequent stage of the discussion.
I am not particular, however, as to when I
interfere in the debate, as I have really not
much to say. I find myself to-.night in a
very peculiar position, and this House finds
itself in a very peculiar position. Is this a
tragedy or a fnrce we are enacting? In a
newspaper this morning I find myself, with
four other members of the House, descanted
on as having signed a treasonable and
seditious document. If I have signed a
treasonable and seditious document, I am
not fit to sit in this House. My place is
before a jury of my countrymen, and I am
ready to go there. If, on the other hand,
I have not signed a treasonable and seditious
document, then how dare the honorable
member for Castlemaine put such a notice
on the paper?
Mr. PATTERSON.-You have.
Mr. DUFFY.-Then I am not fit to be
in this House. Let the honorable member
send me before a. jury of my countrymen
for trial, and I will go.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Youl' countrymen
are here.
Mr. DUFFY.-My countrymen are not
here, but my fellow members. If a member
has signed a treasonable and seditious
document, it is not this House which should
try him, but a very different tribunal. As
regards the charge of disloyalty, and of my
having broken my oath of allegiance to
Queen Victoria, as Sovereign of this realm,
I hurl it back with scorn. There is no
more loyal member in tIllS House, and no
more loyal man in this community, than
myself. I stand here true and faithful to
my oath of allegiance to the Queen, faithful to my fellow citizens, and faithful to
the Constitution of this country. If I
had thought that in the document which
I signed there was any hint of disloyalty,
my name would never have been appended
to it; but, because I am a loyal subject and
citizen, do I forego the constitutional right
I possess in a free country to speak my mind
when I do so within the limits of the law?
I assert that I do not, and that I have a
full and perfect right, so long as I keep
within the limits of the law, to speak the
thing I will, whether "girt with friends or
foes." That right is one of the first privileges of a free man in a free country. I
am not a new comer to Victoria. Man and
boy I have resided here for twenty years,
during a considerable number of which I
have been a member of this Chamber, and
no one can affirm that I have ever been a
stirrer-up of strife in the community. I
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have been content to hold· my own opinions,
and to hold them strongly, and at the same
time to live in amity with men of every other
class or shade of opinion-agreeing to differ
where I could not agree to agree. It is
nothing to any member of the House, or to
any section of the community, what views I
entertain on Imperial politics. On that
subject I am responsible to no one. vYhether
'I am whig or tory, land leaguer or nationalist
-in short, whatever my political opinions
with regard to Ireland or to the Imperial
country may be-the affnir is my own, and
not that of the honorable member for Castlemaine, or of the House.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Is not the h011orable member an Executive Councillor?
Mr. DUFFY.-'Vhen I became an
Executive Coullcillor I did not forego my
privilege of free speech. If I thought I did,
I would throw my Executive Councillorship
to the winds. If the charge brought against
me by the honornble member for Castlemaine is true, I ought not to be allowed to
retain my seat in this House for a moment
longer; if it is not true, the honorable
member has disgraced the House, and disgraced himself. Has no charge ever been
brought against him? Has not one been
reiterated. against him within these walls?
Honorable members of a former Parliament
can recollect a scene on the floor of this
Chamber in which he figured. I, however,
said nothing on that occasion, because I felt
that those who accused him ought to have
proved their accusation or held their tongues.
'Vhy did not the honorable member do the
same with his present charge-either prove
it before the proper tribunal, or hold his
tongue? I say at once that, as regards Irish
politics, I am a "repealer"-a "home
ruler." I would be glad to see the kingdom
of Ireland with an independent Legislature,
because if that were the case the Ii'ish
people would be more contented, and the
two countries would be happier and more
united. As I understand the matter, the
document which the honorable member for
Castlemaine read in such a garbled fashion
that I was really ashamed to sit and listen
to him is no more than an, expression of
sympathy on the part of certain members of
this House, and certain citizens of this
country, with their fellow citizens in Ireland
who are struggling for home rule and a
1 f th U'
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document. Perhaps I ought to remind
honorable members of the circumstances
under which it was composed. On the lOth
April last there occurred the centennial
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anniversnry of the declaration, by Henry
Grattan, of Ireland's legislative independence. Grattan was a celebrated Irish patriot,
but at the same time he was a Protestnnt, and
as least as loyal as the honorable member.
In fact, not only was his loyalty to the
Crown never doubted, but the great fault
found with him by his fellow countrymen
was that he always aJluded to William III
as the "great deliverer." 'Yeil, on the
date I have mentioned, there was a meeting
of some Victorian Irishmen to .celebrate the
event, and it was then proposed, amongst
other things, that an address should be sent
from the Irishmen of Victoria to their
fellow citizens at home, assuring them of
our sympathy with the movement of those
who are struggling for Irish legislative
independence. Is there any treason in
that - in wishing to see Ireland with an
independent Legislature of its own? If'
there is, then, firstly, we have on our
business pnper a treasonable notice of
motion from the honorable member for
'Villiamstown; secondly, the Parliament
of Canada committed treason in sending
home an address to the Crown asking that
Ireland should be granted an independent
Legislature; and, thirdly, Mr. Gladstone,
the Premier of England, committed treason
when he said in a recent speech that, if
proper means could be found, he was prepared to grant home rule to Ireland. For
myself, I am quite satisfied, if I am wrong,
to be wrong in company with Mr. Gladstone.
Mr. PATTERSON.-1\Ir. Gladstone
said nothing of the kind.
Mr. DUFFY.-I have not the report of
Mr. Gladstone's speech by me, but I can
freely assert that if the honorable member
for Castlemaine were to read it, and to use
a little more care in the reading than he
did just now when he read portions of the
address at present in question, he would
find that Mr. Gladstone spoke to this
effect - " I will not have the empire dismembered on any account, but anything
short of that I would be glad to grant to
the Irish people, if I could find the proper
means." That, in other words, and 110
more, was the sentiment of the document
I and other honorable members signed.
The address begins as follows : "Fellow countrymen and friends,-The news
spread quickly that it was your intention to
celebrate either the centenuial anniversary ofthe
Dungannon Convention, or Grattan's declaration
of Ireland's'legislative independence."
1 That was the key-note all through. The
honorable rnelllbel' for Castlemaille said
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something about the "Fenian craze for
home rule," but what did he mean? Sir,
the Fenians, as I understand their organization, are a treasonable body-one to whom
it is treason to belong-who aim at
separating Ireland from the Crown Qf
England altogether: whereas the "home
rulers" are a body who want to place Ireland in the position of this colony towards
the Empire. They are as content as I am
to accept the English Crown, but they
consider, as I do, that Ireland has as
much right as Victoria has to a Legislature of its own, and they want no
more. The writer of the address, having
started with stating the object of the celebration, refers to history-in fact, the whole
document is a sort of treatise on Irish
history-in the following terms : "The sufferings of an oppressed people are a
bond of union which cannot be broken; and in
history, ancient or modern, sacred or profane,
whose sufferings have been greater than yours?
Even those on whom the hand of God lay heavily
did not endure more in their bondage than
you have suffered under the hoof of a foreign
despotism."

Mr. P ATTERSON.-'Vho is tlie foreign
despot?
Mr. DUFFY.-In those words-" the
hoof of a foreign despotism "-appears to
lie the sting of the whole thing. I take
them, however, to simply mean that Ireland
has suffered from "the hoof of a foreign
despotism. "
Mr. FRASER.-That is not the true
meaning.
Mr. DUFFY.-Thatistheinterpretation
I place upon the words, and I am prepared
now to say in my place in Parliament, be
the consequences what they may, that Ireland
did suffer "under the hoof of a foreign
despotism." The addrcss then goes on to
compare the Irish nation with the Jewish
nation.
Mr. ZOX.-The Jews in Victoria are
loyal.
Mr. DUFFY.-That has nothing to do
with the point. The address states"The Israelites were not delivered from servitude more ga.lling or degradingtha.n that in which
you were bound for centuries, and from which
you are not yet wholly emancipated."

That amounts to the simple statement that
one thing is required to wholly emancipate
Ireland, the natural inference being that
that one thing is home rule. Lower down
there is a reference to the "bitter persecutions" Ireland had formerly to endure.
'Yell, is it not a matter of fact that, when
the old penal laws were in force in Ireland,
it had to endure persecutions more bitter
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than those any other nation has ever been
called upon to endure? The document
proceeds as follows : ce All prove that you possess, in an eminent
degree, those qualities wbich should enable you
to win back your plundered rights, and fit ;you
to Buccessfully work representative institutions
based on It free Constitution."

The reference to "plundered rights" distinctly relates to the operation of the Union
Act, which was passed into law by the most
infamous and corrupt means ever adopted in
order to carry any measure in any country.
Sir, I assert that there is no treason in that
reference. I do not defend the whole
verbiage of the document, but let any honorable member read it tlu'ough line by line,
and if he finds in it a scintilla of disloyalty,
treason, or sedition, I am willing to take
the consequences. The only allusion that
can be tortured by anyone to mean anything of the kind is the use of the term
" fOI:eign rule."
Mr. BARR.-There are the words
" foreign despotism " besides.
Mr. DUFFY.-Those words are descriptiye of past times, but the words "foreign
rule" might be taken to refer to the present
time. But, sir, people don't always choose
their words as nicely as lawyers do in inditing a legal docnment. Besides,. the
word "foreign" need not be such a bugbear to honorable members. I ,'ery well
recollect that some years ago a very distinguished member of this House, who now
holds an even more distinguished and honOI'able position-if that be possible-frequently alluded to England as a "foreign"
country with respect to Victoria.
Mr. vVOODS.-And he is an Irishman.
Mr. DUFFY.-Trne, he is an Irishman,
but I never heard of his being arraigned
before any of the courts for treason. On
the contrary, he now holds a high position
on the Supreme Court bench. If that
honorable gentleman could use the word
" foreign," to describe the relation borne by
England to Victoria, I see nothing treaSOllable in the same word being used to describe
the relation borne by England to Ireland.
It is evident that the writer of the address
meant, in employing it, to indicate the
difference between home rule and foreign
. rule, and that is the utmost extent of his
offending. I wish also to point out to the
honorable member for Castlemaine that it is
really a curious coincidence that he, of all men
in the world, should bring forward a charge of
treason or disloyalty against anyone. 'Yhy
his olel friend and colleague, who knows the
intertwinings of his intellect as well as any
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one, told the Hou~e the other night that if
the Russians were to invade the colony while
the honorable member for Castlemaine was
in power, the Government would be in:"
stantly met by a motion of want of confidence, because he could not be trusted not
to betray us to the enemy.
Mr. WOODS.-I would not trust him
to deal with any enemy whatever.
Mr. DUFFY.,-And it is an honorable
member who is spoken of in that way who
has this evening brought this charge of
treason against me. Sir, the charge will
not lie against me or any honorable member
who thinks as I do with respect to hOllle
rule for Ireland. If ever we were testedif even there arose a necessity for upholding
the Throne-I think we would be found
quite as much to the front as the honorable
member for Castlemaine, if we were not
even a little more forward. )Ve may differ
from others with regard to the position of
Ireland in relation to the Imperial Legislature, but there could be no difference
between us and our fellow citizens, with
whom we live in peace and amity, notwithstanding any distinction of nation or creed,
as to the defence of our colony not only
fro111 every foreign foe, but also from every
domestic traitor.
. Mr. O'CALLAG HAN.-Sir, as one of
those who signed the address in question, I
claim to be heard in explanation of my
conduct. In the first place, whatever the
short-comings or the crimes of Irishmen'
may be, there has never been on their
part a real instance of disloyalty to the
Throne. History proves that when one
monarch of England was driven from
that kingdom, so loyal to him were the
people of Ireland that they succoured llim
with all their means, and freely shed their
blood in fighting for him. vVhat is the
charge against us ? It amounts to treason
-to a violation of the oath we have taken
in this Chamber. Let me say, however,
that, long as I have lived in the colony, I
lIave always llCld an honorable j)osition in
it. I have never been charged before the
Supreme Court with anything in the shape
of felony - not even treason-felony - or
anything the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) may call felony.
Indeed, as for all those who signed the
address, the country very well knows what
characters we ar6. )Ve can fling back the
insinuation that any Irish member of this
House has ever been connected with any
disloyal society. 'Ve stand independently,
and can match our respective careers' in the
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colony with that of the honorable member
for Castlemaine, who has simply attempted
to raise a cry in the community which will
be disastrous to it, and ought to be depre.
cated by every good citizen.
Mr. BROPHY.-Mr. Speaker, like the
honorable member for the \Vimmera (Mr.
o'Callaghan), I don't think I need say
lUuch about my loyalty. For a great nulUbel' of years-ever since 1836, when I left
the country that is so much abused, particularly by men of t,he stamp of the honQl'able member for Castlemaille (Mr. Patterson)-I have lived under a free Constitution, first in Canada and afterwanls here,
,,-here I have spent twenty-eight years, and,
knowing as I do what freedom means in
both colonies, I defy the honorable member
for Castlemaine, or anyone else, to prove
any charge he can make against me either
of disloyalty or of dishonesty. l\fy clJaraeter cannot be impeached. J t is t,rue I
hold very strong opinions respecting the
country that gave me birth, and I shall
never lose them; Lut what are they? First
and foremost, my action at various meetings
held in the colony, and in connexion with
this address, simply arose from my great
wish to sec my native land as truly free as
either Canada or Victoria is. I want to
sec Ireland with her own Parliament. That
view I expressed when I signed the address,
and if to hold it were treasonable, and the
gallows were to stand before me with. the
honorable member for Castlemaine beside it
as hangman, I would still adhere to it, and
throw his accusation in his teeth. I have
no desire to conceal anything I do or haye
done. If I thought one of my sons did
not hold the same ideas with respect to
Ireland that I do and have strited, I would
not stand by him an hour longer. POl' my
own part, what I think on the subject I
shall keep thinking to the day of my death.
I would be perfectly satisfied to see Ireland
with her own Parliament, and still as much
a part and parcel of the British Empire as
we in the land of my adoption are.
l\fr. TOOHEY.-Sir, as one of the members of the Challlber who signed the address
now in question I wish to say that I was at
the meeting mentioned by the honorable
member for 'Dalhousie, and that I consider
the occasion was one on which eyery Irishman with any love for his country coulcl
haye enjoyed himself. At that meet.ing it
was proposed, seconded, and carried unanimously that an address should be presented
to the Irish people, and I was given to
understand, a short time afterwards, that a
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committee was appointed to draft the intended document. I was not one of that
committee, nor did I hear anything further
on the subject until the address was presented to me for my signature, which I
gave .with great pleasure. However, when
I signed the document, I had no intention
whatever of acquiescing in the slightest
sentiment of disloyalty to Her Majesty. I
have not now, and I never had, any idea of
doing anything in act, word, or deed to
show in any way disloyalty to the Crown.
Indeed I yield to no one in my desire to
uphold the laws which support the Throne
whenever any occasion for so doing may
arise, and I am ready at any moment to
take up arms in defence of Her Majesty's
interests in this colony against foreign invasion. I would be one of the first to fight
in such a cause. The honorable member
for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) has slandered me, in connexion with others, by the
language he used, which stigmatized us as
traitors, but I cast his imputation back in
llis teeth. . He ought to be ashamed of
himself, and I tell him that he sits here
to-night with shame on himself that will
last for aU time. I am an Irishman, and
IHlve a strong feeling for my country, and,
when I ·see a wa.y in which her grievances
might be redressed, I am always ready with
my monoy and such other aid as I can
possibly afford in her behalf. I want
Ireland to have home rule such as we have,
because, if she had, she would be one of the
greatest nations in any part of the globe ;
and until that day comes she will never
have peace and prosperity.
Mr. PEARSON.-Mr. Speaker, I don't
think anyone could doubt, after hearing the
speeches we have just listened to, that my
honorable colleague was perfectly justified
in asking the question he placed on the
notice-paper. 'Ve have had practically two
or three explanations of this address. That
offered by the honorable member for Ripon
seems to me a distinct statement of something very like treason.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Nonsense.
Mr. PEARSON.-The statement was
something very like treason. It constituted
a distinct assertion that we are an independent Parliament-that we might separate
from the empire at any moment-and that
therefore we had a perfect right to agitate
in any way-Mr. LONGMORE.-I rise to order.
The honorable member has absolutely misconceived the statement I made. I never
said anyt,hing to bear .out his interpretation.
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Mr. PEARSON.-I am glad to hear
the honorable member for Ripon deny the
imputation, and also to notice that the
other signatories ,,;ere perfectly explicit in
their declaration that they are loyal. I accept that statement in good faith. But at
the same time I must remark that, however
much it clears their personal honour, it does
not clear them from the guilt of an indiscretion which reflects seriously on the honour
and character of the House. That is not
a matter for us to pass by. If a private
individual chooses to cOlUmit an offence
against the law by writing a seditious letter
intended for publication he simply brings
himself within the punishment of the law,
but the main point of the present case is
that the address derives importance from
the fact that it is signed by two ex-Ministers
of the Crown and three other Members of
Parliament. vVe cannot disregard a thing
of that kind. vVe canllOt pass by exciting
language from such a source which speaks
of British rule in Ireland as the'" hoof of a
foreign despotism." Not that I think that
phrase by any means the worst or strongest
one in the document, which is a declaration
addressed to the people of Ireland at a
peculiar period of her history, and encourages perseverance in the distinctly illegal policy now being pursued there. "That
the Imperial Goyernment have to fight
against in Ireland is not the speeches made
at public meetings, or the public wtitings
in the newspapers, so much as murders by
land leaguers, the houghing of cattle, and
the deliberate refusal of tenant,s to pay rentin fact, acts of illegal violence. I say no one
can doubt that this address must be understood, however it was intended, as an expreE"sion of sympathy on the part of the influential colonists from whom it emanated with
acts which all of us must deliberately C011demn and execrate.
:Mr. LONGMORE.-That is puerile
nonsense.
Mr. PEARSON.-The honorable member for Ripon uses a strong term, but he is
utterly unable to show that the address
does not imply what I have stated. The
honorable member for Dalhousie says, with
perfect justice, that he and others are entitled to have strong views with respect to
Ireland, their aspirations being that that
country should have a separate government
like ours-in fact,that the fomlof its government should be altered-but how far does
that carry his case? Has not the honorable
member for 'Villiamstown placed on the
business paper a notice of motion in faroUl'
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of Ireland having self-government, and are
we not prepared to discuss the subject in a
most kindly spirit? But mere sympathy
with an object of that sort is not what the
address conveys. vVhat means have the
land leaguers resorted to to carry out their
purpose? I assert most distinctly that
those means are illegal acts; and that with
the policy of the Land League in their regard
the address undoubtedly sympathizes.
Mr. DUFFY.-It is not meant to do
so.
Mr. PEARSON.-I am exceedingly
glad to have that distinct declaration, but
why was not a statement to the same effect
included in the a~dress ? vVhy did it not
contain a paragraph condemning what every
right-minded Irishman must view with
abhorrence? 'Yhy did those whose names
are appended to the document, and who
feel-having the greatest possible right to
do so-that Ireland ought to have a Parliament of its own, confine themselves to
saying that?
Mr. DUFFY.-Perhaps the honorable
member for Castlcmaille (Mr. Pearson) is
under a misapprehension. The document
just published is dated a month back-before
the recent assassinations took place.
An HONORA.BLE MEl\IBEH.-Have we
not had political murder attempted by a
Scotchman?
Mr. NIMMO.-I ask to be allowed to
make one statement. An honorable member has asserted to-night that it was a
Scotchman who lately attempted to take
the life of the Queen, but the man who did it
was not a Scotchman. No Scotchman
ever attempted the Hfe of the Queen.
Mr. PEARSON.-I did not for one
moment suppose that the address referred
in any way to the recent horrible murders.
I would be extremely sorry to say anything
of the kind, because my doing so would
imply what I have no right to implynamely, that some members of the Irish
nation are guilty of those murders. vYe do
not know that to be the case, and, therefore,
we have so far to suspend our judgment in
the matter. But can any human being
say the same of the acts committed in
Ireland during the last year and a half?
No doubt, in many instances, those who
committed them were actuated by motives
of private revenge; but, nevertheless, no
one will deny that Ireland has, during the
period I mention, been in a state of suppressed resistance to the law; and I do
think that for those who signed the address
to choose the present time as that ill which
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to send messages of admiration to those
who have been the prime agents in all the
political movements going on there, and
to attribute moderation and calmness as the
particular political virtues of IrishmCl1-Mr. DUFFY.-The honorable member is
again mistaken. The document is addressed
to the Lord Mayor of Dublin, a member of
the House of Commons.
Mr. PEARSON.-I don't think the
honorable member for Dalhousie does justice
to himself when he attempts to get rid of
the charge against him by a subterfuge of
that kind. (" Oh !") I can usc no other
word than subterfuge. To say that a letter
published in the Irish organ in this city,
and intended for pUblication in Ireland, is
not practically addressed to the land leaguers
there, and their organization-to Mr. Parnell
and all the men more or less associated with
him-is to say more than common sense will
justify. I ask honorable members to consider whether the way in which the present
agitation in Ireland has been waged could
warrant such language as the following : "The manifestation of these virtues, so conspicuous in your calm unyielding resistance to
coercion, strengthens the strong claim you have
on us for support. The prudence and firmness
with which you are acting is an assurance to us
that victory will soon reward your heroic constancy."

Is it right to offer excuses for crime in this
way? I don't quarrel with the honorable
members who signed the address for using
terms of sympathy with those who want
legislative independence for Ireland, but I
do object to the usc of language which conveys a great deal more than that-which,
as I understand it, most assuredly commits
not only the Parliament but the whole community of Victoria to sympathy with the
worst forms of violence.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Sir, I certainly
did ;not expect that the House would be
called upon to enter upon an Irish debate
when we have on hand important business
connected with Victorian affairs to devote
oursel yes to. I am sure not.hing but barren and evil results can possibly flow from
this kind of discussion. 'Yhy honorable
members generally should take so deep an
interest in the affairs of Ireland at this
precise juncture I cannot possibly conceive.
Especially may I say that of honorable
members who would, if they had the power,
adopt legislation with regard to the Irish
residents in Victoria as bad as any ever
adopted towards Ireland by the English
Parliament. I say this deliberately, from
knowledge and conviction founded on many
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years of experience of some honorable J:llembers 'and those who sympathize with their
peculiar political views. I have not during
my career in this colony, which extends over
forty-four years, ever taken any share in any
political movement relating to my native
country. On the contrary, the only societies
connected with it that I have joined have
invariably been of a benevolent as well as
patriotic character-that is to say, based on
some movement of a charitable kind, such
as the relief of that country, or indeed of
any other, in the hour of its distress.
Nay, I may say more, namely, that whatever influence I have among my countrymen
in this colony, I have always used it to prevent
thc stirring up among them either directly
or indirectly of any feeling of animosity
towards any other class of the population.
Therefore, upon the point now at issue, I
can speak with the most perfect impartiality.
1'tlatters standing thus, when it was proposed
nearly a year ago to celebrate the centennial anniversary of one of the greatest men
not only of Ireland and the Irish Parliament, but also-considering the figure he
made there-of the House of Commons, and
I was applied to in relation to the matter,
I counselled the gentlemen who called on
me to drink to the memory of the illustrious
man in question upon a very fitting occasion, namely, the annual celebration of the
St. Patrick's Society-a purely non-political
association. vVhy those gentlemen took an
opposite course it is not for me to say, but
I think they see now that they did not act
in the wisest possible way, because I do not
believe there is any man in the community,
whether English, Scotch, or Irish, who would
have refused, on thc occasion I allude to, to
drink a toast to the memory of HE;lnry Grattan.
To couple that with another subject at this
precise time, when Ireland is undergoing the
greatest trial she ever underwent, is not, in
my opinion, a wise step. Therefore I have
not mixed myself up in the politics of Ireland
in any way. I gave that counsel-I thought
it sound aclvice-and I only regret it was
not followed. I venture to say now, as I
said 011 a former occasion, that it is beyond
the province of any man in this House to
investigate the causes which have led up to
the present position of affairs in Irelandit is utterly impossible for any human being
to do so in any form of debate or in any
form of pamphlet writing. The honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Pearson) is a
learned man and an author, but I assert
that he would find great difficulty, in writing
a history of Ireland, to trace out the causes
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of the present dissatisfaction in that country.
No one can regret more than I do the
crimes which have been committed in Ireland
-crimes which we lllUst all deplore-ana
the maddened action of some of the tenalltry
with regard to their rents and their grievances
against their landlords. But when honorable members see that one of the greatest
friends that Ireland ever had-I refer to
Mr. Gladstone-is badgered on the one
side by tories and landlords, and on the
other by leagues and foreign political in ..
fluence, they lllust realize how difficult it is
for us to interpose at all in such matters.
Never, in my opinion, was man in such a
cruel position as that great statesman is ill
now. He is anxious to do justice to both
classes, and he is thwarted at every turn.
Calmly looking on and reading intently, as
I do, everything which occurs both in
the Parliament of England, in the press,
and at meetings in Ireland, I yet would
be afraid, although I believe I have a
tolerably good grasp of the question, to
go on a public platform and propound
anything like a panacea for the existing
trouble. Therefore, I think it would be
very desirable if my countrymen here would
endeavour, as much as possible, to avoid
interfering in the exciting scene which is
now going on, aml particularly as the best
endeavours are being used to· bring the
question to a settlement. I say that it is
onr duty to show to our fellow colonists of
all nations that we want to dwell together
in harmony-that we want to unite in building up a great country. We here enjoy perfect liberty and great constitutional rights;
and although every Irish colonist would
naturally desire his native country to be
placed in the same fortunate position, yet it
is very desirable to love your country wisely
and not too well-certainly not to show
love by demonstrations which, when they
come to be valued, will be founel to be of
very little importance. Let me ask what
effect is a document of the kind now under
discussion, drawn up in a peculiarly slipshod form of language, even if it were signed
by every member of the House, likely to
have on the policy of the British Parlimnent?
vYhat effect will it have on the Lord Mayor
of Dublin or the other people in Ireland who
lllay read it? How far is it calculated to
serve the cause it espouses? 'Vhat good
is there in it? It is well known that the
great majority of the people in Ireland are
Catholic, and it is also well known-though
the fact has not been brought out as it
ought to be by our newspapers-that the
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_vast influence of the Irish bishops and
clergy, and especially of the parish priests,
has been directed unceasingly to allay the
agitation which has been going on. Their
influence for good has been so marked
that the Queen of England h\3rsel£ has
.recognised the efforts in that direction of
the present Archbishop of Dublin, Dr.
McCabe, who has recently been created
a cardinal. Both Queen and Pontiff have
honoured the man who is at the head of the
movement to pacify Ireland and keep the
peace in that country. In spite of this
influence, horrible acts have been perpetrated
by priyate individuals, but it is to the credit
of a large and influential class of all creeds
in Ireland that they have been using their
.very best endeavours to bring the present
disastrous state of affairs in that country to
a settlement as rapidly as possible. Under
these circumstances, I would respectfully
suggest to members of this House that they
shoulcl allow tIllS question of Irish affairs to
drop, and proceed with the business of the
colony.
Mr. GILLIES.-Sir, I hope this debate
will not be without its use. I think it will
tend to show honorable members who entertain strong opinions on the Irish question
that it is extremely desirable, before they
sign documents of the character now under
discussion, that they should weigh carefully
the probable consequences. In fact., if anytIring has been proyed during this debate,
it is that most of the gentlemen who signed
the document are now exceedingly sorry at
some of ihe language contained in it. Their
own common sense and,good jtldgment must
impel them to be so.". They must know
full well that although they may hold very
strong opinions, which they may sometimes
be anxious to express, with reference to the
way in which Ireland is governed, honorable
members in this House and other persons in
the colony-Englishmen, Scotchmen, and
even Irishmen-must resent the use of
language like that used in this document
when applied to Great Britain and Ireland,
und to the Sovereign. In fact, the effect of
such language is to prevent people of different nationalities living together in harmony in t.his colony as citizens of Victoria
llnd subjects of the British Crown. 'Unreasonable violence of language naturally
arouses a feeling of antagonism. Notlring
is gained by it. I think the gentlemen who
signed the document would have done infinitely better if they had taken the advice
of the honorable member for Belfast. I
confess t.hat when I read the document, and
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fOUl:j.d it signed by my friend, the honorable
member for Dalhousie, I was perfectly astounded. I really thought that he possessed
an amount of shrewd common sense and a
deliberate judgment which would have prevented him attaching his name to such a
document. I am certain, from the manifestation which has taken place in this House,
and fi'om what has transpired out-of-doors
-and I would remind honorable members
that the unexpressed public opinion of the
country is far stronger than the expressed
public opin~on-that if a large portion of the
community begin to entertain the opinion
that a few of their fellow colonists who are
Irishmen hold sentiments like those expressed in this document, it ,,;ill be a most
unfortunate thing for the Irish Roman
Catholics in this colony. Such sentiments
are calculated to set one class against another, to set religion against religion, to set
Englishmen and Scotchmen against a certain section of Irishmen. And yet we are
here not as individual Englishmen, Scotchmen, or Irishmen, but as Victorians; and, as
such, I say, we should do our best to promote
the general welfare of the Qmpire, and the
interests of our adopted land. I sincerely
trust that when any other document of this
kind is submitted to honorable members to
sign they will scan it more carefully, before
attaching their signatures, than they appear
to have done in this instance.
1\11'. P ATTERSON.-Sir, I must say
that the last two speeches arc a wholesome
relief to the debate. Theexpressiolls which
lmve proceeded from the honorable member
for Belfast are worthy of a true, honorable,
and loyal Irishmnn. I can add nothing to
what he and the honorable member for
Rodney (Mr. Gillies) have said; but I did
expect that, when they had the opportunity,
the honorable members who signed the
objectionable address about which this
debate has arisen would have had the candour to stand up in their places in this
House, and say they regretted their conduct, or that they were not aware of what
they signed, or that they did not endorse
the language contained in the clocumClit.
But what do we find? A shuffling proceeding all rounel. Talk of the wrongs of
Ireland, what do the honorable members
who signed the document know about
those wrongs? 'Vhy they were in baby
clothes when they left their native country,
and they have no more knowledge of what
is going on in Ireland than what they can
gather, as we all can gather, from the
newspapers. I entirely concur with the
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Ol)inion that it is most unwise for us in Victoria to seek to interfere in the disastrous
struggles which are going on at the other
side of the world. In the House of Commons, recently, lVIr. Forster stated that the
greatest support upon which the perpetrators
of outrages in Ireland relied was sympathy
from America-such sympathy as appears
to be entertained by the five members
who attached their signatures to this
document. That is the support which
perplexes that great statesman lVIr. Gladstone in dealing with a great national
-question.' These expressions of sympathy,
if they can be so called, are the treasonable
ancl seditious utterances which lead to
disorder. It should be recollected that
Ireland is still a part of the British Empire.
It should also be recollected that all Ireland
is not Roman Catholic, and that, while the
northern and eastern parts of that country
prosper and do well, the southern and western portions arc always in distress. vVhy,
during the recent famine, the Protestant
side of Ireland was prosperous, although the
other side was not.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-The famine
was universal.
Mr. PATTERSON.-I must express
the hope that whenever a document of this
character crops up in this country it will
be at once squelched. This Protestant
community desires to live on amicable terms
with all men, and will not allow any section
to send to the mother country a document
such as this in the name of the colony of
Victoria. I trust, with the honorable
member for Rodney, that this debate will
be a lesson to those of the signatories who
are Members of Parliament; that there
will be no more expressions, on their part,
of sympathy with Fenin.nism and disloyalty;
and that they will recollect tha t we are
attempting to raise here an Australian
nation, in which people of different countries
and rf.ligions may blend together and live
in peace and harmony. It is because I
entertain these feelings that I considered it
my duty, no matter what stigma might
attach to me for so doing, to call attention
to this matter. I am satisfied that, if this
House thought the course necessary, it
would not hesitate to transmit to the
mother country a declaration that it disavowed all such sentiments as those contained in the document; blit I think the
-opinions expressed by the honorable member
for Belfast and the honorable member for
Rodney are an ample set-off to the insignificant and silly statements of the
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signatories in this case. Certainly the
cheers with which those opinions were
greeted sufficiently indicate that a feelingan Australian feeling-prevails here amply
strong enough to teach these gentlemen
not again to commit an impropriety of such
a character. '
Mr. BENT.-lVIr. Speaker, anyone not
aware of the past doings of the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson)
would, perhaps, be inclined to think that
there was something very serious in the
matter under discussion; but I was told today that the honorable member put llis
question on the paper because Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen was the leader of the Government, and that he had boasted that he put
it on to trap Sir Bryan.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-I rise to order.
I merely desire to point out that the Minister of Railways is proceeding to state falsehood after falsehood.
The SPEAKER.-The honorable member must withdraw that language.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-I say he is not
making any statement which has any foulldation in fact.
Mr. MASON.-That is not withdrawing
the language.
The SPEAKER.- I understand the
honorable member for Cnstlemaine (Mr.
Patterson) withdraws his first statement.
Mr. BENT.-I don't think it is worth
my while to ask the honorable member to
withdraw what he said, because I know
what I say to be a positive fact. 1Ylay I
ask the honorable member for Belfast, who
professes on this occasion to be It loyal
Irishman, what took place between him and
the honorable member for Castlcmaine, last
evening, with reference to this matter?
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-I think it the
grossest impudence for the 1Ylinister of
Railways to ask me about a private conversation which I may have had with any
member of this House.
The SPEAKER. - The Minister of
Railways has no right to ask such a question.
Mr. BENT.-:-Then may I ask the loyal
Irish people of this country what they think
of the honorable member for Castlemaine
as the leader of the Protestant party? Let
me tell the honorable member that there
are in this Government men who know
more about loyalty than he ever did. Mny
I ask him whether some of the lllen who
signed the paper about which this discussion
has arisen are not 1110re loyal to the Crown
than he is? I would like to know whei'e,
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in the event of an attack upon the colony
by a hostile power, the honorable member
for Castlemaille would be found? I think
that, if any of the enemy's shots hit him,
they would hit him in the back instead of
the front. I will tell the honorable member
that the country is not going to be hoodwinked by him. In season and out of
season, he has tried to turn out the Government, but the Premier has more
loyalty i.n his little fing.er than the honorable member has in his whole body. I
am a native of Australia, and a good one
too. My father was an Englishman who
was prepared to fight loyally for the Crown
if necessary. I belong to a Government the
members of which are as loyal as the honorable member for Castlemaine and the
honorable member for Belfast. vYhy the
honorable member for Belfast has talked
as much treason as any of the gentlemen
who signed the paper. He complains that
a majority in this House go against his coreligionists.
Mr. GILLIES.-Let us get on with
business.
Mr. BENT.-I think I have as much
right to speal\: as the honorable member
for Rodney (Mr. Gillies). The honorable
member has thought fit to give us a lecture,
and I consider I ought to be allowed to
say what I have to say. There are a few
members of .this House who say that the
Government are disloyal-that they sympathize with this sort of thing and that sort
of thing; but I say we are as loyal as those
who speak in that way.
Mr. GILLIES.-Do you approve of this
document?
Mr. BENT.-I am not called upon to
say. The motion before the House is that
the Speaker leave the chair; and I would
not hav!) risen at all except for the purpose
of unmasking, in a very small way, the thinlipped loyalty of the honorable member for
Castlemaine. vYhat was the object of the
honorable. member in putting his question
to the Premier? The honorable member
asked the Premier whether he intended to
take any action with respect to the document which has been alluded to, and the
Premier replied that he did not.
Mr. R. CLARK.-vYas that any answer ?
Mr. BENT.-Probably it was not the
answer that would suit the honorable melllbel' for Castlemaine, but it was an answer
so close to the point that it could not be
misunderstood. However, as this is private
members' night, I will not occupy the attention of the House further.

Mr. MUNRO.-Sir, I think it a pity
that the Minister of Railways got up to
interfere in this matter at all. I believe it
is a fact generally admitted that of the
gentlemen who signed the document some
did not read it at all, and that those who
did read it did not understand that some
portions of it could bear the construction
they do. The statement of the honorable
member for Dalhousie that he signed the
document under the impression that it
referred to the past shows that he did not
read one paragraph which clearly expresses
sympathy with things that are going on now.
I confess that personally I have a large
amount of sympathy indeed for the tenants
of Ireland, for the reason that I have
witnessed actions on the part of landlords in Scotland which could not be
exceeded in cruelty by the. landlords of
Ireland. But, while I say this, I do
not at
sympathize with the crimes
which have been committed in Ireland; and
I am sure the members of this House who
signed the document did not intend to
sympathize with those crimes; but the only
construction which can be put upon certain
portions of the document is that there is
sympathy with all the proceedings which
have taken place, in defiance of constituted
authority, in Ireland. I believe, from what
I have read, that Mr. Parnell does not
sympathize with those crimes-that what
he desires is to relieve his fellow countrymen
from the great amount of injustice to which,
as he considers; ·~hey have been subjected.
Still the crimes al;e committed. No doubt,
as has been said already, it is a disgrace to
Ireland that the perpetrators of the crimes
have not been found out and punished. I
consider it a pity that the document did
not contain some expression of the abhorrence of the signatories at the crimes.
However, what I got up principally to say
was that I think it a pity that any member
of the Ministry should appear, if only
inferentially, to approve of these things.
In this country we are all Victorians, and
therefore it is matter for regret that the
Minister of Railways should indulge in
language liable to the construction that he
a pproves of the signing of the document.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-No. vYhat he
sought to do was to expose the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson).
Mr. MUNRO.-It does not matter what
the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson), or ~'hat the honorable member
for Richmond (Mr. Smith) says, but it
does matter when a Minister of the Crown
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speaks with approval of the signing of a
document like that which has been brought
under the notice of the Assembly.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-He never said he
approved of signing it.
Mr. MUNRO.-If the honorable member
for Richmond had listened, he would know
t.hat the Minister of Railways expressed
approval of the conduct of honorable members who signed t.h~ document. I believe
he did so inadvertently, but it is a pity he
did so at all. I am perfectly satisfied that
the honorable members who signed t.htl
document did not intend to convey to the
people of Ireland the meaning which the
document really does convey; I believe no
evil intention existed on the part of any of
them; and therefore I trust this debate
will now close.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-Mr. Speaker, I
cannot allow this discussion to terminate
without entering my protest against the
course taken by certain members of this
House. I think the Minister of Railways
was unwise in rising and making the observations he did; I submit that he ought
not, by word or gesture, to have conveyed
the impression that he, as a member of the
Government, approves of the document.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-He did not.
Mr. RIOHARDSON. - He did not
condemn it; and I say that, if he did not
condemn it, he approved of it. (" Oh ! ")
I regret exceedingly that the Premier did
not condemn it. I consider the Minister of
Railways went out of his way to attack the
honorable member for Belfast. That honorable member, I think, acquitted himself
to-night in a way which will redound to his
credit, and also to the credit of the country
which he belongs to. Before this document
was drawn up and signed, the honorable
member for Belfast gave advice to those
who drew up the document and to those who
signed it.
Mr. DUFFY.-He did not say that.
Mr. RICHARDSON;- The honorable
member for Belfast stated that he did not
consider it right to go beyond an. aclmowledgment of the services of Mr. Grattan.
He also said he gave advice that there should
be no interference with the state of political
matters in Ireland at the present time.
Mr. DUFFY.-He did not advise the
honorable members who signed the document.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I decline to be
interrupted.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I rise to order.
The honorable member for Creswick (Mr.
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Richardson) charges honorable members
with having deliberately acted contrary to
advice, and an honorable member rises in his
place to contradict the statcmeI~t. Surely
that honorable member ought to be allowed
a hearing.
The SPEAKER.-The mle of Parlia. ment is that when an honorable member is
·addressing the House, no one has the right
to interrupt for the mere purpose of making
a personal explanation, unless the honorable
member speaking chooses to give way.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Perhaps I may
be allowed to mention that I never said I
had a conversation with the honorable members referred to. The conversation I had was
with the authors of the movement.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-It appears then
that the honorable member for Belfast gave
advice to the authors of the movement, and
that the advice was not taken. 'VeIl, the
document is drawn up, and it is signed.
The honorable members who sign it have
stated to-night that they did not intend to
express any disloyalty to the empire, and
yet those honorable members deliberately
defend the statements in the document.
But will any honorable member who reads
that document say it is a document which
ought to be signecl by any member of this
House? It cannot be doubted that Ireland is now in a state of rebellion against
the British Crown, yet honorable members
who have signed the document, although in
this House they avow loyalty to the British
Crown, express deep sympathy with the
rebellion in Ireland, and promise that it
shall have their support. The honorable
member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) has referred to the proceeding as one calculated to
set class against class. The honorable
member for Ballarat East (Mr. Brophy)
charges the honorable member for Castlemaine with trying to raise a cry in this
country, but the cry is raised already by the
honorable members who signed the document.
It is a cry which we all should resent and
condemn, as we should resent and condemn
the circumstances that gave rise to it. It is
because I desire not to hear that cry that
I condemn honorable members for expressing their sympathy with the rebellion
in Ireland in the way in which it is expressed in this document. I consider it
a very serious thing that there has been
such an expression of sympathy with the
document, ancl such an expression of disgust
at the honorable member for Oastlemaine
for raising the question; but I have no
hesitation in saying that if the honorable
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member for Castlemaine had not asked the
question which he addressed to the Premier
I would have asked it myself, because I feel
that the sending home of the document is
placing an indignity upon Irish people who
are loyal, and who will not be at all disposed
to appreciate such expressions of sympathy.
The Minister of Railways has spoken about
the document without condemuing it; or the
action of the members of this House who
have signed it, and it must be taken that he
spoke on behalf of the Government.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-He never said
a word about the document.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I think the
honorable gentleman is mistaken. My impression on the point is very different. The
Minister of Railways did not condemn· the
document, and, as he hIlS spoken on behalf of the Government, it is the duty of
the Premier to rise and state that the
Government do not approve of sucha document, unless, indeed, they do approve of it.
'Vhen intelligence arrived in this colony of
the murder of Lord Frederick Cavendish and
Mr. Burke in Phoonix Park, Dublin, the Premier submitted a resolution to this House,
and the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) suggested an addition to it, the addition being a word of encouragement to Mr.
Gladstone not to permit these outrages to
prevent him from following the course he
was pursuing in order to alleviate the injustice which the people of Ireland consider
they are suffering under. It was not deemed
wise that the House should interfere by
offering any opinion about the complaints
of the Irish people either one way or the
other; but I have a' strong impression that
the members who have signed the document
which has led to the present debate werethe
loudest in refusing to sanction the course
suggested by the honorable member for
Geelollg. If, however, it was legitimate for
them to sign such a document, most certainly the suggestion of the honorable
member for Geelong was a legitimate one
to adopt. The enormity of the offence in
signing' this document is only apparent
when taken into consideration with the
circumstances existing nt the present time.
I do not object to honorable members sympathizing with the people of lrelnncl. I
llave my own sympathies with them. Although it would be impossible to trace aU
the causes which have led up to the present
disaffection in Ireland and their origin,
I believe that I sufficiently understand the
reasons of that disaffection, and I would
have no hesitation in stating them if tIllS
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were the proper time and occasion to do
so. But the enormity of the offence committed by those honorable members who
have signed the document in question consists in the character of the language useel
in the document considered in connexion
with the particular circumstances at present
surrounding Irish affairs. vYhat is meant
by the term "foreign despotism" used in
the document? 'Vho is the foreign despot
referred to ? It cannot be the Queen of
England, because she is not a despot, and,.
. moreover, those honorable members who
have signed the document profess their
loyalty to the Queen. Then it must be Mr.
Gladstone who is referred to, who rules the
empire so far as the United Kingdom and
Ireland are concerned.
Mr. O'CALLAGHAN.-No; it refers
to antecedents.
l\'1r. RICHARDSON.-VY e are not dealing with antecedents, but with the existing
state of things. vYe are dealing with the
present rebellion in Ireland, and honorable
members have expressed their sympathy
with that rebellion. vYhat . is the use of
going back to the time of the Flood, or to
events which occurred in Ireland 800 years
ago? How can the present Government of
England be responsible for those events?
If all the honorable members who signed
the document will say, as the honorable
member for Villiers and Heytesbury (Mr.
Toohey) has said, that they signed it by
inadvertence-that they did not know what
the document contained-there will be some
excuse for them, and there need be no more
debate on the subject; but instead of doing
that, some honorable members who signed it
defend the contents of the document. . Mr.
Gladstone has done much more to relieve
the people of Ireland than mallY people think
wise. The landlords of Ireland and the
landlords of England think that he has
gone too far, and the conservative feeling in
any country will view his actions in the
same light. Notwithstanding all that he
has done to alleviate the sufferings of Ireland, Mr. Gladstone has been threatened
and spoken of in the most violent terms,
and murders and gross outrages have been
committed. Thinking that the murders
and other outrages were ceasing, and t~lat
he saw an opportunity for making further
concessions to the Irish people, Mr. Gladstone sent them a message of peace and
good-will by Lord Frederick Cavendish,
who was immediately seized and assassinated. And this is the time at which certain
members of this House have signed an
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nddress to the Irish people congratulating
them on the great succcss they are achieving
in the work they are engaged in. Is there
anything which can justify such a document? Every man who has any feeling of
loyalty to the British Empire must condemn
it. I regret exceedingly to have to cast
any reflections on the honorable members
who have signed that document, but I feel
bound to enter my protest against the course
which they have adopted-a course which
is fraught with danger; and is creating evils
that we don't yet see the end of. It is
creating a feeling of nation against nation,
and class against class, which ought not to
exist in any country if it can be prevented.
I never admired the wisdom of the honorable member for Belfast so much as I did
to-night. The honorable member's speech
was admirable in every respect. The honorable member said that the Archbishop of
Dublin and the authorities of his church
have always been on the side of law and
order, but there is one thing which occurred
to my mind when he made that statement
which I would ask the honorable member
to explain if he were now present. There
have been innumerable outrages find innumerable murders committed in Ireland,
and many men have been placed on their
trial for those murders and outrages,
but they have generally been acquitted.
I have read accounts of judges remarking
that it was a singular thing that they could
not under any circumstances get a verdict
against those men; and in some cases
where the judge has even given a direction
as to the course which the jury should take,
the jury have not agrced.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-vYhat right has a
judge to direct a jury?
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I am stating a
fact; I am not arguing a point of law. I
want to show-and I think I .am doing so
successfully-that the address which has
been sent to the people of Ireland ought not
to have been sent, because it is encouraging a lawless state of things; it is encouraging the destruction of life and property. It cannot be unknown to the clergy
who the murderers m;e.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-How do you know?
Mr. RICHARDSON.-These men go
to confession, and I have not seen anyone
case in which the rites of the church have
been refused to any of these men, but I have
seen statements as to the rites of the church
being refusedto persons who were guilty of
offences, not against society, but against
the church. In the remarks which I have
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made on this subject., I have had no desire
to say anything that would grate on the
feelings of any honorable member, and I
trust that I have not done so. I, however,
could not allow the matter to pass over
without entering my vrotest against the
course which certain honorable members
have adopted in signing the document which
is the subject of this debate. I trust that
what has been said will be a warning to
them not to be again tempted into such a
course of procedure.
~Ir. BROPHY.-I hope that the honorable member for Creswick (Mr. Richardson) will withclraw a remark which he
made towards the close of his speech.. The
honornble member said that the clergy of
the church to which I have the honour to
belong knew certain facts with reference to
the murders recently committed in Ireland,
and that they did not disclose them. It is
not necessary for me to defend the church,
as it is able to defend itself very well; but
the honorable member has made use of an
expression in this House which I am sure
he ought to be ashamed of.
Mr. BO'YMAN.-Sir, I am very s01'ry
that such a document as this address to
the people of Ireland was ever signed at all,
and I am also sorry that the matter has
been brought before this Chamber, because
it CRn only add to the waste of time which
has already taken place this' session. I
don't think that any member of the House
sympathizes with the action taken by certain sections of the community in Ireland,
but why should the Irish nation be blamed
for what one 01' two persons do ? Did not
a Scotchman shoot at the Queen of England the other day ?
An HONORABLE MEMDER.-He is an
Englishman and a lunatic.
Mr. BOWMAN.-I will take it that he is
an Englishman. He may also be a lunatic,
and there may be lunatics in Ireland who
would be guilty of the same act. No member
of this House sympathii::cs with the agrarian
outrages which have been committed in Ireland, but the object of the honorable member
for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) in the course
which he has adopted to-night is to ride a
hobby that he has had before him for the
last two or three months. What did the
honorable member say at a caucus the other
day? I was not present, but I understand
he said-" Let us get up the Protestalit
cry; that is the right card to play." That
is what the honorable member is doing tonight-he is trying to get up the Protestant cry. I am as good a Protestant as
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the honorable member is, but I would be
sorry to set class against class either in the
country or in Parliament. The honorable
member is the greatest intriguer and the
greatest political traitor who evor sat in
this Chamber. He has been so ever since
he entered Parliament-ever since he addressed his first meeting in Castlemaine.
He was then returned on the constitutional
ticket and as a free-trader, but when he got
into the Berry Ministry he advocated pro~ction, and he now sits amongst protectionists. The honorable member, I say, is
a political traitor. A traito}: is· a man who
is false to any trust that is placed in him.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Get a lookingglass.
Mr. BOvVMAN.-I defy any man to
prove that I ever was false to any promise
or pledge that I gave on the hustings, but
I am sorry that I cannot say the same of
the honorable member for Castlemaine.
What is the honorable. member doing now?
He is intriguing with the honorable member for Belfast. vVhat for? vVe all know
that it is to get office. He tried to intrigue
with the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry), and I am sorry the honorable
member listened to him, when an attempt
was made to form a coalition to put out the
present Government. If treason is to be
debated in this House, I would like to see
the honorable member for Castlemaine
brought up here for treason and treachery.
No one has been guilty of treason against
his political associates to the extent that he
has. The honorable member has sold every
party he has been connected with. The
honorable member for Geelong told me himself that he took the honorable member for
Castlemaine into the .last Government
because he was frightened of him.
.
Mr. O'CALLAGHAN.-He told me he
would never take him in again.
Mr. BOWMAN.-I will not detain the
House any longer, but I could not allow
the tirade of abuse which the honorable
member for Oastlemaille has indulged in
against certain honorable members to pass
by unnoticed. Those honorable members
may be guilty of an act of indiscretion, but
I do not see why the time of the House
should be occupied for a whole evening with
a debate of this sort, and I hope that other
honorable members will take the same view
of the matter.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Mr. Speaker, I
refrained from making any observations to
the House with reference to this matter in
the hope that it would quietly die out, and
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that there would be no further delay in
proceeding with the ordinary course of
business. One or two honorable members,
however, have appealed to me, and found
fault with mo for not alluding to the action
of those honorable members whose conduct
has given rise to this discussion. I will,
therefore, take the opportunity of offering a
few remarks. I may state that my attention was called to the document ill question, and that when I read it I regretted
that a number of ill-considered expressions
had been used in it-expressions which I
regret the more because in this mixed community there are a number of gentlemen
who do not put the same construction on
them as the honorable members who signed
the docu.ment do. From my knowledge of
those honorable members I must say that,
in my opinion, there are no more loyal
members in this House than they are. In
a case of this kind honorable members
must have regard to the subject-matter
with reference to wllich the document was
signed. As I understand, the occasion on
which it was got up was. the centenary of
one of the great events in Irish historythe centenary of the declaration of inde·
pendence by the volunteers of 1782, led on
by the immortal Grattan. A resolution
was arrived at at that time that no power
on earth save the Crown and the Lords
and Commons of Ireland had a rig1lt to
make laws for Ireland. That principle is
maintained by a majority of Irishmen,
and I hope that I will maintain it to
my dying breath. It came about, as
honorable members are aware, that there
was a union between the Parliaments of
Great Britain and Ireland. The crown of
Ireland being vested in the same person as
the crown of England-two independent
crowns and a united Parliament-the nation
became the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Ireland. And yet, so distinct
a kingdom is Ireland that, if honorable members look through the Statutes passed by
the Imperial Parliament for the past 80
years, IHld up to the present time, I venture
to say that they will find this addendum to
a number of them-" This Statute applies
.
to Ireland only."
Mr. MUNRO.-The same is the case in
regard to Scotland.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-I am merely
pointing out that, while there is. a union
of Great Britain and Ireland, the Statutes
are still distinct-there are Statutes passed
for Ireland alone. The union of Great
Britain aud Ireland was brought about, as

The IdBn Q'ltestion.

[MAY 31.]

honorable members are aware, by an unreformed Parliament in Ireland. Out of 300
members who sat in that Parliament, only
70 odd were elected representatives by the
counties, cities, and boroughs, and everyone
of those elected representatives voted against
the union of Great Britain and Ireland. The
228 nominees voted the other way; and it
has been alleged-and honorable members
who have read the history of the times, and
seen the records which have been published,
must be aware that such is the factthat these nominees got somewhere about
two millions of money, and titles were
scattered among them right and left, in
order that they might be induced to vote
away the independence of their country.
I think that step was a great mistake,
and the majority of Irishmen believe the
same. I do not want to force my opinion on any Englishman, Scotchman, or
Irishman who differs from me. I know
that a number of Irishmen, and the majority
of Englishmen and Scotchmen, differ from
me on this question, but perhaps they have
not studied Irish history in the same way
that I have done, or they might agree with
my opinions. They may have been imbued
with the views which they hold by a different
course of reading. However, I understand
that a number of gentlemen assembled recently in Melbourne for the purpose of
celebrating the centenary to which I have
referred, and that a committee was appointed
and an address was drawn up. It seems to
have been the production of one or two persons, and to have been signed without much
consideration by a number of members of
this House. But the construction to be
put upon the document must have reference
to the event which those gentlemen were
commemorating. It wasoneof the brightest
. days in the history of Ireland when the
resolution of 1782 was passed. I may
recall to honorable members a matter which
occurred not many years ago in this House,
when some very strong resolutions were
moved by the present Mr. Justice Higinbotham. One of them ran as follows : -

Ooftauct of Members.

46ft

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Another of the
resolutions was to this effect : "That this House protests against any interference by legislation of the Imperial Parliament with the internal affairs of Victoria, except
at the instance, or with the express consent, of
the people of the colony."

The last of the resolutions was as follows:"That the Legislative Assembl, will support
Her Majesty's Ministers for VIctoria in any
measures that may be necessary for the purpose
of securing the recognition of the exclusive
right of Her Majesty and of the Legislative
Council,and Legislative Assembly' to make laws
in and for Victoria in all cases whatsoever,' and
putting an early and final stop to the unlawful
mterference of the Imperial Government in the
domestic affairs of this colony."

These resolutions were debated by the House
for some nights. I do not say that I agree
with the terms of them, but they occupied
the attention of leading members of the
House, and they relate to a cognate subject
to that which honorable members who have
signed the document now under discussion
sympathize very strongly with. A large
proportion of Irishmen and of the descendants of Irishmen sympathize strongly with
the idea of obtaining self-government for
Ireland, be it called a state of independence
or home rule, or any other name you like;
but certainly the honorable member for
Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) fell into a
grave error when he introduced something
about the "Fenian craze." As I understand, that American body propose to
establish a kind of Irish republic as an
additional state to the United States. With
that object, I think, very few sympathize.
But the honorable member for Castlemaine
and other honorable members are not aware
of the exact state of feeling in Ireland, and
of the anxious desire of the party called
"repealers," "home rulers," "federalists,"
or whatever may be the title applied to them .
Their whole object, whatever they may be
called, is to obtain self-government for
Ireland, the same as we have in Victoria,
in order that the British Empire may be
more powerful and more strengthened than
it is at present, that Ireland may have a
share in the government and progress of
that
great empire, and that there shall be
"That the care of the political rights and interests of a free people can be safely intrusted one united and contented people.
only to a body appointed by and responsible to
Mr. PATTERSON.-That is not what
that people."
.
the document says.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-The honorable
Honorable members will see that a body in
which there are only 100 Irish members, member must read· the document in the
and 550 English and Scotch members, is light of the history with which it is connot a body "appointed by and responsible nected. As I understand the document, it
was not written nor was it addressed to the
to" the people of Ireland.
Mr. MUNRO .-There are only 45 Scotch Land League, or to any organization, but
to a people who are engaged in an undying
members in .the House of Commons.
SESe
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struggle for' self-government-a struggle
which was begun the day after the Union
was accomplished, and will continue as long
as the Irish race continues. I hope that
the children of every Irishman in Australia
- I shall certainly train my own to do sowill hold the view that Ireland shall have
self-government, and that self-government
is not only compatible with unity, but will
be the greatest blessing that can be bestowed 011 the United Kingdom of Great
Britain and Irelalld. I may instance, in
support of this proposition, the case of
Hungary. Many years ago, when I was a
young man, Austria was looked upon as an
empire that was breaking to pieces. It was
convulsed with rebellion. Hungarian armies
were marching upon the capital. That
Hungarian revolution was put down, but
what did the Emperor of Austria do? He reorganized a federal government, and had independent self-government for each province
of Austria.. The result is that Hungary is
now the brightest gem in the Austrian confederacy, and Austria is one of the leading
powers of Europe, and bids fair to continue, as
far as can be seen, one of the largest empires
in Europe. I regret that one subject has
been iutroduced into this debate by the honorable member for Creswick (Mr. Richardson). There is such a thing as invincible
ignorance, and I am rather inclined to attribute some of the observations of the honorable member for Creswick to invincible
ignorance than to any worse quality. The
honorable member, most unwarrantably, cast
the darkest slander I ever heard spoken in
this House against the church of which I
am a member. The honorable member
stated that the clergy of the church must
know the actual perpetrators of the outrages
in Ireland, through the means of the sacrament of confession, and that they had not
refused the rites of the church to those
persons.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-Not as far as I
know.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I am afraid that
the honorabl~ member knows very little about
the subject. In the first place, if any clergyman of the church has revealed to him in
confession, by the highest or the lowest of
his congregation, any fault or crime, he is
bound by his ordination vow not to disclose
to mortal man what is revealed to him in
confession, and there is not an instance,
since the church was a church, in which the
seal of confession was ever broken. Confession without that safeguard would be a
most dangerous institution; and it is .that
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safeguard which, in my eyes, proves it to be
a divine institution. The honorable member
also said that the last rites of the church were
granted to these murderers.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-No; I did not
say that.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I heard the
words. I will ask the honorable member if
he remembers a scene on Calvary, when our
Lord and Saviour turned to the penitent
thief and said-" This day shalt thou be
with me in Paradise"? At the very last
moment the words of ab:3olution were pronounced upon the penitent thief. If the
honorable. member will only think over his
statements before he makes them, he will
never venture to slander a church that will
stand unblemished before the world notwithstanding the erroneous accusations hurled
against it.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-The Premier luis.
made a statement which does me an injustice. I did not say that the rites of the
church had been granted to these men. 1
.said that the criminals must have been
known to the church, but that I did not see
from the press that the rites of the church
had been refused to them.
Mr. BERRY.-Mr. Speaker, I am certainly not going to follow the Premier in
the latter part of his remarks, but I wish
to call the attention of the House to the
unsatisfactory position in which the honorable gentleman has left the question which
has formed the real subject of debate this
evening. No one will dispute the theory
which the Premier has advanced that it is
quite competent for honorable members,
whether they are Irishmen, Scotchmen, 'or
Englishmen, to hold their own opinions in
regard to the political condition of Ireland.
I do not think that anyone will object to
the Premier being a home ruler, or having
a large number of converts in this colony to'
his views in that regard. Probably home
rule may be right and suitable for Ireland;
but that is not the question before us.
Honorable members may agree to differ on
that point.
Certainly the liberals and
democrats of the colony would sympathize
with any people who believed that they were
. struggling for a right principle in government, and would allow those people to be
the judges of their own political conduct;
but the matters brought before the House
to-night are something very different from
this. I do not know whether the Premier
intended to justify the language of the document which has been brought llnder the
attentiQll of honorable members.
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No; I said I He was not on the committee, but, having
confidence in it, he signed the paper when
did not.
Mr. BERRY.-If the honorable gentle- it was placed before him. In fact, he adman had made that statement earlier in mitted that he practically signed the docuthe evening, I think that there would ment without reading it. If a similar exhave been no debate. I believe that was cuse had been offered by the other members
all that was required. If the honorable who signed the document, the whole discusmembers who have signed the document sion would have been over in half-an-hour.
had taken a similar course to that which I rose, however, chiefly to enter my protest
the Premier has adopted, certainly there against what appeared to me-and I have
would have been no debate-everybody watched the debate very carefully-to be an
would have been satisfied. They know that attempt to justify the language of the
I said to them privately-" I expect you document. I think it would be a disgrace
signed the document without reading it," to this Legislature if it went forth to the
and one or two of them laughed, and world that any of its members had the
replied-" To tell you the truth, I did." slightest sympathy with the outrageous
If that had been said publicly, when the language used, or the slightest sympathy
question was first raised this evening, the with the perpetrators of the late murders in
House might have thought them very Ireland, or the other murders and outrages
indiscreet in signing the document, but that which have taken place there. That is not
would have been all. The address contains fair political warfare, and it ought to be
language which is ·objectionable from every condemned alike by Irishmen, Englishmen,
point of view. Giving the widest latitude, and Scotchmen~. I rose because I thought
in a constitutional manner, that can be con- , the debate had not expressed this in sufficeded to any Irishman who believes that ciently unmistakable terms, and not in
Ireland is suffering considerable wrong, I do order to fasten the odium of this document
not think that the language used in this on any honorable member. Some of the
document can be justified; and to attempt honorable members who signed it know
to cover it~ impropriety by the occasion on that I have said to them privately, in order
which it was drawn up does not better it in to give them a way of escape-" I believe
anyway. The only course open to those who you never read it, and you have only got to
signed it was to give a practical apology to say so." I sincerely hope that this debate
the House for the language uscd in the will not produce the slightest impression
address. That, I think, would have been a here-and especially not in the old country
satisfactory course. We cannot forget that -that we have the least sympathy with
this language is us.ed not in ordinary peace- outrages. I am not speaking of the objects
ful times. If it means anything it means of the Irish people. I do not question
sympathy with what has been done by all their right to go for a free Parliament if
the Irish people, whether the committee of they like-they are the best judges of their
the Land League, Members of Parliament, own affairs-but I say they have a right to
or those who take the law into their own do it only in a peaceful and constitutional
hands, in order to accomplish a certain manner, above all when there is at the head
policy. It can only be taken as a justifi- of affairs a statesman like Gladstone, who
cation of all the outrages lately committed has done more for Ireland during the last
in Ireland. That is the meaning of the twenty years than was done during centuries
document. It is no use shutting our eyes before. The only man who can give subto the fact. I do not believe, however, stantial justice to any part of the empire
that such was the intention of any of the is now at the helm, and yet he appears to
members of the House who signed the be hated more intensely than any man who
address; but the document ought to have ever rode roughshod over the people of
been either condemned or apologized for. Ireland. I desire now to say a word to
What, however, do we find? The hon- the honorable member for Maryborough
orable member for Villiers and Heytesbury (Mr. Bowman). I tell that honorable
(Mr. Toohey) has given a satisfactory ex- member that if he is going to mention in
planation. He has intimated that he was at public any chance remark which may have
a certain celebration of some event in Irish been made to him in confidence, then no
history, when it was resolved that an address maJl will hold any conversation with him
should be forwarded to the people of Ireland in futnre.
in commemoration of that event, and a comMr. BOWMAN.-It was not in confimittee was formed t() draw up the addres9. dence.
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Mr. BERRY.-The honorable member
has placed a totally false construction upon
the remark I made. The remark did not
bear the meaning which he endeavoured to
~x upon it to-night. The honorable member has talked of "traitors." Has there
ever been a bigger traitor to the liberal
party than the honorable member himself?
It does not lie in his mouth to talk about
treachery. He did more individually to
bi'eak up the liberal party than any other
man I know of. vVhen the late Government was formed, he went up the country
and endeavoured to do all he possibly could
to prevent the re-election of one of its
members. He also took every opportunity
in this House to do all the damage he possibly could to that Government, because,
forsooth, he did not like one of the Ministers. According to the honorable member,
any man is justified in being a traitor to
his party if he is not satisfied exactly
with all the members of the Ministry,
or if he himself is not one of them.
Why, if that be accepted as an excuse for
political treachery, I say we shall never
have political honesty in the country at all,
because excuses like that are as plentiful as
mushrooms, and can be picked out by any
member for any purpose. I was not going
to attack the honorable member but that
he, knowing what he had done himself to
break up the liberal party, chose to attack
another honorable member, about whom I
am not going to express any opinion.
When the honorable member does that,
and drags my name in by putting a false
construction on a chance remark I made,
thinking I was speaking amongst friends
and not amongst ea.vesdroppers who would
repeat my words, I SfiY again that scarcely
finy honorable member of the House· will
Cfire about having any conversation with him
at all.
Mr. BOvVMAN.-I desire to make a
personfil explanation.
The SPEAKER.-I must remind the
honorable member that a personal explanation only extends to language which has
been used by himself, find which may have
been misunderstood.
Mr. BOWMAN.-The remarks which
the honorable member for Geelong has
uttered are quite at variance with truth.
The circumstances are these: when the
honorable member for Mandurang (Mr.
vVilliams) was taken into the late Government, I, as one of the party at the tim~e
and I was not alone, because there were
twelve or thirteen other members of the
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same opinion-objected, knowing what he
had been guilty of, and that the party could
not work with him. During a conversation
which took place, Mr. Patterson's name
cropped up, and the words Mr. Berry used
to me were-" I was compelled to take him,
or he would have been in opposition next
week."
Mr. BERRY.-No.
Mr. BOWMAN.-I think I can find
other honorable members who can prove
what I say if the honorable member denies
it.
Mr. LEVIEN.-I rise chiefly with the
object of protesting against what appears to
me a great waste of the public time. Surely
an ex-Minister of the Crown, like the
honorable member for Creswick (Mr. Richardson) , can find something better to do
than to utter slanders which are a disgrace
to this House. The honorable member
stated thfit it was within the knowledge of
certain clergymen who the persons were
who committed murders in Ireland, but
they declined to divulge it. Such a slander
is unworthy of even the honorable member
for Creswick, and I trust we shall never
hear the like of it repeated in the House.
I think it was hardly fair for the honorable
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) to seek to
make the present question, of all others, a
party question, and to endefivour to sheet
home to the leader of the Government that
it was his duty to stand up and either condemn or approve the address which has been
referred to. It is clearly not the duty of
the Government to take upon themselves
such a responsibility. The charge preferred
by the honorable member for Castlemaine
(Mr. Patterson) has been answered, I think,
satisfactorily by the honorable members
concerned, and at that point I think the
D,latter might very well have been allowed
to drop. It was, perhaps, as well that he
did elicit some information as to their action,
but it would have been better if any further
debate on the matter had been conducted
outside this House.
The motion" That the Speaker do leave
the chair" was then put and negatived.
SERPENTINE WEIR.
Mr. FISHER asked the Minister of
Water Supply when it was proposed to
commence the erection of the Serpentine
weir?
Mr. C. YOUNG remarked that the
House had been already informed that it
was not the intention of the Government
to construct any waterworks withhi the
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J.\IIr. HALL asked the Minister of Public
Instruction when he would be in a position
to call for tenders for the erection of a State
school at Nagambie?
Mr. GRANT said the department were
negotiating for the purchase of a site, and
when one was obtained the erection of a
SEED WHEAT FOR SELECTORS. school would be proceeded with.
.
:Mr. McCOLL asked the Minister of
Mr. McKEAN asked the Minister of
Agriculture if he would promptly make Public Instruction if he would amend the
inquiry into the distressed circumstances rules and regulations under the Education
of selectors on the Northern Plains, conse- Act so that the hours of polling for members
quent on the water famine, with a view to of boards of advice-namely, nine a.m. until
supply, by way of loan, seed wheat, as the four p.m.-should be altered to eight a.m.
South Australian Government had done, until five p.m. ? Many persons residing in
to all who could not crop their land this the suburbs of Melbourne were at present
season without such temporary assistance ? prevented from voting, as they left for their
He observed that he had been over the business in Melbourne before nine a.m., and
district in question, and he had seen fields did not return until after four p.m.
ploughed for which the farmers had not money
Mr. GRANT stated that there would beno
to procure seed wheat, and he believed objection to make the alteration suggested.
temporary help would be a great boon.
if it would be for the public convenience to
Mr. C. YOUNG remarked that this do so.
question had engaged his attention for a
NORTH-WESTERN CANAL.
considerable time past, and he had caused
Mr. McCOLL asked the Minister of.
inquiries to be made into every case that
came under his notice as to whether the Water Supply when he would instrnct Mr.
Government should interfere or not. He Murray, C.E., to proceed with the survey.
directed one of the most experienced Crown for the North-Western Surface Canal,
lands bailiffs to investiga te the matter from the Goulburn westward? He obthoroughly, and, after considering his re- served that last se'ssion the 'sum of £500
port, he (Mr. Young) had come to the was unanimously voted by the House fOl'
conclusion that it would be Ullwise for the a contour sunTey for a snrface calial in
Government to take any action. The bailiff the north-western district.. The survey
gave the details of every case inquired into, was commenced, but, after extending about.
and out of a large number there appeared 40 miles, it was stopped by the Minister in
to be only one in which the selector could defiance of the unanimous resolution of the.
not obtain seed wheat. It spoke remark- Assembly.
Mr. C. YOUNG stated that he had
ably well for the indomitable energy and independence of character of the selectors carried the survey as far as he promised to
that, notwithstanding the reverses they had do when the vote was being passed by the
suffered, they had been able to get the seed House. He did not intend to spend any'
into the ground this year. He desired more money on the survey until the portion
also to pay a tribute of praise to the store- executed had been utilized, and he diclnot
keepers and others in the locality who had mean to do anything to further what he
advanced seed, and even money, to enable believed to be a sham-the N orth-vVestern
Canal.
the farmers to carryon their operations.

boundaries of municipal bodies formed into
a water trust. The Serpentine weir would
be constructed by the local water trust, and
not by the Government. (Mr. Fisher"Will you let them have the money? ")
Yes, they would receive the money.

MURRUMBEENA RAILWAY
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
ACCIDENT.
Mr. FISHER asked the Minister of
Public Instruction whether the department
Mr. DEAKIN asked the Acting Miniswould consent to the request of the residents ter of Railways if he had any objection t.o
to remove the school at Mincha West to lay upon the table of the House the papers,
Macorna? He remarked that there was relating to the J.\IIul'l'umbeena railway acci-'
only one school for the two places named, dent, and the dismissal of Mr. Tweedie j'
which were some miles apart, and the great also the papers relating to the appointment.
majority of the inhabitants now resided at of Mr. O'Connell and. Mr. Tweedie to the·
Macorna.
Murrumbeena station?
.
Mr. GRANT observed that the matter
l\fr. GRAVES stated that he had brought.
. the papers from the departmeut, alid the'
would be attended to.
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honorable member could see them. On an
order of the House being obtained to that
effect, they would be laid on the table.
KERANG RAILWAY.
Mr. FISHER asked the Acting Minister
of Railways whether, on calling for tenders
for the line from Mitiamo to Kerang, he
would reqtdre the contractors to proceed at
once with the work?
Mr. GRAVES observed that when the
contract was signed, there was no reason
\,Vhy the contractors should not be called
upon to at once proceed with the execution of their contract, and the Engineerin-Chief had received instructions to that
effect.
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. McCOLL asked the PostmasterGeneral if it was his intention to connect
the Prahran railway station by electric
telegraph with Windsor and South Yarra
railway stations?
Mr. BOLTON said the telegraph lines
between Windsor and South Yarra stations
were under the control of the Railway department, and he would communicate with
that department on the subiect. He might
mention, however, that there was a telegraph office within a few minutes' walk of
the Prahran station.
Mr. GRAVES stated that the honorable member for North Melbourne (Mr.
Munro) called his attention last week to the
unpunctualityof the trains on the Oakleigh
and Hawthorn lines. He wished to say
that the time-tables had been altered, and
arrangements had been made to secure that
proper time was kept for the future. The
Traffic Manager had appointed a man to look
after the trains, and any deviation from the
time-table would be at once reported. In
justice to the department, however, he (Mr.
Graves) should state that the Traffic Manager
had pointed out to him in a memo. that a
great deal of work had been done in various
ways to bring the southern suburban lines
into a state of efficiency, but that time was
required to fully accomplish this object, as
much more care, and consequently time, was
required to repair and keep running a partially worn out machine than to make a new
one.
Mr. O'CALLAGHANasked the Acting
Minister of Railways when it was his intention to assimilate the wages of the gatekeepers on the Stawell and Horsham line
to the remuneration paid to employes on the
other V~ctorian lines of railway?

F~ot8cl'ayPowde}' M~{Jazine.

Mr. GRAVES stated that he was informed by the department that the gatekeepers on the Horsham line were paid on
the same scale as those on the other lines.
If the honorable member pointed out any
case in which this "'as not done, it would be
immediately rectified.
FIRES IN PUBLIC BUILDINGS.
Mr. ZOX asked the Minister of Public
Works tIle following questions :"1. Whether he will take immediate steps to
test the efficiency of the appliances for extinguishing fires in the various Government offices
througoout the colony?
"2. Whether he will provide means for the
periodical examination oJ; the same?
"8. Whether he will have strong-rooms conitructed to ensure the safe custody of State
documents t"

The honorable member remarked that at
the recent fire at the Government Printingoffice, the hose kept there, on being subjected
to pressure, burst, and there was little doubt
that the appliances provided at other Government buildings to extinguish fire would
prove" equally defective if resorted to in an
emergency. By the late fire, the Government had also lost many valuable State
documents, and, to avoid a similar loss in
future, it was absolutely necessary that in
buildings where important documents were
kept strong-rooms should be constructed for
their safe custody.
Mr. C. YOUNG observed that an officer
had been appointed to inspect the appliances
provided in public buildings for extinguishing
fires, and to report as to their efficiency.
He would also be directed to make periodical
examinations. The department was in communication with Mr. Hoad, the very efficient
superintendent of the Metropolitan Fire
Brigade, and he would be asked to give his
advice on the matter. Strong-rooms were
provided in the principal Government buildings, and safes in all the others. As the
Government Printing-office was about to
be temporarily established in the Exhibition
buildings, he intended to ask the trustees to
allow the use of some of the cellars, which were
practically fire-proof, for storing documents
of importance.
FOOTSCRAY POWDER MAGAZINE.
Mr. WOODS asked the Minister of
Customs if he would inform the Honse
what was the total cost of the powder magazine on the Saltwater river, including and
distinguishing the price of land?
Mr. GRA VE S said he found from a return
which had been.furnished by the department,
that the total cost of the powder magazine

.
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and land was £69,992 4s. 10d., of ~vhich
the land cost £5,000. The quantity of gunpowder imported into the colony during the
year ending 30th April, 1882, was over 523
tons. The portion of that which reached
the magazin.e was 98 tons 7 cwt. The
revenue received from the magazine for the
.year was £165 2s., and the cost of maintenance during the same period was £60411s.,
leavil~g a loss to the department of £440 for
.the year,. without including the interest on
the money originally invested.
IMPORTS AND EXPORTS.
SirJ. O'SHANASSYasked the Minister
.of Customs if he would continue the compilation of the returns relative to imports
and exports which were issued by the department every year up to last year? The
information was of interest to honorable
members and to the public.
.
Mr. GRAVES stated that some of the
records had not been kept up, but, if possible,
he would have the returns prepared at once,
as several applications had been made for
them for statistical and mercantile purposes.
IMPORT DUTY ON LIVE STOCK.
Sir IT. O'SHANASSY asked the Acting
Minister of Railways if he would lay on
the table all. the reports from the Traffic
Manager and other officers, showing the
,loss sustained by the Railway department
in consequence of the import duty on live
stock?
Mr. GRAVES observed that the return
of the Traffic Manager to which the honorable member referred was made up about a
year ago, and no return had been prepared
since. If any additional information could
.be procured, he would endeavour to obtain
.it for the honorable member before the following Tuesday.
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-Mr. Speaker, I
wish to make a short personal explanation.
In the course 'of the debate last Thursday
on the proposed sale of the Model Farm, I
made the following remarks :"The two areas, though gazetted separately,
are in the hands of the same trustees, and the
two practically form the Royal-park in its
entirety. Another plan shows two portions of
land which I propose to add to the parknamely, 20 acres on the south-east side, applied
for by the National Agricultural Society, which
application I have refused, because I consider
the land should properly belong to the park."

.The honorable member for St. Kilda (Mr.
Carter) interjected-" It is already po1'1na.ll~lltly reserved," to which I replied-
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"That is a mistake. A piece of land cannot
be permanently reserved until it is gazetted
four times, and permanently gazetted after~
wards."

I think it is due to the honorable member
for St. Kilda to state that the information
placed in my hands on that occasion was not
quite correct. The notice did appear four
times in the year 1863, but the permanent
reservation did not take place until 1873-a
period of ten years-and hence the mistake.
Mr. LAURENS.-That is the whole
question.
Mr.
MADDEN.-I desire to say,
however, that this has no referencQ to the
Model Farm. I have received an explanation on the subject from the SurveyotGeneral, which honorable members can see,
but I will not trouble them with reading it.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Sir, I also wish
to say a word of explanation with regard to
the same debate. Some observations have
been attributed to me that are held to impugn the veracity of a very well-known
citizen, Mr. Fitzgibbon, the Town Clerk of
Melbourne. I desire to say that I am not
conscious of having used th~ words attributed to me, and I would certainly be
the last man to impugn the veracity of Mr.
Fitzgibbon, whom I haye known for many
years, and whose word I would take on any
.subject.
. .
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Mr. Speaker,
I understand that, during my absence from
the chamber this evening, the honorable
member for Maryborough (Mr. Bowman),
without giving me any notice of his intention, made a distinct imputation against my
personal honour. I am informed that he
stated that I had .co-operated with the
honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson) in bringing the document addressed to the people of Ireland under the
consideration of the House. I d&sire to
say that there is not a scintilla of truth in
the statement. It is a slander, and I hope
the honorable member will take the earliest
opportunity of apologizing for it.

'V.

OLD COLONISTS' ASSOCIATION
BILL.
Mr. ZOX moved the second reading of
this Bill. He observed that the Old Colonists'
Association, which had been in existence for
a number of years, had accumulated a fund
or £1,500 which they wished to render in~
defeasible. It was proposed, therefore, in the
Bill that the money should be vested in
trustees, who would only have power to
spend the int.erest accruing from it.. The
primary object of the measure was to render
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a portion of it being leased to Dr. James
Boyd and Mr. John McIntyre. It may be
said to have a history. It was formerly a
piece of comparatively unoccupied Crown
land, upon whiQh for a considerable time
the town dust was deposited; but in 1861
the Sandhurst Corporation applied to the
Government of the day-the Hef!.les Administration were then in power-for its
reservation for public baths purposes. On
the 19th September of that year, the council, which was then only a borough council,
MELBOURNE TRAMWAY AND
received a reply from Mr. J. H. Brooke,
OMNIBUS COMPANY'S BILL.
the then Minister of Lands, stating that
Mr. GILLIES moved for leave to intro- the site would be reserved for a purpose not
duce a Bill to authorize the Melbourne mentioned, provided the council compenTramway and Omnibus Company (Limited) sated the persons then in occupation. Upon
to construct tramways in the cities of Mel- that letter becoming public, several Sandbourne, Fitzroy, Collingwood, Prahran, and hurst property-owners lodged a petition
Richmond, the towns of Emerald Hill and against the proposed reservation, and the
Hotham, and the boroughs of St. Kilda, consequence was that the whole matter was
Brunswick, Kew, Hawthorn, and Sandridge, shelved for years. Homever, early in May,
1870, the second or third McCulloch Adand for other purposes.
Mr. WOODS seconded the motion, ministration being in office, the council
again applied to the Government for the
which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a reservation of the land, and Mr. MacPherson, ihe then Minister of Lands, promised
first time.
that he would gazette it. Whereupon the
SANDHURST LANDS VESTING
aforementioned property-holders again agiBILL.
tated against the proceeding, and got up a
Dr. QUICK moved that this Bill be now demonstration on the subject. The result
read a second time. He said-Sir, I desire was that, on the 21st May, a deputation,
in the first place to explain the manner in representing both sides of the question,
which I became in charge of this measure. waited upon the Minister, and were finally
Last session I brought in a public Bill told by him that he saw no reason for
dealing with the question, but an objection changing his mind, and that the land would
was raised by the honorable member for be granted by the Crown for public baths
Maldon that the matter should be dealt and the general convenience of the Sandwith by a private Bill. You, lVIr. Speaker, hurst citizens. On the 4th July following,
sustained that objection, and thereupon the a notice signed by the Minister appeared in
order of the day was discharged. I subse- the Government Gazette temporarily reservquently placed myself in communication ing the land for the purposes I have menwith the City Council of Sandhurst, and re- tioned, and the council then took possession
commended them to comply with the stand- of it. On the 4th October, a proposition
ing orders relating to private Bills. They was made in a committee of the council
accepted that recommendation, and did me that, in order to carry out the terms of the
the honour to request me to take charge of trust or grant, a mining exchange should
the Bill. Those standing orders having be erected on a corner of the allotment,
been complied with, the duty before me and eventually, the proposal having been
would be a very simple one but for the adopted, the committee accepted the tender
fact that, inasmuch as I am led to expect of one Daly for the construction of the
that violent opposition will be offered to the said building at the cost of £2,140. I remeasure in certain quarters, I deem it neces- gret to say that that exchange was never
sary to explain fully the circumstances built, because, on the 21st October, the
under which it is brought forward. The council, by a majority of one, rescinded the
ground to which it relates consists of 1 rood committee's recommendation. Of that ma17f perches, situated at the cornel' of jority Councillor ,John McIntyre was a
Mitchell-street and Charing-cross, Sand- member. In May, 1871, the council adverhurst, and it is now held by the City Coun- tised in the local papers for tenders for
cil of Sandhurst mainly as a site for baths, a building lease of the frontage of the
assistance to old colonists in necessitous
circumstances, and, such being the case, he
was sure it must recommend itself to the
consideration of the House.
~fr. WALSH seconded the motion. He
remarked that the objects of the Old
Colonists' Association were so well known
that it was unnecessary to dwell upon the
usefulness of the institution.
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was then read a second time.
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property for fifteen years, and after six days'
notice two tenders were received-one from
Mr. Carnduff, who offered £60 a year and
to erect a building costing £500 ; and one
from Mr. James Moore, who offered £150
a year and to spend £5,000 in building,
with the condition that when the lease ran
out it should be renewed for six years at
£300 a year. I should mention that Mr.
Carnduff's offer was t·o spend £500 on 16
feet offrontage, and to surrender the property
at the termination of fifteen years; while Mr.
Moore proposed to build upon six or seven
times that extent of land.
Mr. McINTYRE. - And he spent
'£13,000 upon it.
Dr. QUICK.-At all events his tender
was accepted by the Council. The next
thing that happened was that on the 5th
July following, the then Minister of Lands,
who is the Chief Secretary of the present
Administration, knowing that the lease had
been accepted, inserted an advertisement in
the Government Gazette intimating that the
Government intended to permanently reserve the ground in question for public
baths and the public convenience, and he
caused a letter to be sent to the council
acquainting them with the fact. On the
24th August, the council followed up this.
reservation by a formal application for the
Crown grant of the property, and I amglad
to say the Minister promised to comply
with their request, and in that way to give
them a full and complete title to the allot.
ment. I have before me the letter in
which the promise was made, and I may
mention that it is addressed to my honorable friend, the member· for Sandhurst (Mr.
Burrowes), who was then a member of the
couticil, and who took an interest in the
property, for which he deserves great credit.
The letter is as follows :"Office of Lands and Survey,
"Melbourne, August 24th, 1871.
II Sir,-By direction of the honorable the Commissioner of Crown Lands and Survey, I have
the honour to inform you, in reply to your application, at this office to-day, on behalf of the
City Council of Sandhurst, that instructions
have been issued for the preparation of the
Crown grant of thQ land reserved as a site for
public baths in that city.
.
"I have,
&c.,
"A. MORRAll
CI Assistant Commissioner of Crown 'Lands
and Survey."
The Government of the day practically ratified the lease entered into by the council,
and, having thus recognised it, promised the
Corporation of Sandhurst the Crown grant
of t.he property, but that pledge has never
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the title deeds office for the preparation of
the grant, and I have to-day seen the instrument in the Crown Solicitor's office,
complete all but a few finishing touches,
but it has never got further. Why were
those finishing touches not given? The
issue of the grant was arrested owing to
the intrigues of the lessees of the property.
I have not the slightest hesitation in say..
ing that the Corporation of Sandhurst have
been informed that Dr. Boyd, to whom the
lease had, by consent, been transferred, sent
in an objection to the issue of the Crown
grant-why? Because, as he said, there
was no guarantee that the council would
renew his lease at the end of the fifteen
years. In this way the matter was shelved,
and it remained so until 1878, when, the
honorable member for Ripon being Minis ..
ter of Lands, the City Council renewed
their negotiations for the land. How did
the matter then stand? It had been
referred to the Crown Solicitor, and it a~
pears, from a minute written by that offieel', that the Crown grant could not be
issued in the ordinary way until the land
had been permanently reserved, the existing
reservation being after all only the old tempo ..
rary one, but that if the Minister of Lands
chose to exercise his discretion in the matter
he could order the grant to issue at once.
In this way the affair has been pending
ever since, and it is in order to remove the
difficulties that stand in its way that I
take my present course. As a matter of
fact, representations have been made that, if
the Crown grant were issued, the Supreme
Court would be applied to for an injunction
to quash it. The other grounds on which
I ask honorable members to pass this Bill
are that the Council have, in compliance
with the terms laid down to them in 1861,
compensated the persons who were originally
in occupation of the ground, and also that
they have expended a very respectable sum
in levelling it and in other ways rendering
it suitable for building purposes. Altogether they have, as they can prove, spent
no less than £2,591 on the land, and as
yet they have not a scrap of title to it, and
would not be able, if trespassers took posses~
sion of it, to oust them. Moreover, they
do not believe-I may remark that none of
the members of the council who formerly
dealt with the subject now hold seats in the
corporation-that they have by law the
power to grant a lease of the property be ..
yond the first term of fifteen years. In fact,
they believe that, under the terms of the

yet been fulfilled. An order was sent to Local Government .Act, the old council
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performed an illegal act when they agreed'
to renew the existing lease at the end of
fifteen years for six years more, and that,
therefore, they are unable to ratify that part
of the bargain, although they might do so
if they were in possession of the Crown
grant. In conclusion, I am authorized by
.the council to state that they are willing to
allow the whole question at issue to be referred to a select committee of the House,
and that they will submit to any decision
that committee may, after due inquiry, come
to, whatever it may be. Under these. circumstances, I hope the House will consider
that the council have so far done their duty,
and will not allow the Bill to be defeated
on its second reading.
Mr. R. CLARK seconded the motion.
Mr. KERFERD. - Sir, I desire to
offer a few observations on the Bill. I
I;p.ay state at the outset that Parliainent
is asked under it to ratify a misappropria.tion of land-that is to say, the diversion
.of land granted to a local body for certain
purposes to certain other purposes.
Mr. R. CLARK.-That is not the case
at all.
Mr. KERFERD.-I know nothing of
the Bill beyond the sta~ements contained in
the measure itself, and what I have heard
.this evening, but I find from the preamble
·that the land in question' was ." reserved
from sale as a site for public baths and public
convenience at Sandhurst," and at the same
'time Igathe:r from the honorable mem:):>er for Sandhurst (Dr. Quick) that that
" public cOllvenience" has· been liberally interpreted to mean the erection of shops and
buildirIgs of a similar kind. I submit,
therefore, that my statement stands good.
But what I rose to say was that I don't
think the House will refuse to put this
.matter in proper train, provided always it is
not asked to disregard the interests which
have grown up in connexion with the land.
Dr. QUICK.-I do not ask the House
. to do al).ything of the kind.
Mr. KERFERD.-Well, I am quite
sure the House will not consent to do anything of the kind. The House endeavours
.on all occasions of the present character to
do what is fair a~d equitable. I take it,
then, that when the Bill is in committee
the honorable member will be prepared to
insert in it provisions which will place the
whole of the affairs it deals with on a fair
.and equitable basis. I may also say that
I hardly .understand the way in which the
Bill is framed. The latter part of the pre.~p1bl~_statE:ls-.
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. "And whereas the said public baths are still
maintained by the said corporation at great expense, and doubts have arisen respecting the
power of the said corporation to hold and lease
the said l!).nds, and it is desirable to remove these
doubts,"

While the 2nd clause is as follows :"The land described in the schedule hereto
shall, subject to the existing lease, vest in the
mayor, councillors, and. citizens of the city of
Sandhurst and their successors, for an indefeasible estate of fee-simple."

Again, clause 3 contains the following : "The municipality of Sandhurst shall exercise
over and in respect of the said land the rights
and powers defined by section 488 of the Local
Government Act 1874."

Yet the section mentioned enables a local
body to grant a lease for only fifteen years.
It appea.rs to me the preamble ought to have
run in something like these words : "Whereas a l~ase has been granted, and is
now in the occupation of certain persons, and
doubts have arisen as to the validity of that
lease, and it is desirable to cure those doubts."

Is that the arrangement the honorable
member for Sandhurst wishes to see carried out?
The honorable member nods
his head, so I am entitled to assume that
he answers my question in the affirmative.
Again, I will point out that the preamble
uses the following phrase : "The municipal corporation, formerly known .
as the mayor, councillors, and burgesses of the
borough of Sandhurst, and now called the
mayor, councillors, and citizens of the city of
Sandburst."

But there are three Acts of Parliamentone passed in 1863, one in 1869, and one
in 1874-each of which gives a different
title to municipalities. Under these circumstances, I suggest to the honorable member
a very careful re-examination of the measure
he has taken in hand.
At this stage, the time allotted for giving
precedence to private members' business
having expired, the debate stood adjourned
until 'Vednesday, June 7.
CORANDERRK ABORIGINAL
STATION .
Mr. RICHARDSON moved"That there be laid before this House al1
papers connected with the case of the aboriginal
.
Bella Lee."

Mr. WILLIAMS seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
Mr. GRANT laid the papers on the
table.
.
LAND ACTS CONTINUATION AND
AMENDMENT BILL.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-Mr. Speaker, in
..1ll9vi.ng tJ:l~ se~ondreading of this Bill, I will,
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with the view of giving honorable'members
full information with respect to the present
condition of the lands of the colony, lay on
the table a map, and also returns, showing,
as nearly. as can be done by such means, the
quantity, quality, and position of the por:tion of the public estate that now remains
in the hands of the Crown. The map sets'
forth in different colours the lands that
have been alienated, and those that still remain unalienated, while the returns afford
information in detail as to the way the
alienation has gone on. I may state that
the Bill is exactly the same as the measure
on the subject which I introduced last session, and which the Premier then promised
should be re-submitted in the following session. In the first place, I will describe rather
fully the various returns I have furnished, because it will be necessary for me afterwards
to refer to the matters contained in them.
The first of them is a comparative statement
of the area and population (based on the
census of last year) of the various Australian colonies, and it gives the area of each
colony in square miles, the population of each
colony, the percentage of the area of each
colony to the total area of all the colonies;
the percentage, on a similar basis, of the
population of each colony; and, lastly, the
population per square mile of each colony.
It is. an interesting return, inasmuch as the
figures showing the present condition of Vic. .
toria as compared with that of each of the
o~her colonies make the proportion of <?ur
population to our area appeal' rather large;
but it must not be forgotten that om soil
is exceptionally lich, especially for wheat
growing, and that our climate is so favor-·
able as to have the effect of causing many
persons from the other colonies to settle
and make their homes here. The total area
of Victoria is 56,245,760 acres, of which
19,819,739 acres were alienated prior to 1st
January, 1882. The alienation took place
as follows : Years
in Operation.
Y.

Under Imperial Acts and
Orders in Council
...
Under Land Act 1860
J~and Act 1862
" Land Act 1865
" Land Act 1869

"

Total

23
1
2
5

l\I.

0
8

9
0

11 11

acres.
8,944,237
809,462
2,439,363
2,966,600
9,650,077

-19,819,739

This leaves a balance of 36,426,021 acres
unalienated, which is made up of the following :-
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Acres.

Roads ...
...
...
Lands in cities, towns, &c.
Reserves
...
Auriferous lands ...
State forests ...
Timber reserves
Total area unappropriated

990,987
302,000 .
689,870
991,978
823,750
216,500
82,410,936

Of the latter area it is approximately estimated that 9,000,000 acres will, in course of
years, be alienated under the selection provisions of our intended Land Act. There
are at the present time 13,033,371 acres
under pastoral licence, and 9,262,623 acres
under grazing licence, which make a total
of 22,295,994 acres held under the Crown
for pastoral pmposes, leaving an un~cc~
pied area of about 10,000,000 acres, prlllClpally mallee country. Then we come to
the reserves of the colony, which are as
follows :Pastoral reserves-tanks, dams,
wells, &c....
...
...
. ..
Pastoral reserves-other improvements
...
...
...
.. .
Departmentally withheld...
.. .
Lakes, &c., departmentally reserved
...
...
...
. ..
Water reserves-temporary (6th
se~tion)

State forests-temporary reserves
Timber and firewood reserves ...
Lands withheld under 102nd section
for other than pastoral purposes
Permanent reserves, not including
cem~teries, &c.
...
...
Lakes permanently reserved
Hiver frontages permanently reserved

Acres.

58,220
64,148
37,2~0

110,000
95,640
823,750
216,500
112,000
84,270
315,000
135,000.

Total ... 2,001,770

So that I think honorable' members' will
admit ample reserves have been provided
throughout the length and breadth of the
country. Besides, there are the following
areas reserved for commons:Acres.

Gold-fields commons... ...
Town and borough commons ...
Farmers' commons ...
United commons ...
Commonage under Land Act 1869

858,900
145,300
422,800
292,600
820,200

Total... 1,539,800

One of the retul'llS before honorable members shows the net extent of land selected
year by year from 1860 to 1869, when
every applicant for land was entitled to
select a maximum area of 640 acres, at
intervals of not less than twelve months;
and from 1870 to 1881, when every applicant was confined to a single selection of
320 acres. The largest area selected in
anyone year was in 1874, under the 320acre system, when 1,527,588 acres were
applied for, while the largest area Relected
in any one ye~r under the G40-acre sys~em,
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wag III 1865, when 1,260,674 acres were
applied for. So that honorable members
will see that the proposal ill our Bill to
extend the area of selection to 640 acres
is not at all a new one, but has been tried
and found to succeed admirably. A return of the grain produced in each colony,
from 1873 to 1881, including the returns
published last week, shows that, under
our system of selection, nowithstanding all
that has been said against it, Victoria
has become the greatest wheat-producing
colony in Australia. During 1880, the
area cultivated was 1,997,000 acres, which
produced 13,625,000 bushels of grain.
During 1881, the area cultivated was
1,813,000 acres, producing 13,967,000
bushels. That yield was above the yield of
any other colony, that of South Australia,
from a larger area of land, being 8,867,000
bushels. This satisfactory state of things
has been brought about by our land law.
We have settled farmers, and they have grown
wheat to a large extent, and in consequence
the export of wheat is now something
enormous. With regard to pastoral occupation, there are at present 247 runs carrying
under 1,000 sheep; 109 carrying under
2,000 sheep; 65 carrying under 3,000 sheep;
66 carrying under 5,000 sheep; 39 carrying
under 7,500 sheep; 25 carrying under
10,000 sheep; and 21 carrying over 10,000
sheep. The highest revenue ever derived
from pastoral runs was in 1859 when it
amounted to £261,620, and the lowest was
in 1840 when it amounted to only £6,646.
The amount received in 1881 was £84,699.
With regard to the mallee country, the
total area is 11,535,500 acres, of which it is
estimated that 2,763,520 acres are of fair
grazing capability, leaving 8, 771,980 ~cres
which are unoccupied and almost valueless
owing to rabbits and other causes. The
total amount of rent now received from mallee
runs is £11,388. The grazing capabilities
of those runs are well worth considering.
On the Murray frontage runs, of which there
are 21, a single sheep needs 10'17 acres;
011 the back runs, of which there are 27, one
sheep needs 39'27 acres; on the Little
Mallee runs, of which there are 20, one
sheep needs 20 acres; and on runs held under
grazing licences, of which there are 80, no
less than 105'63 acres are required to maintain a single sheep. We hope, if our Bill
becomes law, to very much alter that state
of things. I have already mentioned that
the total area of the colony is 56,245,760
acres. The area alienated and in course
of alienation now amounts to 19,819,739
Ifr. W.lladden.
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acres; the roads in connexion with those
alienations embrace 990,987 acres; the
reserves absorb 2,001,770 acres; the commonages, 1,539,800 acres; and there are
22,295,994 acres under pastoral occupation
and grazing licence, leaving 9,597,470 acres
unoccupied. By adding these 9,597,470
acres to the 22,295,994 acres, it will be seen
that we have nearly 32,000,000 acres of
land to deal with at the present time.
Of this area, as I have already pointed out,
I believe that about 9)000,000 acres will
be taken up under the selection clauses of
our Bill. Owing to those 9,000,000 acres
being so interspersed among the 32,000,000
acres, it is impossible to separate them
except by selection. That is the only way
in which the good land can be separated
from land which is fit for no other purpose
than grazing; and, after the 9,000,000
acres have been selected, the balance
of 22,000,000 acres will have to be dealt
with in some different way. Under these
circumstances we have provided, in our Bill,
for a combination of the selection and leasing systems-the leasing system being tried
as an experiment in the manee country.
The Bill is divided into six parts. Part 1
provides for the continuation of the existing Acts to the extent mentioned in the
schedule; part 2 relates to the alienation
of lands by licence and lease-it embraces
the selection clauses ; part 3 refers to licence
liens as a kind of security which licensees
may give for loans; part 4 relates to pastoral occupation; part 5 refers to the malIee
country; and part 6 gives power for the
making of regulations. Of course, the leading feature of the Bill is the increase of the
area which may be selected by anyone
person from 320 to 640 acres. The main
reason for this alteration is that the 1st
and 2nd class lands have all been taken up,
and that only the 3rd and 4th class lands now
remain ; and we consider that it will ta1te
at least 640 acres of such land to maintain
a farmer and his family. Our desire is to continue the land policy which has been in force
for so many years, and which has had the
effect of settling the people on the lands
and making Victoria the greatest wheat.
producing colony in Australia, and one of
the greatest wheat-producing countries in
the world. To allow the maximum area of
selection to be 640 acres is no new-fangled
idea.. It was the law of the land for many
years before the passing of the Act of 1869.
Under previous Acts, as I have said already,
a man could not only select one 640 acres,
but he could select a similar area every year
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if he chose. I think it is admitted on all
hands that 320 acres of the kind of land
now available are not sufficient to tempt
men to take up land and remain here, when,
by crossing the border in any direction, they
can get 640 acres. Under our Bill, selectors who have already taken up 320 acres
and shown their bona fides will be allowed
to select an additional 320 acres of grazing
land. By this arrangement selectors will
be able to rest and manure their agricultural
holdings by running sheep over them, and
by having two strings to their bow-agriculture and grazing, instead of agriculture
only-they will be able to increase their
chances of farming successfully and profitably. The period of the licence will be six
years at a fee of Is. per acre per annumas at present. The improvements required
are reduced from 208. to lOs. per acre;
and, as is now the case in New South
Wales, youths and girls of 16, instead of
18, will be allowed to take up land. This
concession with regard to age is intended
fof"the benefit of parents of large families.
For a long time it has appeared an anomaly
that a youth of 18 should be able to take
up 320 acres, and that the head of a family
of five 01' six should not be able to take up
more; but, by l'educing the minimum age
to 16, growing boys will be able to help
their parents by taking up land. The Bill
contains clauses providing that, after the
expiration of two years from the issue of
the licence, the licensee may, with the
approval of the Board of Land and Works,
give a licence lien over his improvements
to any person advancing him money or supplying him with goods to carryon the work
of his ,selection. The representatives of
country constituencies know that, with the
large outlay and the small incomings atten,dant upon the first two years' occupancy,
nearly every selector becomes pinched for
money; and I believe that to selectors who
are thus pinched the arrangement we propose will be a substantial benefit. I may
mention that a licence lien will be null and
void if it is given for more than the value
of the improvements effected. If not satisfied by the time the licence terminates and
a lease is granted, the lien will operate as a
mortgage to be cleared off in the usual way.
In the case of a selector who has selected
under the Act of 1869 or that of 1878, and
who also selects under our Bill, residence on
either selection will be treated as residence
on both. For some time past, residence
within five miles has been deemed sufficient,
but there is no Act legalizing it, and we
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have considered it advisable to provide for
the legalization of that limit. If a licensee
under the Bill resides for five years and
completes his improvements within six years,
he will become entitled to a lease for an
additional 14 years, or, if he prefers it, to a
Crown grant on paying the difference between the amount he has already paid and
20s. per acre. The conditions upon which
non-residence licences will be issued are that
improvements to the value of lOs. per acre
shall be made before the close of three years
from the issue of the licence, and to the
value of an additional lOs. per acre before
the termination of the licence; so that
a. selector under the non-residence clause
will have to pay 50s. per acreJor his land
instead of 80s. per acre as at present, as
as against 30s. per ncre which the resident
selector under this Bill will have to pay.
We have deemed this alteration desirable
because the present non-residence clause has
not been a success. Few people are ready
to take up the land now available for selection at so high an expenditure as 80s. per
acre; and, I think, only some 6,000
acres have yet been taken up under that
provision of the law. We do not consider
the non-residence provision should be
availed of to too great extent, and, therefore,
the limit fixed by the honorable member
for Ripon, when he was Minister of Lands,
has been adopted by us. No more than
200,000 acres can be selected by non-resident selectors in anyone year. However,
we think that the allowing of land to be
taken up by non-resident selectors is a
desirable thing, because it is a means of
affording employment to resident selectors
who require that employment to help them
on with their own improvements. I now
come to the question of pastoral occupation.
The present runs are to be subdivided into
moderate-sized blocks, which are then to be
offered for public competition. None of
the new runs will be of an extent larger
than will graze 4,000 sheep or 1,000 head
of cattle, and many of them will, of course,
be smaller. The right to graze over these
runs will be let for a period of three years ;
and, on the termination of that period, the
runs will again be let in a similar way. The
subdivision of the present runs will be
made, ,as far as possible, by tnking the
present paddock boundaries as the boundaries of the new runs. Honorable members
are aware that the present runs are divided
by paddocks j that is to say, lines of fencing
are carried in various directions across the
runs. A run of 20,000 acres is probably

~78.
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divided into four large paddocks, and our
proposal is, as far as possible, to utilize the
paddock boundaries as' boundaries for the
proposed new runs. The grazing capabilities of the new runs will be assessed
before they are offered to public competition,
and a rental of Is. per sheep will be charged.
A nominal'sum will be charged in addition
as upset price, and the bidder of the highest
amount, byway of premium, above that upset
price will become the licensee. We think
that Is. per sheep is a fair amount to charge
for runs in the open country. We have a
different proposal' with reference to the
mallee country, which I now come to. We
propose to divide the mallee country into
two classes. The 1st class embraces the
edge of the great mallee, w.hich is close to
settlement, and the isolated pieces of mallee
in the open country. The 2nd class
.embraces the interior of the great mallee,
which is remote from settlement, and, at
the present time, almost useless. 1rVe
-propose to divide the 1st class manee into
modera te-sized blocks, to, be called mallee
areas. Those areas differ in size, according to quality~ The largest are estimated
to carry 1,000 sheep j __ and others, particularly those close to settlement, are estimated
to carry from 200 to 500 sheep. The
smaller mallee areas on the outside of the
great mallee will be extremely useful to
farmers who may wish to utilize them by
leaving their own farms for two or three
months in the year. I believe these mallee
areas will be readily taken up, and that
much profit will be the result of the passing
of the Bill in- that respect. It is proposed
that leases of these areas shall be disposed
of in a similar manner to the licences for
pastoral. lands in the open country; but I
contemplate submitting an amendment
which will allow the smaller areas to be
taken up by selectors, so that the persons
we design them for-men of small meansmay succeed in getting them instead of
being outbid by persons of large means.
The 2nd class mallee, most of which is unoccupied and worse than useless-because
it is a breeding ground for rabbits and wild
dogs-we propose to divide into larger-size
blocks, in the hope that capitalists will be
tempted to take them up and improve them.
Along the Murray river, there is a narrow
strjp of good country-country of fair grazing
capability-and we propose to utilize it by
giving small portions of it as frontages to
runs extending a considerable distance into
the dense mallee at the back; and in this
'~ay w~ hope to have ,the whole of the
Mr. W. Madden.

mallee country occupied, so that the rabbits
and wild dogs may be successfully grapplecl
with. I am satisfied they will never' be
thoroughly grappled with until the whole of
that country is occupied. We propose to
issue leases for 20 years for the 2nd class
, manee areas-that is the same period that
selectors in the open country hold their selections for. The leases will contain covenants
for the payment of rent, and the destruction
of rabbits and wild dogs j and also provision for the forfeiture of the holding as
a penalty for non-compliance with the
leasing conditions. The grazing capabilities
of the mallee runs will be assessed at 8d.
per sheep, or 4d. less than the rate for
sheep in the open country, f6r the sufficient
reason that the mallee sheep do not breed,
and that their fleeces are almost invariably
much broken in consequence of the rough
character of the country in which they have
tQ ,graze. Lessees of mallee areas will be
entitled to pre-emption to the extent of 320
acres in the case of 1st class blocks, and to
the extent of 640 acres in the case of 2nd
class blocks, in order that the homesteads
and other improvements of the lessees may
be protected. It is my intention, when the
Bill is in committee, to propose the striking
out of clause 31, which provides that no cultivation for profit shall be carried on in the
mallee, in order that lessees may cultivate
if they please so to do. If cultivation be
carried on, the mallee must be cleared, and
of course what we all desire is that the malIee
should be cleared. We propose, if the Bill
should be passed within a reasonable time,
that it shall come' into operation on the 1st
or 2nd of January. I hope to be able to
have everything ready by that time. As I
have said already, the Government propose
to try the leasing system, as an experi' ment, in the mallee country. Considering what has been our land policy in the
past, I think the leasing system is now
applicable only to large tracts of poor
country which will not be selected, and
which are fit for no other purpose than
grazing sheep upon. I am aware that
a proposal will be made to extend the
system to the whole of the remaining Crown
lands. If that were done, selection would
be altogether stopped; but I believe that if
there is anyone point upon which the
people of this country have thoroughly
, made up their minds, it is that selection shall
not be stopped so long as any land fit to be
selected remains unalienated. Having obtained the unlocking of the lands, the people
are determined that the lands shall remain
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unlocked. We estimate that it will take
from 10 to 15 years before the 9,000,000
acres of agricultural land still available for
selection will be taken up; and after those
lands have been taken up, we will have,
as I have already said, 22,000,000 acres
still remaining. That is close upon one-half
of the total area of the colony. So that the
statement that under our Bill the lands of
the colony will be squandered is simply a cry
of ".wolf" when t~ere is no wolf. I say it
is not reasonable to suppose that men will
select land under a leasing system, and pay
Is. per acre per annum, for 20 years, as
rent only, when neighbours ar.e acquiring
the fee-simple of their holdings by paying the
same amount in the same time. I say
further, it is not to be supposed that men
will take up land in this colony under the
leasing system when they can get the freehold of lands in New South Wales· for
nearly the same price; in another colony,
for half the price; and in America, for
absolutely nothing. I venture to say that
the effect of the adoption of the leasing
system in Victoria would be either to drive
much of our best population across the border
into the other colonies, or to squander, 01' to
create a pretence for squandering, the public
estate in a·way that honorable members little
dream of at the present time. I assert that
men will take up land under the leasing.
system only in the hope that they will
shortly afterwal'ds get the Orown grant. I
venture to predict that, if the leasing system
were to become law, and that if men were
enabled to take up their one or two thousand
acres under that system, at the very first
general election after the making of that
system law a majority would be returned to
this House pledged to give the leaseholders
their grants, and to allow the rent paid to
go as the purchase money. Have we not
had experience of this in connexion with the
42nd section selections? Uilder the Act
of 1880, selectors under the 42nd section
were enabled to get their Crown grants, the
rent paid being trea ted as part of the purchase
money. And the same state of things would
arise if the leasing system were adopted.
The country would then really realize that
the land had been squandered, for every
acre would be gone, and there would be no
remedy. We would absolutely have none
left. For my part I say, let us make use
of the balance of our good land to .retain in
the colony our present farmers, their sons
and daughters, and such other people of that
class that we can attract to our shores. Let
us fix them on the. soil by offe;ring them
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facilities for carrying on their occupation
here. After our good land is gone will be
time enough to say what shall be done with
· the balance of our land-land which is unfit
for selection. I don't venture to offer an
opinion upon that point now. What I say
is that we must not forget that our farmers
are our best colonists-that it is to them we
owe much of our present prosperity. When
I have heard it stated in this House that
they have got their land for nothing, and
that they are a pampered class, I have been.
reminded of a story told by the celebrated
Dean Swift. The Dean set up a faithful
Irish servant in a public-house in a
farming district in the south of Ireland;
and, at his retainer's request, ordered the
painting of a sign-board which embraced
portraits' of a king, a general, a mechanic,
a bishop, and a farmer .. The. king was.
represented as saying "I rule aU;" the.
general, "I fight for all ;" the mechanic,
" I work for all ;" the bishop, "I pray for.
all ;" and the farmer, "I pay for all."
Honorable members, when referring to the
farmers, seem to forget that, under pretty
well all circumstances, the farmers have the.
paying to do. They are the most industrious,·
the most frugal, and the mORt desirable
class of people that any country can have;
and I say· it is wrong that they should be
referred to in the· severe terms which have
sometimes been used respecting them in
this House. In conclusion, I wish to say"
that our Bill has been framed with the view
of having every acre of land in the colony
occupied in some shape or other. Our particular desire is to give every encouragement
that can fairly be extended to the farmers,
· for the reason that they are our best· colonists. . So long as they are prosperous, so
. long will the colony generally be prosperous.
· I now submit the Bill for second reading,
with the fiul assurance that, if it ·becomes
law, it will prove a· substantial benefit. to all
classes, and especially to the· farming
community.
Mr. O'CALLAGHAN.-May. I .Rsk
what the Government propose to do with
the 110th section reserves ?
Mr. W. MADDEN.-The Bill, as it
stands, does not deal with that question.
We intend to deal with the question sepa..,
rately. . However, I may mention that I
intend to propose the insertion of a chtuse
to facilitate wattle growing, and to encourage
similar industries.
On the motion of Mr. RIOHARDSON 1
the debate was adjourned until the following
day •.
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SANDHURST PUBLIC BUILDINGS
SITES BILL.
Mr. BURROWES moved that this Bill
be read a second time.

The SPEAKER.-I have not read the
Bill, but I am inclined to think it is a
private Bill.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN submitted that the
Bill was a public Bill, for a public object.
It proposed to secure certain land for public
buildings, to add land to a public park, and
to enable the Government to sell other land.
The SPEAKER.-I observe that the
measure will interfere with a public street.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said, if the Speaker
llad any doubt upon the matter, he would
be disposed to move that the Bill should be
treated as a public Bill.
The SPEAKER.-I will not interpose
further at present, but I will look into the
matter.
Mr. BURROWES explained the object
of the measure. It was to add certain portions of Pall Mall, Sandhurst, to Rosalindpark, and to set apart another portion of
the same thoroughfare as a site for a postoffice and other public buildings. New
public buildings, and particularly a new
post-office, had been wanted in Sandhurst
for many years past. In fact, the place had
outgrown the buildings which existed there
at present. One reason why the matter had
not been dealt with before, was that there
had always been a difficulty about the site.
However, that difficulty had at length been
removed. The Bill was the result of a compromise which had been arrived at between the
Government, the Sandhurst City Council,
and the owners of property abutting on
Pall Mall. It proposed that a portion of
Pall Mall should be taken by the Government for the purpose of erecting a new
post-office, telegraph-office, and other public buildings j that another portion should
be added to Rosalind-park, 'a reserve vested
in the Sandhurst Council; and that the
Government should be enabled to sell the
land on which the present post, telegraph,
and survey offices stood. A document
consenting to the proposals contained in
the measure had been signed by all the
property-owners abutting on Pall Mall, and
the Bill had also received the sanction of the
council. It was desirable that the measure should be passed into law as soon as
possible, so that there might be no delay in
proceeding with the contract for the erection
of the new Government buildings.
Dr. QUICK, in supporting the Bill,
said that the measure dealt with a pub}.ic
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road, gazetted about 25 years ago. It pro..
posed to take away a portion of the land
forming that road, and to vest it in the
Board of Land and Works, which was a
public body, representing the taxpayers of
the country. He therefore submitted that
the Bill must be considered a public measure. The object of a private Bill was to
confer benefit on private persons, apart
from the nation, but that was not the object
of the present measure.. He was informed
that the whole of the owners of the
property abutting on the road in question
had consented to the passing of the Bill,
and therefore he thought that there ought
not to be any objection to it.
Mr. FISHER called attention to the 4th
clause of the Bill, which was as follows : "The pieces of land in Pall Mall, Sandhurst,
described in the 2nd schedule to this Act shall be
and the same are hereby granted unto the mayor,
councillors, and citizens of the city of Sandhurst
and their successors upon trust, to be maintained
and used as and for a place for the recreation
and amusement of Her Majesty's subjects and
people."

He desired to know if it was proposed to
strike out this clause? (" No.") Then, in
his opinion, the Bill ought to be brought
in as a private measure. It was one of the
class of Bills described in May's Pm'Ziamentary Practice as "hybrid Bills"measures partly of a private and partly of
a public character-and, according to the
same authority, such Bills were always treated
as private measures. He approved of the
object of the Bill, and would be glad to see
it become law; but he concurred with the
opinion of the Speaker that it should be
dealt with as a private measure.
The SPEAKER.-I do not wish to pre..
vent the Bill being now read a second time,
but I hope that it will not be passed through
its final stages until I have an opportunity
of ascertaining whether it ought to be regarded as a private measure.
Mr. RICHARDSON considered that the
course which the Speaker proposed to take
was quite proper, but he desired to mention,
for the honorable gentleman's information,
that the land in question was at present
vested in the Sandhurst City Council, and
was to all intents and purposes a portion of
a street. Both the council and the owners
of the property adjoining the street had
consented to the Bill.
Mr. R. CLARK expressed a hope that
the Bill would be allowed to pass without
any opposition, as it had received the consent
of all the owners of property in Pall Mall,
Sandhurst, and .of the citizens generally.
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Sir B. O'LOG HLEN submitted that all
the provisions of the Bill related to public
objects, and did not concern any private
interest, The measure which vested certain
land in the Exhibition Commissioners was
passed as a public Bill.
The SPEAKER.-That was Crown land.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stated that the
land on which the Exhibition building was
erected was only Crown land in the same
sense as the land referred to in the present
measure was Crown land. Pall Mall, Sandhurst, was under the control of the corporation of that city, but the fee-simple of the
land was vested in the Crown. However,
he would repeat that, if the Speaker had any
doubt about the Bill being a public measure,
he (Sir B. O'Loghlen) would move that it
be treated as a public Bill.
The SPEAKER.-If that course be
adopted it may form a precedent for a majority of theHouse, on a future occasion, to treat
as a public Bill a measure which is cle~rly a
private Bill. It is my duty, as Speaker, to
guard against undesirable precedents being
set as far as I can.
Mr. COOPER said he was inclined to
believe that, on an examination of the standing orders, it would be found that the objection raised by the Speaker was amply
sustained. If, however, that was the case,
there was another mode, without introducing
the measure as a private Bill, by which the
object in view could be accomplished. Under
the Local Government Act, the Sandhurst
City Council, with the consent of all the
owners of property within a distance of three
chains, could obtain permission from the
Governor in Council to narrow the street by
excising the portion mentioned in the Bill.
The Bill was then read a second time,
and passed through committee without
amendment.
The House adjourned at eleven o'clock.
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The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
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WRECKS ON THE GIPPSLAND
COAST.
Mr. MASON called the attention of the
Minister of Customs to a telegram published in the Ilerald that afternoon, announcing the wreck of three vessels-a
steamer and two schooners-on the Gippsland coast, near the Lakes' entrance, and
asked what steps would be taken by the
Government in the matter? Only on
Tuesday last he introduced to the Minister
of Customs a Mr. Nightingale, who brought
under the honorable gentleman's observation
the fact that the life-boat crew at Port
Albert had been disbanded, and that it was
absolutely necessary that there should be
some communication between Port Albert
and the signal station; and now, by a
strange coincidence, the importance of those
representations was completely illustrated.
'rhe three vessels he (Mr. Mason) alluded
to were stranded on the Ninety-mile Beach,
but fortunately no lives had been lost. The
point he wished to be noticed most was that
the coast in question was totally destitute
of the means of rendering assistance in
cases of shipwreck. . All the buoys and
moorings were being gradually swept away,
and there was only one nian-the officer in
charge' of the light-house stores - whose
services could be of any use. From Port
Albert to a distance of over 100 miles along
the cost eastwards there was not a single
station from which help could be obtained.
Surely that was a state of things that
called urgently for remedy. Much could be
said on the same subject with respect to
other ports, those, for instance, of Warrnambool and Belfast, because the moorings
formerly provided there were done away with,
probably in order to save expense, by the late
Minister of Customs, and sold for old iron.
Mr. GRAVES said it was quite true that
some years ago the boat's crew stationed at
Port Albert were disbanded, but he (Mr.
Graves) could not undertake to decide upon
having the crew re-organized until he had
made furtherinquiries into the subject. There
could be no question of the want of moorings
on the Gippsland coast which the honorable member for South Gippsland had
described, but, were there plenty of moorings
there, they would have been of no use to
save the vessels just wrecked from running
ashore. However, the whole matter would
be fully looked into, and the Despatch had
been sent to the scene of the wrecks to offer
her services. What the honorable member
said about the port of Warrnambool was
perfectly correct, the town clerk of that
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borough having lately :written to the Customs department to state that, had proper
moorings bflen available there, the wreck of
the Olivia Davis might have been averted.
Steps were being taken to supply the
moorings required there.
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN stated that he w'as
reported in a newspaper to have uttered in
the House on the previous evening the
words "a Protestant, Mr. Justice Higinbotham"; but, as a matter of fact, he used
110 such expression.
I t was his practice
never to allude to the religion of any gentleman, no matter what that religion might
be, and he wi~hed to place on record that
he did not do so on the occasion referred to.
He would consider such an allusion on his
part to be a gross impertinence.
Mr. BOWMAN said he desired to offer
an explanation with reference to an observation concerning himself that fell from
the honorable member for Belfast on the
previous evening, after he (Mr. Bowman)
left the chamber. The honorable member
then appeared to be under the impression
that he had been charged with having assisted to bdng the Irish question before
the House, whereas no accusation of the
kind had been made. What he (Mr. Bowman) said was simply that the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson),
after intriguing with other honorable members, was now intriguing with the honorable
member for Belfast.
Sir J. O'SHANASSYasked what right
the honorable member had to say that?
If he knew what he said to be the fact, he
ought now to state as much, but if he did
not know it he ought to apologize. (Mr.
Bowman-" I made no false statement.")
The honorable member stood in a degraded
position, and he (Sir J. O'Shanassy) would
lea ve him there.
THE TOTALISATOR.
Mr. DOW asked the Chief Secretary if
it was a fact that a gentleman engaged in
endeavouring to introduce the betting machine, known as the totalisator, into Victoria had been informed by the head of the
Police department that it would not be
interfered with by the police if utilized by a
bona fide club; and, if so, whether the
Chief Secretary proposed to endorse such
action?
Mr. GRANT stated that he had received
from the Under-Secretary the following
memorandum ou. the subject, :-

The Police.

"The Crown Solicitor on 24th January last
gave it as his opinion that so long as the totalisator was used solely by the members of a bona
fide club, and was, at the time, the property of
the club, the law gave the police no power of
interference, and, on the receipt of this opinion
by the head of the Police department, theperson
who was interested in the introduction of the
machine into this colony- was in reply to his
inquiry, informed accordmgly by the police."

The opinion was endorsed by the AttorneyGeneral.
PYRAMID CREEK RESERVE.
Mr. FISHER asked the Minister of
Lands if the reserve along the Pyramid
Creek would be made a permanent reserve;
and, if so, when?
Mr. W. MADDEN said the Secretary for
Lands had furnished him with the following
reply to the question :"The Pyramid Creek frontages are already
permanently reserved. Vide Government Gazette,
1881, pages 817 .and 1389. Description :- One
and a half chains from either bank throughout,
and also from the wasting level of all dams,
where such exist, and n. strip two chains wide
following the lowest level where the defined
channel is lost."

THE POLICE.
Mr. FISHER inquired whether the
Chief Secretary was aware of the nature
of the police accommodation provided at
Durham Ox ? As a matter of fact, it was
of a most wretched character, for the rain
fell through the roof of the building and
rendered it quite uninhabitable.
Mr. GRANT stated that he had received,
from the Under-Secretary, the following
statement on the subject : "The Chief Commissioner of Police reports
that the erection of new quarters and stabling
at Durham Ox was not proceeded with as was at
first intended for the rea80ns-(1) that the place
derives its importance mainly from its position
on the coach road between Sand hurst and Swan
Hill, and not from the extent of the population
in the neighbourhood; and (2) that the opening
of the line to Kerang will soon enable the question of the permanency or otherwise of a police
station at Durham Ox to be definitely settled."

PUBLICANS' LICENCES.
Mr. CARTER asked the AttorneyGeneral if he would cause the proclamation
in the Gazette of the 19th May, creating
a certain portion of Essendon and Flemington a special licensing district, to be revoked,
pending fmther inquiry? His reason for
putting the question was that the intention
of the law, in allowing the proclamation of
special licensing districts, was simply to
enable districts urgently requiring hotel
accommodation to be supplied; whereas
Essendon and Flemington had long been a
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populous neighbourhood and was well provided with hotels. At all events, the
matter of granting an extra publican's
licence there might well stand over until it
could be dealt with in the ordinary way in
December.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN stated that the
proclamation was asked for by a petition,
purporting to be signed by over 200 ratepayers of Essendon and Flemington, which
was received on the 8th May, and at once
referred to the proper officer, namely, the
police magistrate of the district, to be reported
upon by him after the usual inquiry. The
facts setout in the petition were as follows : . "The population has lately suddenly increased,
and is still increasing from various sources, so
that additional hotel accommodation is absolutely
required, and necessary not only to meet the
requirements of the residents, but for numerous
trave]]ers whose business leads them to the
district. . . That there is only one hotel in
Kensington and in the Flemington portion of the
borough east of the North-Eastern Railway,and
from the Mount Alexander road to the Hotham
boundary, about It miles, there is not a single
botel. That the inhabitauts are, for want or hotel
accommodation, put to great inconvenience."

The report upon the petition being to the
effect that the area in question had no hotel
accommodation, and that the petitioners
had a fair claim, the proclamation of the
district as a special licensing one was accordingly gazetted on the 19th May. On
the 26th Maya counter petition was received
bearing 69 signatures, 19 of which appeared
in both petitions, one of the 19 being that
of a borough councillor. The second petition
had been acknowledged, with the statement
that the Solicitor-General was not in a position to take further steps at present; and
the matter of additional hotel accommodation
had now to be decided by the licensing bench.
He (Sir B. O'Loghlen) understood that one
applicant for a licence in the district in
question had just built an hotel which not
only contained over thirty rooms, but would
be one of the finest establishments of the
kind outside Melbourne.
Mr. MASON (who, to put himself in
order, moved the adjournment of the House)
said he thought it would be well if honorable members understood the position in
which the Premier had placed himself. In
187~, Parliament passed the existing Publichouse Licensing Act, which prohibited the
increase of public-houses except under cer. tain conditions, one of which was set fo~th
in section 44 as follows : " Notwithstauding the provisions herein before
contained, it shall be lawful for the Governor in
Council from time to time to proclaim any place
or district, a place or district where, owing to a
sudden increase of population or otherwise the
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necessity for the immediate grant of publicans'
licences exists, to be a place or district wherein
publicans' licences may be specially granted,
and fr~m time to time to revoke any such proclamatIOn.

But the area in which the house which was
now sought to be licensed stood was a very
peculiar one. It was true there were no
public-houses in it, but an area without a.
public-house in it might be easily selected
anywhere in the colony, and at the same
time there might be public-houses all round
its borders. As a matter of fact, the area.
was simply a small strip of land. What
the 44th section was meant to apply to
was such sudden gatherings together of
population as occurred in connexion with
gold-field rushes, railway construction, or
the like, and the provision was a very desirable one; but in the present instance
the section was simply being abused. The
borough of Essendon and Flemington was
an old and settled one, within two miles
of Melbou.rne, and there had been no sudden
increase in its population. If the house to
be licensed had over thirty rooms, it could
be duly licensed in December. Why should
not that date be waited for? Perhaps
the reason lay in the fact that if the
licence had to be waited for it would not
be obtained before" Melbourne Cup" day,
whereas under the proclamation it could be
obtained on the following Monday. In one
instance, in connexion with a locality in
South Gippsland, the Solicitor-General refused to grant a similar proclamation on the
ground that so doing would interfere with
the functions of the ratepayers. Why did he
not take similar ground now? vVhat were
the facts with reference to Essendon and
Flemington? The borongh contained 307
ratepayers, and it had seven licensed houses,
or about. one to every 43 ratepayers. Under
these circumstances, if it would be a fail' and
legitimate thing to grant a fresh hotel
licence there, surely it would be equally fair
and legitimate to leave the matter to the
discretion of the licensing bench in December next. The only outcome of the policy
embodied in granting the present proclamation would be the licensing of innumerable
shanties. Any area could be proclaimed,
and any house, no matter what sort of accommodation it possessed, could be licensed.
It was not many months since the Essendon
and Flemington ratepayers voted distinctly
against any increase of their public-houses.
The Government ought at once to cancel
the proclamation.
Mr. MIRAMS seconded the motion. He
stated that he Imew· nothing about the
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particular casein question, but he wished to
say a word or two upon the principle involved in the issue of the proclamation. It
appeared to him that the law was being
evaded. In the first place, section 44 of
the Public-house Licensing Act was intended to apply solely to public purposes,
whereas it was on the present occasion being
used for private ends j and, secondly, the
words "to be a place or district wherein
publicans' licences may be specially granted"
plainly referred to circumstances under which
several licensed houses were required, not
one alone. He thought the spirit of the
Act should be more distinctly recognised by
the Government.
Mr. LONGMORE remarked that to proclaim a special licensing district in Essendon
and Flemington because more hotel accommodation was wanted there was a perfect outrage upon the Act. Travellers in the borough
could not help meeting a public-house at
every turn. (Sir B. O'Loghlen-" In one
part of it there is no hotel within a mile and
a half.") W ell, that was not sufficient to
warrant the proclamation. Section 44 was
intended to apply not to the settled districts
of the colony, but to cases where hotel
accommodation was suddenly needed, and
could not be procured within 50 or 100
miles. (Sir B. O'Loghlen-" A similar
proclamation was issued in connexion with
a suburb by the Government to which the
honorable member belonged.") Let that
be as it might, the proclamation ought to
be cancelled, and, if a new licensed house
for Essendon and Flemington was wanted,
those who wanted it might very well wait
until December.
Mr. LANGRIDGE stated that he visited
the locality of the intended new hotel about
three weeks since, and he was much struck
with the wonderful way in which the neighbourhood was spreading, and also the fact
that the particular building in question
would make one of the finest hotels round
Melbourne. He did not know the name of
its owner, but he considered that it ought to
be licensed, and that the Government were
justified in doing what they had done.
Mr. RICHARDSON remarked that honorable members ought to consider the injury.
that would be done if hotel licences could be
granted without reference to the wishes of
the ratepayers or the accommodation the
houses to be licensed afforded. Was it not
one of the special objects of the Public-house
Licensing Act to secure a better class of
buildings for licensed houses? (Sir B.
O'Loghlen-" This house has over thirty

Special Distrz'cts.

rooms, and over 200 ratepayers petitioned
for the proclamation. ") Nevertheless, he
believed that, if the question was submitted
to the ratepayers generally, there would be
a majority against any increase to their
licensed houses. The proclamation interfered with the prerogative of the ratepayers,
and ought therefore to be condemned.
Mr. KERFERDthoughthonorableinembel'S were discussing without full information
on the subject before them. There could not
be much speculation as to the intention of
the Act. Its object was to bring the granting of hotel licences within certain very rigid
lines, while, in order to meet the changing
circumstances of the colony, an elastic provision, in the shape of section 44, was embodied in the law, so that no hardship could
accrue. Under these circumstances, whenever it was sought to bring that section into
operation, a certain line of procedure was
adopted in the Solicitor-General's department, and there could be little doubt that it
had been followed in the case under discussion. The practice was that, whenever an
application for a proclamation was sent in, it
was referred to the chairman of the licensing
bench of the district concerned, and upon
his report, and the statements contained in
it, the Solicitor-General gave his decision.
What he (Mr. Kerferd) begged to suggest
was that, instead of allowing any further
time to be wasted, the Government should
undertake to lay all the documents connected
with the affair on the table of the House, and
then the grounds upon which the SolicitorGeneral had gone would be very plainly seen.
His department was usually very chary in
exercising its power in these matters, and it
was not likely that inquiry would show that
he had not ample justification for his action
on the present occasion.
Mr. CARTER remarked that the suggestion of the honorable member for the
Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) would be of no use
unless the proclamation was revoked, because the licensing bench 'Would sit on Monday and the House could not deal with the
matter until Tuesday, so that in the meantime the licence might be granted. The
question raised was not as to the eligibility
or otherwise of the hotel 01' applicant, but
as to whether or not the law was to be
carried out, and whether or not the Government was to be made usc of by any person
who desired to take advantage of a particular
section of an Act of Parliament in order to
evade the meaning of the whole Act. The
Licensing Act provided that any person
building a house with thirty rooms could
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apply for a licence on the licensing day in
December each year. This house, he was
told, contained thirty rooms, and, therefore,
the owner had only to wait until next December to obtain a licence. But not content
with that, in order to have the house licensed
immediately, it was sought to take advantage
of a provision which was clearly intended to
apply only to country districts where, owing
to a new gold-field or some other cause,
there was a sudden increase of population.
In St. Kilda, for instance, he was informed
that there would be an increase of some
2,000 electors at the next election, but
would it be reasonable for him to apply that,
owing to the increase of population, St.
Kilda should be made a special licensing
district? The Act never contemplated
anything of the kind. There were two
classes of cases provided for. If a man
built a small house intended for an hotel, an
opportunity was.. afforded him every three
years of obtaining an expression of opinion
from the ratepayers as to whether they were
desirous of any increase in the existing
number of public-houses. If he built a
house of thirty rooms, as in this case, he
could apply for a licence any year in December. The present action of the Government, however, deprived the ratepayers of
any voice in the matter, and the Ministry
must now see that an attempt had been made
to make use of them to afford an individual
an advantage never contemplated by the
Act. He might say that he had no interest
in the matter whatever, beyond desiring that
the law should be maintained so long as it
was in existence.
Mr. WRIXON observed that there was
a very important principle of law involved
in the action of the Solicitor-General,
namely, whether under the Licensing Act
special licensing districts could be legally
created in large centres of population. The
honorable member for the Ovens (Mr.
Kerferd) had correctly stated what was the
intention of the law when it was paRsed,
but the intention was not more obvious than
the law itself. The 44th section of the
Act provided"Notwithstanding the provisions hereinbefore
contained, it shall be lawful for the Governor in
Council from time to time to proclaim any place
or district a place or district where owing to a
sudden increase of population, or otherwise, the
necessity for the immediate grant of publicans'
licences exists, to be a place or district wherein
:publicans' licences may be specially granted, and
from time to time to revoke any such proclamation."
Could anyone say that that section could
be reasonably or properly applied to a place

I

Special Districts. .

485

like Essendon, at a point where there were
already two or three public-houses within a
stone-throw? (Mr. L. L. Smith-" No.")
He was informed that there were two hotels
within a short distance, and the names of
the licensees could be given if necessary.
The 44th section was obviously meant to
apply only to unsettled parts of the colony
where a sudden increase of population
sprang up, and was certainly never intended
to enable the Government to give the " goby" to the whole machinery of the Act.
The action taken in· this case appeared to
him to be getting behind an Act of Parliament in a rough and ready manner, and, if
the thing could be undone, it ought to be
undone, because the importance of the
matter was not so much with regard to the
particular public-house now in question as
the bad precedent which would be set. (Mr.
L. L. Smith-" It has been done a dozen
times.") Then it ought not to be done,
and the sooner it was put a stop to the
better. It was not the wish of the House
that public-houses should be multiplied in
this way, and nothing gave greater moral
weight to the extreme view of those who
advocated absolute prohibition than the fact
of different Governments giving by a sidewind favour to the promotion of publichouses. This had been done often, and ha<.l
led the public to distrust all legislation
merely for the regulation of public-houses,
because they could not depend that it would
be worked fairly or effectively.
Mr. LAURENS said the house in question was not in Essendon, but on the
border of the town of Hotham, and it was
not true that it was a mile or two from
another public-house. He thought a mistake had been made in the matter by the
Solicitor-General. Under the Licensing
Act, a licence could be obtained for a house
containing thirty rooms any year at the
licensing court in December, and why
could not this house wait to be licensed
under the provisions of the law? It had
been urged, as a reason to show the necessity for the proclamation, that this locality
had just been created a borough, but the
mere creating a place a borough did not
add a single unit to the population, or inth
"t f
dd"t" I bl'
crease e neceSSl y or an a 1 lOna pu Iehouse. He thought it would be wise on the
part of the Government to give the matter
further consideration if it had not been
finally dealt with.
Mr. McKEAN :observed that, as he was
professionally engaged in this matter, he
would not have s-poken on the subject but
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that honorable members did not appear to
be conversant with the facts. The opposition to the granting of a licence for the
house now in question emanated chiefly
from Mr. Rigby, the nearest publican, who
was to be seen hovering round the Assembly interviewing Members of Parliament on
the subject. Mr. Rigby waited on him
(Mr. McKean) professionally, but, having
been previously engaged by the intending
licensee, he advised Mr. Rigby to go to some
other professional man and get him to
oppose the application at the licensing court.
That was the proper course to take, and he
thought it was not dignified for the House
to intervene in what was really a dispute
between a publican and a would-be publican.
The House should let the question of granting the licence be argued on its merits before the licensing bench on Monday next,
and not descend to discuss such a question
itself. The principle upon which applications to proclaim certain localities special
licensing districts were granted was when
there was a large increase of population,
and he believed the petition which was
presented in support of the present application showed that it was justified. The
railway cut the locality in two, and Mr.
Rigby's hotel was not in the portion which
had been proclaimed a special district.
Mr. FISHER expressed the opinion that
the 44th section of the Licensing Act left
the whole question of proclaiming special
licensing districts to the discretion of the
Ministry. The section provided that any
place or district might be proclaimed a
special licensing district in which, owing to
B sudden increase of population" or otherwise," the "necessity for the immediate
grant of publicans' licences exists." The
question or the "necessity" was thus left
to the discretion of the Minister. charged
with the administration of the Act, and it
appeared that in the present case the usual
precautionary steps were taken before the
application was complied with. He thought
it would be a pity for the House to mix itself
up with the discretion of a Minister unless it
was prepared to say by a direct motion that
he had done something very wrong. He
knew from experience that it was very
difficult to get a Minister to proclaim a
place a special licensing district, and he
had no doubt that the Solicitor-General had
a good reason for the course he adopted.
Mr. L. L. SMITH said he desired to call
the attention of honorable members to the
fact that the House had now been in session
six weeks, and 7 beyond delivering the
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Budget statement and formally introducing
a number of Bills, the Government had not
been allowed to do any of the work of the
country. During the whole of that time he
had purposely refrained from addressing the
House on a single occasion, but, seeing the
waste of time which was being persisted in,
he thought it was at length necessary to
bring honorable members to their bearings.
It was stated that the real secret of the
course which members of the Opposition had
been pursuing was that they were determined
that no business should be done this session.
Three days before the session opened, he
hearel that those tactics were to be adopted.
"The Government is getting on too well,"
he was told ; "it is getting too much in
favour with the people;" and hence there
was to be an attempt to prevent the
Ministry having a lot or work to show when
they went before the country. He intended,
however, to let the public know the little
game of the Opposition, and to understand that, if no business was done this
session, it would be the fault of the Opposition. The Ministry had prepared and
laid before the House a large quantity of
practical legislation, and, if the Opposition
refused to allow it to be dealt with,
they would have to take the responsibility.
Surely it was a shame to occupy the time
of a Legislative Assembly in discussing
whether a licence should be granted to a
certain public-house or not. It would not
be parliamentary for him to repeat the statement of P1.tnch that the proceedings of the
Assembly were a farce; but, really, when
such things went on, he must say they
looked very much like it. (An Honorable
Member-" What about the dissolution?")
Honorable members on the opposition side
of the House not only refused to allow any
business to be done, but at the same time
they were constantly crying out for a dissolution. It was useless, however, for them
to attempt to draw him out on that subject,
because he was a know-nothing on such
questions. The cry for a dissolution came
from the opposition side of the House, and
he hoped that fact would be noted. (Mr.
Wilson-" They don't want it.") He
agreed with the honorable member. They
had the word in their mouths, but they
trembled at the thought of it; and, judging from all the elections which had taken
place, they had good cause to tremble. The
country would mark, too, how they had obstructed everything brought forward by the
Government-not in a bold open manner,
it was true 7 but in a "tiddliwinking"
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way that honorable members ought to be that the Government adopted every precauashamed of. (Mr. R. Olark-" When is there tion before taking any action in the matter.
to be a dissolution? ") When a dissolution
Mr. JAMES said the honorable member
came, the honorable member would know it. for Richmond (Mr. Smith) had charged
He (Mr. Smith) did not want a dissolution; the Opposition in a very violent manner
but he wanted to see the business of the with obstructing the business, but really the
country carried on, and not the time of the only speaker who had wasted time by talkHouse wasted in useless and fruitless dis- ing without addressing himself to the question 1,111der consideration was the honorable
cussions.
Mr. BOWMAN remarked that there had member himself. In the same way, the pre.
been a great desire manifested this session vious night every honorable member who
to propose motions for the adjournment of spoke on the question brought forward by
the House for the purpose of discussion, the honorable member for Oastlemaine (Mr.
and he was inclined to think that there was Patterson) confined himself closely to the
a great deal of truth in the statement that subject, except the Minister of Railways,
there was a determination on the part of who completely wandered away from it.
some honorable members to stop the business Under such circumst..:'tnces the members of
of the country. With regard to the question the Government had certainly no right to
under discussion, he knew the house for <lharge the Opposition with obstruction.
which a licence was desired, and he could With regard to the question now under dissay that it would do credit to any part of cussion, he thought the request made by the
Melbourne.. He regretted, however, that honorable member for St. Rilda (Mr.
the Assembly should occupy itself in dis- Carter) that the proclamation in the Gazette
cussing the licensing of a public-house. should be revoked, pending further inquiry,
There were licensing courts provided to was a very reasonable one, and ought to be
deal with sucn matters; and, no doubt, at once conceded by the Premier. There
when the licensing bench sat on Monday, was a very strong feeling in the minds of
the application for a licence for the house in many honorable members with regard to the
question would be dealt with on its merits. licensing system of this colony, and they
He was informed that the owner of the certainly would object to this or any other
house tried hard to get it finished in time Government overriding the principle of the
for the licensing court last year, but he was Licensing Act. If police magistrates 01'
unable to do so. Under any circumstances, Ministers were to take upon themselves legisthe only benefit he could derive from the lative functions, the representatives of the
proclamation which had been issued was people in the Assembly would become mere
that he would have some return for his out- nonentities. As the course suggested by
lay at once instead of waiting until next the honorable member for St. Kilda was
December, when he would have got a licence supported by honorable members on both
sides of the House, the Government would
in any case.
Mr. GRAVES stated that the facts in be consulting their own interests by acceding
this case were extremely simJ?le. A peti- to it.
Mr. GILLIES said that this was not an
tion was sent in to the Law department,
signed by over 200 inhabitants of Essendon exceptional case, for day after day new licensand Flemington, requesting that, owing to ing districts were proclaimed without the
the increase of population, and the fact of slightest warrant if the law was fairly interthere not being a public-house within an preted, though he did not mean to assert
area of a mile and a half, the locality now that the present Government were any more
in question might be proclaimed a special to blame in this respect than their predelicensing district. The petition was referred, cessors. For instance, a person built an
in the usual way, to the police magistrate hotel on a corner allotment in an up-country
of the district, Mr. ShuteI', and he reported town, and though unable to obtain a licence
that the petitioners had fairly stated the facts in the ordinary way-though the vote of the
of the case, and that, in his opinion, they ratepayers was against any increase in the
had a fair claim to have their request C0111- number of hotels-he afterwards made the
plied with. The proclamation was- accord- fact of his expenditure of money in the
ingly gazetted on the 19th May. A counter erection of the building the ground of an
petition, signed by 69 persons, was not application to the Minister to create the
presented until the 26th May, and of these locality a special licensing district. The
69 it was found that 19 had also signed expenditure was in defiance of the law,
the previous petition. It would thus be seen and yet he actually made it the basis of his
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application for the proclamation of a special
licensing district. He induced Members of
Parliament to interview the Minister in
support of the application, and thus pressure
was brought to get an interpretation placed
on the law which it would not justly bear.
During the period that the present Chief
Secretary administered" the Licensing Act,
the honorable gentleman resisted a number
of these applications, which was a circumstance that deserved to be mentioned to
Ms credit, but some had been granted,
and now had cropped up the present case,
in which a person was to obtain a licence
several months before he was by law entitled
to apply for it. Why should one person
be selected for special favour in this way?
The Act did not contemplate that special
favour should be shown to anyone; and
no such favour as was being shown in this
case had ever been granted to anyone
before. A man who built a house containing a certain number of rooms was entitled
to apply fora publican's licence in the ordinary
way at the period of the year specified by law,
but the law never intended that any locality
should be created a special licensing district
in order to enable a man to get a licence a
few months before he could otherwise do so.
The 44th section of the Act was inserted
only to meet exceptional cases, such as
would be caused by the discovery of a new
gold-field, or a sudden increase of population
in a scattered district. Everybody knew
that the case in question was not one of the
kind in which the Act contemplated the
creation of a special licensing district. He
would ask, then, why the Government allowed themselves to be pressed in the matter
to adopt a course which was in violation of
the spirit of the law? Honorable members
were told that the local police magistrate
had made a recommendation in favour of
the course taken by the Government, but
what did the House care for the opinion of
a police magistrate when it was opposed to
the policy of the law? That policy might
be wrong; if it was, the law ought to be
altered. But no Government had a right
to alter the law by an act of administration.
The Government ought to set their faces
against any attempts to influence them to
administer the law in a way contrary to the
spirit in which it was framed.
The motion for the adjournment of the
House was put and negatived.
LANDS DEPARTMENT.
Mr. LONGMORE asked -the Minister
of Lands whether any 110th section areas

Serpentine

Wez1'~

had been sold by auqtion during the
last four or five months; and, if so, how
many?
Mr. W. MADDEN replied that none
had been sold.

KERANG RAIL WAY.
Mr. FISHER asked the Acting Minister
of Railways when he expected to have the
rails to complete the line from Eaglehawk
to Mitiamo?
Mr. G RAVE S stated that eight miles of
rails were now being landed, and other shipments were daily expected. The completion
of the line from Eaglehawk to Mitiamo
would be proceeded with as soon as the rails
arrived.
SERPENTINE WEIR.
Mr. McCOLL asked whether the Minister of Water Supply had received an application from the Swan Hill Shire Council
for leave to complete the weir at the Serpentine as a permanent work at their own
expense?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN (in the absence
of Mr. C. YOUNG) stated that the Swan
Hill Shire Council had made no application
on the subject to the Water Supply department, but they had asked the Public "\Vorks
department if the consent of the Governor
in Council would be granted to the construction of the Serpentine weir out of the
shire funds. The council were informed
that the weir in question would form a portion of the work to be carried out by the
United Loddon Water Trust. Mr. Gordon was at present taking the levels of
the Serpentine Creek, with the view of advising as to the nature of the works which,
as the money was available, would be im...
mediately constructed should the United
Loddon Trust determine to proceed with
them.
PUBLIO OFFIOERS.
Mr. GRANT, pursuant to order of the
House (dated December 22, 1881), laid on
the table a return relating to public officers
connected with the receipt and disbursement
of public moneys.
THE POLIOE.
Mr. BLACKETT moved., That there be laid before this House copies
of all correspondence in connexion with the
charge brought against Detective A. D. Wilson
by Mr. Abraham Levy."
Mr. WALKER seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
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BUILDING SOCIETIES ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
Mr. LONGMORE (in the absence of
Mr. MUNRO) moved for leave to introduce a
Bill to amend the Building Societies Act
1874.
Mr. LANGRIDGE seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.

voted for it was expended, but that it would
insist upon the work being carried on, and
thereby give the suffering people on the
Plains encouragement to struggle on, in the
hope that by next summer the life-giving
element-water-would be supplied to them
in sufficient abundance for their necessities.
He would conclude his remarks by reading
a short extract from a recently-published
work entitled Bdtish India andit8 Rulel's:-

NORTH-vVESTERN CANAL.
On the order of the day for the House to
resolve itself into CO!llmittee of Supply,
Mr. McCOLL moved-

"The crops raised under canals in 1877-8 in the
Pnnjab, North-West Provinces, and Madras, and
to a large extent rescued by them from destruction, are estimated to have been worth 15 or 16
millions sterling in several instances, more than
repaying in a single season the entire capital
outlay on the work in question up to date."

"That, in the opinion of this House, the unexpended balance of £500 passed last session, for a
contour survey of a snrface canal from the
Goulburn to the Campaspe, be expended in extending that survey to the Avoca river."

Last session (said the honorable member)
a sum of £500 was unanimously voted by
the House for the purpose of ascertaining,
by means of a contour survey, whether a
surface canal in the north-western district
was practicable or not. But the Minister
of Water Supply, by his own action, and
without the authority of Parliament, put
down ·his foot when one-fifth of the survey
was completed, and said that it should proceed no further. He (Mr. McColl) hoped that
the House would not stultify itself, but
would insist upon the balance of the £500
being expended in continuing the survey
westward from the point at which it had
been stopped. Seven or eight public meetings had been held in the district, within
the last fortnight or three weeks, at which
resolutions had been passed calling upon the
department to complete the survey. Copies
of those resolutions had been forwarded to
several honorable members, and amongst
others to the honorable member for the Avoca,
who, he hoped, would respond to the appeal
made .to them by supporting the proposition
for the completion of the survey. He
regarded it as a matter of life or death to the
people on the Plains. He recently made a
journey of 25 or 26 miles in the district, and
saw and heard scenes which a civilized
country ought to be ashamed of. He saw
immense volumes of water in the Murray
going to waste, all of which, without robbing
anyone lower down the stream, might be
conserved for the benefit of the settlers in
the next dry season. The number of animals
which died in the district during the last
drought was something frightful. He trusted
that the House would not allow the contour
survey which had been commenced to be discontinued before even the paltry sum already

Mr. FISHER, in seconding the proposition, remarked that he fully endorsed
the statement of his honorable colleague as
to the extreme privations which the people
on the Northern Plains had suffered during
the late drought. He was glad that the
Ministry had put £111,500 on the Estimates for 1882-3 in aid of waterworks in
various country districts. From that grant,
and the £300,000 available for the different
water trusts by way of loan, he anticipated
that by next summer the condition of the
people on the Northern Plains in the
matter of water supply would be greatly
alleviated compared with what it had
hitherto been in dry seasons. At the same
time, he could not lose sight of the fact
that £500 was voted last session for the
purpose of ascertaining whether it was
possible to have a canal system partly
initiated at all events. He believed that
there was ~me portion of the Northern
Plains, namely, the country between Echuca
and Rochester, in which the experiment of
having part of the canal advocated by his
honorable colleague might very well be tried.
He therefore considered that it would be
judicious to expend the balance of the£500
in the way in which the House intended it
should be spent wh8n it voted the money,
and as he understood the Government promised that it would be expended.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said the honorable
member for Mandurang (Mr. McColl) had
no ground for complaining that the balance
of the £500 was not being expended.
When the vote was discussed, it was stated
that the work would be confined to a contour survey between the Goulburn and the
Campaspe. (Mr. McColl-" Certainly not.")
He was aware that the terms of the vote
contained the words "for a contour survey
for surface canal in north-western district,"
but the report of the discussion on the vote
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Remis8Z'on of Duties.

showed that the Minister of Water Supply more convenient opportunity of raising the
distinctly stated that the vote" was for the question.
Mr. McCOLL said he would accept the
purpose of making a contour survey from
the Goulburn towards the Campaspe," and suggestion on the understanding that he
that the honorable member for Mandurang would have the opportunity of again bringing
" intimated that he thoroughly approved of the matter forward when the Estimates were
what was being done in the matter.'~ (Mr. on.
The proposition was then withdrawn, and
McColl-" Just so.") A contour survey
had been macl~ in accordance with the state- the House went into Committee of Supply.
ment of the Minister of Water Supply, and
REMISSION OF DUTIES.
the result of it was to prove that there was an
Sir
B. O'LOG HLEN said he wished to
available fall between the Goulburn and the
Campaspe, but nevertheless the Echuca inform the committee of a change in the
Shire Council, he understood, had declined Government proposals in regard to the reto have anything to do with the contour mission of duties. The honorable member
scheme, and went in fqr a scheme proposed for Belfast asked him, the other evening,
by Messrs. Gordon and Black. (Mr. whether it was intended to deal with the
McColl-" The contour survey has nothing remissions in one Bill or by separate
whatever to do with the Echuca scheme.") measures, and his reply was that it was proHis impression, and he believed that of a posed to deal with them separately. The
large number of honorable members, was Government, however, had reconsidered the
that the vote of £500 would ne,..er have matter, and they had decided to submit the
been passed if it had not been considered a proposals to the House in one Bill, which
compromise. (Mr. McColl-" Nothing of would be following the English precedent,
the kind.") The honorable member for and would probably be a saving of time. He
Mandurang was entitled to credit for his noticed that some errors had crept into the
enthusiasm on the subject of a surface press about the proposal as to the tea duty.
canal, and no doubt the honorable member His proposition was that for the first three
would be willing, if he had the money, to months of the financial year 1882-3 the
spend a few millions on the scheme, but the whole duty should be collected, as at present;
question now was whether the balance of that during the next three months it should
the £500 should be expended on some other be 2d. per lb.; during the following t.hree
survey than that for which the Minister of months, 1d. per lb.; and that then it should
Water Supply explained that it was intended cease altogether. He was told that the
when the vote was passed. The honorable trade were desirous that the full duty should
member raised no objection at the time, but be continued until the 1st January next, and
that then the remission should take place
acquiesced in what was being done.
Mr. McCOLL explained. that he tho- absolutely. If it would be an advantage to
roughly approved of the appointment of Mr. the trade, the Government had no objection
Murray, that gentleman being one of the to modify their proposal in that way, as the
ablest and most honest engineers in the total amount of revenue which they anticicolony; but he never expected that, when pated from tea during the financial year
one-fifth of the work was doile, it would be would not be affected by the alteration.
put a stop to. He wanted the survey to be
DEFENCE OF THE COLONY.
carried out in accordance with the terms of
Sir J. O'SHANASSY asked the
the vote-both in the spirit and in the
letter-and therefore he demanded that the Treasurer if he was in a position to lay on
balance of the money should be expended the table a statement as to the annual cost
which the carrying out of the defence sc~eme
and not be allowed to lapse.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN remarked that he would involve?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he would take
was afraid the Government could not comply
with the honorable member's request. If steps to get the information supplied.
the honorable member did not approve of the
DEBATE ON THE BUDGET.
survey being limited to the country from the
FIRST NIGHT.
Goulburn towards the Campaspe, it was
unfortunate that he did not express his
The debate on the Budget submitted by
disapproval of that course at the time that Sir Bryan O'Loghlen on Tuesday, May 30,
the vote was passed. However, if the was then proceeded with.
Mr. BERRY.-Sir, in commencing my
proposition was now withdrawn, he would
give the honorable member another and remarks on the Budget, I think it well to
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notice that the Treasurer did not explain
that to submit the financial statement before
the close of the financial year is a departure
from recent practice. For the last seven
or eight years, it has been the practice not
to submit the financial statement until the
close of the financial year, when the accounts
are completed and the results are absolute.
Previously a contrary practice prevailed,
but it was found to be very inconvenient,
because the Treasurer delivered a statement
which was not an exact statement except to
date, for the reason that it was submitted
some weeks prior to the close of the financial
year, and consequently a portion of the
statement had to be matter of estimate.
That is the case with the statement we
11ave now to consider. I don't know what
reason influenced the Treasurer in makilig
this innovation, which, I must say, is to
some extent inconvenient. If the financial
statement is .delivered promptly after the
close of the financial year, that is all that
can be expected. Then the exact accounts,
which do not afterwards require to be altered,
are in the hands of honorable members,
whereas I find the present accounts are
made up only to the 21st May, whereby
the revenue and expenditure for six weeks
of the current financial year are matter of
estimate. I am not going to impugn the
estimate. I dare say it is fairly arrived at;
at the same time it is only an estimate, and
when I' tell honorable members that the
revenue expected to be received between the
30th May and the 30th June amounts to
no less than £619,845 they will see that
there is a liability that the accounts, when
they come to be made up, will disclo"se a
considerable deficiency. I dare say the
Treasurer has been as careful as possible; still estimates, no matter how carefully prepared they may be, can never be
depended upon as accounts can be when
they are closed.
I think it only right
to call attention to this new procedure,
because I don't think it is one which
ought to be followed in the future. I may
say that I feel a great deal of gratification"
and pride in the statement which the Treasurer has made. I have little exception to
take to it. I don't know that, if I had
been in office, I could have made a statement which could have redounded more to
the credit of the party with which I am
connected. Eleven months after I left
office the statement is made that the whole
deficit which then existed is swept awaythat not only have the Government met
all liabilities, but they have been able to
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forestall the payment of Treasury - bonds
by nearly two years before they fell due~
As the Treasury-bonds were looked upon
as part of the deficit, somewhat unfairly
I think, by the Treasurer last session-as
something which he did not anticipate that
he would be able to redeem during the
current year-I think it is creditable to the
late Government that that vestige of bad
times should have been liquidated quite
as early as they expected. It should be
recollected that, when I first asked for
authority for the issue of Treasury-bonds, I
proposed that they should have currency for
only one year 01' two; but the suggestion
was pressed upon me that some of them
should run for three years. I gladly
accepted the suggestion. At the same
time I was under the impression that the
whole of that time would not be required to
put the finances of the colony in order.
However, not only has the deficit been got
rid of, and most of the Treasury-bonds paid"
off, but the Treasurer feels himself in a
position to propose a reduction of the
revenue to the extent of £200,000 per
annum, which I believe is quite equal to
all the taxation imposed during the depressed period that existed between 1878
and 1880. These facts, I think, not only
redound to the credit of the House, but
are a clear justification of the policy of
the liberal party for the last four years.
They indicate that the country has returned
to its normal state-to the state in which it
was before it was affected by the very
serious depression which prevailed not only
in Victoria, and in the other colonies, but,
to a large extent, throughout the civilized
world. Therefore I hope we shall hear no
more of the exaggerated statements with
regard to that period which a section of the
press never ceased to indulge in. If that
was done for party reasons, it had its results
in the change of Government; and I consider
the time has come when these matters should
be regarded simply as matters of history.
In fair play to the House and to all parties,
I think there should be a fail' aclmowledgment that there was exaggeration in the
past, and that considering the circumstances
in which the country was placed, whether
one Government or the other was in office,
the public finances were managed with
reasonable skill and in a way satisfactory to
the country.
I experience the greater
pleasure in following the Treasurer because
he did not attribute-as some of his supporters outside have attributed-these financial results to the change of Government.
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He dealt fairly by his opponents, and
his example may well be copied by Treasurers in the future. There is no doubt
that not a great deal depends upon the
'Government of the day with regard to
revenue. My very hopeful and sanguine
friend-the prophet of "peace, progress,
and prosperity"-was so deceived in his
estimate of revenue for the financial year
now drawing to a close that he found himself in possession of some £300,000 in excess of his own sanguine estimates. This
goes to show that no one can foresee, even
in the direction of his own wishes and interests, the aggregate of the changes that
may take place in a community such as ours
during a period of twelve months. I gather
from the documents which the Treasurer
has circulated that the improvement in our
finances commenced even earlier than the
honorable gentleman mentioned. I find that
the revenue for 1881-2 is £448,000 in excess of the revenue for the previous year;
but honorable members will be surprised to
learn that the revenue for 1880-1 exceeded
that for 1879-80 by £560,900~ or £112,000
more than the increase of 1881-2 over
1880-1. I have also been struck with another piece of evidence that the return of
prosperity commenced during the time the
late Government were in office. The deposits in the Post-office savings banks in
1881 were in excess of those in 1880 by
£236,000, and those in 1882 were in excess of the deposits in 1881 by £245,000,
so that the increase between the two later
years was only £9,000 more than the increase between 1880 and 1881. These deposits' in the 'Post-office savings banks, I
think, are a very fair criterion of the condition of the people. From the facts I
have stated, it may fairly be concluded that
an improvement in the condition of the
masses of the people prevailed through the
whole, or nearly the whole, currency of the
financial year 1880-1. I repeat that Governments have very little to do with the
prosperity of the country-that is to say,
with immediate financial results. In saying
this, I do not wish it to be supposed that
I think the course of events in the Legislature has no effect, in substantial and permanent results, upon the country, because
I consider it has a very large effect. I was
speaking more of immediate results from
any particular policy, and I think I may
say that the altered state of the revenue is
attributable not so much to Governments
as to the lucrative character of recent taxation. No doubt the taxes imposed during
Mr. Berry.
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the last two or three years were extremely
well selected. They cost little in collection,
they did not press on the bulk of the
people, and they yielded a very fail' amount to
the State; and thus they helped to put the
finances in a sound state in a very prompt
manner. But if anything done of late was
likely to increase the prosperity of the
country, it was the International Exhibition.
I have no doubt that the reflex action of
the vast success which attended that undertaking was experienced during the succeeding year, and will continue to be experienced
for some years to come. Then I think it
must be admitted that the settlement of the
constitutional difficulty, and with it the
disappearance of the intense bitterness
which had prevailed between political parties
for many years, had the effect of leaving
men's minds in a state that more attention
could be given to practical business than
could possibly be given during long discussions over a fundamental alteration of
the Constitution. That is all I want to
say with regard to the past. I don't think
it necessary, as the Treasurer did not go
into matters of detail, to enter into a comparison of items of revenue as estimated
and as realized j but I will proceed to deal
with the proposals of the Government.
Supposing the estimate of revenue for the
last six weeks of the current financial year
is realized, the total revenue for 1881-2
will amount to £5,563,284. But the Treasurer estimates the revenue for 1882-3 at
£5,528,104, or only £35,180 less than the
revenue received or to be received during
the current year.
And yet he propose3 to knock off duties amounting to
£40,000 from beer, £50,000 from tea, and
£50,000 from postage-in all £140,000.
But to estimate that the revenue for the
next year will reach within £35,000 that
of the present prosperous year, in the face
of a reduction of duties to the amount of
£140,000, really means anticipating an increased revenue of £105,000. I don't
hesitate to say I cannot endorse that estimate. I think it is too sanguine j I don't
see there is any reason to suppose that the
financial year which will be entered on the
1st July will be as prolific in revenue as the
year now current. Certainly I cannot see
any justification, nor did the Treasurer
attempt to give any justification, for any increase upon the revenue received this year.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The increased
revenue from railways.
Mr. BERRY.-I think it will be very
fortunate if the railway revenue for next year
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reaches that for the current year. Therailways
are, of course, a test-a very important
test-of the prosperity of the country;
but much depends upon the harvest and
npon the pastoral interest; and from all I
hear it is scarcely possible that the railway
receipts will be as large next year as they
have been this year. The Treasurer did not
give us any information by which he arrived
at the conclusion that the revenue for next
year would be higher on any particular
article than it was during this year; but I
find from the papers which the honorable
gentleman has circulated that from the duty
on cigars he has received, or will receive, this
year £22,500, or £2,500 in excess of his
estimate, and that he reckons on receiving
£30,000 from that article next year. But
what reason is there for supposing that
there will be such an increase? The duty
on tea yielded, this year, £84,300. The
Treasurer proposes to remit half the duty,
and yet he expects the revenue from tea to
yield, next year, no less than £52,000. I
don't think there is any justification for
that.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Much tea will not
be sold during the next six months.
Mr. BERRY .-N0 doubt. Almost every
pound of tea on which duty has been paid
will go into consumption between this and
the 1st January. That is the real reason
why the trade wish the Treasurer to alter
the proposal in the way the honorable
gentleman mentioned this evening, and
which he seems disposed to acquiesce in.
I think that will be a wise alteration. I
think it is far more reasonable and far more
in accordance with ordinary practice that
the remission should be all at once and for
half-a-year, rather than it should be only
a partial reduction for one three months and
that the entire reduction should not take
effect until the end of another three months.
Therefore I do not complain of the alteration of the original proposal. But the whole
tendency of the proposal, whether altered or
not, will be to cause the use, within the next
six months, of all the tea now in private
hands and out of bond, with the result of
making the revenue for the year £10,000
less instead of £10,000 more than half the
revenue for this year, so that there will be
£20,000 deficiency on the item of tea alone.
From sugar, the Treasurer has received this
year £103,110, and he estimates to receive
next year £115,000 ; but, unless the honorable gentleman can give some reason for the
increase, I think the committee will hesitate
to accept it as reliable. Then there is
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an anticipated increase from £13,730 to
£15,000 on coffee, chicory, &c., but I think
that if the Treasurer had been content with
limiting his estimate to the amount received
during the present exceptionally favorable
year, he would have adopted a wise course.
From rice the Treasurer expects to receive
£22,000, although the revenue for the
current year will be no more than £20,100,
or £2,!)OO below his estimate of last session.
But why the honorable gentleman should
expect to receive nearly £2,000 more than
he received this year in view of the falling
consumption-in view of the probability that,
under the new law, the number of Chinese,
who are the chief consumers of rice, will
diminish-l cannot understand. From
dried and preserved fruits and vegetables
the Treasurer realizes, this year, £46,900, or
£6,900 beyond his estimate. A revenue of
£46,900 from this item is a large one, but the
Treasurer is not satisfied j and he expects
that the item will yield, next year, no less
than £58,500, or an increase of £12,000.
I don't think there is any justification for
this expectation; and I mUiilt express regret
that the Treasurer has not thought fit to
lay before the committee the information
on which he bases these expectations of increase. I· now come to live stock, an
article in which I believe the honorable
member for Belfast is verv much interested.
The honorable member would deprive the
Government altogether of revenue on account of imported live stock.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-No; on the
contrary, I would make the account balance
exactly.
Mr. BERRY.-The honorable membel'
has on the notice-paper a motion for the
abolition of the import duty on li1e stock j
and, if the duty be abolished, no revenue
will be received.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Itwill be made
up by increased railway receipts.
Mr. BERRY.-l hope it may. But
we know that revenue is obtained by
means of the import duty, while we don't
know what revenue will be obtained the
other way. My position is that if the import duty be abolished, so far from the
Treasurer getting £6,000 more than he
receives this year, he will get nothing at
all. I now come to the items " articles
subject to ad valorem duties" and "all
other articles," which I regard as an extraordinary combination. Indeed they ought
to have been separated long ago; but when
a particular way is adopted of dealing with
matters, it becomes stereotyped, so to speak,
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and is continued year after year. The
revenue which the Treasurer obtains this
year from those two lines is £115,000 more
than he anticipated, but it should be recoll~cted that early this year stocks were
low and that a large quantity of the articles
from which this revenue has been received
lIas not gone into consumption. Under
these circumstances, it seems doubtful
whether the revenue from those lines will
be as large next year as it has been this
year. Neverthelessthe Treasurer's estimate
for next year is £36,000 in excess of what
he receives this year.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-It is the old
game of inflation which you know a considerable deal about.
Mr. BERRY.-The honorable member
for Belfast has such a prejudice with regard
to my administration that 11e is unable to
discern in my proceedings what he is glad to
see in those of others. But it so happens
that no Treasurer has ever been so near in
his estimates as I have been. Why the
present Treasurer had to admit, last session,
that my estimates in the aggregate were so
near as to be practically and substantially
correct.
Mr. ZOX.-They were only half a
million out.
Mr. BERRY.-I would suggest that the
honorable member for East Melbourne (Mr.
Zox) should say something nice rather than
interject remarks which, while they may be
very well for a party fight, become nauseous
by iteration. I say that my estimates of
revenue have generally been as correct as those
of any other gentleman who has occupied
the position of Treasurer j in many instances
they have been more correct. It should be
recollected that a Treasurer is just as much
at fault when his revenue is in excess of his
estimate as he is when it is below llis
estimate. The Treasurer submitted his
estimates for 1881-2 last September-only
eight months ago-and yet those estimates
were largely wrong, as I have explained to
the committee. Coming to the Territorial
revenue, I doubt very much whether the
Treasurer's estimates will be realized. The
honorable gentleman anticipates that he
will receive £160,000 from the sale of land
by auction. I don't know whether the
officers of the Lands department can say
they know of lands which, if sold by auction
next year, will bring £160,000. I know
that when I was in office I was hard pressed
with regard to this branch of revenue.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-There is land to
sell.
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Mr. BERRY.-But in a period of real
prosperity, when there is no pressure upon
the Treasurer, I don't think it is wise to
rush every town allotment into the market.
Another item of TelTitorial revenue seems
to me very strange. We all know that the
rents from pastoral tenants have been
decreasing, consequent upon selection, and
that decrease is bound to continue, for the
reason that the area of the pastoral runs
decreases as selection goes on. On this
item the revenue for the current year shows
a reduction on the estimate. The estimate
was £89,600; the amount which the Treasurer receives is no more than £81,100;
and yet he expects that the pastoral lands
will yield, next year, no less than £92,100.
What ground has the honorable gentleman for
supposing that this increase will take place?
I observe that the Minister of Lands smiles.
He may have some plan by which to raise
more from the pastoral tenants than is
raised now, but that plan has not been disclosed to the committee. If he expects to
get it from the mallee country, I think he
will be mistaken. In the first place, the
honorable gentleman has to pass his Land
Bill, and, if he succeeds in doing that, I
doubt very much whether the revenue from
pastoral occupation will be increased thereby,
at all events for another year. As honorable members are aware, the Treasurer proposes to remit taxation which will amount
to £140,000 next year, and to £200,000
ill the succeeding year. It is possible to
do that on paper by the inflation of revenue; but I submit that the Treasurer
has not made out a case by which this
House can safely remit duties without almost the solid expectation that it will
have to reimpose them within a very
limited time. Of course there is a way in
which the House may deal with remissions
of taxation. The estimated expenditure for
next year shows an increase under votes on
the current year of £493,000. I admitthat
a great deal of this additional expenditure
is wise expenditure; but I submit that the
time.when the Government propose the red.uction of taxation by £200,000 per allnum
is not the time to increase our expenditure
under votes by £493,000. Certainly the
proposal is one which should not be accepted
by the committee without further information and proper consideration. If the proposed increased expenditure were to be
largely cut down, say by £200,000, the
remissions might be fairly entertained. Indeed, considering the views I have always
held, I don't think that, in making
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remissions of taxation, better articles could be
fixed upon than those which have been fixed
upon by the Government. With regard to
the beer duty, it is quite correct that I promised a deputation that if I remained in
office, and the state of the finances would
allow, I would reduce the duty from 2d. to
ld. pel' gallon. I don't know whether circumstances now are similar to what they
were then, but, at that time, great difficulty
existed as to the apportionment of the payment of 2d. per gallon. It was conceded
that the duty was not paid by the community ; that, while the amount was too small
to make any difference in the price of beer,
the duty fell very heavy on the trade.
Mr. SHIELS. - But they put a little
more water in the beer.
Mr. BERRY.-I am surprised at the
interjection, because it is well known that
the majority of those who compose the
great brewing interest and the majority of
the beer retailers are good constitutionalists.
For the reasons I have mentioned, I thought
the tax rather a heavy one to fall upon a
particular trade.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-It does not fall
upon the trade.
Mr. FRASER.-A great deal of it does.
Mr. BERRY.-At all events that was
my reason for saying openly that, as soon as
the state of the public finances would permit such an arrangement, I would propose
the reduction of the duty by one-half. Since
then, however, it has appeared that the parties upon whom the tax was to be so crushing bear it very cheerfully. It does not
seem to affect the stability or the prosperityof either the brewer or the publican,
and I fancy both have become so accustomed
to it that, like the eel under process of skinning, they don't mind it going on. In any
case, I don't know that anything has arisen
with respect to the duty since the present
Government have been in office to specially
call upon them to deal with the matter. I
will, however, offer no objection to the reduction if it is made plain that the state of the
revenue is such as to justify it. At the
same time I must say, as an ex-Treasurer,
that doing away with the tea duty to the
extent of nearly £.100,000 a year is rather
a wrench, because we do not know how soon
a change may come to make us want that
amount of revenue very badly, and we can
guess what an outcry there would be if,
the duty being once repealed, an attempt
were made to reimpose it, even to the extent of only £.40,000 or £50,000 a year.
Nevertheless, if our financial condition
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enables t,he Treasurer to clearly see his
way to adhere to his plan, and he offers further information in support of his view, his
proposal will be accepted by honorable members in opposition. I have always adyocated the reduction, as a matter of principle.
Then as to the proposed reduction in tho
postal charge upon letters. Although I
don't think it necessary or urgently cn.lled
for, I must admit that there is a certain
amount of satisfaction in the thought of our
having a penny postage-of our having the
greatest possible facilities for the transmission of correspondence. No one, I fancy,
will object to that if only the Government
can substantiate their position, and show
that their anticipations of revenue may be
relied upon, and that there is no prospect
in the immediate future of our being called
upon to impose other taxation-because
there is no going back on the proposed
changes if once they are made-that will
press more hardly on the community than
that which is to be removed. I think
honorable members will see that I am offering objections not to the draft remissions
the Government propose, which are in accord
with opposition views, but in the exercise of
a sense of caution which makes me believe
that a time when the Government are proposing a large increa.se in expenditure, certainly during the. currency of the ensuing
year and the year after, and when there is
hardly any knowing what extra requiremelits may spring up to be met by additional estimates, is not a time for any
material reduction of our sources of revenue.
Passing from that, I can scarcely reconcile
the statements of the Treasurer when he
described how he had paid off nearly the
whole of the Treasury-bonds, and then said
he would want another loan of inscribed
stock to the extent of £.200,000. I ask
why did he not allow the bonds to run on
for another year? vVhy did he pay them
off prematurely-before they were due-if
he knew that he would have to ask for
another loan of £200,000?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-There is the
difference between paying 5 per cent. interest and 4 per cent. interest.
Mr. BERRY.-But the honorable member has not got his inscribed stock at par
yet; and, on the other hand, when he redeemed the 5 per cent. bonds he had to
pay a premium. Again, I doubt whether he
has well considered the objection that has
been. offered, namely, that in cancelling the
bonds he placed himself in an illegal posi-

tion; because the date at which they ought
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to be paid was fixed by Act of Parliament,
and I know:of no custom or usage-certainly
of no law-under which a Treasurer can, of
his own will, shorten the period of a public
loan. I think the Treasurer was bound to
obey the law, and that he was not justified
in doing what he did without consulting
the House. Again, it should be remembered what a trouble inscribed stock has
been to previous Governments. Have we not
passed Bill after Bill to turn the stock into
debentures? I know there is a law under
which municipalities are compelled to invest
certain moneys in inscribed stock, but would
it not be easier and better to alter that law,
so as to make it apply simply to Government securities generally, than, by creating
another lot of inscribed stock, to bring back
the troubles connected with it that former
Governments have been subjected to?
Another matter the committee may well
consider is the difficulties different Governments have had to encounter for want of a
cash balance-a sufficiency of cash down.
For years past the Treasurer of the day has
been periodically liable to have to go to the
banks for an overdraft in order to keep up
the ordinary expenditure of the country.
This is worth attention, because I think all
Treasurers - Sir James McCulloch, the
honorable member for Warrnambool, Mr.
Service, and myself-have from time to
time united with the U nder-Treasurer in
saying that what I allude to ought to be put
right, not only temporarily but permanently. A similar view has been put forward by the honorable member for Belfast.
I will state more clearly what our difficulty
is with respect to the want of a cashbalance. We have the consolidated revenue,
and also the public account, and each is
frequently regarded as synonymous with the
other, but in fact it is nothing of the kind.
The consolidated revenue is the money
which the country has a right to deal with,
but the public account includes the trust
funds, such as the Post-office savings bank
deposits, and a val'iety of other moneys,
amounting, I think, to nearly £1,750,000.
At the present time, what is called the
cash balance is £500,000, but, if that money
had at the present time to be fallen back
upon to pay up the trust funds, there would
be not a cash snrplus of £500,000, but a
cash deficit of over £300,000. In fact, for
a long time past the practice of investing
the trust funds has been interfered with,
because the Treasurer of the day has never
seen his way to do without them as part of
his practicable cash balance. I think about
Mr. Berr!l~
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£700,000 or £800,000 of the money is
invested, so much in inscribed stock and so
much in debentures; but there is a floating
balance of £800,000 or £900,000 which is
not invested, and the amount is yearly increasing . We are, in fact, receiving annually some
£250,000 of the savings of the people, which
goes into the public account, but which is
used as one with the consolidated revenue,
and not, as it should be, wholly for purposes
outside the voting power of this House. In
other words, the Government require more
than the Ways and Means of the year in
order to enable themselves to make every
payment at the time it falls due. For instance, the interest due on our debentures on
the 1st July was sent home two months
ago, but the money does not come into this
year's a'ccount at all. How could it have
been obtain~d ,except from the trust funds?
A variety of methods of preventing this
state of things have, been suggested from
time to time' with the view of enabling the
Legislature to insist upon the trust funds
being invested as fast as they come in ; because, taking the case of the Post-office
savings bank deposits, inasmuch as we pay
4 per cent. to the depositors, and only get 3
per cent. upon the uninvested deposits, we
lose 1 per cent. every year upon the latter,
and the case is the same with all the other
uninvested trust funds. Under these circumstances, it would seem that at a time
like the present, when we have a large
surplus at our disposal, the Legislature
could very well insist upon the trust funds
being invested as fast as they are received,
an Act of Parliament being passed to protect the investment by making it impossible for any Treasurer to use the money as
part of the vVays and Means of the year.
Of course there would have to be a margin
of cash balance which the Treasurer could use
without taking moneys which do not belong
to the country, but for which the country is
liable, and which do not form part of the
consolidated revenue. With this in view, I
think it a pity that the present time,
when we are in a position to remit taxation
rather than impose it, is not to be utilized
in order to remove what has been for many
years a standing public inconvenience. As
for the premature payment of the Treasurybonds, I am not sure that the dignity and
privileges of this Chamber have not been
invaded, and I don't know that we ought
not to pass an Act of Parliament to legalize
what the Treasurer has done.
Mr. WILSON.-Is it not enough to tear
up the bonds as fast as they are paid off ?
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Mr. BERRY.-I am certain that if the
honorable member for Ararat happened not
to like what has been done, he would be one
of the first to denounce it, on the score of
illegality, in the strongest way. Be it remembered that I do not challenge the
wisdom or the policy of the course adopted.
Sir, I think most of the other matters I
have to refer to may well be left over until we
come to deal with them on the Estimates. I
could, however, say a good deal upon what I
deem the unnecessary expenditure upon the
military and naval departments of the
country which Ministers propose. It is
most unfortunate that a sudden war scare
has come over Melbourne. A portion of
the public press seems to have run mad
over the d~ngers it has all at once discovered, and the consequence is that we are
rushing into an expenditure that cannot be
justified by any of the circumstances by
which we are surrounded. I cannot remember a time when it was more unlikely
than it is now that Great Britain would be
engaged in war with a naval power capable
of injury to this country, or when there was
less probability of the tranquillity of the
people of Melbourne being disturbed. -It
is most surprising to find a Government
whose motto is "peace," the first to prepare
for an outburst of war.
Mr. SHIELS.-The rule is-"In the
midst of peace prepare for war."
Mr. BERRY.-Nevertheless I believe
we are rushing into an expenditure which
we shall regret in future years, if it does
not become a source of embarrassment.
What will the country think when it realizes
that we have a small army quartered upon
us ? Why we could, if we wanted to do so,
take Riverina with half the expenditure.
But lest attention should be diverted from
other matters, I will content myself with
the simple protest I have made to the effect
that I by no means approve of the large
expenditure contemplated. At the same
time, some of it may be regarded as judicious enough. But the naval and military
authorities of Victoria are now in all their
glory. This peaceful colony that formerly
treated them as necessary evils, which should
be reduced to a minimum, will now indulge
them to the utmost. We shall have sentries before the Treasury, military escorts
on a great variety of occasions, and majors
und colonels as plentiful with us as they
are in the United States. I hope that
when the Treasurer reconsiders the subject,
and sees how absurd the enormous expenditure upon naVf!.l and military matters
SES. 1882.-2 N
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which he J?roposes must appear 'in the
light of the fact that our isolation preserves us from the dangers attaching to
continental European warfare, and also that,
while we are not likely to be attacked, if we
were attacked, the Cel'berus, properly fitted
up, would furnish all the means of defence
Melbourne could require, he will tell us that
the whole matter must be regarded as one of
his jokes. I may, perhaps, before I conclude, express the opinion that the proposed
increase in the expenditure upon the police
force is, to a great extent, wholly unnecessary.
I allude especi~lly to the increase in the
number of officers. I went into the subject
with great pains when I was in office, and
I became convinced that at least half the
officers ood very little or nothing to do. I
am as clear upon that point as I am upon
anything. Leaving out the necessity for no
Chief' Commissioner and a few inspectors,
the real efficiency of the police force commences with the sergeants. In fact, the
sergeants and constables would form a much
better body if there were fewer officers, less
red-tape, and fewer of those secret punishments that now occur from time to time.
While I was in office, I endeavoured to reduce the number of officers, not by di~missals,
but by allowing them to retire when they
reached the superannuation age, and my
action proved to be successful by the circumstance that for twelve months, although
there were, in addition to the redactions,
three officers under suspension, the police
force, so shorn of its normal strength, got
on very well without it, at least so far as
security to life and property was concerned,
although, perhaps, not from a departmental
point of view. I hope these points will be
considered by the committee.
Mr. CAR TER.-One point is that you
cannot find a policeman when you want one.
Mr. BERRY.-Well, that will be always
the case. Certainly it will not be cured by
adding to the officers. It is an utter mistake to suppose that no police force as proportionately large as ours is required for
any country .. I am satisfied that, if the
local bodies had to pay for the police, it
would very soon be. found that they could
be reduced by one-third. I regret to see
the judicious retrenchments of the late
(lovernment, which involved considerable
expense, inasmuch as superannuating officers
means the granting of pensions, lost to the
country. At all events, I hope the Treasurer
will, if he gets the committee to consent to
his intended increase of police officers, call
back to service som~ of those we pensione.4
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off, instead of making fresh appointments,
because most of the superannuations were
effected for the sake of eventual economy,
which would by no means be gained if the
tlountry had to pay fresh salaries in addition to the pensions. I notice an increase of expenditure throughout the whole
of the departments, but I am not surprised at that, knowing the good-natured
way in which the Treasurer is always
prepared to look upon demands for either
promotion or increase of pay. I have
nothing further to say, except to express
the hope that the Treasurer and the committee will scrutinize very closely t.he real
condition of the finances of the country,
and that honorable members will make
themselves quite sure, before they permit
the Government to carry out the proposed
remissions of duty, and to persevere in the
plan of increased expenditure they have laid
down, that such a course will not hereafter
compel either the reimposition of the duties
to be dispensed with, or the imposition of
others far more burthensome.
Sir J. O'SHAN ASSY.-Sir, it is not
my intention on the present occasion to
address myself to the intended increase in
our naval and military expenditure, because
we have not yet sufficient information on the
subject, and it is too important to be dealt
with partially, especially in view of the circumstance that the proposals will, ill all
probability, affect not only the present but
the future disbursements of the country.
Therefore, with respect to the heavy outlay
we may anticipate in that direction, I will
leave the imagination of honorable members
to fill up the prospect, not doubting that it
will find, in the whole plan of our defences
-the new corps of militia and volunteers, the
forts, and the vessels of war, including gunboats and torpedo-boats, of which we have
been told-ample material for a very pretty
picture. Besides, we shall have a full opportunity of considering the matter when the
expenditure for 1882-3 comes more directly
before us. In alluding to that expenditure,
I don't refer so much to the portion to be
devoted to public works, because we know
how often items or that kind appear 011 the
Estimates in order to make the Ministry of
the day popular with the country, and that,
if afterwards the votes lapse, they can be
proposed again next year with equally good
results; but I have also in my mind departmental increases, which it will not be easy
subsequently to reduce. I have listened tonight to the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) with great attention, because I
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don't think I can remember ever hearing him
to greater advantage, not even at the times
when it came to him to deliver the Budget
speech himself. Perhaps the reason is that,
instead of having to propound financial
theories of his own, he had to review those
of his successor, and that he has had so
many years' experience as Treasurer that
probably there is no one in the House more
capable than himself of indicating the weak
points of a Budget, or of showing where
improvement could be made in it. I give
him credit for being most anxious to fall
into the views I have so often expressed
about the necesSiity of a cash balance in
the treasury; and, also, I did not fail
to observe that, as an ex-Treasurer who
could not but anticipate that perhaps the
burthen of office would some day-not
perhaps immediately-again fall on his
shoulders, he showed himself very desirous
that, if such a contingency arose, he
should not find himself in the unfortunate
position, not entirely unknown to him, of a
Treasurer hard pressed for money. With
regard to the inflation of the income of the
coming year, I think he approached the
topic with the most utter fairness. There
was not a single line in it that I have not
gone over myself at an earlier stage, and
respecting which I have not arrived at
very nearly the same conclusions as his.
Do we not know well the divers ways in
which a sanguine Treasurer can swell the
revenue estimates of the various heads of
departments, and also how, when the votes
for public works which he has boastfully
proposed have to lapse, he can, for the
benefit of the honorable members who are
not in the secrets of political jugglery,
treat the unexpended money as so much
savings? It is simply impossible for the
present Treasurer to prove, from anything
he has said in this Chamber, that he has
any reasonable certainty that his estimates
of revenue will be realized. There is no increase of population for him to go upon.
In fact, if there is any fresh prospect at all
before the country at the present time, it
is that of, it may be, a slight adversity.
For example, we know how our prosperity
is affected by our relations with the neighbouring colonies, and that if we export an
unusual quantity of wool more shipping
will come to our port, and we shall import
more goods, in return for what we send
away. Again, we are aware that, if the
paople have full employment, their consumption of dutiable articles will be correspondingly plentiful. That is the case
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just now. Through the influx of wealth an
enormous expenditure in every direction is
going on. People who cannot get good interest for their money in other ways have gone
in for building all round the city, and the
consequence is full employment and good
wages for a vast number of artisans and
labourers-a class who usually spend their
money most lavishly on articles of luxurythe result being revenue returns of a most
flourishing character.
But as soon as
money becomes tight, and the expenditure
I speak of is withdrawn, what will happen? Inflation on the one hand will be
followed by collapse on the other. Therefore I feel with the late Treasurer that
we are not to take the peculiar character of
the last few months as a permanent guide
-as something on which we can base our
system of taxation. Everyone knows that
a year or two ago money ran up to 10 or
12 per cent., and, in the case of some securities, to 15 per cent., and what followed?
A field being opened for the ample capital
of Europe, the capitalists of Germany and
France, as well as of England-I speak of
something I know-poured out their cash
for investment in Australia, until, instead of
money fetching 10 or 12 per cent., it became difficult to lend at 5 per cent. As a
matter of course, people could not afford to
let their capital lie idle, so they had to invest it in directions in which it gave immediate employment to labour. But who will
assert that that sort of thing is likely to
occur again for some considerable time?
Noone can say anything of the kind. A
·war in Europe would suddenly change the
whole aspect of affairs, or the same effect
might be produced by an Australian drought
of two or three years' duration. I therefore concur with the honorable member for
Geelong, and with great pleasure-for the
opportunity of agreeing with him does not
often come to me-that the Treasurer has no
substantial ground for proposing to remit
taxation to the extent of £200,000 a year,
and to make large pOl'manen t increases to
the expenditure in several of the public departments. Then I will point out that we
have in one respect a rather satisfactory
state of things in this Chamber. It is
made a matter of complaint that there are
no strongly-defined parties in the Housethat we have not overwhelming strength on
one side and a sense of defeat on the other
.-and that politics have got into a mixed
condition. But, after all, that state of
affairs has its bright side, because honorable
members will be enabled by it to deal with
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the questions of expenditure and remission
of taxation before them from a non-party
point of view, and entirely on their merits.
'rhe fact that the ex-Treasurer has moved
no amendment upon the Budget may be
taken as an additional sign of what I allude
to. I hope, therefore, that every honorable
member addressing himself to the financial
propositions of the Government will do so
perfectly free from any considerations of
party, and in that spirit I will now attempt
to deal with the intended remissions of
taxation, and offer grounds for the conclusions I have arrived at with regard to
them. What are those remissions? The
Treasurer baldly proposes to take off the
duty on tea, and to reduce the excise duty
on beer from 2d. per gallon to 1d. per
gallon. But who has asked for such remissions? Who has sought to show us
that they are overtaxed by the duties in
question? To what extent have the remissions been foreshadowed on the hustings or
petitioned for to this House? For my part,
I think I.scarcely ever heard of them uiltil
they were announced the other night. They
were never mentioned at the great Lancefield demonstration. So there we have
another reason why the whole question should
be treated on its merits. In the first place,
no one can disguise from himself that the
benefits derived from the recent influx of
wealth, and the employment consequently
given to the industrial classes, have, after
all, centred very much round the metropolis,
and have not, to any appreciable extent,
reached the large class who are settled on
the land. As far as I can hear, there is, in
many of the agricultural districts of the
colony, a vast amount of struggling with
difficulties, if not of actual distress, arising
from the poorness of the soil and the small
yield of wheat. To average four or five bushels
to the acre does not seem a very great thing.
Under these circumstances, I ask to what
extent the class I allude to will be benefited by the intended remissions? I don't
think their gain from them will amount to
much. Then there is the proposed reduction of the postal rates j whom will it' advantage?
I would say the mercantile
classes rather than the poorer sections of the
community. The Treasurer talks of the
man who writes one letter a day saving
nearly 26s. a year, but who writes a letter
a day? Will any honorable member tell
me that he writes a letter upon each day
of the year? Then look at the shrinkage
in the revenue that will attend the reduction. The adoption of the penny post in
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England resulted in a loss for several
years of from £800,000 to £1,000,000 per
annum. No doubt, however, the people
of England were at that time not very
highly educated, and one object of the reduction there was to promote education
among them rather than reap a profit.
Again, in view of the elements of which our
social circumstances are composed, who will
say that 1d. per letter in England is not at
the least as heavy a tax upon the letterwriters of that country as 2d. pel' letter is
here? I regard our 2d. rate on letters as, as
nearly as possible, equal to the 1d. rate
adopted at home. I assert therefore that no
case whatever has been made out for the reduction in question. The proposal long ago
struck the mind of the honorable member
for Richmond (Mr. Smith) as a highly popular one, but how does it appear to his constituents? He has been denounced by them
for propounding any scheme of the kind.
With regard to the beel·tax I have to differ
very materially from the honorable member
.for Geelong, who has told us that some time
since he promised a deputation of brewers
that he would, if he had an opportunity of
so doing, reduce it by one-half, because it was
.too heavy an impost for one trade to bear.
I have some special knowledge of the subject, and I venture to say that the loss of
interest on the money the brewer pays as
duty is substantially his only one-the only
pressure the imposition of the duty brings
to bear upon him. That the brewer eventually gets back his 2d. pel: gallon thero is
not the smallest doubt, and I venture to
assert also that the licensed victualler does
not lose the money either. 'Vhy? I am
informed on excellent authority that the retailer actually increases his profits under the
duty, because in order to meet it he reduces
his measures, and the reduction in quantity
so far exceeds the loss in duty that he reaps
a benefit from the transaction. In short,
it is the consumer who pays the tax, and at
the same time he is the only one concerned
whom the proposed remission of duty will
not benefit. How will that be brought
about? What will be the practical effect
of the rttduction? Undoubtedly the 1d.
per gallon will fall, in the first place, on
the brewer; but he will assuredly recoup
himself by a slight alteration in the quality
of his liquor, and the consumer will, in consequence, be the sufferer. Moreover, I speak
with authority, having consulted on the subject brewers of the largest experience, when
I say that under the reduced duty the consumer will be the only sufferer, and that he
Sir J. 0'ShanassYt
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will suffer in two ways-from smaller measures and an inferior article; in fact, he
eannot escape. I will undertake to prove
that statement, before a committee, by the
evidence of the trade themselves.
Mr. LAURENS.-That is an argument
against all kinds of taxation.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-I do not think
so. There are some particular instances of
taxes involving calculations, to which general principles cannot be applied and which
must be regulated by circumstances. For
these reasons, I see no ground whatever for
the reduction in the tax upon beer. Undoubtedly the working classes are in a
better position to pay the small sum of 2d.
per gallon than they were when the tax was
imposed. Wages are higher and employment is more constant, and they are altogether in a better position to pay the tax
than they were when it was introduced.
Moreover, it must be remembered that the
farmers in the country districts-a class
which, if any, should have relief from taxation, not having reaped the benefit of the
increase of employment arising from the
influx of capital-cannot be described as
consumers of beer, and, therefore, they will
derive no advantage from the proposed
remission. Lastly, there is the remission
of the duty of 3d. per lb. on tea. I have
been many years in the colony, and I must
say that during aU my experience I have
never met any class of the population-with
the exception of politicians who think "A
free breakfast table" a good cry-who ever
objected to pay the duty of 3d. per lb. on
tea. Why, if the population of the country
are to be taxed for the purposes of government at all, could any fairer article be
selected for taxation than the tea that is imported into the country? No article could
be named the tax on which is so fair in its
incidence, so universal in its application,
and so light in its bearing on the population. Further, if this tax is taken away
unnecessarily-it may be for political or
popularity-hunting motives-what will happen when the pinch comes and it has to
be imposed again? The people do not feel
the tax now, but, once it is abolished, when
any future Treasurer proposes to re-impose
it they will to a certainty cry out-" Why
actually the Government are going to reimpose the duty on tea; did you ever hear of
such a monstrous proposition?" The honorable member for Geelollg foresees that he will
probably find himself in that invidious position ; therefore I do not wonder at the remarks
he has made on the subject. Why should
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the present Government propose these remissions? I have shown that there is no
ground for any of them, and the Government are certainly not pledged to propose
them. They never consulted their constituents on the subject, or any honorable
member on this (the Ministerial) side of
the House that I am aware of, but they
simply bring down their Budget, present it
to the House, and say-" Here are remissions of taxation that we have made."
With regard to the mode of dealing with
the proposed remissions, I learn from the
Treasurer to-night that he intends to submit
the remissions in one Bill. I am very gbd
to hear it, because that course will enable the
House to pronounce judgment on the whole
of the remissions by one vote. I trust the
House will, after the fullest consideration,
reject the proposition. At all events, as
far as I am concerned-und I speak for
myself only-I shall certainly vote against
the Bill. I wish now to say a few words
on a question which has not been touched
by the honorable member for Geelong-I
refer to the Loans Redemption Bill. The
very large sum of £8,000,000 has to be
redeemed by means of an Act of Parliament which must be passed this session.
The Loans Redemption Bill was on the
paper last session; it is again on the
paper this session, but I cannot find any
trace of the Bill itself. In fact, it seems
to be a Bill of a very peculiar nature as
regards its ability for hiding itself away.
It deals, however, with a very large and
important question, affecting the credit of
this country. It is intended to redeem the
£8,000,000 by a substitution of debentures,
and, when it is remembered that we are at
the same time going into the English market to borrow £4,000,000 more, it will be
admitted that the financial operation is a
rather delicate one. The proposal to convert the debentures and to float a new loan
at the same time, without entailing any
loss, and without providing for contingencies, is one which will demand the
very serious attention of the House when
the Bill comes before it. I agree with the
honorable member for Geelong in what he
said about the funds of the Post-office
savings bank and other trust funcls. I
venture to say that the manner in which
the Government has dealt with these funds
amounts to the creation 9.£ a new debt, for
all the money that has been paid in will
have to be paid back when it falls due.
With regard to the settlement of the cash
balance, I COllCt.U with the hOllorable member
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for Geelong that a Bill will really be required to place it on a proper and permanent footing.
As to the payment of the
Treasury-bonds by the present Treasurer,
everyone must see that this was a question of policy, and for the Treasurer to take
the course he did of his own motion and
without consulting Parliament cannot, I
think, be justified. He could, if it was
absolutely necessary to take such a step,
have summoned the House and got its
authority before acting, or, even now, he
might introduce a short Bill of Indemnity,
so that he might have the formal itpproval
of Parliament of what he did, and avoid
establishing a bad precedent ..
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It is not necessary.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-The honorable
member must see that the example he has
set of acting in such a matter on his own
authority may be followed by another Treasurer under other circumstances, and a great
financial mistake may be made before the
country could help it. The Treasurer
acted without the authority of law or the
consent of Parliament, but I do not wish
to make too much of the matter. I
just mention it in passing as an item we
must be· careful to guard against forming
a precedent. I only desire to say a few
words in conclusion, with regard to the
present aspect of the finances of the country.
For many years I have seen the ups and
downs of this new country, and, after the
number of changes I have witnessed, I would
be sorry if anyone were to take the
settled interests of a country like England
as a guide by which to make a permanent
revision of the taxation of this colony.
Prosperity in Australia comes and goes very
suddenly. In a neighbouring colony, for
instance, this year there has been a severe
drought which has affected one district alone
to the extent of upwards of £1,000,000 worth
of stock which have been destroyed. Throughout the whole of the vast territory of Riverina,
whose wool goes through Melbourne, there
will hardly be a sheep this year with it sound
fleece; the wool has what is called a" break"
in it, owing to the sheep not having receivecl
their naturalllourishment, through the want
of grass and water. The lambing also is
very inferior throughout Riverilla, which
carries from 10,000,000 to 15,000,000
sheep. 'Vho then can say that there may
not set in at any moment an entire change
with regard to the present prosperity of this
country about which we are boasting so
much? When we are talking about our
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prosperity, I would like to know what
article of export we have raised much in
excess of our ordinary products? We have
IleaI'd the honorable member for Collingwood
(Mr. Mimms) state that there has been
1,000,000 bushels of wheat less raised this
year; how do we know that next year there
may not be a decrease of 2,000,000 or
3,000,000 bushels? Again, what security
have we that the peace of Europe will be
maintained? All these are contingencies
which:are felt most materially in this colony,
and may at any moment effect an entire
change in the aspect of affairs. Therefore,
it is necessary to be cautious, and we should
not foolishly, at a time when we have apparently a good deal of money at our command
-because of that accidental, sudden, and
very unusual state of things for some years
past-place ourselves in a false position by
diminishing our actual resources without
having any security for the permanence of
the present state of things. Year by year
the income from the sale of land is diminishing, so that in the course of some years
there will not be a shilling to get from the
land at all. Moreover, a.s we have seen
this session, the income from that source
cannot be measured by the Treasurer with
any certainty; certainly it would not be
safe to base remissions of taxation upon it.
The Lands department may rush reserves
into the market for .the purpose of making
up the estimate, but we have seen that the
House by one act can control the action of
the department so that it will not be able
to realize its estimated income. To realize
how the income ~from the land will fall off,
I may point out "that we have 10,000,000
acres left, yet, if the Land Bill increasing
the area of selection to 640 acres were
adopted, 4,000 families-computing them
at four persons per family 01' 16,000 persons altogether-would absorb the whole of
that area in one year.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-But how long
would the annual payments last?
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Can the Treasurer assume that these persons will all be
able to pay their rent punctually? lVIany
of them might not be able to pay at all,
owing to a drought. In fact, they might
be in .the position of people in another
country that the Treasurer and,I:knowof
-of saying" they would see the landlord
very far off before he got his rent." The
income from the land, whether by leasing or
alienation, is a question of calculation, but
there can be no certainty about it. If you
sold the land by auction, and got the

money for it, you could rely upon a certain
amount. I am not an advocate of that,
but what I maintain is that the whole of
the bnd income of the colony cannot be
relied upon as a certainty upon which to
base remissions of taxation. In fact, it
seems to 'me the Government do not look
beyond the present year. No private person
would do what they are now proposing, but
would look all round with the greatest
caution before depriving himself of any
sources of income-especially if, as in this
case, they were not taxes that pressed
heavily on the people. Moreover, I would
pomt out that the whole question of the
Tariff has been remitted by the present
Government to a Royal commission, who
have been sitting for months, daily, aml
travelling through all parts of the country
for the purpose of making inquiries. And
yet, notwithstanding that this Tariff question
has been placed in the hands of a Royal
commission to report on, we find the
Government who appointed the commission forestalling its report by dealing
with two important items of taxation
-and two items which, as I have shown,
are not oppressive in their character or
such as call for any interference at present. It is possible that the commission
may recommend, as I suggested in 1865,
that the taxes should be taken off those
articles which cannot be manufactured in
the colony. If that should be the result,
and the recommendation to that effect is
adopted, the revenue will not exhibit the
total it now does. I think, then, that while
the inquiry into this subje.ct was proceeding,
it was injudicious to anticipate its result
by dealing with two important items of the
revenue. It looks very much as if these
remissions were only proposed from a notion
that they would catch the popular mind,
leaving the main portion of the Tariff to be
dealt with after the next general election.
Such a course, however, is scarcely fail' to
the commission, assuming that they are in
earnest in desiring to conduct their inquiries
in a practical fashion, and bring up their
reports as soon as possible, which I believe
they are. I do not intend to go into the
details of the Estimates or into the question
ofthe defences. I must say that, judging
from the expense of the departments, there
appears to be some ground for the statement which has often been made that the
present Treasurer seems to have a hankering for increasing the number of civil
servants, whether from a liking for patronage or because he believes additional men
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a,re wanted I cannot say. I hope, however,
the House will very carefully scrutinize all
the new appointments before making them
a permanent charge on the revenue of this
colony. I have now expressed my view of
the Budget, the present condition of the
colony, and the danger of taking any rash
step with regard to the revenue. I trust
the Treasurer and the Government will see
that I and those who take my point of view
in this matter claim a freedom of action
simply on public grounds. There is nothing
in our minds or thoughts with regard to any
change of Government. We shall be free
to act, and I believe that if the House
adopts the view I take with regard to the
proposed remission of taxation, when we go
before our constituents after the close of
this session of Parliament they will thank
us more for having exercised care in the
management of their affairs than if we had
misled them by following a course which is
not justified by reason or prudence.
Mr. PEARSON.-SIr, I must, in the
first place, congratulate the Treasurer on
what we all feel to be a source of congratulation-the increased revenue of the colony,
and I think I may also congratulate him on
one or two of the increases of expenditure
he has provided for on his Estimates. As
the Minister of Railways has been so often
attacked, and as I myself have criticised his
action on one or two occasions, I must say
that I am extremely glad to see that he has
made such a large provision in his department for additions to the rolling-stock. I
have always felt that sufficient allowance was
not made in this colony for rolling-stock,
and we had got into the bad habit of charging
too much of the expenses of maintenance to
capital. I am glad to see that the Minister
of Railways has taken a step in the direction
of rectifying the sys tern, and I trust that in
the future the current revenue of the department will be charged with its due proportion for the proper maintenance of the lines.
The J::>remier is also to be congratulated on
having had the courage-for it required a
certain amount of courage-to provide fully
and largely for the national defence. I
confess I am one of those who think it is
degrading to this country to be liable to
periodical panics. There are certain things,
such as the courage and self-devotion of the
people, which we can always rely upon for
a time of emergency, but we cannot rely
upon having war material, ships of war, or
fortifications, and all experience shows that
without these a country is perfectly helpless.
As to saying that there is no danger of war
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at any particular time, I think that is more
than the wisest European statesman could
assert. At the present moment most
serious complications are occurring in
Egypt, in which both England and France
are vitally concerned. At any moment
a naval battle may be fought, in which
England and .France may demolish the
Turkish fleet, and thus lead to national
complications which may end in war all over
the world. I think it is wise to pay for the
insurance of Melbourne against the possible
visit of a foreign cruiser, and, as far as I can
see at present, the Government do not seem
to be spending exorbitantly or unwisely in
the matter. At the same time I do think
the Government have a little exceeded the
proper bounds of caution in the remissions
of taxation they propose. In the first place,
I would point out-and I do not think any
allusion has yet been made to the fact-that
£200,000 of their balance is derived from
the circumstance that· they no longer have
to pay that sum .to the railway loan
liquidation and construction account.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-But we firo
payin~ increased interest.
Mr. PEARSON.-No doubt, but that
means that we are incurring higher liabilities ; instead of paying off a debt, we are
making a debt.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The railways
made will bring in an income.
Mr. PEARSON.-I think the Treasurer
must admit that the most reproductive
railways have been already constructed. I
know the Treasurer is very sanguine concerning the railways about to be made, but
he has not shown that his Government can
construct railways more quickly than their
predecessors. On the contrary, there have
been delays. I am not, however, blaming
the Government for those delays, for they
may have been caused by a thousand things.
He has found, as he was told would b@ the
case, that it is impossible to get the labour
and the material for constructing lines much
more rapidly than in times past.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Not the labour.
Mr. PEARSON.-All I can say is that,
if the Government divert a great part of the
labour of the colony to the work of railway
construction, they will prepare heavy complications for their successors. No Government has a right to spend at a rate which
cannot be maintained, as such a course is
only preparing the way for a severe collapse.
Again, the Treasurer is preparing to make
large remissions of taxation, and, as to two
of the remissions at least, I think the
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wisdom of his course is very questionable. I
have been told on all hands that the beer
duty is not paid by the consumer, and, as
regards the reduction of the postage to a
penny, I am quite certain that the difference
will simp1y go into the pockets of the'
wealthy classes. I do not know any working
men who have leisure to write a letter a day,
and I do not believe in the least that that
'class are a letter-writing class; if they were,
'the postage receipts would be much larger
than they are. The only one of the remissions that I could cordially endorse would
be the remission of the duty on tea. I
have always wished for that, as I have felt
'that it was desirable to cheapen tea on the
ground that it is a non-alcoholic liquor. But
I would ask the Treasurer is he preparing
the ground in any way for these remissions?
In the first place, he is adding to the expense of government enormously. He is
carrying on the public offices on a much
more extravagant scale than before. I
admit that the Education department is
more or less starved, but the expenses of
the legal departments are being increased.
In the Attorney-General's department there
is an increase of £6,000.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-By the Registrar-General's department-a money-earning department.
Mr. PEARSON.-Then the SolicitorGeneral's department shows an increase of
£7,300.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-New police
magistrates and Oounty Oourts.
Mr. PEARSON.-But was that increase
necessary? And so the thing goes on
throughout the departments. In the same
way as a skilful landlord makes up his bill,
something is added on to each item, so that
if any particular item is objected to a
little can be knocked off it. What struck
me most, however, in looking through the
Estimates was the Postal department. In
that department no fewer than 106 penuanent servants have been added to the staff.
I would like to know what increase there
has been in the population, or demand for
further communication, which would justify
an enlargement to that extent, which is
equal to 12 per cent.? Is not the increase
rather due to a certain pleasure there is in
multiplying offices for no doubt meritorious
persons? Altogether, although the Treasurer has been singularly fortunate with
regard to the revenue receipts, and although
the £200,000 has no longer to be paid to
the railway loan account, we find that the
.whole increase in the income will be very

First Night's Debate.

nearly absorbed by the increase in expenditure. That is extravagance which, if continued for two or three years longer at the
same Tate, would lead us to national bankruptcy, or something like it.
Mr. BOLTON. - Will the honorable
member allow me to explain with regard to
his remarks concerning the Postal department,' that, although there does appear to
be an increase, it is not actually an increase. The number of new officers he quoted
are simply transfers from the contingency
vote of telegraph messengers, letter carriers,
and others, to the 3rd schedule. They are
simply promotions.
Mr. PATTERSON.-The contingent
staff was increased correspondingly.
Mr. BOLTON.-It does not follow.
Mr. PEARSON.-The number of em·
ployes on the vote for contingencies is not
given on the Estimates, but I notice that
the vote is only £700 less than that of
1881-2. Against 779 officers in the departmentin 1881-2 there are to be 885 in 1882-3
costing £16,000 more. To put it in another way, the whole expense of the Postal
department is increased by £20,000 a year,
while at the same time it is proposed to
diminish the revenue of the department very
largely. If this process of. increasing the
expenditure goes on, what will be the expenditure of the Post-office compared with its
receipts in two or three years? The disproportion will be something enormOllS. I
think the honorable member for Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson) can congratulate
himself on being thoroughly clear of the
charge of having put too many persons in
the department-created billets for persons
of his own district-for, if only a small
number of the additions on the present Estimates are justified, it must be evident that
the Post-otEce was absolutely undermanned
when the present Ministry took office.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-There was no
charge against the honorable member for
Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson) of having made
unnecessary appointments. I think anything
said was only about the locality from which
the appointments were made.
Mr. PEARSON.-The charge was constantly made, but there can be no doubt that
the present Estimates completely dispo.se of
it. Had there been anything in it, the present
Postmaster-General would have been dismissing, instead of adding to, the staff very
largely. There are only two other matters
that I wish to call attention to. It has been
pointed out with great force by the honorable
member for Belfast (Sir J. O'Shanassy) that
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the proposed changes in the Tariff ought not
to he made while the Tariff Commission is
sitting. It has been the policy of this Government, throughout, first to remit questions which this House ought to decide to
commissions, and afterwards to disregard
-the recommendations of the commis5ions
,altogether.
Mr. GRAVES.-The TariffOommission
-have given no decision on these points.
Mr. PEARSON.-Why could not the
Government wait for it? The Ministry
have anticipated their commission, and to a
certain extent tied its hands. The Tariff
Commission, so far as I can see, is not
like another commission I could mention
which seems determined to sit for ever.
The Tariff Commission, to do it justice, has
been travelling all over the country, sitting
perpetually, and eliciting abundant evidence
of an extremely useful character. Under
these circumstances, I think the Ministry
which appointed the commission was absolutely bound to wait for its report. In the
same way the recommendations of the
Police Commission have been totally disregarded.
Again, the Explosives Board
brought up a very valuable report, and the
Government promised to bring in a Bill on
the subject. The next thing we hear is
that the Inspector of Explosives is prepared
to, resign because his advice has not been
attended to on a most important point.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Oh, no.
Mr. PEARSON.-The report may be a
slight exaggeration, but I do not think it
is more. Certainly the public are constantly being alarmed from day to day with
'rcgard to the importation of explosives, and
it would seem that the report of the board
has not yet received the attention it deserves.
I wish now to point out to the Government
that if they want to make remissioJls there
is one source of revenue they have neglected.
They promised last session and again
this session that they would introduce a
land tax, and I was very much astonished
not to hear the slightest allusion to the
subject in the Treasurer's financial statement. The land tax, as foreshadowed in
the Treasurer's speech at Lancefield, would
end in an increase of revenue to the extent
of some £50,000 or £60,000. I do not
feel that we are at present in a position to
remit revenue, but if we could get an adjustment of the land tax I think we'might
thus obtain an increase of income which

so extremely bitter against the late Government for not resenting the insult, from the
Legislative Council when the land tnx wns
thrown out that they would not give us
time to say what our intentions were, should
have themselves so utterly disregnrded the
question of n land tax. It certainly is a
striking case of promise nnd performnnce
not coinciding. Therc is nnother inconsistency to which I would cnll the Trensurer's nttention specinlly. He drew attention
in the House two yenrs ago, or less, to the
fact that the late Ministry were virtually
repealing the Civil Service Act through the
Estimates. There was abundant precedent
for the course that was being taken, but
the honorable gentleman objected to it, and
the House adopted his view, and the Berry
Government were forced to retrace their
steps. I find on the present Estimates, however, in the department of Industrial and Reformatory Schools, the item "Maintenance
of deserted children in the Sandhurst Industrial School, at 6s. 6d. per week, and lOs. pCI'
annum arrears." That item overrides an
Act of Parliament, which provides that no
more than 5s. per week shall be expendcll
in such cases. I know this is one of the
cases in which an Act of Parliament has
been frequently overridden, but it was ad.
hered to while the late Government were in
office. We abolished a bad precedent in
that case, and the Commissioners of Audit
told me in conversation that they had frequently objected to what had been done
previously, as they considered it was illegal.
Of course itis a small matter, but I call the
Treasurer's attention to it, and I think, on
cxaminat~on, he will find that he must rctrace his steps, or chango the law.
Mr. FISHER.-Mr. Speakcr, as I am
given to understand that no honorable member on the Ministerial side wishes to follow
the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Pearson), I venture to say n few words on the
Treasurer's statemcnt. I do not know that
the Treasurer would be very much benefited
by another gentleman on the Ministerial
benches speaking if he spoke in much tho
same manner as the honorable membor for
Belfast. I must say that to me the aspect
of affairs as unfolded by the Treasurer
bears rather a rosy hue. In fact, the Treasurer on this occasion appears in the role of
a political Dick Swiveller. It would appeal'
from the Treasurer's anticipations that thero
is to be a greatly increased consumption of

would justify us in remitting the tea duty.

the good things of life during the ensuing

I have been very much astonished that the

year, as there are large increases expected in

members of the present Ministry, who were the revenue from cig;ars and other articles.
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The revenue from coffee is to realize about
£1,300 more, and on rice there is to be an
increase of £2,000. On dried fruits there
is also to be an increase. I suppose that
plum pudding will be much more plentiful
this year than it was last. Altogether the
Treasurer's anticipations of revenue are very
pleasing. However, I do not particularly
appreciate the proposal to take ld. per gallon
off the duty on colonial beer. It would have
been more judicious, I think, to have proposed a reduction on tobacco instead of
beer, because in this community for one man
who drinks beer there are two who smoke
tobacco. If there is any real tax in the
excise duties on beer and tobacco, the duty
on tobacco is, in my opinion, much the
heavier of the two. I don't agree with the
honorable member for Belfast that the consumer must necessarily pay for the duty on
beer. The honorable member says that the
measures are smaller since the duty was
imposed, and that, therefore, the public are
the sufferers. I don't know whether the
honorable member is well acquainted with
the vVeights and Measures Statute, but
under that Statute a man who buys his
pint or quart of beer can require to have it
in a proper measure.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-He does not
get it.
Mr. FISHER.-If he does not get it,
that is his own fault. However, as I have
already intimated, I am inclined to think that
the public will not be very much benefited
by the remission of ld. per gallon in the
excise duty on beer, but I believe that they
would be benefited by a reduction of the
tobacco duty, because the large majority of
the people of this country are smokers. I
don't think any great harm results to the
community from the consumption of tobacco;
on the contrary, I believe that a great
amount of good philosophic comfort is the
outcome of the smoking propensities of the
people. As to the reduction of the inland
letter postage from 2d. to ld., I think that
it will be productive of good. It will necessarily involve a loss of revenue for two or
three years, but eventually the deficiency
will be made up by the increase in the
number of letters sent through the post.
The honorable member seemed to doubt
whether even Members of Parliament are
accustomed to write an average of more
than one letter per day, but surely he cannot be aware of the mass of correspondence
which honorable members have to go through
every day of their lives. Instead of one
letter a day; a dozen is nearer the number
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they have to deal with. A la,rge number of
persons write a great many more than
one letter per day. I am convinced that,
for one letter on which a twopenny stamp
is now affixed, three will be posted when
the . reduced fee comes into operation,
because the practice of writing is encouraged by increased facilities for writing
and transmitting letters. I believe that
the penny postage will have a very beneficial educational tendency. With respect
to the army and navy expenditure, I am not
prepared to cavil at the measures which the
Government have taken for the defence of
the colony. In order to remain at peace,
and not to be afraid of any warlike invasion,
it is necessary to be prepared to fight. At
all events, we ought to be prepared to defend
ourselves should there be any such attack
upon the colony as we might expect in the
event of a continental war in Europe. A
great deal is constantly said about an element
which requires repression, namely, thelarrikin
element. I have often thought that, if our
larrikins could be pressed into an army
service or a naval service, we would have a
foundation for what would really be a most
effective force, should any necessity arise to
defend the colony against invasion. I know
that in other countries what may be t~rmed
the larrikins of those countries have prQved,
when properly trained and drilled; most
effective soldiers. I would like to see some
system introduced whereby the youngsters
in our industrial schools would receive such
training as is required for soldiers and
sajlors, and as would give them a liking for
the army or navy. By that means we might
get soldiers and sailors at no very extraordinary outlay. Allusion has been made
to the expenditure on the police, and I
certainly think that the management of the
force is not so economical as it might be, but
I would not be disposed to suggest economy
so much in limiting the number of inspectors
as in apportioning their duties in a different
way from what is done at present. For
instance, almost every time I have occasion
to: go to a police court I see there one
police inspector, or perhaps two, conducting
what is really the business of lawyers. I
have very great respect for those inspectors.
I believe that they discharge the duties of
Crown prosecutors quite as well as any
police inspectors can be expected to perform
such duties; at the same time, a police inspector when filling the office of a Crown
prosecutor occupies much the same position
as an amateur actor when in the place of a
regular performer, and I think it may be
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said that the poorest professional actor is a
great deal better than the best amateur. The
expense to the State of police court prosecutions would, I believe, be much'less if they
were conducted by an ordinary lawyer rather
than by a police inspector, for it must be
remembered that while the police inspectors
are in court, attempting to perform duties
which they do not well understand, they are
neglecting their legitimate functions. I believe that true economy would be effected by
restricting the police inspectors to their own
proper duties-the supervision of their men,
and the detection and repression of crimeleaving the conducting of prosecutions in the
police courts to those persons who have made
the law their study, and whose profession it
is. As to the land question, I do not
exactly coincide with the view of those honorable members who say that the State will
suffer when no more income is derived from
the land. If the land is taken up by
persons who know how to manage it properly, and to obtain from it the products
which it is capable of yielding, the State will
be amply repaid by the increased prosperity
to ,the country which will flow from that
source. I did not get up to curse the Ministry
at all, and certainly I have not cursed them
altogether; but for their proposal to grant
£111,500 for waterworks in the country districts I feel inclined to bless them. If that sum
had been expended two years ago in making
a few weirs," and deepening the channels
and water-courses-in fact, in facilitating
nature a little-the effects of the late
drought in the northern areas of the colony
would not have been so disastrous. I am
very glad that the Government have provided this sum on the Estimates for the
current year, but I regl:et that they are not
going to construct the proposed head works,
as in that case the money would be available
as soon as it is voted. In one sense it will
be available at once, but its practical application will depend upon the formation of
water trusts, amI I am not sure that such
bodies will be very quickly formed. I believe,
however, that in one part of the district
which I have the honour to represent,
arrangements for the formation of a water
trust are in a very forward state, and I hope
that in a very short time the trust will be
in existence and ready to avail itself of a
share of the proposed grant.
Mr. W ALSH.-Sir, I will take the
opportunity of expressing my regret that
the Government have not indicated any
intention of reducing the rates charged for
the Yan Yean water. The revenue from
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the Yan Yean now reaches oomething like
£100,000 a year, and I think the tim,e has
arrived when the Treasurer, in justice to the
inhabitants of Melbourne and the suburbs,
might propose a further reduction in the price
charged for the water. It is now ten years
since a' reduction was made. It may be
said that the metropolis and its suburbs are
well supplied with water, and that the
charge for it is a fair one. I admit that
there is a very good supply, but the charge
presses heavily in some cases. Where the
charge is by meter, Is. per 1,000 gallons
may not seem too much, but it amounts to
a large charge for hydraulic lifts. Then,
again, persons occupying valuable property
in the city have to pay a very large sum in
the shape of water rate, although the quantity of Yan Yean which they use is exceedingly limited. In the suburbs, some persons
cannot get water at all just when they most
require it. The Government would have
obtained kudos and praise from their
metropolitan friends if they had proposed
to reduce the charges for the Yan Yean,
and, I think, they might fairly have done
so at the present time, when there is an
overflowing exchequer. If the present rate
of 8d. in the £1 were reduced to 6d., the
revenue would not suffer much, but a considerable concession would be made to the
metropolitan constituencies. The Yan Yean
is the one public work which is a great
financial success.
Mr. BERRY.-Let it remain so.
Mr. W ALSH.-But let there be some
fair play and justice with it. I hope that
before the beginning of the financial year
1883-4, at all events, the Government will
see the propriety of making some reductions
in the price charged to the consumers. On
looking over the Estimates, I perceive that,
while the Treasurer proposes to reduce the
excise duty on beer 1d. per gallon, he anticipates receiving an extraordinarily large
revenue from the articles which are generally
used in the manufacture of beer-malt, sugar,
and hops. As compared with the estimate
for 1881-2, he calculates on receiving no less
than £20,000 additionalfrom sugar, £5,000
additional from hops, and £1,500 additiooal
from malt; making a total increase of
£26,000 on these items. I hope that the
honorable gentleman's anticipations will be
realized, but I am rather inclined to doubt
that they will be.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Sir, the attendance in
the chamber, and the amount of interest
taken in the debate, is not such as to
encourage any honorable member to go very
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extensively into the Budget, or to deal with
it in the way that I think its merits demand,
and the circumstances of the country require. Nevertheless, I do not intend to be
deterred from saying what I have to say,
because, no doubt, many persons will avail
themselves of the opportunity of reading
the reports of the debate in to-morrow
morning's newspapers. I desire to join
with previous speakers in congratulating
the Assembly, the country, and the Government on the very prosperous condition of
the finances at the present time, and I am
also happy to say that, as far as my investigation of the various sources of revenue
enables me to judge, the prosperity which
the state of the finances indicates is not
confined to any particular line or calling.
If there is one particular calling which
appears to have been more prosperous than
another during the past year, it is the mining
industry. The facts disclosed by the official
statistics of the colony for the past year are
worthy of consideration by honorable members and by the public. Two years ago, a
very important and instructive return was
prepared, at the instance of the honorable
member for Belfast, namely, a return of the
value of the products of the colony exported
each year from 1872 up to 1879. I have
had occasion, in my capacity as chairman of
the Tariff Commission, in order to arrive
at a full knowledge of all matters affecting
the Tariff, to have that return brought up
to date by the Customs department. I am,
therefore, enabled to state what progress
the colony has made up to the present
time, so far as the exports of our own productions are a criterion of that progress.
The exports, of course, do not tell the whole
story, because by far the larger proportion
of our manufactured articles are consumed
in the colony. I may here remark that in
the last issue of the Year Book, Mr. Hayter
has been able to give us, for the first time,
an approximation of the value that our manufacturers add to their raw material by the
work which they put upon it. That is a
very important piece of information. I find
that the value of the raw material operated
upon by our manufacturers during the past
year was, in round numbers, £8,000,000,
and the value of the articles turned out
after the labour put. upon them in the
factories was £13,000,000, so that the
value of the year's work in connexion with
the various manufacturing industries of the
colony amounted to the enormous sum of
£5,000,000. The returns furnished me by
the Custom-house officials is divided under
Mr. Mirams.
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five heads, namely, "gold and specie,"
"paatoral products," "agricultural products," "mineral products other than gold
and silver," and" manufactured products."
The value of the gold and specie exported ..
in 1881 was £4,679,737, as compared with
£3,691,822 in 1880, or an increase last
year of nearly £1,000,000. The value of
the pastoral products exported (and the
pastoral products given in the return include such articles as butter, cheese, bacon,
and lard, which should more properly be
placed under the head of agricultural pro~
ducts) amounted to £5,440,443 in 1880,
but last year it was £5,458,164, an increase
of £18,000.
Sir J. O'SHAN ASSY.-They were not
all Victorian products.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I gather from the return that these figures give the value of the
exports of Victorian products only. The
document is called a "return showing the
value of the products of this colony exported" in the years so and so.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY. - Read the
items.
Mr. MIRAMS.-The principal item, of
course, is wool. The value of the exports
of wool was £4,234,045 in 1880 and
£4,070,626 in 1881, or a decrease of nearly
£200,000.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-If you take the
average value of wool to be 4s. per sheep,
Victoria would require to have 16,000,000
sheep to export wool to the value stated in
the return, but there are only about 8,000,000
sheep in this colony, and therefore the return
is incorrect.
Mr. MIRAMS.-If the honorable member's statement is correct, it invalidates the
return so far as it relates to the value of
Victorian wool exported, but if that item
is wrong for one year it is wrong for the
other, and therefore the comparison is not
affected. The value of the agricultural
products exported· was £1,036,553 in 1880,
and £1,119,319 in 1881. The principal
items are flour, grain, and pulse. There
waS a falling off ill the exports of flour last
year, and an inc,'1'ease of nearly £100,000
in the exports of wheat. The value of the
exports of mineral productions other than
gold and silver was £49,190 in 1880,
and £69,752 in 1881, being an increase
of £20,000. There was a considerable
decrease last year in the export of bark and
timber. Under the head of "manufactured
products," the Oustoms officials have
included only those industries which in their
opinion may be properly considered as being
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the result or the protective policy or the cannot help thinking that the Treasurer has
country. They have left out such articles been somewhat injudicious, rash, and l1asty
as butter, cheese, ham, and bacon, and the in proposing to remit taxation to the extent
l)roducts of other industries that may be or £200,000 a year. It is true that we have
considered as to some extent native to the passed through a successful year-an Ullsoil, and which would have grown up usually successful year-as shown by the
independently of the protective policy. The large addition to the revenue in various ways.
list, however, is a very long one, and The last harvest has enabled a great many
the sum total is highly gratifying as of the selectors to pay up a large portion
showing that our manufacturers are of the arrears into which they had fallen from
becoming large exporters, and thus assisting previous bad seasons.
Mr. McCOLL.-The money has not
the colony to meet its financial liabilities
abroad. The total value of the exports of come from them.
Mr. MIRAMS.-No doubt we are in
Victorian manufactured products given in
this list is £697,220 for the year 1880, and the dark to some extent as to matters upon
£817,685 for 1881. The principal increases which we ought to be fully informed.
last year were the following :-Agricultural However, a motion, which was unopposed
implements, from £8,400 to £14,100; ap- by the Government, has been passed for the
pareland slops, from £181,000 to £227,000; production of a return which will enable
biscuits, from £27,000 to £30,000; honorable members to speak more accurately
confectionery, from £14,000 to £17,000; on this matter than we are enabled to do at
furniture, from £29,000 to £31,000 ; jewel- present. In the absence of the desired inlery, from £509 to £13,567; machinery, from formation, I am bound to assume that the
£59,000 to £87,066; saddlery and harness, revenue put down as received from selectors,
from £14,600 to £21,383. These are very either as final payments, or for arrears of
satisfactory results, and give evidence of the rent, has come fron~ the selectors; but I
prosperity of all branches of our manufac- have no doubt in my own mind that the
turing industries. I must congratulate the construction which the honorable membor
Treasurer upon the very clear manner in for Mandurang (Mr. McColl) puts upon
which he submitted his Budget statement, the item is to a very large extent the right
and also upon the new departure that he one. I believe that when the return
made in dispensing with detailed statements which has been ordered is produced, it
as to increases and decreases or revenue on will show that a great deal of the money
the various items of the Tariff, which have put down as having been paid by the selecusually occupied a large portion of previous tors has really come from other peopleBudgets. I think that the course which that, in fact, other people have supplied
the honorable gentleman adopted in this money to selectors for the purpose of enabling
respect assisted, to a great extent, to secure them to make their final payments, in order
the careful attention which his financial state- that the selectors may get their Crown
ment received while it was being delivered, grants and then hand them over to the
and that it is one which future Treasurers persons who have furnished them with the
will do well to follow. While saying this, means of obtaining the grants. That, I
I wish it to be understood that I do not in believe, is the real state of the case to a
any way accept the proposals of the Trea- very great extent; and it is to enable
surer in relation to the defences. In using myself, the House, and the country to
the word " defences," I refer not only to the ascertain how far it is the real state of the
defence works, but also to the proposals in case that I ask for the returns which I
relation to the re-organization of the land moved for a fortnight ago.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-If you ask only
and naval forces. I think these proposals
raise very important questions, which will for that, it can be provided in a few minutes j
require serious consideration before we com- but the other portions of the return 'will
mit ourselves to them. Their adoption will take a month to prepare.
involve not only the expenditure of large
Mr. MIRAMS.-I was not aware that, in
sums of money annually, but likewise a policy framing my motion as I did, such an amount
which we may find it very difficult to carry of labour would be involved in the preparaout in its entirety. I therefore desire specially tion of the return. I framed the motion as
to guard myself against being supposed to I did in order that the return, when prehave formed a favorable opinion of the Trea- sented, might afford aU the information
surer's defence proposals. I next come to necessary to give honorable members a clear
the question of the reduction of taxation. I and complete view of the case.. I am sorry i,f,
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through the wording of the motion, I sllOuld
have thrown unnecessary labour on the
Lands department, and I shall be more sorry
if it is the means of delaying the presentation of the return an unnecessary length
of time. I wanted the information to be
available during the debate on the Land
Bill, and I shall be obliged if the Minister
of Lands will furnish to the House the information which it is important it should
be possessed of as speedily as. possible.
What we want to know is the amount
which has been advanced by other people to
enable selectors to pay the balance of £1
per acre which they owe to the State in
order that the fee-simple of the selections
may be handed over to those who make the
advances.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-That is the only
item upon which the estimate of the Lands
department has not been realized.
Mr. MIRAMS.-If that be correct, the
position of the selectors is better than I was
disposed to believe. However, coming back
to the point from which I started, I say
that either with money of their own or with
money supplied to them by other people,
who are virtually the purchasers of the
selections, selectors have been able to pay
off a considerable amount of the arrears
which accumulated during the one or two
bad seasons that preceded the last harvest.
Then again, as has been pointed out, we
have had a prosperous year in other
branches of industry, and the result is an
overflowing treasury. Commerce has been
stimulated, imports have increased, and
customs duties have been paid upon those
imports. But is it not reasonable to suppose that, if imports have been stimulated
this year, they will not only not come up
to the mark next year, but possibly will be a
little below it? A country cannot, any more
than an individual, continue to lay in stock
at an extraordinary rate. Any man who
has been in business knows that if he buys
an extraordinary amount of stock one year
because, owing to the state of the market,
he can buy a bit cheaper, the chances are
ten to one that he will buy less nex~ year ;
and the very fact that the imports were
greater than usual in 1881 furnishes ground
for believing that they will be less in
1882 and in the' early part of 1883,
which comes into the financial year with
which we are now more or less dealing. But
even supposing the Customs revenue were
to continue as it is, I would ask the Government is it wise, when we have a good year
-and I take it that we have a good year
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when people are best able to pay taxes and
grumble least about them-and before we
are certain that we ure going to have another
year or two of the same kind, to remit
duties us the Government propose? If the
result is not such as the Government anticipate, we may have to reimpose those duties
in perhaps a bad year-in a year when the
people may be less able to bear the burthen.
If that time comes, and it is only reasonable·
to suppose it will come, the Treasurer will
then realize the folly of having remitted
duties simply because of one good year.
That is one reason why I think the proposed
remissions of t.axation ought not to be made
at the present time. I know that Ministers
may reply that, when I spoke on the want of
confidence motion, I blamed the Treasurer for
not having remitted the extraordinary taxation which was imposed to meet the Treasurybonds, instead of paying off those Treasurybonds. I did say that, and I will say it again.
I say that if the Treasurer had remitt.ed the
taxation instead of liquidating the Treasurybonds, he would have the money which he
paid for those bonds, and his position would
be very different. But since the honorable
gentleman has chosen to spend his surplus
in that way, I think it is unwise to remit taxation to the amount of £200,000.
There is one other reason why I think the
Treasurer ought to have stayed his hand.
I do not believe the Ministry intended in
any way to cast a slur or throw a slight on
the Tariff Commission, of which I have
the honour to be chairman-I have too
much respect for all of them to believe they
intended to do anything of the sort-but I
do think it would have been much wiser if
they had refrained from remitting taxation
until our report had been submitted. It is
no breach of confidence to say that, so far
as the inquiry has gone, and so far as I can
judge what the result will be, I have very
great hopes of being able to present a report which will be satisfactory to a great extent to protectionists on the one hand, and
to free-traders on the other-which will propose, possibly, the remission of a great many
duties that are not protective in their character, that hamper the protectionist policy
ahd give it a bad name, and which, at the
same time, may propose more substantial
protection to those industries that deserve
it and that can be carried on with success
in this country. Under these circumstances,
I say it is rather unfair to us, considering
the labour which we are called upon to give
to this question-labour which, I say, without any desire to boast, must be admitted
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to be a great tax upon our time and energy
-to hamper us thus in our hopes and expectations by giving us a poor treasury to
deal with, and especially as the Treasurer
has had the opportunity, which he did not
expect when the commission was appointed,
of dealing with a full treasury. If our
report should propose remissions, that report
should not be hampered and curtailed and
shorn of its best proportions for fear of
making a hole in the revenue which it would
be necessary to fill by proposing new duties
in another direction. I say on that ground,
if on no other, the Treasurer ought not, at
this time, to have proposed his remissions of
taxation. There is another point upon which
I do not agree with the previous speaker. I
do not believe in the least in the principle
which the Treasurer has submitted for the
first time within my knowledge to this
House. I do not believe in the giving of
grants of public money for the construction
of waterworks in any part of the country
without obtaining from the localities interested a promise or pledge that a like sum of
money will be added to the Governm6nt
money, or that the State will have some
return for the outlay it incurs. While I
say that, I don't want it to be supposed
that I desire to prevent any settler or
selector having the water that, is necessary
for his use if it is possible for him to
have it at all. Let me ask whose property will be enhanced in value by the
waterworks which this money is going to
construct?
An HONORABLE MEMBER. - The selector's.
Mr: MIRAMS.-.:....Then, I say, if the
selector's property is to be enhanced in
value, the selector should pay at least the
interest on the money spent in enhancing
that value.
An HONORABLE' MEMBER.-And he is
willing to pay.
Mr. MIRAMS.-That is just where the
question comes in, because, wIllie some honorable members say the selector should pay,
other honorable members say he shOll.ld get
the money for nothing. I may here mention that I dislike the continual raising in
this House of the cry of town ver8~t8 country.
No sooner does a town member say that
this matter of water supply ought to be
conducted on strict business principles than
he is immediately taunted by country members with the question-" What about the
Yan Yean?"
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-The Exhibition?
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Mr. MIRAMS.-The answer to all this
is patent enough. The Exhibition was not
built for Melbourne alone, nor did it benefit
lVlelbourne alone. I venture to say that
the Exhibition enhanced the value of every
country property as much in proportion as
it enhanced the value of every town property.
(Cries of " No" and" Yes.") I say it is
impossible to improve the town without
improving the country; and it is impossible
to improve the country without improving
the town. The two go together, and those
who separate them only act in a way inimical
to the best interests of the colony. I read
very carefully the lecture which the Bishop
of Melbourne delivered, some time since, on
the question of irrigation. In the course of
that lecture, the Bishop made reference to
a farm on the Goulbul'll the value of which
was increased, by means ·of jrrigation, from
£4 to £40 per acre, or 1,000 per cent. ; and
I ask why should the State be called upon
to spend the money of the community in
increasing the value of land even 100
pel' cent. while the people who own the
land pay nothing? If the people who own
land are willing to pay interest on the
money advanced, I would not object to
the expenditure. Inasmuch as the town
cannot do without the country, and that the
country cannot do without the town, why
should not the two be placed on the same
footing? I say thnt if you give the country
water without charging any interest on the
expenditure, why should you not also do
the same for the towns? If the Govern.
ment are prepared to say that, from this
out, the Yan Yean water shall be supplied
to the people of Melbourne and the suburbs
without charge, I am quite willing that as
much money as the colony can spare shall
be given for the supply of water to the
country districts 011 the very same terms.
I have an office in Collins-street, where I
don't use a bucket of water in the year, and
yet I pay water-rate to the tune of some·
thing like £8 per all::Ul)l. In addition, I
have to pay water-rate for my private house.
But why should I be called upon to pay this
amount if people who choose to go and live
in the country can get their water for
nothing? If once this principle be introduced, where is it going to end? I venture
to say that if either of the Berry Ministries,
and especially the first, had proposed to give
£100,000 away on waterworks or any other
works in any part of the country, the charge
would have been hurled at them from every
platform, and by every conservative journal,
that they were engaged in "nobbling" the
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constituencies. Why the proposal will not
stand investigation for one minute.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-What would
the towns be but for the farmers?
Mr. MIRAMS.-If the produce of the
country districts were not consumed by the
towns, what would become of the farmers,
dairymen, and market gardeners? I grant
that they could send their wheat to
England, but do honorable members suppose that this colony is going to continue
to grow wheat at the miserable rate at
which it has been growing it lately? Do
honorable members suppose that it will
pay farmers to grow wheat at an average
of seven bushels to the acre for export to
England at 4s. per bushel? That was the
average last year. I believe this reduction
in the yield of grain is due, to a large
extent, to the circumstances under which
farming is carried on in Victoria. Honorable members must know that a great
deal of wheat is grown not so much for the
sake of the wheat itself and what it will
fetch-whether it will pay the grower or
not-as for the purpose of complying with
the conditions of the Land Act under which
selections are taken up. Much of the
land taken up by selection is cultivated
simply for three years, or whatever the
term may be during which the selectors
remain as licensees under the Crown, and
immediately the selectors obtain their leases
they dispose of their holdings to the nearest
persons who will buy them, and pay the
Government the balance of 148. per acre,
and clear out altogether.
Mr. LANGDON.-That is not so.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Nobody would suppose
for one moment that there are not some
selectors who are bona fide farmers.
An HONORABLE MEURER. - The great
majority of them are.
Mr. MIRAMS.-If the great majority
of the selectors are bona fide farmers, the
statistics which are furnished year by year,
from the Lands-office, must be absolutely
untrue. When the House comes to deal
with the land question, I will endeavour to
show how many selectors have gone who
ought to be on the land now if they were
b01lct fide selectors. I will give an instance
which came under my own personal notice
no later than last week. I was told by a
mall of business a.t Sale that of the selectors
who originally went on the estate in Gippsland known as Pearson's, all of whom were
to appearance bona fide selectors, everyone
has sold out but two, and it is understood
that those two Can .sell wh.enever they choose.

Fh'st NZ'ght's Debate.

If this is a true statement in relation to that
one estate, my belief is that the same result
will be found, on investigation, in connexion
with a great many estates throughout the
country. Then, I would ask, if selection
keeps going on, how is it that the rate of
cultivation does not go on in the same ratio,
particularly as one of the provisions of the
land law requires every selector to cultivate a certain number of acres? Either
the selectors do not observe the law,
or they don't remain on the land to cultivate
it. Then again, how is it that those selectors
who have been the longest on the land
are allowing their holdings to go out of
cultivation? If it be true that those men
cannot cultivate for want of water, is not
that the best possible proof we could
have of the folly of our land ~ystem,
which has forced people on to arid plains
which they cannot make use of unless
water be supplied to them? If water is so
necessary as it now turns out to be, why
was that not known when the land law was
passed, and why was it not provided that
selectors should be confined to smaller areas
and closer spots, and that their lands should
be irrigated at the cost of the State, by
which arrangement a man could have made
a respectable income from 20 01'.30 acres,
instead of having to make a poor living on
320 acres? I have travelled about the
country a great deal, and I have come across
people who are making three or four times
as good a living out of five or six acres as·
any selector of the ordinary stamp is making
out of 320 acres on the arid plains.
Mr. ANDERSON.-Chinamen ?
Mr. MIRAMS.-Not Chinamen. As
the honorable member for Villiers (Mr.
Anderson) desires an illustration, I may mention that, the other day, I was at Epsom,
near Sandhurst. A more miserable aridlooking place than Epsom I have no knowledge of. An ordinary man, driving through
that township, would despair of growing
anything in the neighbourhood; and yet,
close to a small creek, about ten minutes'
walk from the celebrated potteries, I was
taken by the honorable member for Richmond (Mr. Bosisto) to a small vineyard and
fruit garden of four acres. The owner of
that property told us that, with the labour
of only himself and two sons, he made at
least £800 per year out of his four acres.
Is not this a proof of what I say, that it is
possible to put people on the land in such a
way, and under such conditions, that a man
with 30 acres may do ten times as well as
he can do now with 320 acres without
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water? There is only one other point I
desire to refer to. Whatever folly we may
have committed in connexion with om lands,
one provision of the Land Act or 1869 is
certainly a wise one. That is the provision
under which £200,000 was set apart, every
year, out of our land revenue, for railway
construction. ·Yife did provide that at least
that small portion of the immense revenue
which we squandered right and left should
be invested in remunerative public works
that we might leave to our children. We
are thus in a position to say that if we
did throwaway 30,000,000 acres of the
beautiful lands of the colony, we have at
least a few miles of railway to show in
retur~. Now, however, we have a proposal
to squander the rest of the land, and no
proposal to save even £200,000 a year for
railway purposes. If this is not burning
our candle at both ends, I don't know what
is. The Treasurer tells us, with regard to
his proposal to. raise £160,000 by auction
sales, that when the market is good is the
time to sell. I say that no time is the
time to sell. If the land is valuable now,
it will be ten times as valuable ten years
henco, if not sooner. Why it is only three
years ago that land on the south bank of
the Yarra, close to the bonded stores of
the honorable member for Boroondara and
Mr. W. B. Jones, was sold by auction by
the Government at the rate of £3 per foot.
That land has since been resold for £12
per foot, and it cannot be obtained now for
less than £30 per foot. ..And will this
House sit idly by and allow such a policy to
be continued? If honorable members will
do that, I will not. I will not sit silent while
there is such a wanton and wilful waste of
the inheritance of our children.
Mr. GILLIES.-'Vhy did not the h011Q1'able member object to the sale at the
time? The Service Ministry refused to
complete it, bnt the following Ministry
completed it.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I have mentioned an
individual case only in illustration of a great
principle; and I want the principle to be
applied all round. If a proposal had been
made in this House to prevent the sale of
that land, no matter from whom it might
have emanated, it would not have found a
more ardent supporter than I would have
been; and anybody now who proposes a
similar policy will have in me a warm and
consistent supporter. The illustration I
have given is one of many which might be
furnished of the folly of dealing with the
public lands in the way we are now doing,
SES. 1882.-2 0

1.J

First Night'S Debate ..

5.13"

and especially the folly of continuing to·'
dispose of them without providing that at:
least a moiety of the revenue realized should: '
be dedicated to the purposes of railway 60n~
struction. On these grounds I feelmyseli :
compelled to oppose the financial pro-:-'·.
positions of the Government, an,d especially . ·.
the remissions of taxation to which I have.
referred.
..
On the motion of Major SMITH 1 tho·.,:
debate was adjourned until Tuesday, June G. '
Progress was then reported.
The House adjourned n,t thirteen minutes,
past eleven o'clock, until Tuesday, June 6.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Tuesday, June 6, 1882.
Telegra.ph Department: Appointments and ApplicationsLeave of Absence to a. Member: The Hon. W. J. ClarkeJoli~out Railway Accident-Council Elections (1882) Act
Amendment Bill-Bankers' Books Evidence Law Amendment Bill:"'County Court Judges Bill.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at twentyseven minutes to five o'clock p.m., :}ud read
the prayer.
DECLARATION OF
QUALIFICATION.
The Hon. J. G. Dougharty delivered to
tho Clerk the declaration ~equired by the,
Act No'. 702.
TELEGRAPH DEPARTMENT.
The Hon. 'V. ROSS moved"That a return be laid on the table of this
House showing the number of new appointments,
male and female, that have been made ill the·
'l'eleg-raph department since June 1st, 1881, with,.
the dates and nature of employment; also the.
total number of hitherto unsuccessful appliooilts'
whose applications have been received and re-:
corded, alld who are now waiting in expectation
of receiving an appointment."

He said he moved for this return Il1ainly in,
order to call attention to what he deemed.
a growing evil in the community. :N umOers.·
of young men and women, especially the
latter, the sons and daughters for the most:
part of persons in a humble sphere of life, who·
could ill afford to throwaway money, had
uudergone or were undergoing a special·
training in telegraphy at the Schools of
Mines at Ballarat and Sandhurst, and. also
at the Technological Museum in Melbourne,
in order that they might qualify themselves
to receive appointments in the Telegraph·
department, their idea apparently . being
that paf;lsing the examinations in telegraphy.

Telegraph Department.
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held at those institutions would give them
a sort of preferential claim on the Government for .employment. At the same
time, he understood that it had been
clearly notified to the managers of those
institutions that no claim of the kind
would be recognised. Indeed the Telegraph department had caused it to be
publicly announced that the employes on
its staff were already in exc.ess of its requirements, and that, consequently, no
fresh applications for engagements in it
could be entertained. He thought, however,
that scarcely sufficient publicity had been
given to this announcement, because
training in telegraphy still went on at an
excessive rate. Perhaps there was a good
deal of incredulity respecting the bona fide
nature of the notification. Undoubtedly
there was a widespread feeling that, whatever obstacles stood in the way of appointments to the telegraphic service, parliamentary influence, if only it cou1<.l be brought
to bear, would be sufficient to overcome it.
Indeed he had himself been more than once
applied to by parents to use influence in
behalf of their sons or daughters, as the case
might be, but his advice had almost always
been that the sons should go to work in
walks of life more open to them, and that
the daughters should go to servicc of some
kind. Nevertheless, he was afraid his
counsel had been of little avail. In one
case, and in one case only, he was prevailed
upon, six or eight months ago, to speak to
the Postmaster-General on behalf of a girl
who had passed an examination in telegraphy
in the Ballarat School of Mines, but he was
told that there could be no vacancy for her
except in the event of certain contingencies
arising, and, at the present moment, she
was apparently as far from the employment
she desired as she was at the beginning.
That was only one of many cases that had
come under his notice-there were hundreds
of others-but it would serve to illustrate
the evil to which he desired to drawattention. Surely it would be wise for the
Government to take what steps they could
to prevent so many young people wasting
their time and money in this way. Of
course the Government could not do everything, but they would exercise a very wholesome influence if they gave greater publicity to the fact that appointments in the
Telegraph department were, to say the least,
extremely unlikely to be obtained, there
being no vacancies; and if, furthermore,
they formally notified that no more applications on the subject would be received,
Bon. W. Ross.
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pledging themselves to abide strictly by
that arrangement. It would also be well if
they took measures to interfere with the
further training of students in telegraphy
at the establishments he had mentioned.
He believed that something of the kind had
already been partially tried at the Technological Museum, and he would be glad if
the same thing were done at the other insti.
tutions also, because he thought the effect
would be to induce the young people concerned to see that it was of no use looking
for appointments that were not likely to
come to them, and that it was high time
they devoted themselves to other means of
employment, which, if not quite so genteel
as that of a telegraphic operator, might
nevertheless be made to lead to independence,
and would certainly, with respect to girls,
better enable them to qualify themselves as
good wives and mothers. Under these
circumstances he made his present proposal,
having also a desire to know what system
was adopted with respect to employment in
the Telegraph department. Honorable
members had heard a good deal about proposals to bring the Railway department
under the management of a non-political
board, but it seemed to him that it would
be a great boon to the public if the whole of
the public departments were more or less
brought under a similar system. He deeply
regretted that the action taken by the late
Minister of Railways in abnegating. the
patronage of his department apparently received but little support from his colleagues,
and had not been followed by the present
Minister.
Sir C. SLADEN seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
THE HON. W. J. CLARKE.
The Hon. J. MACBAIN moved that
leave of absence be granted to the Hon. W.
J. Clarke during the session.
The Hon. N. FITZGERALD seconded
the motion, which was agreed to.
JOLIMONT RAIL WAY ACCIDENT.
The Hon. W. A. ZEAL moved"That a committee be appointed to in9.uire
into and report upon the cause of the aCCident
on the South Suburban Hail way at Jolimont on
the 80th August, 1881, and the manner in which
the traffic on such railway had been conducted;
such committee to consist of the Honorables
James Buchanan, Dr. Dobson, James Graham,
W. McCulloch, Francis Ormond, J. A. Wallace,
and the mover, three to form a quorum; with
power to call for persons, papers, and records,
and to have leave to meet on days on which the
House does not sit, and to report the evidence
from day to day."

Jolimont
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He said he thought he would be justified
in recounting some of the circumstances
connected with this deplorable accident,
because possibly several of them had
escaped the notice of those honorable
members who naturally could not look
at the subject from a professional standpoint, and the seriousness of the whole
business could hardly be exaggerated.
Indeed if honorable members would only go
carefully through the evidence and the
summing up at the coronial inquiry into
the matter, they would find traces of lax
management on the part of the Railway department which was really astounding, and
almost amounted, in his judgment, to a
crime. Yet it would seem as though no
person could be held responsible for the
casualty. Certainly no one would acknowledge any responsibility inconnexion with it ;
and when the coroner attempted to push his
questions in that direction he was met by
all kinds of evasions and unsatisfactory
replies, which prevented the jury from ascertaining properly the details of the affair.
The accident occurred to an express train
froni Brighton to Melbourne, which consisted of eight carriages and a brake van;
It ran from Brighton to the Richmond
stationwithperfectsafety; but it was alleged
in one of the newspapers that as the trairi
was leaving Richmond some one noticed
something wrong with one of the carriage
wheels. Be that as it might, soon after
the train had passed the Hoddle-street
bridge some of the passengers experienced an unusual thumping and oscillation,
which gradually grew worse and worse, and
opposite the Melbourne cricket-ground the
driver was induced to shut off steam, and
an attempt was made at the same time to
put on the brake. In a few seconds afterwards the train reached the Jolimont
crossing, and there took place the occurrenee by which four men were more or less
suddenly launched into eternity, and twentynine persons were grievously injured. So
many were those injuries, and so considerable
were the claims for compensation sent in
to the Government, that he calculated it
wO\lld take 10 per cent. of the gross
profits of the railways for one year to
cover them. Perhaps that aspect of
the case, coupled with the fact that the
railways of the colony represented so much
money borrowed by the State upon which
'the general community had to pay interest,
would impress upon honorable members the
absolute necessity there was, not only that
-~here should be proper railway supervision,
202
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but also that for every branch of railway
management some one should be held re-'
sponsible. He had taken trouble to inquire'
into the extent of the claims on account of
the accident the Government had to meet,
and he found that they had already paid£34,250 8s., and that the claims of Mr.
Cole for £3,500, of Mr. B. Gaunson
for £2,500, and of Mr. Edwards for'
£4,000, brought up the total to £44,25088 .."
which was exclusive of law costs, the loss'
of rolling-stock, and the injury done to'the
traffic of the line by the shock inflicted
upon the public. Directly or indirectly the
State would probably in the end find itself
subjected to the loss of £100,000. The',
whole of the circumstallces' connected with
the affair were so alarming that he thought
they should be fully investigated in a calm
and judicial manner entirely apart from
anything like party politics; and it was his
opinion that that end would be better'
achieved through a committee of the Council
than through one appointed by another
place, where partisan politics:and feelings of
personal like or dislike were likely to have,
more weight than was desirable. According
to the financial statement recently made
elsewhere by the Treasurer, the railway
revenue for 1881-2 would amount to
£1,575,000, while that for 1882-3 was estimated to reach £1,750,000, and if that vast
iucomewas administered so that no one could
be held responsible for anything in counexiOli
with it, it was high time that state of things
was altered. Indeed the sooner the heads o~
the Railway department were made to understand that they were completely responsible
to the Crown and to the country, the greatet
would be the satisfaction of the public, and
especially that portion of it who travelled
frequently by railway. Again, the railway
system of the colony was assuming such
enormous dimensions, there being no ,lesf?
than 2,250 miles of line either constructed
or in course of construction, that it' appeared
to him its present management was unable
to cope with it successfUlly. As an example
of what he meant he need only point out
that the carriage that caused the Jolimont
accident was originally an ordinary first
class one, but when it was over twenty years
old it was transformed into a smoking carriage-that is to say, it was weakened by
having two of its partitions removed-although the tires of its wheels, which ought to
have been about two inches thick, were worn
down to a thickness of less than five-eighths
of an inch. What wonder was it, therefore, that one of the tires fractured at th~
.
.
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~pening made for a tire screw? It was
obvious that the ca:rriage was unfit for usc,
and yet it would appear as though no one
was to be held responsible for it being used.
Moreover, he was in a position, from his
own knowledge, to say that the management
of the line concerned was most careless
and fraught with danger to the travelling
public, and that, conside.ring the l~umber
of times the trains runnmg upon It had
to stop, they ought undoubtedly to be
fitted with continuous automatic brakes, so
that when an accident occurred there might
be some chance of preventing a breakdown.
Another point was that the brake van of
the train that met with the casualty now in
question was in front of the train instead of
behind it, which was a most injurious
arrangement, seeing that the guard was
thereby placed so that he could not hear any
outcries on the part of the passengers.
It was also to be condemned because one of
the worst features of the accident was that,
when the carriage with three wheels broke
down, the hinder carriages were forced forward and, consequently, doubled themselves
upon it. He had no hesitation in saying
that, had the brake van been at the tail of
the train, and had the brake been a continuous automatic one, the accident would
have been unattended with either loss of
life or much expense. Of course, that view
might be regarded as open to controversy,
but nevertheless, there could be no q uestio~ that the regulation of the Board of
Trade at home ·with respect to brake vans
ought to be very rigidly adhered to. That
regulation was to the effect that there
should be a brake vehicle with a guard in
it at the tail of every train, that tIns vehicle
should be provided with a raised roof and
extended sides, glazed i:n front and back,
and that it should be the duty of the guard
to keep a constant look-out from it along
the train. Had that plan always been followed in this colony, the subject which he
now desired to have remitted to a select
committee would not have arisen. The
verdict of the coroner's jury indicated that
the Railway department was responsible
for the accident, but it did not go further,
and he (Mr. Zeal) wished to go further.
He did not want to implicate anyone, but
his aim was that the responsibility in the
business should be so traced out that in.
future the travelling public would have some
guarantee that their lives or well-being would
not be needlessly put in peril.
The Hon.C. J. JENNER seconded the
motion, which was agreed to.

Act Amendme?~t Bill.

COUNCIL ELECTIONS (1882) ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON moved the
second reading of this Bill. He remarked
that the object of the Bill was simply to
remove doubts with respect to the Act
which was passed last session l?ostpo~ing
the period of holding the Counc~l electIOns
this year until the last Thursday m N ovembel'. The reason of that postponement was
that it was found that the Council rolls
could not be prepared in time to hold the
new elections at the date contemplated by
the Reform Act of 1881. The Act of last
session, however, was not passed with the
concurrence of an absolute majority of both
Houses and as it practically extended the
tenure 'of members, like himself, whose
seats expired in August next, until the end
· of November, there wero grave doubts
whether the Act did not come within the·
60th section of the Constitution Act. The
present Bill was, therefore, introduced to
validate all that had been done under the
Act of last session, and also all that might
take place between the time it was passed
and the time the present measure would
receive Her Majesty's assent.
Sir C. SLADEN observed that he was
very glad that a Bill had Leen introduced to
remedy the defect which occurred ~as~
session. He regretted, however, that the
Solicitor-General did not, in referring to the
Act of last session, clearly point out that
no fault in connexion therewith attached to
the Legislative Council. It was due to the
Council that the public should know that
everything was done in that Chamber that
could be done to make that Act a valid one, and
that it was owing to defects in another place
that the present Bill was rendered necessary.
The Act was passed by the Council by an
absolute majority, on its second and third
readings, and sent to the .Asse~bly, and
nothing more was heard o~ It until t~e last
business day of the seSSIOn, when It was
returned to the Council, only a few members
being present in the Chamber at the time.
The Clerk of Parliaments then drew the
attention of the President to the fact that
the Bill was not accompanied by a certificate
that it had been passed by an absolute
majority in the Legislative Assembly. The
President pointed this out to the House,
and the Solicitor-General thereupon moved
the following resolution, which was agreed
to:- .
"That it is the desire of this House that this
Bill although not accompanied by a certificate
that it was passed in the Legislative Assembly
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by an absolute majority on the second and third
readings, should be presented to His Excellency
the Governor."

It was absolutely necessary that a Bill of
some sort should be passed last session,
because, unless some machinery outside
the Reform Act itself had been -provided
for the purpose of preparing special rolls for
this year, it would be impossible to hold the
elections at all. Acting on that principle,
therefore, the Bill was allowed to pass. He
desired, however, to call the attention of the
House to a very important feature in connexion with this subject. The 60th section
of the Constitution Act provided that.. It shall not be lawful to present to the
Governor of the said colony for Her Majesty's
assent any Bill by which an alteration in the
constitution of the said Council or Assembly or
in the said schedule hereunto annexed marked D
may be made unless the second and third readings
of such Bill shall have been passed with the concurrence of an absolute majority of the whole
number of the members of the Legislative Council and of the Legislative Assembly respectively."

The question arose-Who was responsible
for seeing t.hat the 60th section was carried
out? Defore the late Clerk of Parliaments
resigned, he (Sir C. Sladen) put that question to him, and the Clerk, as he expected,
stated that he was responsible, and knew of
no way by which he could divest himself of
his resp<?nsibility in the matter. The late
Clerk of Parliaments, however, also authorized him to say-in fact, he believed, wished
it to be stated-that he held the opinion
that the measure of last session was not a
Bill which would come under the restriction
of the 60th section of the Constitution Act,
. but was merely a Bill to cure a defect with
regard to the elections, and did not make
any permanent alteration in the Constitution. That was different from the opinion
held by him (Sir C. Sladen) and many
. members of the Council. The late Clerkof
Parliaments, however, holding this opinion,
said he thought it would be too critical on
his part if he refused to present the Bill to
His Excellency the Governor. With regard to the matter of responsibility, it was
provided by the 15th joint standing order
that Bills for Her lVIajesty's assent should
be presented by the Clerk of Parliaments,
and, as the joint standing orders of the
two Houses might be considered equal to
statutory authority, the Clerk of Parliaments was undoubtedly saddled with the
responsibility of presenting Bills to the
Governor for Her Majesty's assent, and
of course, if he had this responsibility, he
was ulso responsible for seeing that the
conditions in conllexion with the presentation
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of Bills were carried out. Consequently, it
was for the Clerk of Parliaments, in the case
of a Bill as to which there was some doubt
whether or not it came within the restrictions of the 60th section of the Constitution
Act, to inform himself on the subject, and
to form a decided opinion so that he might
be in a position. to fulfil the responsibility
thrown upon him of determining whether or
not the Bill in question came within the
60th section. He (Sir C. Sladen) was not
blaming the late Clerk of Parliaments for
thinking it was his duty to present the
Bill of last session to the Governor, although
he differed altogether from the opinion held
by the late Clerk with regard to that Bill.
He had no doubt whatever that the measure
of last session was an Act which exercised
powers altogether outside the Constitution
Act. It extended' the tenure of members of
the Council, whose seats would lapse by
effluxion of time in August next, until the
end of November-that was to say, three
months beyond the extreme period of ten
years which the Constitution Act allowed
members to be elected for. If Parliament
could, by a simple majority, extend the
tenure of a member's seat for three months,
could it not also by an ordinary majority
extend the tenure for four months, eight
months, or indeed for any period? It must
be evident that Parliament could exercise
no such power by a Bill passed in the ordinary way, and he had.no doubt whatever that
the extension of time contained in the Bill
of last session was ~dt1'a vi1'es, as the measure
was not passed with the concurrence of an
absolute majority of both Chambers, and
reserved for Her Majesty's a.ssent. The
important feature in the matter to which he
wished to draw attention was this. The
Clerk of Parliaments held a high and
responsible office, and one which might place
him at times inan unpleasant position with the
Government of the day or with either of the
Chambers in cOllnexion with the presentation
of a Bill to the Governor. If he was the
compliant tool of any party or Government,
he might present to His Excellency for Her
Majesty's assent a Bill which possibly ought
not to be so presented, or, vice ve1'sa, he
might decline to present a Bill which ought
to be presented. Again, if he had to rely
upon the direction of the Government, it
might be the interest of the Government for
the time being to endeavour to evade the
requirements of the Constitution Act. In
any aspect of the matter, whenever there was
a question of difficulty or doubt as to
the bearing of the GOth section of the
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Constitution Act on any particula.r Bill, the
Clerk of Parliaments was placed in a position
of very great delicacy, and, if he had to give
effect to his opinion against the opinion of
the ruling powers or of either of the Ohambers,
he at once placed himself in a situation of
more or less antagonism to one of those
· bodies. The position of the Clerk of Parliaments in the Imperial Legislature was thus
referred to by May:· "The chief officers of the Upp~r House are
the Clerk of Parliaments! the Usher of the
Black Rod, the Clerk-AssIstant, and the Serjeant-at-Arms. The Clerk of Parliaments, on
entering office, is sworn at the table before the
Lord Chancellor to make true entries and re· cords of the things done, and to keep secret all
such matters as shall be treated therem, and not
to disclose the same before they shall be published
but to such as it ought to be disclosed."

From that it appeared that the Clerk of
Parliaments in the Imperial Legislature was
treated differently from ordinary officers, and
evidently as one in whom great confidences
were to be reposed. If the duties of the
office were so important, therefore, in the
interests of constitutional liberty and in
order to secure that the provisions of the
Constitution Act were thoroughly carried
out, he (Sir C. Sladen) would suggest to the
Crown law officers whether it was not de..
sirable that the Clerk of Parliaments should
not in some measure be protected against the
possible consequences of his having to do a
very disagrQeable duty which might bring
him into collision with parties in power.
He might also suggest that it would be
advisable that the Executive Government
should clothe the office with some kind of
regulations-something that would enable
the Clerk to judge what was right for him
to do on particular occasions; and, further,
that in matters of great importance the
Clerk should be able to obtain other aid
,in forming a judgment than merely by obtaining counsel's opinion. Counsel's opinion
took its bearings from the nature of the case
submitted, and, when an officer like the
Clerk of Parliaments had to exercise an in· vidious office, he should be i~ a position at
all events to get advice from quarters which
might strengthen him in properly discharging his duty. He had taken advantage of
the introduction of the present Bill to make
these remarks, because he thought that, seeing the difficulty which had occurred, steps
should be taken in order to put the Clerk
of Parliaments in a proper position on any
future occasion when he might have to exercise a difficult duty, and also to secure the
observance of those provisions which had
been wisely laid down in the Constitution
Sir C. Sladejt.
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Act for regulating all the acts of the Legislature of this country. With regard to the
Bill before the House, it seemed to do all
that was required. The only part of the Act
of last session which was in doubt was that
relating to the extension of the term of
office of certain members from August until
November. The rest of the Act referred to
making out special rolls to fit the elections
of this year, and he did 'not conceive that
the preparation of those rolls would be
at all affected by the defect which occurred
in the mode of passing the Act of last
session.
The Hon. J. BALFOUR said he regretted that, having been absent from Melbourne, he was not aware that the second
reading of the Bill was to be brought on
that day, as he desired to bring before the
House a defect in the Reform Act which
had been pointed out to him by the secretary of a shire, who discovered it when proceeding to make up the rolls as required
by the Act. He (Mr. Balfour) was not in
a position at present to explain the precise
nature of the defect, but he hoped the Bill
would not be passed through all its stages
at the present sitting, so that he might have
an opportunity of bringing the difficulty
before the House and having it remedied
in the present Bill. (Sir C. Sladen" What is the defect ?") As he understood,
the Reform Act, in making provision for
the preparation of the rolls of Legislative
Council electors, did not provide for en'rolling the names of those persons who were
property-owners but who did not pay the
rates for the property. (Sir C. Sluden"They can take out electors' rights.")
There was no doubt that there was an admitted defect in the Act in connexion with
the matter, but he had not brought the
document with him which explained the
precise nature of the defect. He, however,
brought the subject under the notice of the
Solicitor-General, who had written to him
to say that he had forwarded the communication to the Chief Secretary.
The question that the Bill be now read a
second time having been put,
The PRESIDENT pointed out that; as
the Bill came under the provisions of section
60 of the Constitution Act, the number of
members voting for the measure would have
to be recorded, and therefore he required
the members voting for the second reading
to go to the right of the chair.
It appeared that there were 20 members
voting for the second reading 'of the Bill,
and none against it.
I
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The Bill was then read a second time, and
committed.
On clause 2, declaring Act No. 720 valid
and confirming acts thereunder,
Dr. DOBSON moved the amendment
of the clause so that it would read as
follows : "The Legislative Council Elections for 1882
Act, and every act, matter, and thing heretofore
done or hereafter to be done in pursuance of the
said Act, shall upon the passing of this Act at
its second and third readings with the concurrence of an absolute majority of the whole
number of the members of the Legislative
Council and of the Legislative Assembly respec, tively, and upon this Act, when so passed, being
reserved for the signification of Her Majesty's
:pleasure thereon and upon receiving Her MaJesty's assent thereto, be taken as valid and
effectual as if all the provisions of section 60 of
the Constitution Act liad been comf,lied with in
respect of such first-mentioned Act. '

The clause, as amended, was agreed to.
A formal amendment was made in the
preamble.
The Bill was then reported to the House
with amendments.
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the colony. It provided, in the first place,
that a copy of any entry in a bankers' book
should, in all legal proceedings, " be received
as prima facie evidence of such entry, and
of the matters, transactions, and accounts
therein recorded," but proof must be
given, either orally or on affidavit, by
the manager or some other officer of the
bank, that the book from which the
entry was copied was one of the ordinary
books of the bank. As a c'Q.eck against the
copy of any entry tendered in evidence being
inaccurate, either by accident or design, the
Bill also provided that proof of its correctness must be given by some person who had
examined the copy with the original entry.
Cases, however, might occur in which it was
necessary, in the interests of justice, that the
books themselves should be produced, in
order that the jury might see the original
entries, and thereby form an opinion as to
their genuineness, or as to whose handwriting they were in. The 7th clause,
therefore, enabled a judge in chambers, upon
sufficient cause being shown, to make an
order for the production of the books; and
the 8th clause empowered a judge to allow
either of the litigants in a suit to inspect a
banker's books, and take copies of any entries
required for the purposes of the trial. Copies
of entries ill the books of banks outside the
colony of Victoria could be received ~s
evidence with the permission of the judge,
but the Bill gave him the power to direct
that no evidence of the contents of the books
of such banks should be admissible except
on the production of the books themselves.
A judge would no doubt be very. cautious
in exercising that power, but of eourse there
might be cases .in regard to foreign banks
in which it would be proper to insist upon
the production of the books themselves,
and not allow copies of entries to be received in evidence. The 12th clause,
which was the last but one, extended to
judges of County Courts, Courts of Mines,
and Courts of Insolvency the powers which
the measure gave to judges of the Supreme
Court.
Sir C. SLADEN said he desired to cnll
attention to what he regarded as a defect
in the measure. The 4th clause provided
that-

BANKERS' BOOKS EVIDENCE
LAW AMENDMENT BILL.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON moved that
this Bill be read a second time. He explained that the object of the measure was
to amend the Bankers' Books Evidence
Act, which was passed in 1878. That Act
afforded certain facilities for copies of entries
in bankers' books being received as evidence
in courts of law, in order to avoid the
trouble and inconvenience of having to produce the original books. It was taken
almost verbatim from an English Act, the
only substantial difference being that its
p'rovisions were applicable to savings banks
as well as to ordinary banks, which was not
the case with respect to the English law.
Experience showed that the English Act
could be improved in several points, and
Sir John Lubbock, at whose instance it was
passed, introduced an amending measure
in the House of Commons some time ago.
Only two members of the House spoke on
the second reading of the Bill, namely, Sir
John Lubbock and Sir John Holker, the
latter of whom was subsequently appointed
one of the Lords Justices of the High
Court of Appeal, and, unfortunately, had
recently died. The House of Commons was
" Subject to the provisions of this Act a copy
content to accept the Bill on their state- of any entry in a bankers' book shall in n111egal
proceedings be received as prima facie evidence
ments, and it became law. The new Act of
such entry, and of the matters, transactions,
h~d worked satisfactorily, and the present and accounts therein recorded."
measure was a copy of it, with such slight The whole Bill seemed to be based on this
verbal alterations as were necessary to adapt foundation, namely, that copies of entries in
it to the circumstances and requirements of bankers' books should be admitted as prima

(Jounty

(JOUI't

[COUNCIL.]

facie 'evidence; but apparently there was
nothing in the measure to prevent a
suitor calling upon the opposite party to
the suit to produce the books. (Dr. Dob. son-" The 7th clause.") The 7th clause
only referred to suits to which the bank
was not a party. What he would suggest
was that the 5th and 8th sections of the
existing Act should be retained. The 5th
'section stated that" No ledger, day-book, cash-book, or other account book of any such bank, and no copies of
entries therein contained, shall be adduced or received in evidence under this Act unless five
'days' notice in writing, or such other notice as
may be ordered by the court, containing a copy
, of the entries proposed to be adduced, and of the
,intention to adduce the same in evidence, shall
have been given by the party proposing to adduce the same in evidence to the other party or
parties to the said legal proceedings."

The 8th

se~ion

was as follows : -

"No bank shall be compellable to produce
. the ledgers, day-books, cash-books, or other
account books of such bank in any legal pro'ceedings unless It judge specially orders that
sucb ledgers, day-books, cash-books, or other
account books should be produced at such legal
proceedings. "

Great inconvenience might be caused, both
to the bank and to the public, by a bank
being calleel upon to produce its books in
court, and it seemed to him that these
sections of the existing Act ought to be
retained as a protection a.gainst banks being
required unnecessarily to produce their books
in connexion with legal proceedings. He,
therefore, hoped that they. would be introduced into the Bill when the measure was in
committee.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was then read a second time,
and committed pro forma.

Judges Bill.

position as the Commissioners of Audit;
that is to say, they nrc to hold office during
good behaviour, anel to be removable only on
an address to the Governor from either
House of Parliament. The 4th clause, however, somewhat modifies the latt~r provision,
inasmuch as it gives the Governor in Council-in other words, the Ministry of the daypower to suspend a County Oourt judge for
inability or misbehaviour, or, in fact, for any
act which they may think merits the adoption
of such a strong course. The clause also
provides that, whenever a judge is suspended,
a full statement of the cause of such suspension ,shall be forthwith laid before both
Honses of Parliament, if Parliament be
then sitting, and, if not, within a week
after the commencement of the next ensuing session; and it goes on to say
that"If . . . an address be presented to the
Governor by the Legislative Council or the
Legislative Assembly praying for the restoration of such judge to his office, such judge shall
be restored accordingly; but if no Buch address
praying for the restoration of such judge to his
office be so presented, the Governor in Council
may confirm such suspension and declare the
office of such judge to be vacant, and the same
shall thereupon become and be vacant as if such
judge were naturally dead."

I intend, when the Bill is in committee, to
propose the insertion of words in this clause
to give the Governor in Oouncil the power of
removing the suspension of a judge. The
object of the amendment is to meet cases
of this description, should any occur: a
judge may be guilty of some act of indiscretion which the Government of the day may
think would be sufficiently punished by
suspending him 'for a brief period, but it
may happen during a parliamentary recess,
and four or five months before there is any
COUNTY COURT JUDGES BILL.
likelihood of Parliament assembling again.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON moved the In such a case the amendment, if adopted,
" second reading of this Bill. He said-Mr. will enable the Government to. remove the
President, honorable members are aware suspension when they think fit, and allow
that at no very remote period of our history the judge to continue in office. Opportuthe whole administration of justice through- nity is also t.aken by the Bill to remove
out the colony, with the exception of the some departmental difficqlties connected
Supreme Court jurisdiction, was upset by a with the administration of the Oounty
mere Order in Oouncil. The Oounty Oourt Oourts and Oourts of Mines throughout the
judges were one and all dismissed: I do colony. At present, as honorable members
not wish to rake up old sores, or to allude are aware, judges of Oounty Cotu'ts and
to anything that occurred on the occasion judges of Courts of Mines (who are the same
to which I refer, except for the purpose of individuals) have different districts assigned
explaining the reason why the Government to them and are judges for their own dis. 'think it desirable that a measure should be tricts only. It sometimes occurs that a
passed to render those important function- judge is temporarily absent from his duties
, aries-the County Court judges-indepen- on account of illness, urgent private affairs,
dent of the Ministry of the day. The Bill or for some other reason, and in such cases,
. places the County Court judges in t~ same before another judge can be appointed to
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officiate for him in his absence, delay
and trouble arise owing to the necessity
of obtaining an Order in Council and
issuing a fresh commission. It is proposed to get over this difficulty in future
by making all the judges of County
Courts and Courts of Mines judges for the
whole colony, but to assign to each his
special district, in the same way that the
judges of the Court of Insolvency have
jurisdiction over the whole colony, although
ench is assigned a particular district. Under
the new system, the judges of County
Courts and Oourts of Mines will practically
be confined to their respective districts as
at present, but, if one judge is unable from
any cause to discharge his duties for a
time, another judge can be at once directed
to fill his position temporarily.
Sir C. SLADEN.-Sir, this Bill seems
to me, in its general features, to be a very
excellent measure, but it is not easily explicable why its provisions should apply to
County Court judges, and not also to other
judges who hold positions of equal responsibility. For instance, so far as I am aware,
the Insolvency Statute does not say anything
about the judge of the Court of Insolvency
holding his office during good behaviour.
Again, the Commissioner of Titles fills a
judicial position as well as a ministerial one,
but his tenure of office is not provided for in
any Statute. When a measure is introduced
which proposes to establish a new feature in
regard to the tenure of County Court judges,
I cannot understand, I say, upon what
principle other officers, whose responsibility
is as great as theirs, are excluded from its
provisions. I will, therefore, unless the
Solicitor-General can show that there is
some objection to that course, propose the
insertion of words, when the Bill is in committee, to make those provisions of the
measure which relate to the tenure of the
office of County Court judges apply also to
the Judge of the Court of Insolvency and
the Commissioner of Titles. I do not at all
agree with the principle of the 4th clause.
It is altogether a new mode of dealing with
officers of high standing who may be suspended, and it appears to me that it will
havo a tendency to bring the two Houses
of the Legislature into very disagreeable
collision with the Executive. In fact, it
. proposes to relieve the Executive of a responsibility which properly belongs to them,
and to place it upon the Legislature. Moreover, it may give rise to very disagreeable
feelings between the two Houses, in the event
of one Chamber adopting an address for t}:w
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restoration of an officer who was under
suspension, and the other Chamber not
adopting an address. If the Executive take
upon themselves to suspend an officer,
surely they ought to exercise the responsibility of determining whether the suspension
should be removed or the officer be dismissed.
I object very much to the status of the
Executive being degraded by allowing an
officer to appeal from the Executive to the
Legislature. If, however, that portion of
the clause which provides for a statement of
the reasons for the suspension of an officer
being laid before Parliament, as a kind of
appellate court, be excised, it will be necessary
to introduce in its place some provision
making it compulsory upon the Executive
to state the exact reasons for the suspension
of any County Court judge. When those
reasons are stated, it will be for the officer
suspended to show cause before the Executive
why his suspension should not be followed
by dismissal, and he may also appeal to the
Judicial Committee of the Privy Council if
he thinks he is wronged. If we put into the
hands of the Legislature the power to
determine quarrels between the Executive
and any officers, whether judicial or otherwise, we take away from persons who are,
or who conceive themselves to be, aggrieved
the right which every subject has to go to
the Judicial Committee of the Privy Council.
I don't think we should lightly do that.
The 4th clause seems to me to have a great
many objectionable aspects. As to the
clauses which enable the Executive to
determine where the County Court judges
shall exercise their functions, I seo no
objection to them; indeed, it appears to me
that their object is a very good one. On
the whole the Bill is an admirable measure,
but I hope that the defect which I pointed
out in the first instance will be remedied,
and that the objectionable features in the
4th clause will also be amended.
The Hon. N. FITZGERALD.-Sir, I
don't think that the House will be satisfied
with this Bill. Considering the growing
importance of the functions of the County
Court judges of tIllS country, I must say I
am very much disappointed that the Go
vernment, having brought in a measure
relating to those officers, have not thought
proper to deal with them in a larger and a
juster way. "Vhile this Bill will to some
extent improve the position of the County
Court judges, it certainly does not go far
enough, for it will still leave them at the mercy
of the Legislative A.ssembly, inasmuch as
their s~laries will continue to be the subject
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of an annual vote. Though this House may
desire the County Court judges to be retained if the Assembly wants, for any
reason, to remove them, it has it in its
power to do so by simply refusing to vote
them their salaries. That is not the position which a County Court judge ought to
occupy. The Council cannot amend the
Bill in such a way as to remove that objection, and therefore I much regret that,
instead of the present measure, a more
comprehensive Bill has not been introduced
in the other Chamber, whereby the County
Court judges might be placed on the footing
which they ought to occupy. I think we
did a great injustice to those gentlemen in
not excepting them from the operation of
the Pensions Abolition Bill passed last
session. The present measure, in my
opinion, contains only one useful provision,
namely, that which authorizes the Executive
to direct any County Court judge to officiate in a court outside his ordinary district,
whenever circumstances may so require,
without the necessity for the issue of a new
commission. But that will not remove
what I may call the grievances of the County
Court judges. It is well known that nearly
the whole of the business which forms the
subject of lawsuits is gradually getting into
the County Courts. The civil business
which comes before judges of the Supreme
Court at Courts of Assize is very inconsiderable, and the number of civil cases tried in
Melbourne before the Supreme Court is diminishing and might be still further reduced
if the attorneys chose, for the jurisdiction
of the County Court is sufficiently large to
allow many cases to be tried in that court
which are now tried in the Supreme Court.
It is notorious, to quote the words of the
Argus, that the attorneys outbid the Government for barristers. Only the other day
the Solicitor-General offered the office of
County Court judge to four gentlemen not
in the receipt of the highest incomes at the
bar, and it was refused by everyone of
them. Such a high judicial office as that of
a County Court judge ought to be made
worthy of the acceptance of the best men in
the profession; but it is exceedingly difficult to get such men to accept the office.
How is that to be remedied? By raising
the salary of the County Conrt judges, and
preventing it being subject to the annual
vote of the Assembly; and also by restoring
to those gentlemen who may hereafter be
appointed to the office that which they have
been most unjustly been deprived of-namely,
the right to pensions. The salary of the
Bon. N. Fitzgeralcl.

. Judge8 Bill.

County Court judges is not a penny higher
than it was from 1852 to 1858, when the
occupants of the bench were allowed private
practice, which some of them were not
slow to avail themselves of. Each judge
attends from nine to twenty different
courts in the course of a year, and holds
four or five sittings at each court. The
Government, it is true, magnanimously
defray his railway fares while travelling,
and the cost of hired conveyances, but he
has to pay his own hotel expenses. How can
we expect the best men in the profession to
accept the office of a County Court judge
under such circumstances when the salary
attached to it is only £1,500 a year? It
is wrong to the people of the country, especially when Parliament is lavish in other respects, that the County Court judges should
be paid this inadequate salary. It is a fortunate circumstance that the Government
were recently able to find two gentlemen
willing to accept the position of County
Court judges who are in every way worthy
of it, but, if they had not accepted it, the
appointments would have had to be given to
inferior men. 'Vhy should there be any risk
of the Government being compelled to a.ppoint inferior men to a judicial bench. before
which nine-tenths of the litigation of the
colony is conducted? Why have not the
Government boldly proposed to increase the
salaries of the Oo.unty Court judges so as to
offer an inducement to the best men at the
bar to accept the position when vacancies
occur? I have no objection to raise to the
Bill as far as it goes, but I must complain
that the Ministry have not introduced. a
mo.re comprehensive measure. I repeat that
. we did a great wrong in depriving the recently-appointed and all future County Court
judges of the right to pensions; and it is
also. a great wrong-a wrong to. the people
of the country-that the salaries of the
County Court judges should be dependent
upon the annual vote of the Assembly. It
must be remembered that those judges have
the power to decide civil actions without the
intervention of a jury, and that they therefore run serious risk of making themselves
unpopular, so that it is of the highest
importance that their salaries should
not be subject to the annual vote of the
Legislature.
On the motion of the Hon. H. CUTH. BERT, the debate was adjourned until
Tuesday, June 13.
The House adjourned at twenty-seven
minutes past six o'clock, until Tuesday,
June 13.
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LE G I SLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Tuesday, June 6, 1882.
Small-Pox - J udica.ture Bill- Pental Island - Postal Department: TradeCirculare-Public Instruction: Abbotsford School: Mr. Longmore-Coal in Gippsland-Colac
and Camperdown Railwa.y-Bourke Police DistrictLands Department: llOth Section Areas - The Late
Clerk of the Assembly-Personal Explanations: Newspaper Extracts-The Irish Question: Conduct of Members: Mr. Pa.tterson's Motion.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four .o'clock p.m.

6.J

PubUc Instruction.

300,000 copies of a trade circular, in newspaper form, printed in the vicinity of Melbourne, but bearing the name of a Sydney
printer and publisher; that they were sent
by steamer to Sydney, posted there, and
afterwards despatched by rail to Victoria,
delivered at the different post-offices throughout tIns colony, without bearing a single
postage stamp, and then carried to their
destination by Victorian letter-carriers; and,
if the honorable gentleman was not aware
of these circumstances, would he cause
inquiries to be made into the case?
Mr. BOLTON said he was not aware
of the facts alleged in the question of the
honorable member; but the 5th section of
the Post-office Statute provided that-

SMALL POX.
Mr. WALSH renewed the question
which he put to the Chief Secretary the
previous Tuesday, namely, whether the hon"Every letter, packet, and newspaper sent by
orable gentleman would appoint a board to post
from any place beyond the limits of Vicinquire into the action of the authorities in toria shall be transmitted and delivered free of
the matter of the recent outbreak of small- charge within Victoria."
pox in Swanston-street, Melbourne, with a If, therefore, any such circulars as those review to reimburse those persons who had ferred to were sent to this colony through
suffered pecuniary loss thereby? Since he , the Sydney Post-office, the Victorian Postal
last asked the question, circumstances had department would be bound to deliver them
occurred which showed that the appointment free of charge. The department had nothing
of a board was absolutely necessary.
to do with the circumstance that the circu. Mr. GRANT stated that certain claims lars, though bearing the name of a Sydney
for compensation arising out of the recent printer, were printed in the vicinity of
outbreak of small-pox had been sent in, Melbourn~, if that was the case.
and he had no objection to the appointment
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
of a board to deal with them.
Mr. DAVIES asked the Minister of
JUDICATURE BILL.
Public Instruction if he was aware that
Mr. ROBERTSON asked the Attorney- l\1:r. Millar, head teacher of the Abbotsford
General when the Government intended to State school, only completed his exami.
introduce the Judicature Bill ?
nation for certificate of competency in the
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said the Bill would year 1880, and that a number of State
be introduced very shortly in the Legislative school teachers who had obtained certificates
Council.
of competency before Mr. Millar entered
the department were now head teachers of
PENTAL ISLAND.
smaller schools than that to which he had
Mr. McCOLL asked the Minister of recently been appointed?
Lands whether, now that traffic was reMr. GRANT, in reply, read the followsumed on the Murray, he would at once ing memorandum, from the Secretary of the
. enforce the notice of the Lands depar:tment Education departme!lt :to the lessees of Pental Island to remove
" ¥r. Grant is informed that, in the year 1875,
the bridges which connected the island with Mr.
Millar passed the examination for a certithe main land?
ficate of competency in all subjects exce:pt
Mr. W. MADD~N replied that a legal , Time Table,' III which, as he was not then III
of a school, he had no opportunity of
difficulty had cropped up in connexion with charge
being examined. In the year 1879 he obtained
the matter referred to, and it was now under a temporary transfer to the charge of a school,
the consideration of the Law department. in order to permit of his being examined in this
subject-' Time Table '-and, having succeeded
He hoped that in a ff,w days the difficulty in
passing at the first trial, he was, in accordance
with the established practice, recorded as certiwould be cleared away.
POSTAL DEPARTMENT.
Mr. HALL asked the Postmaster-General
,if he was aware that, a few months ago, a
tea-broking firm in Melbourne had about

ficated from the 1st January, 1875, the date at
which the main portion of the examination was
passed. As regards the second part of the
question, it is a fact that Mr. Millar has charge
of a larger school than a number of teachers
who had obtained certificates before he entered

the service, and the same may be said of many
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other teachers. Seniority is not the on1y consideration that enters into the question of promotion. Mr. Millar joined the service in 1873,
and had charge of a suburban school. This was
closed, for departmental reasons, at the end of
1874, and, as there was at the time no school to
the charge of which Mr. Millar could be appointed, he was reduced to the position of
assistant. Teachers reduced under such circumstances are always regarded, if they prove
themselves competent, as having preferential
, claims to reinstatement as head teachers at the
first suitable opportunity. and it was upon this
ground, of his having suffered uncalled for, but
at the same time unavoidable, degradation,
coupled with the fact of his having shown himself a thoroughly competent teacher, that he
was in April, 1881, selected for appointment to
the Abbotsford schooL"

Mr. LONGMORE said a statement had
appeared in a newspaper to the effect that
he had appointed a State school teacher
contrary to the wishes of the Education department, or without its desire. He was
not conscious of ever having done anything
whatever in the Education department for
'any Minister. He begged to ask the
Minister of Public Instruction if he would
lay the papers relating to the case referred
to on the table of the Library?
Mr. GRANT promised to place the
'papers in the Library.
, COAL.
Mr. MASON asked the Minister of
Mines if he was aware that· coal had been
recently discovered near the Moe railway
station in Gippsland, and what steps he
proposed taking to develop the coal seams
in that district ? Would the honorable gentleman carry out the promise of
his predecessor to send a diamond drill
there?
Mr. BURROWES said the Government had sent an officer to make inquiries
as to the discovery of coal at Moe, and as
soon as his report was received they would
be prepared to deal with it. There was one
diamond drill which he (Mr. Burrowes) intended to keep prospecting for coal as
long as it was necessary or desirable to do
so. At present it was at' Kilcunda, but,
when it had clone its work in that locality,
there would probably be no objection to send
it to Moe.
CAMPERDOWN RAILV{AY.
Ml~. LONGMORE asked the Acting
Minister of Railways when he expected that
the Colac and Camperdown Railway would
be completed and open for traffic?
Mr. GRAVES said it was officially reported that the line would be finished on
~hc 1st October next.

The Late Clerk.

BOURKE POLICE DISTRICT.
Mr. HUNT asked the Chief Secretary
if he intended to give effect to a promise
made by his predecessor to make Kilmore
the head of the Bourke police district, and,
if so, when?
Mr. GRANT stated that the question of
making Kilmore the head of the Bourke
police district was under the consideration
of the Chief Commissioner of Police.
LANDS DEPARTMENT.
Mr. W. MADDEN said he desired to
make an explanation with reference to a reply which he gave to a question put, the
previous Thursday, by the honorable member for Ripon. The honorable member
asked him whether any 110th section reserves had been sold during the time that
he had been in office, and he replied in the
negative. That answer was correct, but he
had since been informed by the officers of
the department that some four or five allot...
ments which were originally 110th section
reserves had been sold during his period of
office. The sale of those allotments, however, was approved of by the late Minister
of Lands, and, in selling them, he (Mr.
Madden) only followed the usual constitutional practice of carrying out the decisions
of his predecessor.
THE LATE CLERIC
The SPEAKER read the following letter
which he had received from the late Olerk
of the Legislative Assembly : "Legislative Council Chambers,
"Melbourne, 6th June, 1882.
" Sir,-With the sincerest feelings of gratitude
and pride, I have the honour to acknowledge the
receIpt of the resolution agreed to by the honorable the Legislative Assembly, expressing the
sense of the House of the manner in which I had
performed the duties of Clerk of the Assembly,
and to assure you it affords me the highest
gratification to find that after so long a service
my efforts should have met with the unanimous
approval of members.
.
" Further, I desire to thank you personally for
the flattering mannerinwhichyou have referred
to assistance rendered by meto yourself, both as
a member of the House and as Speaker, and to
assure you that the performance of my duties
was much lightened by your valuable help and
great courtesy.
"I have, &c.,
" JOHN BARKER."

PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS.
The SPEAKER.-Last weekI intimate,d
to the Honse that I had considerable doubt
as to the propriety of honorable members
reading paragraphs from newspapers with the
view of making personal explanations thereon.
I desire now to call attention to the,practice
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of the House of Commons, as laid down in
May (8th edition, p. 103) : "When a complaint is made of a newspaper,
the newspaper must be produced, in order that
the paragraphs complained of may be read. And
a member complaining of the report of his speech
in a newspaper has been stopped by the Speaker
where it appeared that he bad no copy Of the
newspaper on which to found his complaint. The
member who makes the complaint must also be
prepared with the names of the printer or publishel',and it is irregular to make such a complaint
uuless the member intends to follow it up with a
motion."

I may inform the House that I directed the
Clerk to search the records of the House of
Commons on this subject, and he informs
me that he has failed to find any case where
a member has called attention to newspaper paragraphs for the purpose of merely
making a personal explanation with reference thereto.
THE IRISH QUESTION.
CONDUOT OF MEMBERS.

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Mr. Speaker, I
find a motion on the notice-paper relating
to a subject which gave rise to discussion
last Wednesday. I believe it is not a matter of privilege, but I desire to consult the
feeling of the House as to whether the
motion should have precedence over Government business. The Government have no
wish to delay the motion, but they naturally
prefer to go on with the public business of
the country-with the debate on the Budget
-rather than go into side issues; but if it
is the wish of the House to give precedence
to the motion of the honorable member for
Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson), in order that
it may be discussed forthwith, the Government are perfectly willing that that course
should be adopted. (" Hear, hear.") Then,
as I understand it is the desire of the House,
the Government will allow the motion to
have precedence.
The orders of the day relating to Government business having been postponed,
Mr. PATTERSON moved" 1. That this House desires to express its
strong disapproval of the conduct of cedain
members of this House-viz., Messrs. Duffy,
Longmore. Brophy, O'Callaghan, and Tooheyin appending their signatures to a document, intituled ' An address of the Irish in Victoria to
the Irish in Ireland' wherein the Imperial Government is referred to as a foreign despotism,
and the lawless agitation of the last two years is
referred to with pride, as a manifestation of
self-reliance, indomitable courage, and perseverance.
" 2. That this House disavows any sympathy
with the doctrines and language contained in
that document, and desires to avow its unswerving loyalty and fidelity to the Queen, whose
lawful authority is thel'ein aspersed."

Conduct of Members.

He said-Mr. Speaker, strong as the feeling of indignation was when the address referred to was first published, it is greatly
intensified by the attitude taken up last
week by the honorable members named ill
the motion. Indeed, the matter was left in
such an unsatisfactory position when it VI'aS
last brought under the notice of the Assembly that further action could not be
avoided. The people of Victoria, I think,
will demand from tIllS House that the stain
placed on the Legislature of the country by
this manifesto shall be obliterated, for it is
calculated to do us considerable damage in
other parts of the world. Whatever opinions
some honorable members may have held last
week, they must now admit, having come
into contact with the public outside, and
seen the almost unanimous expression of
opinion by the press, that this is a very
grave question indeed. There can be no
more important subject for the Legislature to consider than such a one as the
maintenance of the empire in its integrity
and the loyalty of the Queen's subjects in
this colony, and the promptitude with
which they put down every attempt at sedi.
tion. Neither the Budget nor any other
question of the kind is or anything like the
importance of this motion. The attitude
taken by the Premier last week on this
subject is to be deplored. The public outside will not be sati!fied unless the honorable members whose names are attached to
this manifesto disclaim it, and unless the
Premier also states, in a straightforward
way, that he has no sympathy whatever with
the expressions used in the mabifesto. Last
week I received'. but a curt reply to the question which I put to the honorable gentleman.
Indeed, the honorable gentleman seemed to
treat it as a matter of no consequence whatever, and it was only-when it was forced on
him that he, towards the end of the debate,
took any action at all. The Premier ougbt
to have moved in the affair himself-it was
his place to do so-but he absolutely refused to do anything. It is a matter of
utter indifference to me wbethel' the Premier
is an Irishman, an Englishman, or a Scotchman. I have nothing whatever to do with
his nationality. I put to him a question
as the Premier of this colony-as the gentleman intrusted by the representative of
the Queen to carryon the government of
the country-and we have a right to expect
that at least the honorable gentleman will
not allow Her Majesty's name to be insulted,
as it is in this manifesto, by a sentence such

'as this:-
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"Even those on whom the hand of God lay
heavily did not endure more in their bondage
than you have suffered under the hoof of a foreign
despotism."
.
A phrase of this kind should have elicited
from the Premier a prompt recantation-a
prompt avowal on his part that he had no
sympathy with the document. But, when
dealing with Irish affairs, the Premier seems
to labour under the delusion that he occupies
a twofold position, and that he must subordinate the duty which he owes to the Statetothe
memory of the wrongs of his native country,
many of which have long since been redressed.
Everything else seems to give way before
the recollection of those wrongs, and the
strongest words that he could find to condemn the manifesto were that it contained
"ill-considered expressions." Indeed, the
honorable gentleman went on to justify the
document, and he referred to a speech made
some years ago by Mr. Higinbotham, in
order to show that the same ideas that
are expressed in the manifesto had previously been promulgated in this House.
But Mr. Higinbotham uttered no such sentiments as are in this address. The Premier
read two of the resolutions proposed by
Mr. Higinbotham, but he omitted to read
one, the second, which declaredn That the people of Victoria, possessing by
law the right of self-gO\'ernment,desire that this
colony should remain an integral portion of the
British Empire."
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-W e all say that.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-Does the manifesto say that? Is there anything in Mr.
Higinbotham's resolutions about "the hoof
of a foreign despotism," or about erecting
this colony into an independent nation?
Certainly not. Mr. Higinbotham, in the
course of his speech in proposing the resolutions, saidn I am encouraged to propose the second resolution by the fact that I really believe it is the
honest and ardent desire of llinety-nine men and
women out of every hundred in this colony that
the connexion which now exists-the formal connexion, and still more the real and substantial
connexion-between Great Britain and her colonies should continue for an indefinite length of
time to come."
There is no similarity whatever between Mr.
Higinbotham's speech and this manifesto.
The one is full of the true spirit of loyalty
and of the desire that this colony shall remain an integral portion of the British
Empire; the other breathes nothing but
sedition and treason-a determination never
to be satisfied until Ireland becomes an independent nation. Sir, the honorable members
whose names are mentioned in the motion·
have no reason to complain, because they
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had ample opportunity to repudiate the
sentiments contained in the document they
have signed, or to excuse themselves, or to
apologize for having signed it. Not one of
them, however, did anything of the kind.
The honorable member for Dalhousie said
that he had a perfect right to do as he
thought proper in a matter of the sort, and
that he failed to see any impropriety in signingthis particular document. He also quoted
no less an authority than Mr. Gladstone as
having proposed something in England similar to this manifesto of "the Irish in Victoria.
to the Irish in Ireland," namely, that Ireland
should be a free and an independent
nation. It required but little research to
find that Mr. Gladstone's utterance was
entirely different-that there was no analogy
between his statement and the inference
which the honorable member for Dalhousie attempted to draw from it. What
Mr. Gladstone did say was that he would
be only too glad, and that he thought
the British Government would be delighted,
to give Ireland, if it were possible, such a
system of government as would promote
her material interests, and at the same time
preserve her as an integral part of. the
empire; but .the document which the
honorable members mentioned in my motion
have signed seeks to have the connexion
between Ireland and Great Britain utterly
broken. The honorable member for Dalhousie should also have known something
of the latest utterance of Sir Charles Gavan
Duffy on the Irish question, in which he
says that Mr. Gladstone is doing his very
best to relieve the necessities of Ireland.
When we remember what Mr. Gladstone
has done and is doing for Ireland, I think
it is the basest ingratitude for any Irishman
to sign such a manifesto as the one referred
to in the motion. One of the honorable
members who signed it is always bold, and
he stated that he would sign it again if
necessary.
That honorable gentleman
asserted that the document was demanded
by the condition of affairs in Ireland at the
present time; but both Mr. Gladstone and
Mr. Forster have declared that just such
another document as this-the no-rent
manifesto, signed by some seven men-and
other similar manifestoes from America,
were the principal causes of all the murders and outrages in Ireland which have
disgraced humanity. There are expressions
in the document now under consideration
which are grossly offensive to any British
community, and the tendency of which is
to encourage the Irish people to commit
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further enormities in their own country.
One of the honorable members who has
signed the document said that Her Majesty's
throne" ought to be established in righteousness, not in the villany of bad laws." If
that language is intended to apply to the
Queen of Great Britain and Ireland, and to
the laws in force in Ireland, I must take
leave to say that a greater calumny was never
uttered than that Of accusing Her Majesty
and the British Parliament of passing bad
laws for Ireland, or any part of the empire. If there is anything that we, as a
nation, can boast of, it is the freedom and
liberty which British subjects enjoy in all
parts of the empire, and the perfect justice
we receive on all sides; and we ought to
be proud of the fact, and of Her Majesty's
reign. What have the honorable members who have signed the document
to complain of? They talk about
the, wrongs of Ireland and of their
countrymen, but have they ever been crushed
under the heel of coercion? Have they
lived under a galling and degrading servitude? In this country, at all events, they
and their countrymen have shared fairly in
the good government of the country. Has
the Premier, or have any of his colleagues
who belong to,the Irish race, suffered any
particular wrongs? Are not Irishmen to
be found on the judicial bench, in Parliament, and in every branch of the public
service from the highest to the humblest?
When speaking of the wrongs of Ireland,
we ought to take care that the rights of
Englishmen are not to some extent for.
feited. For years past the British Parliament has been endeavouring to concede
every request made by the Irish people, and
to do the best they possibly could for them.
I admit-indeed I think that everybody will
admit-that it would be a most desirable
thing if Ireland could have some such system
of government as we have here, provided, of
course, that the Imperial connexion was not
by any means shaken.
Mr. DUFFY.-Hear, hear.
Mr. PATTERSON.-If the honorable
member agrees with me, why did he not,
the other evening, repudiate the sentiments
expressed in the manifesto in question? If
the document is allowed to pass unrepudiated, a stain will certainly rest on this
country which ought not to be put upon it.
I believe that Irishmen in this part of the
world, and even in the old country, have in
a great many instances been favoured,
pampered, and perfectly spoilt. Have there
been no wrongs
any, other country
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than Ireland? Have there been none in
Scotland, in Wales, or in England? U ndoubtedly there have; but how did the
people of those countries seek to redress
their wrongs? Did they go behind hedges
and shoot down innocent men? No;
they came out openly in the field, and
met their enemies face to face. Such
practices as this manifesto encourages
were never resorted to by any civilized
nation in the world worthy of the name.
When we find such practices encouraged,
by funds and otherwise, by a section of
people'in America, it is important we should
show at once that we have no sympathy
with expressions of such a character. The
address contains one of the most extraordinary references that can be conceived.
The parties who signed it, speaking of the
separation of Victoria from New South
Wales, say" Our affairs and our interests as a province
were neglected, and our progress retarded. Yet
no seas separated this territory from the mother
colony, the dividing line being an imaginary
one through the continent for many miles. In
this case, there were no antipathies or jealousies
of race to render the union incompatible and
detestable."

Here is language to use in a British community! But how can a union of Irishmen
with Englishmen and Scotchmen be "incompatible and detestable"? If such a
union is "incompatible and detestable" in
Europe, why is it not so here? Irishmen
are Irishmen everywhere, and Englishmen
and Scotchmen are pretty well the same.
And if such union is neither incompatible
nor detestable here, why should it be either
the one or the other in any part of the world?
Here no feeling of the kind prevails. As
I have said, the highest stations in this
community are open to and are filled by
Irishmen. And yet at this time, when the
British Government are embarrassed beyond
all precedent in its efforts to do all it can to
remedy the wrong8 of Ireland, certain members of this House address to the infuriated
people of that country a document which
was never intended to see the light in this
colony.
Mr. DUFFY.-Yes.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-But which, by
accident, found its way into the Advocate.
Mr. DUFFY.-No.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-The document is
sent to Ireland, addressed to the Lord
Mayor of Dublin. It will be circulated by
means of the various newspapers throughout Ireland, and, as the Lord Mayor of
Dublin is a Member of Parliament, it may
, be brought under the notice of the House of
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Oommons. I would be glad if the honorable member for Dalhousie would relieve
himself at once of the suspicion that he has
fathered the document in any shape or form.
I wish he would candidly say that the instrument is one of which he is ashamed, and
that he regrets attaching his name to it,
and that the other gentlemen would do likewise. That is the straightforward and manly
way-in fact, the only way in which a matter
of the kind can be dealt with. In any case
a prompt refutation of the statements contained in the document is absolutely necessary, lest the impression should be created
throughout the length and breadth of the
world that the perpetrators of crime in
Ireland receive sympathy not only from
America but also from Victoria. It is represented in the document that at large
public meetings, held in Melbourne and
Ballarat, and attended by men of all shades
of political opinion and of all creeds and
classes, sentiments like those I complain of
were unanimously adopted. But is that
true? Have such meetings been held either in
Melbourne or in Ballarat? Oertainly the
framers of the document seem to have made
the best use of one or two persons who may
have attended their meetings, and who
agreed with them only up to a certain point.
Of course it does not matter what the
honorable gentlemen of whom I complain
may sign as private individuals. But this
address to the Irish people is signed by
them as J\l1.P.'s-Members of Parliamentfor the colony of Victoria. I say, in that
aspect, the address is a reflection upon every
member of this House. And yet, I am
proud to say, the document does not speak
the honest language of one man in a hundred in this community. I don't believe
that there exists among Irishmen, as a class,
in this colony the rampant feeling which
this document represents; and yet such a
document, signed as it is by men occupying
a prominent position, is calculated to have
a wonderful effect. In fact, there is no
knowing what injury it may do. I read no
later than yesterday in the Argus newspaper
that a question which is often put to Sir
Henry Parkes in England amounts to this" Are you prepared to cut the painter ?" and
it appears that Sir Henry has great difficulty
in convincing persons in England that the
people of Australia are not inclined to set
up for themselves. But nothing is more
calculated to injure Australian colonists,
and neutralize the effect of Sir Henry
Parkes' loyal statements, than the language of this manifesto. Supposing the
Mr. Patterson.
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manifesto, with the signatures of five members of the Victorian Parliament attached
to it, were placed side by side with the loyal
declarations of Sir Henry Parkes, it would
be very difficult to get over the public
opinion which must necessarily be created
about the matter. I notice in the Age newspaper, a statement received by cablegram,
that Davitt and Dillon, on their release
from prison, have started for America with
the intention of there fomenting further
agitation, and producing more manifestoes
expressing their admiration of the dark
deeds done in Ireland; and such a document as this is calculated to assist them.
I say that the language of the address is
disgusting, and that the men who put their
names to it ought to be ashamed of their
action. The whole thing is a stain upon
the history of the colony which ought to be
speedily obliterated. I trust the motion
will be carried; that there will be no attempt
to dodge it by any kind of side-wind ; that
it will be met in a straightforward English
spirit. I am told that there will be 'an attempt to divert attention from the main
question by means of a proposition which
will not meet my views. I desire the question
to be put and answered here on behalf of the
people of Victoria, because it is necessary
for t;ls young colonists to clear ourselves in
the eyes of the people at home who feel
themselves grossly insulted by this document. I trust the House will have the
courage to do that which is right, which
it is called upon to do, and which public
opinion outside demands, whatever may
be the political manreuvring to frustrate
that object. The question should be considered and .decided on its· merits. With
respect to my own motives, I have nothing to say. I would not spend two
minutes to explain my motives as a public
man. I stand up here to perform Diy
public duty. The public will judge of my
motives. In view of the state of feeling
outside, will any honorable member say
that the words of my motion have not gone
straight to the hearts of the people? They
desire to see it carried ; and I submit it to
the House as an honest and just thing to
accept in order that the fair fame of the
colony may not be tarnished by such a
document as that which I have been condemning.
Mr. FRASER seconded the motion.
Mr. FRANCIS.-Sir, I approach tIns
question with great seriousness. Time has
permitted me to reflect over it; and while,
on the one hand, I am indisposed to assist
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in making martyrs of certain members of
this House, on the other hand, I am fully
aware of the importance of not allowing
documents sent forth in a slipshod way by
persons holding high positions here to misrepresent the absolute feeling of the colony.
Before proceeding further, I think it just as
well to clear up one point which, according
to the newspaper reports, was not referred
to when this question was under discussion
last week. I will ask the first of the signatories to the document-the honorable member for Dalhousie, towards whom I entertain the best personal feeling-whether he
added to his signature the initials "M.P."
which follow it ?
Mr. DUFFY.-No, certainly not.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I would like the same
question to be answered by the other members of this House who signed the document.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I did not.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I am relieved by hearing tbese declarations, because I was under
the impression that those gentlemen had
added to their names the initials of the title
which gave the document the most offensive
light in my eyes-which gave it a representative character. For such a document to
have a representative character would be
most anomalous, because the signatories
tbemselves would be among the first to
assert that here they enjoy the greatest possible freedom, the purest liberty, and the
highest rights. Probably, in my schoolboy days, I would have been ready to declare
that Ireland was suffering many injustices;
but there can be no doubt that in the course
of the last twenty years the wrongs as well
as the rights of Ireland have been justly
considered and dealt with by the Imperial
Parliament. It appears that the document
now under consideration was prepared in
connexion with the Grattan centenary, and
while I object to many of the expressions
contained in it, and consider that several of
those who signed the address do not believe in the sentiments it enunciates, I
am inclined to regard the whole thing
chiefly as an illustration of the overflow of
exnberant feelings which distinguishes the
Irish character. When I first perused the
paper, which was before attention was called
to it in this House, I regarded it as one of
those specimens of fine writing which might
proceed from a young man who might desire to become popular with his nation; at
the same time I could not help thinking it
was a most floppy piece of grandiloquent
rot. I am satisfied that mr friend, the
SES.
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honorable member for Dalhousie, did not'
write it. I question if the honorable member ever read it. I have had no communication with the honorable member, direct
or indirect, but I am sure the sentiments'
expressed in the document do not come
from the root of his heart. I am satisfied that the honorable member's father
has gone home with feelings towards the
mother country, and towards her institutions, her influences, and her -attempts to
govern Ireland, very different from those·
with which he left his native land for Australia. We can all have sympathy, more or
less, with the Irish people in their attempts
to obtain a redress of grievances, but we
cannot shut our eyes to the fact that, during
the past twenty years, England has given
more than its fair and due attention to the
rights of Ireland; and therefore I say the·
honorable members of this House who signed
the document would have exercised higher
wisdom by declining to attach their names
to any such piece of declamation. However,
I repeat, it is not for this House to seek to
make martyrs of those gentlemen. I, for
one, will not do it. At the same time I
say that if the addition of " M.P." to each
signature is intended to indicate that the
document is representative of the feeling of
Irishmen in the Victorian Parliament, or in
this colony, great injustice and wrong have
been done. I am not disinclined to agree
with many of' the utterances of the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson), and I think that if it were possible,
by some alteration of the motion, to prevent
a division, it would be wise to make it. The
honorable member for Portland has prepared an amendment which I would prefer
to the motion, because it avoids overdoing.
But I myself have prepared an amendment
which I prefer to either, because I think it
is calculated to allay the feeling of excitation
and scare which may cause a Hibernian
complexion to be given to our proceedings.
It should be recollected that we are a mixed
community, and that such a community
usually includes. the highest wisdom and
the best breeds; and, surely, a loyal man
ought not to try to cause disunion among
them. Certainly, in this colony, the energy,
strength, and perseverance of Irishmen
are largely availed of, and Irish characteristics here find a congenial home.
Irishmen have no reason to complain of
the treatment they receive in Victoria.
And, whatever their "home rule " aspirations
may be, they cannot be ignorant of the fact .
that the present Government of England and .
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its chief are happily and eminently distinguished for the ,efforts and sacrifices they
have made to redress the wrongs of Ireland.
Going back only a few years, I m:1y point
to the Irish Church Disestablishment Act
and the Irish Land Act as among the
measures passed for the amelioration of
Ireland. Under the latter Act, applications
llave been made by scores of thousands who
considered themselves wronged, and who
have obtained equitable and honest redress.
In fact, every effort has been made, and is
being made, by the Imperial Government,
to deal with the arrears of rent in a manner
altogether unprecedented in British history.
When the English Prime Minister says" We will take out of our own treasury a
contribution to alleviate the distresses of
the tenants, and further we will oblige the
landlords to consider the necessities arising
out of bad legislation and the grievances of
the past," he shows a praiseworthy anxiety
that the Irish tenants shall start again on
fresh terms and under new conditions. I
say that eyery effort on the part of the
British natiOll is being made at the present
time to do the fullest and freest justice to
Ireland. Then, again, the address which
we are now discllssing is :1 misrepresentation of facts. It is idle to speak in the
terms in which the address speaks-terms
which are somewhat inconsistent-of Ireland
having no representation in the Imperial
Parliament, for it is an indisputable fact
that both in the House of Commons and
the House of Lords she has a represen tation
superior, in proportion to her population, to
that of Scotland. Yet we do not find
Scotland complaining. Coming from a bed
of reflection, where I have had the opportunity of considering what is the best course
to be taken, consistent with our own dignity,
I must express the hope that we are not going
to strain this question over much. I repeat
that the Irish in Victoria have nothing to
complain of. They have their fair share of
offices in connexion with the bench and the
bar, Parliament, the police, and other departments of the State. And whatever may be
our local differences, through all, and I hope
above all, it will be seen that the desire and
intention of the British nation is to do justice
to that element which is represented, on the
other side of the Irish Channel, by the
men to whom the document is said to be
addressed. I think we may admit that, in
the past, grievous wrongs were inflicted upon
Ireland. :eut I think we must also admit
that the wrongs, the passionate treatment,
and the atrocious crimes were not all on one
Mr. Francis.
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side. Nor have these things been confined
to Ireland. In Scotland there were the
Oovenanters, and in England there were
the Roundheads and Cromwell. There was
a time, and within the memory of some
honorable members, when Cromwell was
looked upon merely as a terrible bogy to
frighten children with. But it is now
admitted that he was one of the ablest
administrators of his time. Still we don't
want the beheading of another Charles I.
Under no circumstances should we act rashly.
I think it is our duty to express distinctly
our disapproval and disapprobation of the
general tone and terms of the address which
was unhappily signed by five members of
this House. It is our duty to do that. 'Ve
must and do reprobate the document as unjustifiable. At the same time I am satisfied
that the five members 'of this House who
have been selected in tIllS motion for animadversion do not approve of the unwise,
rash, unjustifiable, and vi1l~nous proceedings
which have taken place in Ireland. Not one
of those gentlemen approves of such a thing
&s shooting from behind a hedge.
Mr. BERRY.-Whydon't they say so?
Mr. FRANCIS.-I trust they will say
so. In my time, I have done many a
foolish thing, I have uttered many a rash
word, I have made many a hasty threat, but
afterwards I have been sorry, and, thank
God, I have had the manliness to avow the
sorrow. In the same way, I trust the members of this House who signed the document will repudiate the language contained
in it. If they link that language to the
legislative action and proceedings of the
Imperial Parliament at the present time,
then I say they are not fit to be members
of this House. But those members, before
they could take seats in this House, had to
swear allegiance and loyalty to Her Majesty
the Queen of Great Britain and Ireland,
and I believe that that oath they sincerely
and solemnly toolc With that distinguished
lady, who reigns but does not govern,
Ireland and Irishmen can tind no fault.
They know that she is the last creature on
earth to countenance the infliction of injustice or wrong, and that no English
monarch has furnished such an. example
both in her private relations and in her
public career as a constitutional sovereign.
I venture to say that if it had been God's
will that misfortune should follow the recent
atta,ck on the life of that glorious womanwhom may God still preserve-there would
have been no stronger sympathizers than
her Irish subjects in Victoria. I do not
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believe they are disloyal. We hear of liployalty; but I believe that right and justice
are so firmly established in the minds of
the men I refer to that they are thoroughly
loyal. I don't think they could indulge in
lip-disloyalty even if they tried. We know
.that the honorable member for Ripon is
hasty and fractious, but we also know that
h~ bark is worse than his bite, and I am
sure that, should the time ever unfortunately come when he would see his Queen
begging for shelter, he would be one of the
first to open his door to her.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Hear, hear.
Mr. FRANCIS.-That does not indicate
disloyalty. It appears to be accepted in
Rome quarters, but I think wrongly accepted,
that the honorable member for Castlemaine
was influenced, in bringing forward this
matter, simply by a desire to make popu.
larity out of a fitting opportunity. I release
the honorable member from that imputation
altogether. I don't think the honorable
member would make such a charge, a charge
involving the degradation of fellow members,
in order to secure his own elevation. I
believe there is quite sufficient in the document to provoke the honorable member's ire
and justify his motion ; but, on the other
hand, the honorable member should never
forget the bright, high, and glorious example
afforded by the present Parliament of Great
Britain under similar circumstances. Ha ve
we not read utterances in the House of
Commons as wild as those contained in the
address, if not more wild, and of language
more nearly bordering on sedition? Have
we not read in the Times newspaper how
that noble man, Mr. Gladstone, has had to
endure all kinds of charges, how he has
had to submit to risk of life, and how he
cannot go abroad without exposing himself to the knife or pistol of the assassin?
Mr. Gladstone sent to Ireland his own
selected emissary, chosen because of his
known pacific tendencies, and his desire to
adopt kindly and congenial measures towards the unhappy people of Ireland, with
what result we all know. And yet, through
all this, Mr. Gladstone calmly approaches
the question of Irish pacification, hurrying
himself in nothing, using no words strong
enough to express his feelings. We have
seen England's aristocracy in one House,
and the full representative power of the
people in the other House, bearing and forbearing rather than that there should be any
straining of power in this difficulty; and
we know that, whereas the Imperial
authorities would have been justified in
2p2
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employing -military power to its fullest extent, they have tried to make the policeman's
baton the harshest weapon that could be
used. No one could have hlamed the Imperial Government if, in consequence of the
circumstances with which they were beset,
they had placed Irelaild in a state of siege,
and had taken the harshest possible proceedings to absolutely suppress the too evident
symptoms of sedition and rebellion. They
have held back, and let us hope they have
held back from superior motives and superior intelligence than our forefathers 'were
influenced by. Certainly they have never
stretched out their arm to its fullest length.
They have preferred to bear with that which
is wrong rather than, by hasty and precipitate action, complicate matters and make
them irremediable. Experience shows that
Ireland is not fit for independent government-that under such a state of things
she would be the prey of one and the spoil
of another-and, in the difficult circumstances which now surround her, I must
say that English statesmen have exercised
the extremest caution and patience and the
highest wisdom. Let us behave in a· simi.
lar way towards our erring brothers in this
Chamber, and I use the term in no pharisaicalor methodist spirit. Let us obtain from
them an expression of regret that they
signed the document. I am certain they
would not have written it. I have no antagonism towards the honorable member for
Castlemaine, and I would be glad if, on this
occasion, he would show some self-sacrificea characteristic for which neither he nor I
can be said to be distinguished.
:Mr. P ATTERSON.-It is the eommUllity we must think of.
Mr. FRANCIS.-It is on behalf of the
community, which inc~udes Irishmen as well
as Saxons, that I speak. I don't want to
sec the community disunited. I am glad
that four out of five of the gentlemen who
signed the address .have acknowledged their
responsibility-I might almost say their
culpability-and have given the assurance
that they did not sign the address in a
spirit of disloyalty. Under these circumstances, I am disposed to move the following
as an amendment on the honorable member
for Castlemaine's motion : " That this House, while strongly disapproving
of the expressions contained in an address to
the Lord Mayor of Dublin, aud deeply regretting
such should have been signed by certain of its
members, accepts their assurances of loyalty, and
resol vas to proceed to the orders of the day/'

Although I consider the members who
signed the document committed a serious
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pelitic'al. and, I may say, personal mistake
in doing so, I do not wish to make
marty~ of them, nor do I wish to bring
them to their knees. Therefore I would like
to see the House adopt suoh a proposition
as I have just read.
Mr. PATTERSON.-It is a shelving
motion.
Mr. FRANCIS.-It is not. The honorable member for Castlemaine may take it
asa shelving motion, but I disavow the imputation altogether. There is nothing in the
proposition at all derogatory to the House.
The honorable member, in his motion,
chooses. to mention the honorable members
to whom he refers by name. I don't choose
to accept that as the highest and wisest
course to adopt; but, as it appears there
are difficulties in the way of moving my
proposition as an amendment on the honorable member's motion, I will take advantage
of the first opportunity available to give
notice of my intention to bring it forward as
a substantive resolution. I beg to conclude
by moving the previous question.
Mr. OFFICER seconded the amendment. He said-Mr. Speaker, I wish it to
be distinctly understood that I have no
sympathy whatever with the sentiments
contained in the addres.s, and that I think
the thanks of the House are due to the
honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson) for the way in which he brought
the' matter forward, inasmuch as it elicited
the fact, quite unknown to me before, that
the honorable members whose action is
complained of signed the document as private citizens, and not as Members of Parliamen~.
For myself, although I would be
very sorry to do anything in my private
capacity which I would not do as a Member
of Parliament, I quite admit that what I
mention relieves the honorable members
from a considerable amount of odium which
might otherwise attach to them. It also
saves the country from what I would regard
as a very great calamity, by withdrawing
from the docum.ent the weight it would
otherwise have.
Mr. NIMMO.-Sir, I sincerdy hope the
wise and judicious remarks of the honorable member for Warrnambool will sink
deep into the hearts of honorable members.
I regret extremely that the time of the
House should be devoted to the discussion
of a question of this nature.
Mr. ZOX.-Not at all. It is perfectly
correct.
.Mr. NIl\1MO.-I mean that I regret
liha~ ~at"!se. was given for the qiSCllssion?
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because the House has important business
to transact which it is neglecting. I also
think that that cause would have been
avoided had the honorable members who
signed the obnoxious document shown
proper courtesy to the House by at once
disclaiming any sympathy with the sentiments contained in it. The document is
an insult to every loyal Englishman, Scotch';'
man, and even Irishman in the country.
Indeed I ha"'e no hesitation in saying that
an overwhelming majority of the Irishmen
in Victoria have not the smallest share in
the feelings it expresses. They are quite
as loyal as Englishmen or Scotchmen.
And when a representative Irishman, whose
personal character is unblemished, and who
enjoys a world-wide reputation as a statesman-I allude to the honorable member
for Belfast-advised the honorable members
who signed the address not to do anything
of the kind-Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-The honorable
member is mistaken. What I did was simply
to suggest that, if it was intended to celebrate
the Grattan centenary, the thing should be
done in a particular way, and not be mixed
up with present politics.
Mr. NIMlVIO.-At all events I understand the honorable member to be perfectly
loyal-as every true Irishman is. Let honorable members recollect that it is impossible
to suppose that the great mass of the Irish
people have any feeling akin to that expressed·
in this address. For example, out of the
5,000,000 people who make up the population of Ireland, at least 2,000,000 live in
the north, and would to a man repUdiate the
bare idea of a sentiment that was not most
truly loyal. It is shameful that our Queen
should be insulted by the mere handful of firebrands who go about disturbing the peace
of Ireland, without at all representing the
real feelings of the majority of the country.
Those are truly represented by men like
the honorable member for Belfast, who is
loyal to the back-bone. Why did not the
hon.orable members who signed the address
treat the House fairly, by expressing their
genuine feelings with regard to it, and so
washing their hands of it? There is the
honorable member for Ripon - a kinderhearted or more honest man does not exist
in the colony. vVhy does he talk of the
landlordism of Ireland as something that
can only be met by violence? Does he not
remember the true circumstances of Ireland?
Does he not realize the fact that, when the
Union was established, Ireland was allowed
32 representatives in the House of Lords
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and 105 in the House of Commons, and,
therefore, held a far better position in
the Imperial Legislature than my native
country? Will he assert that the people of
Ireland have greater grievances than any
Scotchman or Englishman ever had? I
say that the grievances of Ireland should be
redressed by constitutional means, and that
ift a free country like Victoria, where every
Englishman, Irishman, and Scotchman is on
an exact equality, nobody has any business to
indite a document like this address. As an
honorable member has already remarked,
what difference is made here between Irishmen and the rest of the community? Have
not Irishmen an excellent share of the public
positions in the colony? I am proud to
say that the great majority of the Irishmen in Victoria conduct themselves in
a manner that demands respect, that is to
say in a mallner utterly different from
that of the men whom the address was
framed to encourage in their lawlessness.
Why should the Irishmen here, industrious
and prosperous as they are, be perpetually
raking up old sores? 'Vhy I might as
well go back to the battle of Drumclog,
wp.ere my forefathers charged the English
life-guards, and beat them. Scotchmen
had grievances then; but how did they
meet ' them? They did not go behind
hedges to shoot at those they thought their
adversaries. They came out with their naked
swords, and fought the English soldiers in
open field, and beat them. They resolved
to do or die. Their cry was for liberty or
death. But Scotchmen now desire to forget
these things. ( " Never.") At any rate they
have nothing whatever to do with us as
Victorians, living as we do under a Queen
who is, in my opinion, unequalled on earth
as a monarch-who has set an example to
monarchs all through the world-whose
character is spotless, and whose influence
has been for good ever since she ascended
the throne. It seems to me that for any
one in the colony to sign a document like
this address is a perfect scandal. I cannot
imagine an educated man condescending to
such a thing. It is most surprising that
any honorable member should have been
induced, knowing as he must how sman a
portion of the Irishmen in the colony were
likely to agree with him, to put his name
to such a perfectly nasty document, which
is only calculated to inspire wicked people
in Ireland with additional motives for sedition. Because what must evidently be its
effect? Could it have any influence whatever except to swell still further the hearw
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of the poor infatuated people who think to
right their wrongs by hiding behind hedges
with blunderbusses in order to kill every
man who demands from them his just
rights? I certainly woukl like to s'ee the
five honorable members mentioned in the
motion of the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) at once repudiate
the address they put ,their names to, and
then there would immediately be an end of
the whole affair, and we could go on with
practical business. Before sitting down,
with the expression of the hope I have just
indicated on my lips, I may state that I was
asked thiS! very day by several Irishmen to
take the chair at a public meeting to be held
to protest against and condemn the address,
and I said that if they could not get some
one to act who was better acquainted with
the question at issue than I am I would do
what they wished me to do. They said they
felt insulted as Irishmen by the document,
and wanted to take action accordingly.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Sir, the motion of
the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson) is one charging me and other
honorable members with disloyalty. It can
have no other meaning; and yet I am not
aware that I ever uttered a disloyal, word
with respect to Her Majesty, or that I ever
in my inmost soul cherished a thought towards her that was disloyal. I would no.
be worthy of my seat in this Chamber if I
had done or could do anything of the kind.
But, when I say that, I do not give up for
one moment my right to discuss allY
grievances that may arise in any part of
the British Empire, which I would exercise
without any reference to Her Majesty. I
understand that ever since Charles I lost
his head for interfering in political affairs
the rule has been that the Crown can do no
wrong, and I have always had that before me
when I have made any statements respecting such grievances. The \Queen is one of
the best of women, whom everybody must
admire as a private individual, while as the
monarch of Great Britain and Ireland she
is altogether unapproachable by any censure
any, honorable member may attempt to pass
upon her. I am sure I have no desire to
do anything of the sort. That is a doctrine
I have always acknowledged and acted upon.
Indeed, I think I can show that even matters
connected with Ireland have been discussed
in the Imperial Parliament as freely as ever
I have discussed them by men whom no
one would dream of charging with qisloyalty., For instance, there is the great
conservative Robert Lowe, who formel'ly
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occupied a prominent position in New South
Wales, and who has since been a Minister
of the Crown in England.
Mr. McINTYRE.-He is Lord Sherbrooke now.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Well, I am not
very much up in lordships, and I dare say the
name of Robert Lowe is as good as that of
a lord. What did Robert Lowe say in 1865
in the House of Oommons, when the condition of Ireland was under discussion?
After dwelling on the happy condition of
England, and the reasons why she is happy
-a point which I will in no way disputehe went on as follows:-
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Mr. LONGMORE.-Wewill talk about
foreigners and foreign interference presently.
The honorable membm"s intellect runs away
with him. Mr. Bright, on another occasion, spoke as follows :"With regard to the land, there have been 200
Acts of Parliament passed in favour of the landlord, and not one in favour of the tenant. I am
always sorry to have to say things which appear
injurions to the character of the church, but
the church religious is one thing-the church
political is another. I say that so long as that
church e:£ists, there never will be, there never
can be, in the nature of the human mind there
never ought to be, content and tranquillity in
Ireland."

Yet Mr. Bright has never been called .n,
traitor. Sir, I am quite willing, if this
honorable House chooses to require me to
do so, to accept all the consequences, but I
am here to say that the address does not
state a tithe of what might be stated of the
injuries done to the Irish people. Did not
the present Premier of Great Britain once
assert that the evictions so common in
Ireland were so many sentences of death to
the tenants concerned? Have I ever said
anything as strong as that? Talk of the
hoof of a despot! Have not the aristocracy of England, as connected with
the aristocracy of Ireland, practically percelled out Ireland among themselves? Is
it not a fact that Irish landowners dare not
show their faces in Ireland on account of
their debts, although they take £50,000
or £60,000 a year out of the country?
Mr. ANDERSON.-How much is annually taken out of this country?
Mr. LONGMORE.-A great d~fll, and
Similar but stronger language has also we ought to tax the people who dOJake it.
been used on the same subject by John Who ever attempted to say that the men
Bright, and I don't suppose he will be who get behind hedges to shoot at people
charged here with being disloyal. I know do what is right? No one has 'offered ,a
that a certain section of British society word in defence of such conduct. It is a
charge him with disloyalty, but that sec- tremendous wrong. But there are wrongs
tion will charge any man with disloyalty even more tremendous. What are 50,000
who attempts to alter the existing state of soldiers now kept in Ireland for? Is it
things. John Bright, speaking at Black- not to shoot down tenants if they don't
burn, delivered himself thus : leave their holdings-if they do not consent
Bad laws may be
They (the tories) opposed also a proposition to their own death?
of great importance towards settling the affairs more destructive of human life and liberty
of Ireland by diminishing or abolishing the
establishment of the Protestant church in that than thousands of assassins behind hedges ;
country. They wonder that in Ireland there yet those who condemn the latter never say
should be constant discontent and constant con- a word about the former.
spiracy and insurrections. There is no other
Mr. WALSH.-Who keep the bad laws
part of this earth on which has been put so gross
and so scandalous an insult. You may try batches in force?
of Fenians in Cork and in Dublin, but every few
Mr. LONGMORE.-The landlords do
years there will be another crop of conspirators
as long as universal discontent prevails, and that so for their own purposes. The Irish land'discontent is founded on sucha just complaint." lords are as great an incubus to Ireland as
Mr. WILSON.-Mr. Bright did not say ever the Irish church was j but while the
the Queen was a foreign despot. That is one evil has been remedied the other re, the point.
mains. Why? Because of the connexion
"But as to Ireland, it is different. She is
bound to us by an indissoluble tie. She is not
like the colonies, in whose welfare and advancement we may feel pride, satisfaction, and interest, but whom, after all, we merely regard as
young nations whom we are training to take
their own course in the world, and to separate
from the parent connexion, rather than as integral and perpetual parts of the emfire. It is
not so with Ireland. ,For good or evi , for better
or for worse, she is bound to us by a tie which we
would perish rather thau allow anr one to break.
That being so, how unspeakably Important will
, it be if anything can be devised by our efforts of
conciliation to place her in a position something
like that occupied by Scotland. The increase
of the force of the empire, our dignity abroad,
our self-respect at home, and our influence in
all quarters of the globe-no one can tell the
augmentation. She is the only single drop of
bitterness in thecup of our otherwise overflowing
prosperity. It is for us to see whether there are
no means possible by which we can alleviate the
state of Ireland-not by attem pting to arrest the
miserable exodus, but by avoiding in this House
all topics calculated to irritate and excite the
feelings, by expressing our sincere wishes for her
welfare, and br trying to heal the wounds of
centuries of misgovernment."
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between the aristocratic families of England'
and those of Scotland. In any other country
than Ireland, landlordism would have produced a revolution. The honorable member
for Emerald Hill (Mr. Nimmo) talks about
Scotland, but Scotland would have been
crushed many years ago were it not for, the
Gratnpians.
",
Mr. WILSON.-They would have been
crushed but for their courage.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Let. me tell the
honorable member for Ararat that it was
her mountain fastnesses that saved Scotland, while Ireland has, unfortunately, no
such defence. I spoke last week of some
Acts of the British Parliament as " brutal
Acts," and the Speaker called me to order;
but John Bright-a much more polished
speaker than I am, and able to use much
more beautiful words to express his views
than I can-was not called to order for
describing /:!uch Acts as "infamous Acts."
Besides, there is in this colony at this
moment a gentleman whom I do not think
anyone will charge with dislqyalty to Her
Majesty-I allude to Mr. Justice Higinbotham, who formerly had a seat in this
Chamber, which he resigned voluntarilywho once used language here which I think
honorable members would do well to bear in
mind. I will read three extracts from the
speech he delivered in this Chamber in
1869 in connexion with the resolutions he
then proposed protesting against any interference by legislation of the Imperial
Parliament with the internal affairs of
Victoria. In the first place he quoted words,
formerly used by Mr. Gladstone, to the
following effect :" I should like to see the state of feeling restored
to the colonies which induced the first American
colonists, when they revolted, to make it one of
their Brievances that British troops were kept
in theIr borders without their consent."

What does Ireland say with 50,000 troops
quartered upon her? At the time I speak
of we were expecting the Cerberus war-ship
to come out here, and there was a proposal
that she should be commanded by an Imperial
officer.
Mr. FRANCIS.-But you know as well
as anyone that Mr. Higinbotham spoke
then under a misapprehension.
Mr. LONGMORE.-No matter about
his misapprehension; I ask honorable members to look at the sentiments he expressed.
For example, he uttered the following : "I hope the Chief Secretary will not accept
that condition-that, rather than accept it, he
will be prepared either to leave the Ce7'be1'7ts in
the hands of the English Government, and ask
them .to take it over into their own possession
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and apply it to their own uses, or to pay to the
English Government the amount contributed by
them to the building of the vessel, so as to obtain
her and place her entirely under our own control.
and leave no trace of foreign dominion in the
matter of our naval defences. . . . We possess
virtually, according to Jaw-though not in factindependence. We possess also the right of
legislation, su bj ect to a very anomalous condition,
not accepted by ourselves, but imposed uRon us
by the English Government and the English
Parliament, which enables an English Ministera foreign Minister I will say for this purposeto advise the Crown either to accept or to reject
any of our legislative measures."

Perhaps words like" the hoof of a foreign
despotism" are a. little flowery and even
bombastic, but those who used them were
walking in very good company, for they had
Mr. Higinbotham with them. :Mr. Higinbotham could speak of an Imperial Minister
as a foreign one, and not· a word was
said, but when I talked of an inde-:
pendent Ireland under British rule there
was a perfect howl in thi§ Chamber.
,V hen I used the words "independent Ireland," to which so much object.ion was taken,
I meant such independence as Sir George
Higinbotham alluded to in his speech. '
An HONORABLE MEi\IBER.-Not "Sir"
George.
Mr. McKEAN.-He ought to be Sir
George.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I am sme he ought
not, and as an interpellation I may here say
that I think this House should pass a resolution that no title should be accepted by any
citizen of Victoria from any foreign country.
I repeat that I used the word "independent"· in relation to Ireland in the sense
that Victoria is independent legislatively of
any other country within the limits laid
down in the Constitution Act. What I
meant was that Ireland should have her own
independent Parliament for the management of her own internal business, and all
great thinkers of the age have agreed that
that would be the best possible reform for
Ireland. Yet, when I mentioned the word,
"independent" in that sense the other night;
honorable members howled-I cannot use
any other term-as if I was the great.est
traitor on the face of the earth. What we
want to do is to take away the grievance of
Ireland, so that there may be no more of
the agitation which is at present disturbing
that country, and Mr. Gladstone himself
has said that he would willingly assist if
any plan or method could be shown by which
that could be brought about.. In the United
States of America there are between 30 and
40 states, eaGh of which has its own independent Legisl&ture, managing its OWll interual
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affairs and in that regard independent of
all others; and the whole of those states
collectively constitute one of the greatest
and best empires in the world. - The colony
of Victoria, the colony of New South Wales,
and the other Australian colonies have also
a government which to a large extent is
independent of the mother country. But
does that fact take away from our loyalty?
On the contrary, the fact of our having no
grievance with the mother country draws us
tighter to it and always will do so. But men
cannot be expected to be so drawn when
they are driven, or when they are enslaved
in any manner whatever. Mr. Higinbotham,
in proposing the resolntions to which I have
already referred, also saider I cannot myself conceive how responsible government1 in an Englishman's sense of the word
-responslble government in which the head of
the Executive shall be independent of all influences, except the advice of his advisers, who
shall be responsible to Parliament-is to exist,
or how it can be maintained at all, if it be asserted
that a foreign and irresponsible person is to
have the power of control over the acts of the
representative of the Crown."
No one ever charged Mr. Higinbotham with
treason or disloyalty because he asserted
that this colony should be on equal terms
with England herself so far as internal
government was concerned. His words, if
tortured and twisted, might be construed
to be disloyal and might place him in a
position to be called a traitor to Her Majesty
the Queen, but taken in their real genuine
sense they are words of wisdom that we
ought to be guided by. He further said on
the same occasion"And if there could be no interference upon
ordinary occasions, still less could there be any
upon extraordinary occasions; still less, I apprehend, could a crime like that which was
perpetrated two years ago, when an honorable
gentleman who desired to do his duty to his
~overeign, and who, unfortunatel" in the endeavour to do it, incurred the vindictlve displeasnre
of a Secretary of State-it would be impossible,
I say, that a crime of that kind, yet unavenged.
could ever be repeated."
Sir, have I ever used language as strong as
that? Never since I have been a luember
of this House. Under the circumstances,
I have a right to ask honorable members
what was the meaning of the howl, the other
night, when I used a few words not half so
strong· as those? There are- fits of liployalty which it would be much better for
the House to avoid, and honorable members
would show sounder judgment if they would
loole at the matter calmly and dispassionately, and would not be led away by the
cries in the press or elsewhere. I will
quote but one more passage from the speech
Mr. Longmore.

.(}o'nduct 0)' Mem~ers.

of Mr. Higinbotham, one of the most loyal
men in the colony, to show that I have a
right to criticise the acts of the servants of
Her Majesty without being charged with
being disloyal to Her Majesty herself. He
said"I have heard it said that the Christian humility of an ~nglish bishop cannot resist the
temptation of snubbing a colonia.l bishop if he
met him before a club window in Pall Mall i and
I have not the least doubt that the Colonialoffice clerks would be dismayed at the idea of
the Colonial Minister il,l England corresponding
on terms of perfect equality with Mimsters of
the Crown in Victoria, and that they would resist
itas far as possible. I should like to know if there
would be any practical difficulty or objection to
the suspension of diplomatic relations between
these countries for one, two, or five years."
'Vhy if I had mentioned the idea of "the
suspension of diplomatic relations" with
England, the other night, the whole House
would have rushed to arms. There would
have been a rush down to the barracks in
Russell-street to get ·the old rifles of the
police. As to the loyalty of the honorable
member who brought forward this motion,
I would venture to say that it is not worth
a brass farthing with a hole in it. The
~norable member has submitted the motion
simply as a portion of an idea which he has
kept before this House for the last three or
four months. The honorable member did
me the honour of saying the other night
that I was not responsible for what I said.
I can only say that the honorable member
did not think so once. I am particularly
anxious on all occasions not to utter a word
I can avoid against any honorable member.
who has once been a colleague of mine, and,
therefore, I will not say things I could say.
I will say, however, that it is as patent as
if it was written in letters of fire on the
wall of this chamber that the object of the
honorable member for Oastlemaine is, if
possible, to rouse the Orangemen so that,
whether with liberals or conservatives, he
may be able to place his inferior portion on
the Treasury bench. That is the meaning
of the whole thing. This motion is simply
a move. The honorable member is not
content to wait his propel' time, bt~t he is
trying to turn the country into two hostile
camps so that he may reap the profit of the
hostility. I am sorry to find that the honorable member has been a miserable tool in
the hands of one portion of the press-The SPEAKER.-Order.
Mr. LONGMORE;-I withdraw that
expression. . The honorable member is cooperating as the mouth-piece of a portion of
the press that is determined to beat down
the Oatholics by fair means or foul.

[JUNE
Mr. P ATTERSON.-All the press are
of the same opinion.
Major SMITH.~Except the Advocate.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Then the honorable member for Castlemaine ought to be
Premier very soon. If the honorable member had been actuated by any other desire
than simply the selfish motive of gaining a
seat on the Treasury bench, he would not
have brought forward his motion at the
present time. The honorable member is
willing to join with any party whatever in
this House to get on the Treasury bench.
Let me remind the honorable member that
he did not belong to ourparty-I mean the
protectionist party of this country-when
we took him in. The other night the
honorable member made a most profligate
offer on the floor of this House to honorable members opposite when he said he was
quite willing to unite with them in forming
'a strong Government. In other words, the
honorable member was quite willing to
leave the party that brought him into notice and power, and to join any other party
that could land him on the Treasury bench.
Let mo counsel the honorable member to
bide his time. It is quite possible for an
honorable member to make too great a rush
for the Treasury bench, and to trip on the
WB,y. It is also possible for him in the rush
to get there to tread down those who have
done him good. That is all I will say to
the honorable member for Castlemaine. I
hope the House will look upon this matter
in its proper light. All tIns lip-loyalty put
forward for selfish purposes is nothing less
than an insult to Her Majesty the Queen.
I hope we shall soon have parties clearly
defined in this House, so that any man who
is found going from one side to the other
will be discarded by both. We have not·
had that state of things lately, and this is
simply a desperate-and it will be an ineffectual-attempt to place the honorable
member for Castlemaine on the Treasury
bench before the people of this country have
had time to say who have a right to sit
there. I have nothing more to say about
tIns matter. I will only cOliclude as I
began, by asserting that I yield to no man
in this House in my loyalty to the Throne,
and my respect for the Queen, not only as a
Sovereign, but in her still higher position
as a woman.
l\fr. BERRY.-Mr. Speaker, I rise to
speak in this debate because I think it is
necessary the House should understand
clearly what it is they are expected to vote
upon. I listened with great· interest to the
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remarks of the honorable member for Wa1'1'nambool, and I may say that I would not
be second to that honorable member in my
desire for any reasonable and proper course
which would bear as lightly as possible
upon the honorable members who are named
in this motion. I will go further, and say
that I think that at one time it would have
been quite possible for honorable members
to have treated this question in almost any
way they thought propel'. Many honorable
members may have thought that the document in question was a piece of "hifalutin,"
which might very wisely have been despised,
and passed over without notice; and, at one
time, had it been treated with the contempt that so many similar documents
have been treated with, probably no one
would have complained. But the position
of this question is very different to-day
even from what it was a week ago. Hon·orable members have now had the question
brought before them in a manner that they
cannot ignore. They are asked to vindicate
the corporate honour of the House, and
they cannot avoid that except on one condition which has not only not been complied
with, but, as far as I have heard, even
been approached. With regard to my former colleague, the honorable member for
Ripon and Hampden, who has just spoken,
and whom I highly respect, I must say
that the whole of Ins speech was a vindication of the course he took in signing the address. Now the House can.
not submit to that, if it· represents this
country. I regret that the honorable member should have brought in a speech made
by a former member of this House, Mr.
George Higinbotham, because it has no
reference whatsoever to the question we
are discussing. Noone denies the right of
any member of this House to demand any
constitutional reform that he thinks desirable, and I think that many of us believe
that the reform wruch Mr. Higinbotham
advocated at that time is a necessary reform,
and no one could complain of any honorable member using the strongest possible
arguments and language-within the limits
of parliamentary etiquette-in support of
such a proposal. But what has that got
to do with a document which does not
relate to the affairs of this colony in any
way, a document which outrages not only
the "lip-loyalty" spoken of-our loyalty
to the Queen's person-but our loyalty
to the empire, to our Constitution, and
to our race? For, as I said before, and as
has- .since ,been. pointed out in a score of
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newspapers, the document either justifies
Mr. O'CALLAGHAN.-We have althe whole course that has been going on in ready done so.
Ireland during the last two years, or it
Mr. LONGMORE.-Several times.
Mr. BERRY.-I have never heard any
justifies nothing. And although the honorable members who signed the document such disavowal. The honorable member for
have had an ample opportunity of express- Ripon last week justified the address, and
ing their regret, and of repudiating any quoted history to show that the terms used
sympathy with its language, not a single in the document were justly applied. The
word in that direction has fallen from their honorable member for Dalhousie did the
lips. Now I think that, before the course same thing in a milder and less posItive tone;
which the honorable member for Warrnam- but he endeavoured to justify the document,
bool suggests can be taken-a course which although he did so in a half-jocular spirit.
might be a very proper one to take after- Even the Premier, when he introduced Mr.
wards-the first thing necessary for this Higinbotham's speech, was making an excuse
House to require is that those honorable for the document by a side-wind. To my
. members whose action has been called in mind, he failed in his duty as leader of the
question should rise in their places and re- House, when his attention was called to this
pUdiate the sentiments in the document document, in not proposing some motion
and express their regret for having signed it. which would have expressed the feeling of
I ask the House-Can we in the present the country whom he represents as head of
aspect of affairs negative the motion of the the Government. I must say also that I
honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. think the honorable member for Warrnam. bool, as a leader in this House, has failed to
Patterson) until that is done?
Mr. FRANCIS.-We do not negative realize his position in the motion he has
brought forward to-night. The country
the motion.
Mr. BERRY.-The honorable member do not want the previous question. They do
for '\Varrnambool has moved the previous not want to be played with. They do not
question, and the question that will be put wish to be hard on the honorable members
by the Speaker will be "That this question who signed tlus document-perhaps inbe now put"-that is to say, the motion of advertently, and, as I said before, possibly
the honorable member for Castlemaine. The without reading it-but what they do require
honorable member for Warrnambool and is either that this House should carry the
his friends will vote against putting the motion of the honorable member for Castle~
question, and is not that tantamount to maine or that the honorable members whose
voting against the motion? The honorable conduct is in question should rise up and
member for Warrnambool says he proposes repudiate, individually, any sympathy either
to bring on the question again to-morrow with the extra-constitutional course which
night, but we must remember that, if the has been pursued in Ireland or with the
previous question is carried to-night, the language of .the document, and that they
honorable member will bring forward his should express their regret for having signed
motion, to-morrow night, after the House has it. When that is done, sir, I think we
already committed itself by negativing the , can pass the previous question, not with the
motion of the honorable member for Castle- intention of renewing the matter again, but
inaine. Although the carrying of the pre- with the consciousness that in receiving that
vious question allows the original question apology we have fairly vindicated the loyalty
to be brought on again, honorable members of this country, and dealt with our fellow
know very well that the previous question is members in the same generous spirit that we
never proposed with that intention. The would like to be dealt with ourselves.
Mr. DUFFY.-Sir, we are told that the
object of the previous question is to get rid
of an embarrassing subject, which honorable tender mercies of the wicked are cruel, and
members do not want to vote upon, and, if the I am afraid the generosity of the honorable
previous question is carried on this occasion, member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) is just
will it not go forth to every constituency in as cruel. The honorable member has
the colony that this House has not the moral challenged me and the other members
courage to face the real question? I am at a who have signed the document in question
loss to understand why the course I indicated to say that we have no sympathy with the
has not been taken-why the five members outrages that have occurred in Ireland.
affected have not each risen in their places Sir, I get up in my place and say that I
and disavowed any sympathy with 'the out- have not, and never had, any sympathy with
rages which have been going on in Ireland? those outrages. I am aware.that, as regards
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those outrages, this House and this country
has never been properly informed; I know
they have ouly heard one side of the question.
But I say that the people who commit those
outrages--exaggeratedasthereports ofthem
may be-are the worst enemies of Ireland. I
have always said that, and I am always prepared to say it. I will not take up the time 9f
the House this evening. What I had to sayin
defence of my conduct I said, as well as I
could say it, last week. I repeat, however,
that, as regards any disloyalty to the Queen
in that document, if there is any disloyalty,
I disavow it. Had I thought there was
any disloyalty to Her Majesty the Queen in
that document, I would never have signed
it. I said that when I spoke on the subject
in the House last week. 'Vhat more does
tIns House require than that statement?
I will always stand here ready to avow my
opinion that Ireland ought to have a free
Parliament-an independent Legislatureof her own. When the words" independence of Ireland" and other such expressions
occur in that document, thoy refer only to
the legislative independence of Ireland under
the Imperial Orown, and notlring more.
Surely there is no treason in that. I must
confess that if I had written the document
myself, or been in any way concerned
in the writing of it, there are expressions
in it I would not have used and which I do
not approve of. As regards the scope of the
document, written as it was in sympathy
with Grattan's declaration of Ireland's
legislative independence, I have nothing to
disavow. It has been said that the docu_.ment expressed, or implied in some manner,
sympathy with the outrages which have occurred in Ireland, and some newspapers have
even gone so far as to say that it implied sympathy with the murder of Lord Frederick
Oavendish and lVIr. Burke. Sir, it did not;
in fact it could not. If there had been any
such sympathy expressed in the document,
I certainly would not have signed it. I
have already said that some of the expressions used in the document I could not approve of; but what I had in my mind
when I signed it-and what I believe the
writer had in his mind when he wrote itwas, as I attempted to show the other
night, the history of the past wrongs of
Ireland-not her present condition. And,
as the honorable member for Ripon has
shown in the quotations he has read, the
past wrongs of Ireland have been reprobated
by all the leading statesmen of Great
Britain, both in the past and present time,
without the word "treason" having been
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mentioned in connexion with them. If the
leaders of the House of Oommons have
been able to use such language about the .
past wrongs of Ireland, I am at a loss to
understand why we cannot do the sarno
here. I yield to no man in my unswerving
loyalty to Queen Victoria and the Imperial Orown; but, whether I have a seat
in this House or not, I will never forego my
right to advocate an independent Legislature
for Ireland. That was all I thought I was
doing when I signed the document in question. 1 wished to express my sympathy with
those who are working at home to achieve
that object. I intended to gono further, an:Cl
I believe the document went no further.
Mr. ZOX.-What about the" hoof of.a
foreign despotism" ?
Mr. DUFFY.-If the document is fairly
read, it will be seen that that express,ion
occurs in the past tense, and relates to tlW
past history of Ireland. (" Oh !") I am
aware that in making a distinction of that
kind I am open to the charge of having recourse, as one honorable member has said,
to a subterfuge; but I venture to say,
nevertheless, that if the document is fairly
read no other meaning can be attached to
those words.
Mr. DEAKIN.- hat about- the "incompatible and detestable union"? Is that
in the past tense?
.
Mr. DUFFY.-Thnt expression, as I
understand it, refers entirely to a legislative
union. In fact, I believe the sentence goes
on to say that Ireland should be governed
as we are in this colony; that is to say, as
a dependency of the British Orown, with a
Legislature of her own, enacting her own
laws. Every morning the newspapers teem
with expressions tending to show that the
honorable members who signed the document have personally insulted the Queenthat they have said she is a " foreign
despot." There is nothing of the kind in
the document. There is not a reference in
the document, from beginning to end, to
the Queen at all, or even to Her Majesty'fl
Government. The only sentence that could
be tortured into an allusion to the Imperial
Government has reference to the Imperial
Parliament, and I take it that all of us, as
long as we are loyal to the Queen and to
the Imperial connexion, have a perfect right
to express our individnal views with reference to a separate Legislature for Ireland.
That is all I did in relation to this matter,
and 1 repeat once more that as regards my
personal loyalty-and this is the only accusation,that can be fairly brought ag~in~t a
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member of this House-:to the Queen and
to the Imperial Crown, I yield to no man
in this House or out of it.
Major SMITH.-Mr. Speaker, I cannot
help thinking that the honorable member
who has just sat down knows more about the
author of this document, not only than any
other member of this House, but, I venture
to say, than any other member of this community. There is one peculiar reference in
it to the " Story of Ireland" passing from
the parent to the son.
Mr. DUFFY.-I did not write the document, if the honorable member means that,
and know nothing about the writing of it.
Major SMITH.:--I will read the passage
to which I refer, and I will then ask honorable members to put their own construction
on it. It is as follows : f. From the parent, who is familiar with the
wrongs and sufferings of our race, his son had
learned • The Story of Ireland,' and the lesson
had sunk deep into his heart."

. I would ask honorable members to mark
that the reference is not to parents and sons,
but to "the parent and his son. " Now r
, do not think there is any honorable member
of this House, or, indeed, any member of
this community, who cannot trace that
"parent, " and can fail to identify the ,n son"
with the honorable member for Dalhousie
himself. ",Ve have been told that the five
members who signed this document did not
sign it as Members of Parliament at all j
but how is that, although tens of thousands
of their countrymen cQuld have been got to
sign it, those five members of this House
alone signed it on behalf of the Irish in
Victoria?
Mr. DUFFY.-I explained the other
night that the document originated at the
Grattan centenary banquet. Certain gentlemen spoke on that occasion, and those
gentlemen signed the document, and no
others. That is how it occurred.
Major SMITH.-I have been informed
by an honorable member that, besides the
five members of this House who signed the
document, there was an ex-member who
signed it and also some others. However,
the reason I rose was that I do not at all
agree with the attempt which appears to be
made to evade the main issue on this question. I do not care what the motives of
the honorable member for C~stlemaine (Mr.
,Patterson) may be in this matter. If he
brings forward a motion which I feel bound
in honour to my constituents and to my
'cons9ience as an Englishman-Mr,. LONGMORE.-Hear, hear.
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Major SMITH.-As true an Englishman as the honorable member for Ripon is
an Irishman. I venture to tell the honorable
member that, in my judgment, neither he
nor the honorable member for Dalhousie
has respected the oath they took when
they entered the Executive Council of this
country. The object, as it appears to me,
in sending this document home in the way
it was sent-addressed to the Lord Mayor of
Dublin - was that it might travel fast
through the whole of the Irish press, and
be subsequently transferred to the English
press. What proceeding could have a more
injurious effect, in the opinion of the people
of England, upon the people of this colony
than if we allowed such a document to go
unchallenged? I maintain, therefore, that
this House and this community are indebted
to the honorable member for Castlemaine
for bringing forward this matter, from
whatever motives he may have done so. Is
there a word in the document, from beginning to end, expressing the slightest
regret for, or reprobation of, the murders
and outrages which have been committed in
Ireland? Not a single syllable. The
document not only talks about "the h<;>of of
a foreign despotism," but asserts that the
signers will never be content until Ireland
is an independent nation. The honorable
member for Ripon talks about the United
States of America, but does not the honorable member know that the northern states
shed the blood of their people, and spent
millions of money, sooner than allow the
Union to be shattered ?
Mr. LONGMORE.-The States have
free Parliaments.
Major SMITH.-They have local Legislatures, but matters concerning the interests
of the country generally are dealt with by
a central Congress to which the states send
representatives. I have no doubt that if the
people of Ireland want local self-government,
such as we have here, it will be given to them,
unless there are very strong reasons to the
contrary. But they want more than that j
they want to be an independent nation.
It can be easily understood that England,
whilst willing to grant every reasonable freedom to Ireland, cannot allow a country so near
her own shores to become, perhaps, the centre
of operations against her. The honorable
member for Dalhousie has seen in the public
prints from time to time the reports of the
outrages which are constantly occurring in
Ireland, and.I would ask him how it is that
he put his name to a document of this
kind, which does not express a word of
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regret for those outrages and crimes? The
following extract from the Spectator of
April 8 will show that all Irishmen do not
approve of such proceedings : ,; Mr. P. J. Smyth, the Nationalist member for
Tipperary, a man as eager for the independence
of Ireland as Mr. Parnell, has received amessage
from the Town Commissioners condemning his
vote on the closure, and has replied in a letter of
vehement protest against the Land League and
its 'diabolical operations.' He asks the commis.
sioners if they know that the closure existed in
the old Irish Parliament, and declares that he, at
least, never agreed to ' a policy based on no·rent
and its attendant crime.' He never agreed to a
line of action 'which has shaken in many
patriotic Irishmen their belief in Ireland's ca·
pacity for self·government.' 'Go to, and cease
your babbling about things you do not under·
stand. Look around, and, if you are not utterly
lost to every sense of patriotic and human feeling, weep for a land reduced to a condition of
savages. See the poor and honest man shot
down in his cabin, in the midst of his little ones;
see the gentle and blameless lady massacred in
ber carriage; see these things, and reserve your
curses for that League of Hell that has brought
all this rnin, all this shame and dishonour, upon
your nation!'"

I recommend that phrase-" the League of
Hell "-to the honorable member for Ripon.
I say that, although diabolical outrages
have been perpetrated all ovei' Ireland,
the manifesto does not contain one ex·
pression of regret as to the perpetration
of those outrages. There is one thing
about which I am entirely at one with
the Irish people, and that is the· absenteeism of landlords. I fear there is a
probability that we shall suffer from that
evil h~re unless the matter is provided for
by legislation. 1 say that both here and in
Ireland absentee landlords ought not to be
allowed. Landlords ought to live on their
estates, and, if they do not, they ought to
be specially taxed, whereby it would be to
their interest to cease to be absentees. So
far I sympathize with the Irish people. But
there is a constitutional way of remedying
grievances, and that constitutional way the
Irish people have not resorted to. For
my part, I don't see that those people
have been deprived any more than the
people of Victoria of their rights and
privileges 'as citizens. Here there are no
distinctions of creed or class. An Irishman presides over the deliberations of this
House. An Irishman is at the head of the
Government. Irishmen sit on the Supreme
Court bench and the County Court bench ;
and they are to be found among our police
magistrates, our honorary magistrates, and
in every branch of the public service,
including even the Education department.
Under these circumstances; I cannot understand honorable members, who hold a
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distinguished position in this country; ad ..
dressing to the Irish people a document which
can be regarded by every man who looks at
it fairly only as a seditious document-a
document reflecting on the administration
of government in England at a time when
Mr. Gladstone is straining every nerve to
restore peace and order to Ireland. I was
in London when Mr. Gladstone proposed
the disestablishment of the Irish Church.
He is now trying to ameliorate the condition of the Irish tenants, and it is at tIllS
very time that two of his colleagues are
struck down by assassins in daylight, in a
principal portion of Dublin, and that this
manifesto, signed by five members of the
Victorian Legislature, is forwarded to the
mother country. I say that, if this sort of
thing is encouraged here, our reputation
will be materially injured at home. If
members of this House can be permitted to
sign such documents with impunity-if a
proposition condemning such conduct is to
be met by a motion for the previous ques~
tion-it will be clear to the public that we
do not exercise a manly and straightforward
spirit in dealing with such matters.
Mr. McINTYRE.-Sir, I am utterly
astounded at the excitement which has
attended the present debate, and more par~
ticularly the excitement displayed by the
last two speakers from the opposition side
of the House. Everyone knows that not
one of the honorable members whose names
have been referred to in connexion with this
manifesto to the Irish people could possibly
sympathize, directly or indirectly, with the
language contained in that document.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Why don't they
say so?
Mr. McINTYRE.-It has been said
over and over again.
Mr. R. CLARK.-Not yet.
Mr. McINTYRE.-The honorable mem ..
ber for Dalhousie repudiated to-night, in
very emphatic terms, all sympathy with the
crimes which h~ve been perpetrated in Ire..
land, and his remarks on that head were
cheered by all the other members who signed
that extraordinary document. We know
that when the late Premier visited England
he told the people of Chelsea-not an Irish
community at all..:-that we in tIlls country
of ours live under such excellent laws that
he was not sure, when he left home in the
morning, that he would return in safety in
the evening, and that he constantly received
letters threatening his life. We also know
that it was the fashion of the honorable
member to, talk bravely:, ~t one time; ~f :
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bringing persons who were not impressed
by his views" under the heel of authority."
Under these circumstances, is it extraordinary that such a manifesto as that now
complained of should have proceeded from
this colony? At the same time, I am sure
I express the sentiments of the honorable
members who signed the document, of every
member of this House, and of 90 out of
every 100 Irishmen in the country, when I
say that we do not sympathize, directly or
indirectly, with the crimes which have taken
place in Ireland. I am satisfied, notwithstanding the observations of the honorable
- member for Ripon, that everyone of the
five members regrets having attached his
name to the document. Therefore I say it
is all very fine for those who support the
motion to seek to " rub it in" so hard. No
doubt there are honorable members who, in
the course of their lives, have done much
that they regret. Why what did the
honorable member who has brought forward
the present motion do in this House on one
occasion? When the present Premier was
Attorney-General in one of the Ministries
of which the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) was the head, he made a very
famous speech, in the course of which he
talked about sending home the Governor,
and banishing the Legislative Council across
the border.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Oh.! no.
. Mr. McINTYRE.-I remember the occasion very well, because I followed the
honorable gentleman in the debate, and I
stated that he approached as near treason
as he possibly could. When I gave exptession to that opinion, the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson),
who belonged to the same Government, exclaimed" Shame"; he then declared that
there was no treason in his honorable colleague's observations, but that everything
was right and proper. If the honorable
member for Castlemaine were occupying a
seat on the Treasury bench now, would he
have done anything else than the present
Premier has done? I am perfectly sure he
would not. I am also satisfied that if the
motion had been framed less deliberatively,
and if it had not been sought to make a
martyr of each of the five signatories, the
proposition would have been passed unanimously. But if the motion is passed as it
stands, it can have only one outcome-each
of the five members referred to must be ejected
from this House. There can be no other
solution of the matter. If they knew, when
they were signing the document, the full
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effect of that' document, I would be one to
say that they should be ejected from this
House, but I am Christian enough to think
that the honorable members attached their
names without realizing the full purport of
what they were signing. In fact, I consider
that the whole thing has been made too
much of altogether. The honorable member
for Warrnambool has asked the honorable
member for Ca3tlemaine to set aside his
motion, in order that a proposition may be
submitted to which the slightest exception
cannot be taken and which the House
would adopt unanimously. That proposit.ion condemns, as emphatically as language
can condemn, the address forwarded from
this colony to the Lord Mayor of Dublin.
The House is seised of it in this way: that
the honorable member for Warrnambool,
when he moved the previous question, intimated that he intended to give notice of
the proposition so that it might be brought
forward and dealt with on Thursday; but
circumstances have arisen during this debate
to warrant the conclusion that the question
should be dealt with once for all. While
I entertain as strong an opinion as the
honorable member for Castlemaine about
the language of the address, I cannot help
thinking that his action is something like
bringing men to trial after they have been
discharged.
Mr. PATTERSON.-I gave them the
opportunity of disavowing the document,
and they refused ; and, in consequence, the
motion was brought forward.
Mr. McINTYRE.-Theassurances asked
for were given last 'Vednesday. I know
the honorable member for Ripon feels in his
heart that he made a mistake, though he
tries to get out of the difficulty by using
language he does not believe in. I am sure
that if anything were to happen to the
Queen, he would be in the front rank to
defend her. I ask honorable members to
treat this matter not as a tragedy but as a
farce. Who in the name of goodness would
suppose that our friend Daniel Brophy, with
his jolly face, or that a man with the
physique of the honorable member for
Villiers (Mr. Toohey), could be a seditious
traitor? Why traitors are usually cadaverous looking creatures-men with" lean and
hungry looks." The gentlemen I refer to
live too well to be traitors. I would be glad
if the House would adopt the honorable
member for W arrnambool's amendment.
Mr. MUNRO.-It is more objectionable
than the motion; it includes the whole
House.
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Mr. McINTYRE.-Why it deals only
with "certain of its members." Let me
remind the honorable member for North
Melbourne (Mr. Munro) that there is already on the notice-paper a motion in favour
of the adoption of identically the same thing
that the honorable member for Dalhousie
says he is in favour of. That motion is as
follows : II That an address be presented to Her Majesty the Queen, praying her to grant selfgovernment to Ireland, as such an eCJ.uitable
proceeding would for ever cement the UDlty of a
mighty nation, and secure the undying gratitude
and loyalty of the people of Ireland."
.

It is probable that, when this motion is
submitted, it will be carried unanimously.
And what does the llOnorable member for
Dalhousie say to-night? Why he repudiates any sentiment contained in the address
beyond the giving of self-government to
Ireland. Personally I have not the slightest
sympathy with the lan~uage which has been
complained of. On the other hand, there
are five members of the House, two of whom
are Executive Councillors-all of them much
respected by and friendly with members all
round the Chamber; and I want to know
why they should be "sat upon" in the
severe way proposed by the honorable
member for Castlemaine? What necessity
is there for it? Other honorable members
may be called to account any day. It is
not so very long since that the late Premier
talked of "broken heads" and "houses
in flames." But would it not be well
to allow all these things to drop? I
would have honorable members deal with
this question on the principle of doing
unto others as they would be done unto.
I believe that if the honorable member
for Castlemaine had left out the names
of the members he seeks to censure, the
motion might have received general support;
but, if the motion were to be carried as it
stands, the only outcome would be that
the members referred to would have to
resign their seats or be ejected from this
House. Recently, this House expressed its
loyalty to the Queen on the occasion of her
preservation from the hands of an assassin,
and there is no necessity for repeating those
expressions of loyalty now. It would be
better for us to refrain from any" wolf" cry.
Don't let it be said of us, as was said of the
lady, that we "protest too much." Under
all the circumstances, and speaking in a
spirit of kindness to all parties, I ask the
honorable member for Castlemaine to accept
the suggestion of the honorable member for
Warl'l1ambool, which is made in a most
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inoffensive spirit, and with a desire to settle
the question once for all, and to do simple
justice to men who have been guilty only
of an indiscretion which they very much
regret.
Mr. vVRIXON.-Mr. Speaker, there is
one view of the question which the attention
of the House has not been sufficiently directed
to, and which, I think, the House ought to
consider before adopting the motion in its entirety. On the main question which has been
argued, there can be no substantial difference
of opinion between us as Australians. No
one can pretend that any considerable col- .
lection of men in this colony worth talking
about would be found ready to sympathize
with any proposal to dismember the grand
old British Empire. A few harmless political lunatics might indulge in such an idea,
but among the great mass of the people in
this country no such feeling exists. Certainly, not even a political lunatic would go
in for sanctioning or approving the atrocious
and disheartening outrages which have
occurred from time to time in Ireland. There
really is no substantial difference between
us on those points. It would be a lamentable
thing if the idea were to go from this colony
to the old country that sentiments like those
expressed in the document under discussion
prevail here. It would also be lamentable
if by our action on this occasion we gave the
public any just ground for supposing that
we seize upon the misfortunes of unhappy
Ireland, and the outrages which have occurrell
there, as a means of working a political lever
here. I am not prepared to accuse the honor~
able member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson)
of such an object; and yet, if we do not
observe due consideration in our method of
dealing with this matter, the notion may
arise in the minds of our own people that,
after all, this matter has been used to a great
extent not so much for the purpose of vindicating the integrity of the British Empire as
for the purpose of advancing our own political
objects. That p}:S::libility we ought to be
careful, by the action we take, to avoid. The
honorable member for Castlemaine proposes
to pass a formal censure upon the members
of this House who signed the document which
we have been discussing-a document which
we all admit to be unjustifiable, and which
we all condemn. Those members have stood
up, and the whole of them-not even excepting the honorable member for Ripon,
who has expressed himself with his usual
vehemence-have disclaimed any disloyalty~
The honorable member for Dalhousie says
that, while he is ill favour of a Parliament
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for Ireland, yet he is a most loyal subject of ()f this House, entitled' an address from the Irish
the Queen, and he condemns a certain por- in Victoria to the Irish in Ireland,' desires to
disavow all sympathy with the sentiments and
tion of the address. Now it is possible for language of that document, and to record its
a man to be loyal to the Queen, and yet to unswerving loyalty to our Queen and adherence
advance a claim for a Parliament for Ireland. to the unity and integrity of the empire."
That undoubtedly .was done by the very
Mr.BERRY.-vVhere is the difference?
man whose centenary has recently been celeMr. WRIXON.-The difference is as
brated. Grattan was not only a loyal sub- plain as daylight fron~ dark-as east from
ject, but he claimed a Parliament for Ireland, west. In the one case you single out five
and he got it for a while i and when the members of of this House who avow sentiParliament was taken away, and the sphere ments of loyalty, you record your disbelief'
of his exertions was removed to England, in their avowal, and you condemn them as
he there served as a loyal subject for many disloyal. I am not prepared to do that
years, and, when his brilliant and self-denying merely on the document which has been
career was brought to a termination, his re- brought before us, though I am prepared to
mains were placed among those of the best record my dissent from the tone and wordand noblest of England's sons in the grand ing of that document. At the same time,
old abbey of Westminster. Now I say that, I think the amendment suggested by the
if the House adopts the motion of the hon- honorable member for vVarrnambool, though
orable member for Castlemaine, it can do so it is not exactly worded as I would care to
only under the conviction that the five mem- word it, to a great extent meets the quesbers are disloyal-that they are traitors. tion. If the House takes that view, if it
But if the House arrives at that conclusion, thinks the matter has not gone sufficiently
the motion is a lame and impotent mode of far to call for the formal condemnation of
giving effect to it; the motion which should the five members, the better course would
be adopted.is one expelling the members be to adopt the amendment of the honor:from the House. If the document is taken able member for Warrnambool, which can
as a document signed by traitors-by men ,be brought forward if the House will conguilty of treason--and if the House disbe- sent to the withdrawal of the motion for
lieves their assertions of loyalty, it ill-becomes the previous question.
our dignity. merely to pass a scolding resoMr. DEAKIN.-Sir, I am sure that
lution, to pass a resolution condemning and every gentleman who has taken part in this
blaming .them, and then leaving them alone. debate has found himself placed in a very
Why the five members ought not to be in awkward position from the fact that he
this House if we are prepared to convict cannot sever the discussion on the main
them, on that document, of treason. I en- question from the particular members who
tirely disapprove of the whole tone of the appended their names to the document
document. I have not the slightest sym- which has been condemned on all hands.
pathy with it. If I were to send a message At the same time, I differ entirely from the
across the sea to the old country, it would conclusion at which the honorable member
be with the view of strengthening the hands for Portland has arrived-that if the House
of the Englishmen who are now trying to passe3 the motion of the honorable member
do good to Ireland-to remedy her wrongs. for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) it will
At the same time, I am not prepared to pass a vote of censure upon the five memaccept a motion naming particular members bel'S, and, to be consistent, it must expel
-scolding, blaming, and condemning them those members. Members are necessarily
for issuing a treasonable document--and mentioned in the moHon simply because
then stopping there and doing nothing fur- they have, by their own action, brought
ther. I trust that the House, whatever it themselves before this House; and the
may do, will be consistent. It seems to me, motion, in referring to them, simply defines
after the statement made by the honorable the members from whose particular case it
member for Dalhousie, that to pass a mo- desires the House to separate itself. That
tion naming the five members and censur- is entirely the position. Unless those meming them is going further than the neces- bel'S are singled out by name-and it is a
sities of the case demand. Had not the most unfortunate necessity that they should
previous question been moved, I would have' have to be singled out-the general body
been prepared to propose an amendment in of members lie or may lie under the imputh.e following terms : tation of being concerned in that document.
"That this House having had its attention It is only in order that there may be the
caJled to a document, signed by certain meI)1bers clearest distinction between ~he attitude ..
Mr. Wriofon.
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assumed by the majority of members of this
House and the gentlemenwho, I believe, in
a moment of thoughtlessness, appended their
signatures to the document, that the motion
is worded as it is. We have been told by
the honorable member for Warrnambool
that these gentlemen did not sign the document in their character as M.P.'s. How
are we to know that?
Mr. FRANOIS.-I asked them the
question.
Mr. DEAKIN.-And the honorable
member apparently was satisfied with the
answer. But how are the public to dissociate
those gentlemen in their capacity as private
persons on the one hand, from their capacity
as Members of Parliament on the other?
Those honorable gentlemen knew that, when
they signed a public document, they signed
it not as private citizens but as Members of
Parliament. They are Members of Parliament, and they cannot dissociate themselves
from their title and status except by their
own act. We have heard to-night professions of loyalty from these gentlemen, but
those professions are contradicted by their
own written words. Their friends tell us
that they are loyal-that they are sworn to
bear allegiance to the Queen of Great
Britain and Ireland-and yet they sign
documents which are treasonable, disloyal,
and seditious. What are we to believe?
It is a matter of common conversation
among members generally in private, and I
believe it is admitted by the five gentlemen
themselves, that they signed the document
without being aware of its contents-and
without reading it, or that they gave it such
a superficial glance that they rQally did not
know what it was they appended their signatures to. But if they say that in private,
why do they not say it in public? Why do
they not say it on the floor of thi~ House,
by which course the whole matter would be
settled? I believe such an explana tion would
be accepted frankly and generously-without
question. Why don't we receive the explanation? What is the motive which restrains
these gentlemen from disavowing the language of the document? If they are loyal,
why do they not demonstrate their loyalty by
disavowing this instrument? It seems to
me that these gentlemen are trying to keep
up their dual character-that they speak to
members of this House in one voice, and to
their own countrymen in another voice
altogether. In consequence, 11Onorable members on this (the opposition) side have taken
up what appears to me a very reasonable
attitude of distrust. That attitude of
SES. 1882.-2 Q
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distrust is intensified by the proposal which
the honorable member for Warrnambool has
indicated his intention of bringing forward
another evening. What possible objection
could that honorable member have to submitting-instead of moving the previous
question-his proposal as an amendment on
the motion of the honorable member for
Oastlemaine ?
Mr. SHIELS.-Because he could not
move it.
Mr. DEAKIN.-Why? Myexperience
of this House is short, but I am decidedly
of opinion that it is perfectly competent for
the honorable member for Warrnambool to
move the proposal, which he says he will
give notice of, as' an amendment on the
motion of the honorable member for Oastle~
maine.
Mr. SHIELS.-So he thought until he
was told the contrary.
Mr. DEAKIN.-It is very extraordinary
that such an old member as the honorable
member for Warrnambool should be mistaken.as to one of our simplest standing
rules. I will tell honorable members what
the proceeding looks like. It looks as if
the honorable member for Warrnambool
and those who act with him agree with
the spirit and substance of the motion, but
do not desire that it should go to the
country that the motion in spirit and substance comes from the opposition side of
the House. Neither the Premier in his
character as Premier, nor the honorable
member for vVarrnambool as the leader of
the party of which he is chief, ventured
upon any action nntil it was taken by the
honorable member for Castlemaine, and
therefore I cannot help thinking that to
meet the honorable member for Oastlemaine's motion by the previous question is
simply a device to transfer the credit connected with the matter from one side to the
other. If honorable members agree as
cordially as they would lead us to suppose
in the substance of the motion, why do they
not propose a plain simple amendment which
would remove whatever is objectionable in
the motion, and support the motion in
substance? Why is the device resorted to
of defeating the question to-night only to
carry the same thing in substance, but,
perhaps, under a different title, to-morrow?
No explanation, so far, has been forthcoming.
With regard to the document itself, I regard it as a rhapsodical rodomontade of inflat.ed folly, which should be treated with the
disdain, the disgust, and the contempt it
deserves, but for the reminder that similar
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documents poured forth from the western
side of the Atlantic have borne fruit in the
murders of Lord Frederick Cavendish and
Mr. Burke.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Youhavenoknowledge of such a thing. You don't InJ.Ow who
murdered those gentlemen.
Mr. DEAKIN.-Admitting the utter
extravagance of the language used and the
utter absurdity of the whole thing, I say
we have seen equally absurd documents
pouring across the Atlantic for some time
pa,st, with the result that outrages have increased instead of decreased, culminating in
one awful crime, which I certainly would
hesitate to attribute to any class or any
people. But when incitements to murder,
treason, and midnight assassination are the
outcome, f;urely we are justified in condemning an expression of approbation of such a
state of things, couched though it is in
extravagant rodomontade, more especially
when we consider the source from which the
address was given to the public. Why was
it not given to the public when it was first
composed, written, and signed? Why was
it held back for weeks? And in what journal
did it first find its way to the public gaze?
In a journal which has been strongly stigmatized by more than one section of the
press, and recently with great vigour and
effect by that able organ Melbourne Punch,
for publishing treasonable and seditious extracts from American papers. Yet we are
asked to pass this address by, and not to
"sit" on the members who signed the document, although if we do so we shall be allowing them to "sit" on us. No one more cordially
sympathizes with the struggles of the people
of Ireland for self-government than the
majority of honorable members on this (the
opposition) side of the House; and no one
would more heartily vote for the motion of
which the honorable member for Williamstown has given notice, for the presentation
of an address to the Queen praying Her
Majesty to grant self-government to Ireland.
Mr. SHIELS.-It is not a matter of
sides.
Mr. DEAKIN.-I am not making it a
matter of sides. All I say is that the Opposition will cordially vote for the motion
of the honorable member for Williamstown,
which is in favour of self-government, or
" home rule" as it is called for Ireland, but
'1 do not say that the members on the
Ministerial side of the House will not vote
for it also. This, however, I submit, proves
that we are not actuated hy any feeling of
hostility towards Ireland. To say that we
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would object to an address which merely
asked for home rule for Ireland is absurd.
It is because the language in the document
in question cannot be interpreted in any
other way than as being seditious that we
are compelled to take up the attitude in
regard to it which we have taken. The
honorable members who have signed the
document could have cleared themselves
entirely-and they can do so still-by a
simple frank avowal that they did not know
its contents at the time, or that they signed
it in a moment of haste. I am sure that
the House would extend the utmost consideration to any avowal of the kind. When
the honorable member for Dalhousie made
some statements about the document-halting though they were-and expressed
his loyalty to the Queen, his remarks were
received with cheers, and every encouragement was given to him to go on, and put
an end to this unhappy business. But did
the honorable member go on ? No ; he
sat down after endeavouring to vindicate
and justify the document. And everyone
of the signatories who has addressed the
House has attempted to justify the document, except the honorable member for
Villiers (Mr. Toohey), and even he did not
explicitly condemn it. Before concluding
my observations, I desire to allude to what
seems to me to be the most serious feature
of this very serious affair, namely, the
statement made by the honorable m~mber
for Ballarat East (Mr. Brophy) and by the
Premier with reference to the education
which they are impartini' to their sons. I
find that they are not satisfied with giving
them what I may term a general education in
liberal principles-teaching them that every
people have the right to self-government
and are justified in working for it by constitutional means-but they are training them
in a belief that Ireland has suffered wrongs,
and that they should try to secure for it
self-government. It seems that they are to
be brought up, not as young Victorians, but
as members of another nationality altogether; in fact, that a young Ireland is to
grow up in the midst of a young Victoria. We want no such distinction. We
do not want the youth of this colony
educated in the belief that Ireland is the
only wronged country in the world-the'
only country in which the struggle for ,selfgovernment has to be carried on. We
want a broader education than that--an
education more applicable to the situation in
which we find ourselves, and will find ourselves in the future. If the education of a.
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· portion of the youth of this colony is based
on the traditions of the racial feuds of the
old world, it will be the beginning of very
serious national, social, political, and religious disturbances. . We do not want those
old-world hatreds transplanted to this new
soil, or sown in the minds of young Victorians. If such feuds are to be continued,
I hope that bhey will exist far awa,y from
our own shores. Instead of imparting an
education which will sow dissensions and
disunion amongst us, I trust that we will
endeavour to present the spectacle of a
united nation, not fostering rebels or traitors,
but devoting itself to its own development
in the beat and fittest manner.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I desire to withdraw
what I may call the interim proposition of
" the previous question." When I moved
it, I was under the impression that I could
not propose an amendment on a motion if the
terms of the amendment were almost identi· cal with those of the motion, and I therefore
moved the previous question in order that I
might subsequently submit the amendment
· which I read to the House as a substantive
motion. However, as I now understand that
· I can move it as· an amendment on the
motion of the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson), I will adopt that
· course. I therefore now ask leave to with· draw the previous question. (" No" from
the opposition benches.)
Mr. KERFERD.-Ihope that honorable
members will allow the previous question to
be withdrawn. I think that the leader of
the Opposition ought to assist the House
in the difficulty.
Mr. BERRY.-':'Any honorable member
can object to the withdrawal of the previous
question.
Mr. KERFERD.-No doubt; but the
leader of the Opposition can exercise the
influence which he possesses with his party,
and I hope that he will induce those members
who object to the withdrawal of the previous
question to waive their objection. The.
honorable member for Warrnambool has
explained that he consulted very experienced
persons, and that he was advised that he
must move the previous question before he
could propose the amendment on the motion
of the honorable member for Castlemaine
(Mr. Patterson) which he desires to move.
The SPEAKER.-I know of no rule
which prevented an amendment being proposed on the motion of the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson)
without the previous question being moved.
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I will be glad to hear any argu1hent bearing
on the case.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I desire to accept the
whole responsibility of having moved the
previous question. I did so because I
understood that was the course which I must
adopt in the first instance ; but as I am now
assured that the substantial proposition,
which I want to submit to the House, can
be moved as an amendment on the motion
of the honorable member for Castlemaine,
I prefer to adopt that course.
Mr. KERFERD.-I hope that honorable members will allow the previous question to be withdrawn, and that the House
will come to some unanimous resolution.
The decision of the House, as a representative body, will only carry weight in
proportion as it approaches unanimity. It
appears to me that a good deal of difficulty
has arisen from honorable members mixing
up two questions, which are to a great extent distinct and separate. There is a very
pronounced public opinion out.of.doors condemning the address which has given rise
to this debate. The address purports to
come from one section of this communityfrom the Irish people of Victoria-but,
from my knowledge of the Irish people of
Victoria, I venture to say that no greater
libel could be perpetrated upon. them than
to say that such a document emanated from
them as a body. The members of this
House represent the whole of the people of
Victoria, and I am sure that if we arrive at
any resolution which shows a divided opinion
asto this document it will not give satisfaction
to the country. I listened with the greatest
attention to a portion of the speech of the
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry),
and I cannot dissent from the statements he
made. This remark will apply also to the
speech of the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson), and I am sure that
the speech of the honorable member for
Warrnambool met with approbation on all
sides of the House. Under these circumstances, would it not be wise for us to at
once frame such a resolution as would receive the unanimous assent of the House,
which is necessary in o;rder that it may
carry with it full force and effect? This is
the first question. The other affects the
corporate honour of the House; but it is
altogether distinct from the question of
whether we ought to adopt a resolution
repudiating the sentiments contain~d in
the address. I agree with the motion of
the honorable member for Castlemaine in
spirit, i.u letter, and in substance; . but
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I do not approve of placing 011 our records words which will degrade five members of the House for '.' all time to come. I
have been informed, and I believe, that
the address was signed by those five members
without that consideration which, if they had
known the consequences that would follow
from their act, they would have given the
matter. If they had duly considered what
they were asked to do, in all probability
their signatures would not have been
appended to the document. But for this
House to send home an address stating that
certain members have signed a document
which the House repudiates because it regards it as treasonable would be to cast
a reflection upon the Legislature of the
colony. Weare unanimous in our loyalty
to the Throne; we have always shown ourselves to be so. If the people of the colony
were polled, there would be an overwhelming
vote in condemnation of the language used in
the document in question. I agree with the
honorable member for Portland that there
are very few persons indeed who hold the
views which it expresses, and which he has
described as bordering on lunacy. I believe
that the whole of the people of this country
are loyal to the Throne, and that they are
anxious at the present time to strengthen
the hands of those statesmen in the mother
country who have a very serious social
problem to solve. We have not got the
materials to d.eal with it even if we were
called upon to do so.
Mr. LONGMORE.-It will have to be
solved here in the next generation.
Mr. KERFERD.-I hope that neither
I nor my children will ever see such unfortunate troubles in this country as have now
to be grappled with in Ireland. We Victorians, at all events, enjoy the blessings of
a free Constitution, without any restraint
whatever. The 1st section of our Constitution Act gives this Legislature the power
to make laws in and for Victoria in all
cases whatever. Vve are as free and independent as if we ,were under a separate flag,
and yet we are as much attached to the
mother country and as proud of our con':
nexion with her a.s we could be even if the
colony were joined to Land's End in England. I feel just as much an Englishman
as I would do if I resided in England. I
am proud of my native country, and of her
free institutions. I submit that we will not
do ollrselYes justice, as the representatives of
the people of Victoria, if we are divided in
opinion as to the course we should take in
regard to the matter now before the House.
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The address in question has been condemned
by the press and by the public generally
throughout the colony. The people want
their representatives in Parliament to repudiate the sentiments contained in the address, and we shall not be doing our duty
unless we unanimously pass a resolution
declaring that we have no sympathy with
such sentiments. I therefore trust that the
previous question will be allowed to be
withdrawn, and that the House will then so
amend the motion of the honorable member
for Castlemaine that we may with one voice
carry a resolution which will fairly and adequately represent the feeling of the country.
Mr. R. CLARK.-Mr. Speaker, I desire
to know if the previous question is withdrawn?
The SPEAKER. - Some honorable
members have objected to its withdrawal.
Mr. MUNRO.-There is no objection to
its withdrawal.
Mr. R. CLARK.-The members who
objected are not now present. I believe
that there really is no objection to the course
which the honorable member for Warrnambool desires to take.
The SPEAKER.-Some members of the
Opposition objected to the withdrawal of
the previous question, and I do not feel
justified in allowing that proposition to be
withdrawn in their temporary absence from
the chamber, unless the leader of the Opposition assures me that they do not now
object to its withdrawal.
Mr. PEARSON.-Mr. Speaker, I protest strongly against the doctrine of the
honorable member for Portland that, if the
motion of my honorable colleague is carried,
it must necessarily be followed by the expulsion of those honorable members who
have signed the docum~nt in question. An
honorable member may be guilty of an
offence which the House is bound to take
notice of, and yet it may not be necessary
to visit that offence with the severest
penalty. Different statements. have been
made by the members who have signed the
address. The honorable member for Ripon
gave us a dissertation on the wrongs of
Ireland instead of a disavowal of the sentiments expressed in the address; but the
honorable member for Dalhousie made an
ample statement of his own views, which I
think must have satisfied the House. The
matter is therefore placed in a different positionfrom what it occupied in the first insta.nce,
and I will suggest that perhaps the best
course to take will be to adopt the motion
of my honorable colleague, with the om.ission
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of the names of the five members signing
the address. The House does not want to
mark individual members j on the other
hand, I would not like the House to commit
itself to a statement that it accepted their
e~pression of loyalty when one amongst them
has certainly not expressed any loyalty,
beyond a vague indication that, in a great
necessity, he would extend to the Queen a
sympathy which I presume he would extend
to any woman under similar circumstances.
Mr. MUNRO.-He said he was thoroughly loyal.
Mr. PEARSON.-I think it was an
expression of loyalty qualified by some other
statements. However, what is really required is a very strong disavowal on the part
of the House of any sympathy with the
document itself. We must bear in mind
that the English Government are dealing
with three Irelands. There is the Ireland
proper, having a population who are maddened bywrongs more orless real-partly no
doubt sentimental-and who are not in a
position to understand the measures of conciliation adopted towards them; there is
the Ireland of America, whose population
is more or less hostile, largely intermixed
with foreign elements affected by a certain
old hostility towards England; and there
is the Ireland of the colonies, from whom
any address will speak with tremendous
authority. The Irishmen in this colony
have been treated with the most perfect
equality. They have enjoyed the protection
of the laws equally with Englishmen and
Scotchmen j and in the distribution of public offices they have, perhaps, obtained more
than their fair share. There is every reason
to believe that they would not exchange their
present position even for home rule in Ireland.
We cannot undervalue the authoritative
expressions either of disaffection or loyalty
on the part of Irishmen in the colonies.
The House, I think, has great reason to
complain of the action of the Government
in this matter, and particularly of the action
of the leader of the House. My honorable colleague gave the Premier every
chance of taking the initiative in the
matter. There was no desire whatever to
humiliate the Government. In the first
instance, a question was asked the honorable gentleman which ought to have suggested to him that, occupying as he does
the responsible position of adviser to Her
Majesty's representative in this country, it
was his duty to put himself at the head of
a movement, whieh he must have known
was bound to take definite form, to express
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the loyalty of the House and to repUdiate
the language of this address to the people
of Ireland. If the news were to go to
England that a debate had taken place on
the document in the Victorian Parliament,
and that no definite resolution had been
arrived at, I think that people at home
would strangely misconceive our loyalty.
As it is, I am afraid they may imagine
that the Government of the colony is headed
by a gentleman who stands almost alone
amongst our public men in n,ot sharing
those feelings of loyalty which find spontaneous utterance almost everywhere else.
I do not think that the leader of the House
ought to- have devolved upon any of his
friends or partisans, however powerful they
ml;1y be, the duty of bringing forward a
motion on this subject. However, it is for
the House to pass that over, and see if it
cannot agree as to the resolution which it
will adopt.
Mr. MUNRO.-The Premier is not the
leader of the House. The leader is there
(pointing to the Ministerial corner).
Mr. PEARSON.-In that case, the
sooner we get the nominal leader changed
into the real leader the better it will be for
the position which the colony will occupy
in the eyes of the old country. There is
likely to be a strange misconception by the
people of England when they find that the
highest personage in Victoria is advised by
a gentleman who cannot even be trusted to
guide this House in formulating its sentiments of loyalty. -I will conclude by urging
my friends very strongly to allow the honorable member for VVarrnambool to withdraw
the proposition which, it appears, he moved
by mistake, and then I hope that honorable
members on the Ministerial side of the
House will agree to accept the motion of
my honorable colleague, with the omission
of the names of those honorable members who
have signed the address.
Mr. FRANCIS.-The honorable member
who has just resumed his seat is under a
misapprehension if he supposes that I desire
to withdraw the previous question in order
to accept the motion of the honorable member
for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson).
Mr. FRASER.-Sir, I feel a little bit
angry at the action of some of those with
whom I have been associated for many years.
When I came to the House this evening, the
honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson) had not the slightest idea that
I intended to second his motion. I seconded
it because I saw no one else rising to do so,
and because I could not be a party to this
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Assembly of 86 members allowing such a
motion to go without a seconder. I do not
think that any apology is required for
seconding it. Amendment after amendment
could have been moved on the motion, and,
therefore, I am annoyed that the previous
question has been proposed by an honorable' member on this (the Ministerial)
side of the House, because I agree with
the honorable member for Castlemaine that
moving the previous question is shelving
the matter. ("Hear," and "No.") I
know no reason why it should have been
moved except, to shelve the question. I
hope the honorable member for Castlemaine
and the leader of the Opposition will
use their influence to get those honorable
members who have objected to the withdrawal
of the previous question to consent to it
being withdrawn. The address which forms
the subject of the motion proposed by the
honorable member for Castlemaine has been
signed by members of the House for whom
I have the highest respect, but I am not
going to allow even old and long-standing
friendship to induce me to quietly remain in
my seat and allow such a document to be
sent to the old country without making any
protest against it. The Imperial authorities
are quite capable of dealing with the grievances which are said to exist in Ireland
without the interference of any section of the
Australian community. And here let me
say that" I do not agree with some of the
things which Mr. Gladstone has done in regard to Ireland. I believe that he has confiscated 30 per cent. of the estates throughout Ireland without any proper reason. I
do not pretend to be thoroughly acquainted
with Irish history-I have too much to
do in other matters to be able to post
myself up in history-but, as far as I
can gather, the wrongs which the people of
Ireland suffered under at one time no longer
exist. But, in any case, why should we
raise angry passions amongst ourselves
about affairs in Ireland? No Irishman in
this country can say that he has any grievance unless, perhaps, it be in connexion
with the Education Act j and if there are
any complaints to be made against that
Act, let them be dealt with on their merits.
I think that this House cannot do less
than give an emphatic expression of its disapprobation of the address which has been
sent to the people of Ireland. I hope that
the House will be unanimous on the subject,
and that the resolution will be a warning to
those who have signed the document. I
think it would redound to the credit of
Mr. Fraser.
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honorable members who signed the address
if they all repudiated the language used in
the document, as I understand that some of
them have done.
Mr. McKEAN.-Theysigneditthoughtlessly, and they have expressed their regret.
That is enough.
Mr. FRASER.-Well, if they don't
regret it, they ought to be made to do so,
or suffer the consequences. These are my
sentiments. I hope that the previous ques-tion will be allowed to be withdrawn, in
order that the motion of the honorable
member for Castlemaine may be amended.
I am very loath indeed to see a resolution
passed mentioning the names of any members of the House. If I had had any idea
that it was the intention of any honorable
member on the Ministerial side of the House
to submit such a motion as the honorable
member for Warrnambool has intimated his
intention to propose, I would not have
seconded the motion of the honorable mem- '
ber for Castlemaine.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-Mr. Speaker,
the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson) gave notice of his motion without consulting any members on this (the
opposition) side of the Chamber. This
surely is sufficient to dispose of the charge
that it was brought forward as a' party"
question. Personally, I would have much
preferred the motion if it had not included
the names of the honorable members who
have signed the address j but the action
taken by the honorable member for Warrnambool to-night has made the question a
party one. I can quite understand the
honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Fraser),
who seconded the motion of the honorable
member for Castlemaine, expressing surprise
at the action taken by the honorable member
for Warrnambool. Tha t honorable member
could, if he liked, have moved an amendment which would have been accepted by
both sides of the House j but" instead of
doing that, he introduced party politics into
a question of this kind.
Mr. FRANCIS.-How?
"Mr. RICHARDSON.-By moving the
previous question.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I desire to withdraw it.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-The honorable
member now seeks to withdraw it j but will
not the honorable member admit that when
he moved the previous question he did so for
a party purpose?
Mr. FRANCIS.-No.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-Was there no
arrangement with other honorable members
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that it should be moved? The honorable
member will not deny that.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I beg to assure the
honorable member that the sole reason why
I moved the previous question was that I
was informed, and accepted the statement,
that there could not be half-a-dozen propositions before the House at one time-that
it was necessary that the previous question
should be carried before I could b.ring forward the proposition which I desired to submit.
Mr. OFFICER.-I also desire to make
a personal explanation. In seconding the
previous question, I had no intention whatever of shelving the real matter at issue. So
far from that being the case, I wish the
House to place on record its disapproval of
the sentiments expressed in the address.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I do not say
that the honorable member for Warrnambool
and his friends seek to shelve the question,
but I say that there has been an arrangement, by caucus or by an understanding
amongst them, that it should be made a
party matter; and the previous question
has been moved in order that the motion
of the honorable member for Castlemaine may be defeated. I do not think
the honorable member for Warrnambool
will state that this is not the case. Then,
seeing the question has been made a party
one, in what position is the honorable
member for Warrnambool placed? He
must take the responsibility of supporting
the Government in voting against the motion
of the honorable member for Castlemaine.
There has been a great deal uttered to-night
about loyalty, and I have been told by honorable members that the honorable member
for Dalhousie has expressed to them his
regret for having signed a document displaying any symptoms whatever of disloyalty;
but I may remark that I have not heard the
honorable member say anything of the kind.
So far as he has spoken in this Chamber, I
understand him to hold to the opinions set
forth in the address, with the exception
of one or two statements in it which he
tried to explain away, but which he did not
succeed in explaining away. The honorable
member for Ripon is, however, in a different
position. He rather holds by the document
altogether, and says, in effect, that if he had
to sign it again he would do so; and I
cannot help t4inking that of the positions
respectively occupied by the two honorable
members, his is the most honorable; because,
believing what he did to be right, he is prepared to take the consequences of it. For
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my part, I would be sorry to have to vote for
a resolution naming the five honorable
members in question, but I cannot free them
from having signed a document that means
treason, no matter whether they meant
treason or not. My view is that they ought
to have known that the document they signed
was a treasonable one.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-It will be
read in Ireland as treasonable.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-There is no
doubt of that.. The honorable member for
Dalhousie takes exception to the contention
of the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) that Ireland's wrongs ought to be
righted only in a constitutional way, but I
reply that, in view of the action of the Land
League in preventing the payment of rent,
those who pay it being punished with
violence and murder, it is perfect nonsense
to tell us that the end in view is not to give
independence to Ireland. What did Mr.
Parnell say when lecturing in Cincinnati?
That Irishmen in Ireland and in the
United States would never be satisfied
until the last link connecting them with
England was broken. There can be no
doubt he then spoke the sentiments of the
Irish Land League, or that the address'
signed by the five honorable members ex·'
presses sympathy with those sentiments,
and offers encouragement in connexion with
them. If those honorable members were to
acknowledge now that when they appended
their names to that document they did
wrong, and that if they were called upon to
sign it over again they would not do so, the
case we have to deal with would be very different. They could then be excused, although
the document itself could not be excused,
because it can only be utterly condemned by
both the House and the country. Indeed,
if the House does not condemn it the country
will condemn the House. What is loyalty?
It is a sentiment or feeling we cannot well
describe, but we know that when a man is
loyal he is prepared to say 01' do or sacrifice
something for the object of his loyalty.
Well, am I to be told that any person who
signed that address or who gives any adhesion to it is prepared to do or sacrifice anything for the Queen of England or for the
English Government? No one who reads
the document can deny that the real meaning is rebellion-that its whole tone is immoral and revolutionary. I cannot help
blaming the honorable member for Warrnambool for the course he has taken. Had
he consulted the Speaker, he would have
been told that he could propose any number
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of amendments upon the motion of the honorable member for Oastlemaine, but still he
persisted in moving the previous question,
knowing well that its only effect would be
to shelve the motion. Now no honorable
member can be justified in attempting to
shelve the motion by making it a party one.
There was no intention on this (the opposition) side to make the matter a party one.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Oh!
Mr. RIOHARDSON. - Well, I have
the assurance of the honorable member for
Oastlemaine that he did not intend his
motion to be a party one. Honorable members in opposition were never consulted by
him on the subject. It is absurd to say that
we cannot, as a legislative chamber, condemn the address 00--. the same grounds on
which the country condemn it without doing
it for party purposes. Reference has been
made to the address having been drawn up in
connexion with the celebration of the Grattan
centenary, but ought we not to recollect that
Grattan was essentially a loyal man, and
that in none of his speeches can be found
language or sentiments like those that now
stand more or less associated with his name?
I wish also to remark upon the strange use
the honorable member for Ripon made of a
certain speech formerly delivered in this
Chamber by Mr. Higinbotham, who, being
now out of the region of politics, ought certainly to have no injustice done to him. The
honorable member quoted certain statements
made by Mr. Lowe, Mr. Bright, and Mr.
Gladstone, and compared them with the
contents of the address, but will he allow
me to point out one radical difference between those statements and this document,
and that very much the same thing may be
said of the former remarks of Mr. Higinbotham? When Mr. Lowe, Mr. Bright, and
Mr. Gladstone spoke the language ascribed
to them, they did so as members of the
House of Commons legislating for the
people of Ireland, Ireland being represented
in that Ohamber.
Mr. LO;NGMORE.-Itis misrepresented
there.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-It has a larger
share of representation there than Scotland
has, and the honorable gentlemen whose
words have been quoted were perfectly
justified in discussing Irish questions there,
but it is not the province of this House to
do anything of the kind. What have we
to do with Ireland? Why is the subject
introduced among us? On a former occasion, when the honorable member for Geelong wanted to get a particular something
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in connexion with Ireland appended to a
vote of this House, how was he met? Did
not the honorable member for Belfast
at once say-" What have we to do with
Ireland?" Oddly enough, we are now asked
from the same quarter-the Ministerial
corner-to take no notice of the disloyalty
in this address.
Mr. FRANOIS.-But I want to withdraw the motion for the previous question.
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-The honorable
member did not want to withdraw it until
he had made the question a party one.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I have not considered
the matter in the light of a party question.
How could I do so when three of the honorable members concerned sit in opposition,
while the other two sit on the Ministerial
side? That my motion was a party one has
been distinctly denied by myself and the
honorable member who seconded it.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-The only inference to be drawn is that the honorable
member for Warrnambool wishes to add to
his party the three honorable members in
opposition to whom he alludes. Let me
here mention that I am very glad to see
the honorable member again in his place in
this Ohamber. I was very sorry to think
that one who had sat here for so long and
done good service to the country, and,
doubtless, will do more, although that can
hardly be expected from him while he sits
where he does-Mr. FRANOIS.-I cannot be worthy of
the approbation of the honorable member
when he refuses to take my personal assurance that in moving my motion I was
actuated by no party motive.
Mr. MUNRO.-The fact is the honorable member for Warrnambool made a
mistake.
Mr. FRANCIS.-To a certain extent
I admit I did.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-If the previous
question is withdrawn, will the resolution
proposed by the honorable member for
Castlemaine be can-ied ?
Mr. FRANOIS.-That does not at all
follow. I have stated what my object was.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I don't want to
misrepresent any honorable member, or,
indeed, to prolong the debate in any way.
I simply feel strongly that no step should
be taken to prevent the expression by
the House of strong condemnation of any
treasonable address like that in question
being sent from this country in a shape
likely to commit us in any degree to its
contents.
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Mr. R. CLARK.-Sir, I thought the
House was about to come to an amicable
settlement, but, instead of that, a number of
us in the Ministerial corner now find ourselves charged with something we altogether
disavow. We were never consulted by the
honorable member for Warrnambool as to
Iris motion j and, as soon as he resumed his
seat after moving it, I told him he had made
a great mistake. Other honorable members
beside myself-the honorable member for
Rodney (Mr. Fraser), and the honorable
member for East Melbourne (Mr. Zox), for
instance-do not at all believe in the question
being shelved in any way or form. If any
honorable member has attempted to make
the matter a party one, the honorable member who has just resumed his seat did so.
For my part, although I would regret to see
a permanent reflection cast upon the loyalty
of any honorable member, I cannot help noticing that only two of the honorable members
who signed the address have offered the
House any assurance of their loyalty. What
I want is not that there should be any question of the loyalty of either side of the House,
but that the corporate honour of the Chamber
should be sustained. Again, behind everytIring we have to consider the corporate
honour of the country. I would very much
like to have heard each of the five members
who signed the address get up and state
fairly that he did so under a misapprehension.
Several HONORABLE MEMBERs.-They
have said so.
Mr. R. CLARK.-Yes, but not on the
floor of the House. Certainly, the honorable member for Dalhousie made a fair
statement when he disavowed all want of
loyalty to the British Throne, while, as for
the honorable member for Ripon, although
what he said at one time went a long way
to counterbalance what he said at another
time, I know so thoroughly that his bark is
worse than his bite, that I am inclined to
accept even his explanation. After all, what
objection can there be to the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson)
striking the names out of his motion ?
Mr. BERRY.- Would the honorable
member accept it in that shape?
Mr. R. CLARK.-I cannot say as much
now, whatever I might say if the previous
question was allowed to be withdrawn. Unquestionably I am extremely loath to place
upon the records of the country a resolution permanently reflecting upon five
honorable members who, to say the least,
are personal friends of my own. I consider
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that to carry the motion of the honorable
member for Castlemaine, amended in the
way I indicate, would fully and perfectly
maintain and preserve the loyal character
of the Legislative Assembly.
Mr. BARR.-Sir, I am perfectly sure
that had the honorable members whose
nallles appear at the foot of the address, at
once, instead of defending their position,
disclaimed any want of loyalty, the debate
would not have lasted half-an-hour. For
myself, I may say that while I have a high
personal respect for each of those honorable members, I still more highly respect
the honour of tIris Chamber. Under these
circumstances, how can I, for one, as suggested by the motion of the honorable member for Warrnambool, pass over the Ministry
declining to take any action whatever with
regard to the address, and agree to let the
whole matter alone? There are one or two
points in the document I wish to draw particular attention to. For instance, I would
ask the honorable member for Dalhousie to
reconcile Iris professions of loyalty with his
adoption of language like the following : "The unexampled moral courage and patience
you are displaying, the extraordinary personal
sacrifices you are making, and the great social
and political reform you are· effectin g-all prove
that you possess in an eminent degree. those
qualities which should enable you to win back
your plundered rights. . . . Your self-reliance, indomitable courage, and perseverance
are regarded with admiration and pride by your
kindred abroad. The manifestation of these
virtues, so conspicious in your calm unyielding
resistance to coercion, strengthens the strong
claim you have on us for support. The prudence
and firmness with which you are acting is an
assurance to us that the victory will soon reward
your heroic constancy."

Can the honorable member see anything in
these words but approval of the anarchy
and disorder that has prevailed in Ireland
during the last two years? Do they breathe
anything but approbation of the deeds of
rapine, murder, and terrorism which have
disgraced the country during that period?
Is there a single sentence that does not
endorse rather than condemn those deeds?
Yet who would defend dashing out the
brains of infants? Is that sort of thing
" calm unyielding resistance to coercion" ?
How can the honorable members who signed
the address consistently justify the document and yet parade their loyalty? I
could understand their saying that when
they gave their names they believed, without reading the document, that it simply
embodied the resolution adopted at the
Grattan meeting, and that they altogether
abhorred the atrocious murders and other
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crimes that are now staining the history of
Ireland, but not one of them has ventured
upon' a statement of that kind. It is
impossible for them, while they take their
present stand, to dissociate themselves from
the wicked deeds now daily perpetrated in
their native country. Of course I don't
charge them with complicity in the dreadful
murders we have heard of, but, until it is
possible to find a jury in Ireland willing to
convict the murderers, the whole Irish
nation must bear the blame. So far from
any of the honorable members making a
straightforward disavowal of the language
of the address, I have heard one of them
say that, except in his capacity as a
member of the House, he would sign the
document again to-morrow. Yet it practically justifies what every loyal subject must
intensely abhor. I consider that the head
of the Government having, by refusing to
take action in the present matter, failed in
his duty, it was only natural that the business should fall into other hands; . and
that, unless we carry the resolution the
honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson) has proposed, we shall place
ourselves in a highly unsatisfactory position
before the country.
Mr. ZOX.-Mr. Speaker, whatever were
the motives of the honorable member for
Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) in bringing forward this resolution, honorable members on
all sides must agree that he then merely did
his duty. Undoubtedly not 5 per cent. of
the population of Victoria could be found to
agree in any way with the language of the
address the five honorable members signed.
At the same time, some of those members,
including the honorable member for Dalhousie, have expressed their regret in unmistakable terms for having given their names
to the document.
Mr. BERRY.-Certainly not.
Mr. ZOX.-Well, the honorable member
for Dalhousie is in his place, and can say
whether I put a wrong construction upon
the words he used.
Mr. DUFFY.-What I meant to say is
that there are expressions in the address of
which I do not approve, aud that, if I had
written the document, I would be extremely
sorry. If I had thought there was any disloyalty to the Queen in it, I certainly would
not have signed it.
Mr. ZOX.-What more can be wanted
from the honorable member? No doubt he
has been taught a very serious lesson, namely,
not under any circumstances to append his
name to a document without knowing its
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contents. Each of the other honorable mem.
bel'S has expressed regret for the action he
took except the hO.norable member for Ripon,
who, to-night, as well as on a former occasion,
uttered sentiments disgraceful to any British
Legislature. I will point out that, when
that honorable member talked about the
Throne of England not being founded on
righteous laws, he is personally a standing
proof that it is founded on very lenient laws.
I am sure that had he uttered in any other
country than one under British rule the
language he has used in this Chamber, he
would be made to suffer most severely.
Indeed he ought to thank his lucky stars
most gratefully that he is governed by the
laws that do govern him. I am not afraid,
as far as this country is concerned, that the
address will do very much harm, but I most
deeply regret that any honorable member of
the Legislative Assembly of Victoria appended his signature to it, because there is
a very strong feeling abroad on the subject.
Indeed, one or two deputations have waited
on me to suggest that some public action
should be taken with respect to it; but I
have always said that the loyalty of the
colony is so unmistakable that there is no
need to vindicate it in that way. As for
the real feeling of the colony towards Ireland, was it not completely shown a year or
two back, when Victorians generally were
called upon to assist that country in her distress ? Was not the response a noble one? I
also deeply regret the contention of the honorable member for Creswick (Mr. Richard.
son), that the present question must be fought
out as a party one. Who, but he, wants to
make the matter one of party? Is it not
felt in every corner of the House that it
would be a disgrace to us to allow the
address in question, framed as it is, and
expressing the sentiments it does, to go
home without a strong protest from the
colony as a whole? It is all very well to
say that the offensive parts of the document
only refer to past events, but that theory
cannot really be maintained. However,
I do not want to touch upon the affair
in that aspect. I can acquit four out
of the five members concerned of any want
of loyalty to the British Crown, although
I cannot altogether acquit the honorable member for Ripon. I am sure that,
were he really loyal, he would never take
up his present position. In the first
place, he would be glad to avow loyalty,
and, secondly, he would never attempt to
shelter himself under the language formerly
used under different circumstances by Mr.
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Higinbotham. My impression is that Mr.
Higinbotham must now most thoroughly
regret having ever used words that gave the
smallest shelter to the honorable member
for Ripon. Everything considered, I hope
the amendment will be carried. I for one
don't desire that the honorable members
who signed the address should be punished
too severely, though I think they should be
shown that they committed a great error
which might have brought the country into
very great disrepute. At the same time I
am sure that, after the expressions of loyalty
we have heard to-night, the address that has
gone home will prove no detriment to the
fair fame of this our adopted country.
Mr. McCOLL.-Sir, I wish to say that
. my sympathies have ever been with Ireland .
and the wrongs she has suffered. Indeed
I believe I am the only Protestant member of this Chamber who has during a very
long' period advocated the autonomy of
Ireland, and with voice and pen aided the
Irish in their agitation for bringing about
the various reforms they have obtained
during the past forty years. As I said
once before, my teacher was Hugh Miller,
one of whose ablest papers claimed for
Ireland a Parliament for the management
of 'her own affairs. The honorable member
for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) may well
be' proud of the action he has taken, becriuse no sooner did he strike the note than
it was echoed aU over the colony-by every
newspaper in it, whether radical or conservative. Indeed the remarks of the honorable
member for Belfast complete the justification
of the honorable member for Castlemaine, because until he spoke not a word was said
on the subject on the Ministerial side of the
House. My idea is that now we have the
matter before us we should, as one man, put
our foot down, and not lift it again until we
have sent forth an expression of opinion that
will set us right with the rest of the empire.
At the same time, I don't suppose the
address that has gone home from this
colony will do much harm, unless it can be
shown that this House is willing to homologate the illegal action now adopted in
Ireland. Indeed, I rejoice that this discussion has arisen, because our children will be
taught by it that the wrongs of Ireland have
been caused, not by its connexion with England-with a country that is the glory of
the world-but by the landlordism existing
within its community. Let our children be
warned never to allow such a system to
take root here. It is of no good our meeting
matters of the present kind in a milk and
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water way. The proposal of the honorable
member for Warrnambool may be in
accordance with his kind heart, but it is not
sufficient for the purpose. What we have
to do now is to speak with no uncertain
sound. While I have no wish that the
names of the five honorable members who
signed the address should be mentioned in
the resolution we adopt, we are bound to"
make it clear that loyalty to the Throne is
as present in the heart of everyVictorian asit
is in that of the inhabitant of any part of
the United Kingdom.
Mr. FISHER.-Sir, as matters have
proceeded so far, I think it is absolutely
necessary that this House should take some
definite action, as a House, in this matter.
Possibly it would have been better if the
honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson) had omitted the names of the
five honorable members mentioned in his
motion, but in any case the honorable member for Warrnambool made a mistake, as he
himself has admitted, in moving the previous
question. I would be the last to wish to see
those honorable members humiliated either in
the House or before the country, but I must
say at the same time that if any humiliation
does come to them they will to a great
extent have to thank their own conduet in
the House for bringing about that result.
I think they might have very well made a
frank confession of the mistake they have
committed. I would not be one who would
require them to come forward" with bated
breath and whispering humbleness," but I
would have liked to see a manlyacknowledgment on their part of their mistake
in having, in an inadvertent way, put
their names to a document of which this
House and the whole of this countryand I venture to say those honorable
members themselves-are ashamed. The
loyalty of this country is undoubted. We
may not, as they do in Canada, according to Mr. Forbes, wind up all our public
meetings by singing t.he National Anthem,
but deep-seated in the Victorian breast is
the high sentiment of loyalty, and it isimperative on this House, by a resolution of the
most stringent character, to proclaim to the
world the sentiments of the people of this
,country. I maintain that it is the duty of
the Premier, the leader of this House, to
make some move in the direction of vindicating the honour of the House. The
members of the Government have been
silent all the evening, but I call upon the
Premier even now to come to the aid of the
House. I cannot see why even at this
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stage the Premier should not be the one to
request the honorable member fo'r Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson) to allow the amendment of the honorable member for Warrnambool to be withdrawn for the purpose of
having the original motion carried without
the names of the five members. I should
like to see the House led by the Premier in
carrying such a' resolut.ion, but, in any case,
I hope the House will pass some resolution
which will satisfy not only the honour and
dignity of the Ohamber, but the loyal feelings
of the inhabitants of this country.
Mr. MACGREGOR.-I do not wish to
detain the House at this late hour, but I
cannot as a Scotchman, and as a Victorian,
allow this question to pass without saying
a few words. I did hope that when we
landed in this colony of Victoria we would
have left behind us the prejudices of either
England, Ireland, or Scotland. I am very
sorry to find at this stage of our history a
firebrand thrown down amongst us to
create discord in this peaceful community.
The honorable member for Belfast struck
the right key-note when he spoke of English, Scotch, and Irish joining to work out
a grand destiny for this colony under a Constitution which gives us freedom equal to
that enjoyed in any other part of the
world. Surely, in these days of peace, we
should not find such a document as that
which is now in question signed by five
members of this House, and sent to the
people of Ireland from the Irishmen of
Victoria. We have heard of "the wrongs
of Ireland," but I could speak of the
wrongs of Scotland which are quite equal to
them. I need not go back to the days
when Wallace and Bruce fought for the
independence of Scotland. I need only
point to the occasion when the Duke of
Sutherland gave orders that a number of
his tenantry should have their houses
pulled down above their heads and then
burned. On that occasion one member of
a family died from exposure to cold, and
the name of the Duke of Sutherland ran
through the length and breadth of Scotland as that of a cruel despot. But have
Scotchmen risen and shot the landlords on
account of the wrongs they have suffered at
their hands? No, they have sought to
ameliorate their condition by peaceful means.
Even at the present moment the tenant
farmers of Scotland are complaining from
one end of the country to the other because
they are rack-rented, but we hear of no
outrages from that country. My sympathies are with the people of Ireland in
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trying to get a reduction of their rents and
something like liberty with regard to the
soil. I consider that Mr. Gladstone is
taking a grand step in announcing that he
will give them a reduction of their rents,
and will use the funds of the disestablished
church for the purpose of buying the
land back from the landlords and giving
it to the tenants in fee simple. The
tenant farmers of Scotland !.lave wrongs
to redress like those of Ireland, but I
have yet to hear of a Scotohman lying
behind a hedge and shooting down a landlord.
They will seek their remedy by l~gal and const.itutional means. Another of the wrongs
of Scotland is the Established Ohurch. In
Scotland, there are two principal churches
-the Established Ohurch of Scotland and
the Free Church of Scotland. The latter
numbers, I dare say, more than half of the
inhabitants of the country, yet its members
have to pay taxes to maintain the Established
Church. That is a wrong which still exists
in Scotland, but which has been redressed
in Ireland. But what would be thought if
five Scotchmen in this Assembly were to
sign and send home to one of the leading
men in Scotland a document asking that
there should be a repeal of the union between
England and Scotland? They would be
looked upon as madmen not only in this
colony but in Scotland. If, in addition to
that, the Queen of England was spoken of
as a despot, the persons who signed such
a manifesto would be looked upon as
outcasts by their countrymen in Scotland,
from one end of the country to the other.
I do not wish to say much with regard to
the five members who signed the document
under discussion-a document which we must
all regard as treasonable-because I wish to
rise altogether above party feeling in this
matter. I will only say that those honorable members have, in my opinion, done a
serious wrong to this country, and to this
Assembly to which they belong. It is to be
presumed, when a man signs a document,
that he has carefully read it, and, if the honorable members concerned did not do so in this
case, they are still greatly to blame. The
honorable member for Dalhousie has made
some sort of an apology by saying that he
regretted some of the expressions contained
in the document, but it would have been
far more satisfactory if he had expressed
regret for signing the document as
a whole. I speak more in sorrow than in
anger with regard to the honorable member,
because I remember his father, Sir Charles
Gavan Duffy, as Speaker of this House, and
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highly esteem that gentleman. He rose
stage by stage in this colony until the
Queen bestowed the honour of knighthood upon him; and I am told that he is
about to receive additional honours in England. I am sure it will not be gratifying
news to him to learn that his son, the honorable member for Dalhousie, has signed
such a document as this. I will not speak
of the other. members concerned, because I
think enough has been said of them. The
only thing I desire is that the motion of the
honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson), or some similar motion, may be
passed unanimously by the House to give
expression to our loyalty to the Throne of
England, and to show that we have no
sympathy whatever with the document in
question, but that we are only desirouswhether Englishmen, Scotchmen, or Irishmen-of working out the destiny of this
country hand in hand, and endeavouring to
render it even a greater empire than the
Britain we have left behind. I have many
warm friends in this colony who are Irishmen, and I would be sorry indeed if anything
occurred to set class against class or to
interfere with the prosperity, progress, or
loyalty of the colony.
Mr. JAMES.-I think this debate has
been perfectly unique in parliamentary
history, because, although it was initiated
by a leading member of the Opposition,
and has been carried on from different parts
of the House, not a word has come from a
single member of the Government or any
of their immediate supporters. Not one of
the gentlemen on the Treasury bench, who
are supposed to be responsible for the good
conduct of members and the management
of the House, has dared to open his mouth
either for 01' against the motion of the
honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson). The country will be able to
form its opinion on such a course of conduct, and that opinion will be that the Premier is afraid to say a word on this subject.
I simply rose for the purpose of saying that
I entirely and cordially agree with the motion proposed by the honorable member for
Castlemaine, and I do not see how, in the
face of what has occurred, that motion can
be altered in the smallest degree. The
honorable member for Warrnambool has
asked us to accept an ,amendment, which
he intends to submit by-and-by, but if we
do so we shall be simply endorsing a lie,
because, although the honorable members
who signed this document have had an
ample opportunity of stating that they were
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sorry for what they had done, only one of
them has done anything of the kind. The
only honorable member who has made anything approaching an apology for his conduct
is the honorable member for Villiers and
Heytesbury (Mr. Toohey). I regard the
language used in the document as being
offensive to the Parliament and people of
this colony, and as being injurious to our
reputation in the mother country; and,
because the honorable members concerned
have been obdurate in not apologizing for
what they have done, I intend to vote for
the motion of the honorable member for
Castlemaine just as it stands.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN ..!!.....Sir, the honorable member for Ballarat East (Mr. James)
talks about my being afraid to speak on
this matter, but, as honorable members are
aware, this is the second time the subject
has been before the House, and on the last
occasion I stated, in answer to the question
put by the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson), that the Government intended to take no action with regard
to it. I think the result of the debate tonight shows that the House would have
acted wisely in adopting the same course.
(" No.") Some honorable members think
differently, but, when it is considered that
we have already lost two nights in discussing matters which are not of much concern
to this country, I think the public will say
that the view I took was the right one.
However, as it was the wish of the House
that this subject should take precedence of
Government business, the Government gave
it precedence.
They certainly take the
view that the amendment which has been
suggested by the honorable member for
W arrnambool is one which will meet the
wants of the House on the question, and
when the amendment is before the House I
will vote for it. I knew nothing at all
about the amendment until I heard it read in
the House, but I think it will commend itself
to honorable members, and if a similar proposition had been submitted by the honorable member for Castlemaine I think it
would have been unanimously passed by the
House. The motion of the honorable member, however, is unnecessarily offensive to
the honorable members whose conduct has
been called in question. I was sorry to
observe, too, that some honorable members
used what I may call threatening language to those honorable members as to
what would be done if such and such a
course was not followed by them. We have
heard this evening a disclaimer from the
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honorable member for Dalhousie of any disloyalty on his part, and a statement that
he disapproves of the expressions in the
document which. have been objected to.
The other night we had from him a similar
disclaimer, and a similar avowal of his
loyalty. The report in Hansa1'd of the debate
last week shows that, one after another,
the honorable members who signed the document rose in their places and protested their
loyalty in the strongest terms. I do not
know what more the House wants. The
language of the document, I admit at once,is
unwarrantable, unjustifiable, and deeply to
be regretted. But, as I understand, all that
this House has to do with the subject is
that certain members of the House signed
that document. We have had from those
honorable members an expression of their
regret and an avowal of their loyalty, and
what more does the House require? Does
it want to stigmatize those honorable members as disloyal? From my own knowledge of those honorable members-and I
have known them for many years-I can
assert that they are as loyal as any other
men in the House. and it would be a stretch
of power unworthy of the House if by any
action it attempted to brand them as disloyal, particularly as the circumstances of
the case are so familiar to honorable
members. It is well known that there was
no consideration or deliberation as to this
address. It was hastily signed, having
been inconsiderately drawn up by others.
. The honorable members themselves had
no part in drawing it up. They simply
signed it, taking for granted that it
was a moderate statement of their views
on the question of legislative independence for Ireland, and that it was a
document which could be signed by men
of all creeds and all nationalities-for I
believe that at the Grattan dinner there
were gentlemen of all creeds and nationalities present. Does the House want to push
the matter any further? Does it want to
brand those gentlemen who have declared
to the House in the strongest terms their
loyalty to the Throne as disloyal men ?
Mr. LONGMORE.-It wants to drive
some of them out.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I apprehend
that, whatever some honorable members
may desire, this House will not sanction a
course of that kind. The House does not
wish, when it is calm and collected, to press
harshly upon any individual member, and I
say the House ought to be satisfied with
the repeated declarations of loyalty on the
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part of the honorable members who have
committed this fault. I admit at once
that it was a fault to sign a document
containing those expressions, which were
unjustifiable and which were open to the
construction that honorable members have
placed upon them. I am perfectly sure,
however, that the construction which the
honorable members who signed the dOCJlment placed upon it when they saw it in
print afterwards is quite different from the
construction which some honorable members
have placed upon it. Both parties are
entitled to their own construction, and the
gentlemen who signed it are entitled to be
believed when they say they meant nothing
disloyal and do not wish to be charged with
disloyalty. Last week the honorable member for Villiers and Heytesbury (Mr.
Toohey) said.
"When I signed the document, I had no intention whatever of acquiescing in the slifhtest
sentiment of disloyalty to Her Majesty.
have
not now, and I never had, any idea of doing anything in act, word, or deed to show in any way
disloyalty to the Crown .. Indeed I yield to no
one in my desire to uphold the laws which support the Throne whenever any occasion for so
doing may arise, and I am ready at any moment
to take up arms in defence of Her Majesty's
interests in this colony against foreign invasion.
I would be one of the first to fight in such a
cause!'

Similar declarations of loyalty were made.by
the honorable member for the Wimmera (Mr.
O'Callaghan) and the other members concerned. No one doubts the loyalty of the
honorable member for Ripon and Hampden .
The honorable member may be considered to
hold extreme opinions upon some subjects, but
thatdl)es not affect his loyalty, which, besides,
hehas again proteElted to-night in the strongest manner. Really I think the House has
taken sufficient notice of the error that has
been committed by those honorable members, and that the matter should proceed
no further. If the honorable member for
Castlemaine would withdraw his motion,
and allow the House to pass the proposed
amendment of the honorable member for
Warrnambool, I think the whole circumstances of the case would be met, and the
public feeling of the country would be
satisfied. I doubt whether in the country
districts, where the people have not the advantage of seeing the reports of the proceedings of the House, the public are aware
that the honorable members concerned in
this matter last week individually protested
their loyalty. I think if that had been
sufficiently known the feeling which has
arisen in the country on tIllS subject' would
not ~ave sprung up, and I believe that when
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the country is seised of the fact that those
honorable 'members never designed or intended, in act, word, or deed, anything disloyal, it will be quite content if this House
passes a resolution condemning the objectionable sentiments embodied in the
document, and proceeds to transact the
business of the country.
Mr. MUNRO (who rose amidst cries
of "Divide") said-It is all very well for
honorable members to cry" Divide," but
'what is the cause of all these mistakes?
Simply that we have· not a Government in
this House that leads it. The honorable
member for Castlenraine (Mr. Patterson)
proposes a resolution; and the honorable
member for Warrnambool, who sits in the
.Ministerial corner, after consulting his own
friends-taking not the least notice of the
Government-brings forward an amendment. The House, in fact, is in the unfortunate position of having no Government
,or Premier to guide it. If the Premier
.really thought before as he thinks now on
this subject, it was his duty as leader of the
House to vindicate its corporate honour;
and, as soon as the honorable members in
question had given their apologies--although
I do not think they did so as frankly as
he makes out-he should have framed a .
resolution which this House would have
agreed to. All the waste of time and the,
misunderstandings have arisen from the
fact that the gentlemen who occupy the
positions of Ministers, and receive the pay
of Ministers, do not do the duty of Ministers;
that the Premier is not the leader of the
House, but that there is another leader, who
takes his seat in the Ministerial corner.
That unconstitutional state of things has
been going on night after night, and, as I
said at the beginning of the session, it is
impossible for any business to be done in a
proper manner while the honorable member
who ought to be the leader of the House is
not the leader of the House. The sooner
honorable members take their proper positions, and those who call themselves constitutionalists act in a constitutional manner,
the better it will be for the progress of
business. Personally I am perfectly satisfied with the expressions of regret and
loyalty of the honorable members who
signed the address. Nothing has occurred
in this colony for years ('oncerning which
such intense feeling has been aroused among
the public. The Premier spoke of the
feeling in the country districts, where the
people do not see the papers, but I can
assert that in the city of Melbourne there is
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a feeling of the utmost indignation about
this matter-a feeling that the country has
been disgraced. Because, no matter how
the thing may be whittled down, there is
an impression that this document expresses
approval of the atrocities that have occurred
in Ireland. The parties who commit those
atrocities disgrace the name of Ireland.
Will anyone approve of such acts as that
of the villains who hid behind a hedge and
shot an innocent lady coming from church?
Yet not a single person in Ireland can be
found to give information which would lead
to the arrest of those scoundrels, or of the
perpetrators of the numerous other crimes
that have been committed. Similar crimes,
it has been said, occur in other countries.
But even in Russia the criminals who
commit murders are caught and punished,
and, unless the sympathies of the people
were with, the criminals in Ireland, they
would be apprehended. That is the feeling
which ,is abroad, and I know that it is
damaging to Irishmen and to the cause of
Ireland. Such a document as that under
notice having been sent from this colony,
what we, as Victorians, have to do is to
express our condemnation of it, and, if we
had a Premier who was really the leader of
this House, the moment the document became public he would have taken action to
vindicate the corporate honour of the House,
and to show the people of Great Britain
that we have no sympathy with crime or
criminals.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Who dreams
such a thing?
Mr. MUNRO.-It is absolutely believed
in Melbourne, at the present moment, that
it was intended to send home in this docu.
ment an expression of approval of the crimes
that have been committed in Ireland.
Gentlemen, who a week ago were the warmest
political friends of the Premier, have told
me that they will never again give him
political support, because he did not take
propel' action in this matter. I trust we
will now settle this matter as quietly and
quickly as possible. I do not want any
vindictive course taken towards the honorable members who signed the document. I
believe they made a mistake, and that they
were led by their enthusiasm about Irish
matters on the occasion of a celebration to
sign, without due consideration, a document
which some one had written, and which they
were told it was proper for them to sign. I
believe that is really the state of the case;
but, as far as this House is concerned,
I think it is absolutely necessary for us,
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on behalf of tIlls country, to express our
thorough condemnation of the production.
lVIr. GARDINER.-Thereis one redeeming feature in connexion with the address
which was sent to the people of Ireland, and
that is that the name of no Victorian-born
member of this House is attached to it.
Indeed, I believe that the names appended
to the address are solely those of Irishmen.
Such being the case, I can easily understand
how, on behalf of the Irish race in this
colony, an address came to be sent to the
people of Ireland, who are undergoing
trouble at the present time. I accept, on
behalf of a portion of the people of this
colony-I refer especially to the younger
portion-the explanation of the honorable
members who signed the address that they
did not fully understand the nature of the
document when they put their names to it.
One great lesson which the descendants of
Irishmen may learn from the debate of this
evening is that crime cannot be carried on
without meeting with its just retribution;
and another lesson is that we don't want
the introduction here of the relics of old
feuds which have done so much harm to
countries across the seas. I trust also that
the debate will be a lesson to Young
Victoria; that it will stimulate the Victorian members of this House to unite in
the endeavour to make this a nation which
eventually will take a foremost place in the
world. An eminent Australian statesman,
who is now visiting Europe, predicted, on
his departure from New South Wales, that
ten years hence there would arise under a
southern sun a nation able to hold its own
with the older countries of the world; but
I am satisfied that prediction will not be
realized if we countenance the introduction
here of those prejudices of creed and country
and those class cries which have done so
much injury in the northern hemisphere. I
trust that, after the explanations which have
been made, this question will be settled so that
no stigma shall rest upon the members who
signed the address we have been discussing.
Mr. LA URENS.-I hope the motion
for the previous question will be withdrawn.
Honorable members are placed in rather an
awkward position when they are asked to
vote upon a question which appears to have
110 meaning.
I am sorry some arrangement has not been arrived at between the
honorable member for Warrnambool and
the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson) so that there might have been
som.ething approaching a unanimous vote
on this occasion; and particularly as a
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general desire has been expressed on both
sides that no open countenance should be
given to what are esteemed the objectionable
phrases in the address.

Mr. P ATTERSON.-The question is in
a nutshell. Honorable members who desire
to vote for my motion will vote with the
" Ayes" when the l)revious question is put;
and honorable members who desire to shelve
the matter will vote with the " Noes." If
the" Ayes" are in a majority, I have no
objection to go the length of erasing the
names mentioned in my motion, but I can
go no further.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I do not desire to be
put in a false position by the remarks of the
honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson). I desire to record my vote
against the sentiments contained in the
document we have been discussing; but I
don't wish by any use of the forms of Parliament to be compelled afterwards to vote
for a motion containing a direct censure by
name upon five members of this House. The
honorable member for Castlemaine says that
if the question" That the question be now
put" be resolved in the affirmative, he is
willing to amend his motion by striking out
the names. But it will be out of the power
of the· honorable member then to do anything of the kind, because, if the House resolves "That the question be now put," the
motion must thereupon be put without opportunity being afforded for amendment or
further remark. If the honorable member
for Castlemaine is willing to amend his motion by omitting the names, he ought to do
that before the House proceeds to vote on
the motion for the previous question.
Mr. FRANCIS.-My object in moving
the previous question was that I might be
afforded au opportunity of giving notice
of my intention to move a proposition
different from that which the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson)
has brought forward. I have seen both
the leader of the Opposition and the
honorable member for Castlemaine, and offered to withdraw the previous question
if they will allow the proposition I have
already read to the House to be submitted
as an amendment on the honorable member
for Castlemaine's motion so that honorable
members may choose between them. I repeat
that offer now. I have reason to believe,
from casually meeting the members who
signed the document we all condemn, that
they all regret having signed that document
without informing themselves of its scope or
aim, and that they repudiate all expressions
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contained in it which may fairly be construable into expressions of disloyalty towards
the Queen or the Imperial Government.
Mr. BERRY.-If the honorable member
for W arrnambool will accept the motion as
submitted by the honorable member for
Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) with the
names erased, I think there will be no difficulty in allowing the proposition for the previous question to be withdrawn and the motion
to be put and carried. I thinl{ that to pass
an amendment of the kind indicated by the
honorable member for Warrnambool will be
to make the country a laughing-stock. I
objebt to a motion expressive of the convictions of a majority of the people, if not the
whole people, of this country being' superseded by a mere white-washing motion. A
far better course than that will be to proceed
to a division on the previous question.
The SPEAKER put the amendment in
the usual form-" That this question be
now put"Ayes .;.
27
43
Noes ...
Majority for the previous question

16

AYES.

Mr. BeB,
" Berry,
" A. T. Clark,
Cook,
Davies,
". Deakin,
,. }Jow,
" Fincham,
" Fishel',
" Gardiner,
" Hall,
,. James,
" I.augridge,
" McColl,

Mr. Macgregor,
" Mirams,
" Munro, .
" Nimmo,
" Patterson,
Dr. Quick,
Mr. Hees,
., Richardson,
Major Smith,
Mr. Williams,
,j A. Young.
Tellers.

Mr. Darr,
" W. M. Clark.
NOES.

Mr. Anderson,
" Bent,
u Blackett,
Bolton,
" Bosisto,
" Bowman,
" Burrowes,
" Cameron,
Carter,
" R. Clark,
" Connor,
" Cooper,
" Cunningham,
Francis,
" Gibb,
" Grant,
" Graves,
Harris,
" Hunt,
1(eys,
" J.angdon,
" Laurens,

Mr. I.evien,
" McIntyre,
" McKean,
" McLean,
,. W. Madden,
" :Mason,
'I Officer,
SIr B. 0' Loghlen,
Mr. Orkney,
Sir J. O'Shanassy,
.Mr. Robertson,
" Shiels,
" Walker,
Walsh,
" 'Vheeler,
" 'Wilson,
" Woods,
" C. Young,
" Zincke.
Telle1·s.

Mr. L. L. Smith,
" Zox.

I Dr.
Mr. Kerferd,
Madden.

PAIRS.

Mr. Fraser,
" Pearson.

The House adjourned at
minutes past eleven o~clock.
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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBL·Y.
fVednesday, June 7, 1882.
lections and Qualifications Committee-Administration of
the Raihva.y Depa.rtment-Melbourne Harbour TrustWahgunyah Bridge-Personal Explanation: Mr. Longmore-Judge SkiWler-Parliament House-Budget .Pro~
posa.ls-Legislative Council Elections Act: The RollsPublic Instruction: School Accommodation at Cohuna,
Brooklyn, and Bear's Lagoon-Selectors' Rents-Keran&,
Police Court-Morwell and Mirboo Railway-Kera.ng
Railway-Recovery of Debts: Intercolonial ReciprocityOld Colonists' Associa.tion Bill-Melbourne Tramway and
Omnibus Company's Bill-Building Societies Act Amendment Bill-The Public Service-Sandhurst Public Build'\
ings Sites Bill-Debate on the Budget: Second Night.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
ELECTIONS COMMITTEE.
The SPEAKER laid on the table his
warrant appointing Mr. Berry, Mr. Bosisto,1\'11-. Graves, Dr. Madden, Dr. Quick, Sir
John O'Shanassy, and Mr. Rees, as the
Committee of Elections and Qualifications. .
ADMINISTRATION OF
THE RAIL 'V AY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. NIMMO brought up a repOl:t from.
the select committee appointed on .May 18
to inquire into charges against the Minister
of Railways.
.
.
The CLERK-ASSISTANT read the l'ep~rt;
which was as follows : "The select committee appointed' to inquire
into and report as to whether or not the Commis-"
sioner of Railways has been guilty of any corrupt
conduct-(l) in connexion with the supply of
ballast to the contractors for the Brighton and
Elsternwick duplication contract; or (2) in connexion with the alteration of the sl?ecifications
of the Windsor nnd Elsternwick raIlway duplication tenders i or (3) in connexiori with the
disputes about the ballast supplied on the Caulfield and Mordialloclineof rail way i or (4) whether
any such corrupt conduct was the cause of the
retirement of the late Engineer-in-Chief, Mr ..
Elsdon '-have the honour to report to your.
honorable House as follows :.
" 1. That, in connexion with the supply of ballast to the contractors for the Brighton and'.
Elsternwickduplicationcontract.,yourcommitte&
find that about 3,600 cubic yards of gravel were
obtained by the contractors for this section of
the railway from Mrs. Bent's land without the
knowledge of either Mr. or Mrs. Bent, and that
as soon as Mr. Bent was informed that the above-.
named gravel was being used for railway purposes,
he at once ordered Mrs. Bent's agent to stop
any further supply i therefore, in the opinion of
your committee, the Commissioner of Hallways'
has not been guilty of any corrupt conduct in
connexion with the contract.
"2. That the (iommissioner of Ra.ilwavs has"
not been guilty of any corrupt condnct in con-"
nexion with the u.1 teration of the specifications of.
the Windsor and J~lsternwick railway duplication'
tenders.
"3. Your committee find that in connexion
with the disputes about the ba.llast supplied on
the Caulfield and -Mordialloc line of railway the'
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Commissioner of Railways has not been guilty

ef any corrupt conduct.
"4. That any corrupt conduct on the part of

the Commissioner of Hailways was not the callse
'f the retirement of the late Engineer-in-Chief,
~~ 1.Elsdon, who, in his evidence before your
..ommittee, distinctly repudiated anyirnputation
pf corrupt conduct Oll the part of the Commissioner of Hailways.
"5. Your committee, having made a searching
investigation into all the surroundings of the
inq.uiry remitted to them, also find that the
eVldence has not disclosed any improper conduct
whatever on the part of the Commissioner of
Railways."

The report was ordered to lie on the table
and to be printed.
MELBOURNE HARBOUR TRUST.
BIr. A. T. CLARK asked the Premier
whether his attention had been called to the
action of the Melbourne Harbour Trust in
sending large sums of money to England
for the purchase of plant? The trust had
ordered a dredge at a cost of £21,000, and
two barges-apparently for the continuance
of the practice of depositing silt in the Bay
-at a cost of £10,000 each; but such a
course was calculated to defeat the policy
which Parliament and the country had endorsed. He was anxious to know if the
Premier would take steps to secure the
retention in the colony of the capital and
labour necessary to the carrying out of such
transactions?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he was as
anxious as the honorable member for Williamstown that all possible work required by
the Government or by any public body having relations with the Government should
be executed in the colony; but the Harbour
Trust were perfectly independent of the
Government, and the Government knew
nothing of their action in this matter further than from what they saw in the newspapers. He presumed that the reason why
the dredge and barges were ordered from
England was that there was a difference in
price of something like 25 per cent. between
the imported and the colonial-made article.
WAHGUNYAH BRIDGE.
Mr. HALL asked the Premier whether
his attention had been called to the decision
arrived at by the directors and shareholders
of the Wahgunyah Bridge Company that
they were willing to dispose of their property to the joint Governments of Victoria
Rnd New South Wales for £12,000; and
whether the Premier would take immediate
action on behalf of Victoria for the purchase
of the structure?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN st.ated that the
~overnment had as yet received no official

Judge Skinner.

intimation on the subject, but he had Seen 0.
newspaper paragraph to the effect that the
Wahgunyah Bridge Company were willing
to sell their property for the price mentioned.
The negotiations were being carried on by
the Government of New South Wales OIl
behalf of New South Wales and Victoria;
and no doubt, when those negotiations were
brought to an issue,the Government of this
colony would be communicated with. The
Government were most anxious, as had been
stated in the House already, that the matter
should have a successful termination.
PERSONAL EXPLANATION.
Mr. LONGMORE said-Mr. Speaker,
I rise, with the leave of the House, to draw
attention to a document which the Minister
of Public Instruction has placed in my
hands. It refers to a statement in the
Age newspaper, of which I complained last
night, that" Mr. Longmore appointed one
teacher." The document is accompanied by
the following memorandum:"Herewith are forwarded the papers which
Mr. Grant promised to lay on the Library table
for the perusal of the Hon. F. Longmore. The
Age report of my evidence, that' Mr. Longmore
made the appointment,' is incorrect. The Argus
reports me correctly as having said that' the
one appointed was recommended by Mr. Longmore.'
"G. WILSON BROWN, Secretary."

My recommendation is upon the papere. I
d.esire to say that the statement I complain
of is of a piece with everything which has
been mentioned in the Age with reference
to me for the last twelve months. That
newspaper has pursued a deliberate system
of propagating lies with reference to me for
the purpose of destroying my influence as
a public man. This is another instancea plain and palpable instance-of the way
in which that journal misrepresents everything connected with me for a vicious and
vile purpose.
JUDGE SKINNER.
Mr.FISHE R asked the Attorney-General
whether the inquiry demanded by Mr. Tuthill,
an attorney, into the cond uct of Judge Skinner
upon the bench, had been refused?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stated that he had
already answered, in the House, a similar
question to this. The case had been before
the Solicitor-General, who, after consultation with him (Sir B. O'Loghlen), came
to the conclusion that it was not desirable
that the matter should go any further. If
the dignity of the bench were to be kept up,
every complaint which was made against a
judge could not be inquired into. He was of
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opinion, after duly considering the circumstances, that it was desirable that the matter
should go no further.
PARLIAMENT HOUSE.
Mr. JAMES asked the Minister of Public
Works whether the contract for the completion of the west front of Parliament House
was being proceeded with? Extensive
scaffolding had been erected, but he saw no
workmen about, and he would like to know
the position in wl1ich matters stood.
Mr. C. YOUNG said he was doing
everything that the Law officers would
permit him to do to hasten the matter. If
he were left to himself, he would deal with it
in a very summary way, but he was told that
was not the usual course in Government
departments. According to the terms of
the contract, the Inspector-General, on every
occasion of doubt and difficulty, had to consult the Law officers, and they urged that
whatever steps might be taken should be
taken with caution, and a considerable
amount of delay-it was to be presumed
necessary delay.
THE BUDGET.
MUNRO asked the honorable member for Warrnambool how many of the
Budget proposals the Government intended
to abandon?
Mr. FRANCIS stated that, as the honorable member for North Melbourne (Mr.
Munro) appeared to be possessed of information far beyond the reach of other honorable
members, the better course for the honorable
member to take would be to address the
question to himself.
~fr.

COUNCIL ELECTIONS (1882) ACT.
THE ROLLS.

Mr. RICHARDSON asked the Chief
Secretary whether his attention had been
called to the defective· manner in which the
rolls under the Legislative Council Act
1881 were being compiled, and whether' he
would take immediate steps to apply a remedy ? He put the question chiefly in the
interests of the holders of miners' rights and
residence area licences, who, in the opinion
of certain of the electoral registrars, could
not be enrolled either as leaseholders or
occupiers.
Mr. GRANT said no representations of the
kind indicated had been made to him. The
following memorandum on the subject had
been furnished by the Under-Secretary j "Full nnd cnrefully prepared instructions
(copy enclosed), setting forth the requirements
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of the new law, have been ·issued to aU municipal.
bodies. In every case their receipt has been acknowledged, and there is no reason to aS8ume,
that they are not being carried out.
"Several points of doubt as to correct proc~
dure in the compilation of the rolls py municipal
officers have been raised and referred to the
Attorney-General, copies of whose opinions
thereon are attached and are in course.of beiDi
furnished to the bodies interested.
"'1'. R. 'VILSON, Under-Secretary."
As the matter was one of great public importance, he begged to lay on the table the
Attorney-General's opinion. The opinion
was as follows : " Strictly speaking it is not the province of
the Crown law officers to advise on points as to
the duties of the municipal clerk in the pre·
paration of the municipal roll, but, as the Act ill
new, I think it ri~ht to give ever, Ilssistance,
anll I will therefore give my o,PlDion on the
principal points raised, which oplllion in many
cases will also be a guide to the electoral regis.
trars.
"1. In my opinion licensees under the 19th
section of the Land Act 1869 are not entitled
to be enrolled ou the roll of ratepaying electors.
'l'heir interest is not either of a lessee, assignee,
or occupying tenant.
"2. If a former licensee under the 19th section
of the Land Act has acquired his lease after the
yaluation is compiled and before the copy of the
municipal roll is made and transmitted, under
section 27 of Act 702, he would be entitled to be
placed on the roll of ratepaying electors pro~
vided his name was placed in the copy roll as
the' lessee' of the land.
"8. A holderofaresidenceareaunderaminers'
right or a business site under a business licence,
by virtue of the Mining Statute, is to bc con·
sidered as tenant at will, and would be entitled
to be considered as the occupying tenant.
"4. Every person must be fully qualified
undp.r one or other of the sections 18, 19, 20, 21.
He cannot be partly qualified uflder one and
partly under another section.
"5. Where by sections 21 or 22 of Act 702
more than three persons are entitled to vote in
respect of the same property, then the three
joint owners of property rl\ted will be put on
the roll of ratepaying electors; the others will
have to take out rights.
"6. Companies which are corporate bodies are
not entitled to have their shareholders placed
on the roll as joint owners if the property is
owned by and is held in the name of the corporation.
"7. Schedule 9 of Act 702 does not impliedly .
repeal or set aside any schedule of Act 506.
The additional particulars required by Act 702
may be obtained in compi1in~ the valuation
under Act 506, or it may be obtamed in any other
way the clerk sees fit.
. .
"BRYAN O'LoGHLEN.

"2/6/82."

Mr. WRIXON inquired of the Chief
Secretary whether public attention had been
sufficiently called to the necessity for persons qualified to vote at the next elections
for the Legislative Council (the first under
the new Act) taking care that they were
properly enrolled? If it were found, on
investigation, that sufficient notification had
not been giYen, a further and more ample
notification would be desirable.

P.ublic I nstr'ltction.

Selectors' Rents. ,

....Mr.. GR~. NT said he would inquire into
the· matter,. and, if he found that sufficient
notice had not been given, additional ~nd
fq,llef notice would be published.

arrears or to apply to bring their holdings under
the provisions of the -Land Act 1880, by which
the neoessity for the immediate payment of
arrears would be averted, and the term of the
licenses or leases extended. In all such cases
the persons addressed are allowed one month to
their' election as to the course they will
make
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
pursue, and the intimation as to intended cancel..···Mr. FISHER asked the Minister of' lation in the event of no action being taken is
inserted for the purpose of securing as early a
Piiblic .Instruction when it was proposed to
reply as possible. In a few exceptional cases,
ere'ct the new school at Cohuna ?
where the ability of lessees or licensees to pay
-. Mr. GRANT said an inspector had been arrears is well known, and where such persons
decline to come under the Land Act 1880, letters';
qirected to visit the locality, and, on receipt
of a more stringent character may have been
of 'his report, the school accommodation
sent, but they cannot be traced at present. No
are made without rhrid mquiry.
.
forfeitures
found 'to be necessary would be provided
.
" A. MORRAH."

without delay.
: Mr. W. M. CLARK asked the Minister
if he would cause the school at Brooklyn to
he opened? The school had been built
some months, but as yet it was without a
teacher, and, in consequence, the children
ot the locality had to travel some miles for
their education or go without any.
: Nlr~ GRANT intimated that a female
t~acher. had been appointed, and would
commence duty as soon as she was relieved
of the charge of her present school, which,
it was expected, would be within a week.
. Mr. FISHER inquired whether the
Edu~ation department approved of the
erection of a new school building at Bear's
LagoQn? A new building had been recomn~ended by the board of advice, for the
mason that the present school-room, which
was handed over to the department by the
r~sid.ents of the locality in order that their .
child!en might be able to obtain the benefits
or State education as early as possible,
furnished inadequate accommodation, partiqularly during th~ summer months, and
w~s, moreover, without quarters.
.:Mr. GRANT stated that the Secretary for
Edll;cation was of opinion that the school a.t
Bear's Lagoon, though small, was sufficiently
large' for the attendance. However, an
inspector would be instructed 00 visit the
locality, and report on the question without
deTay.
SELECTORS' RENTS.
-Mr. WILLIAMS asked the Minister of
Lands whether final notices had. been sent
by his department to the selectors of the
noi-thern districts, intimating that, unless
their rents were paid forthwith, their holdings'would be sold ?
).\~r. W .. MADDEN, in reply, read the
following memorandum from the Secretary
for Lands:"N 0 notice of the kind referred to-i.e., thteat-

ening sale-has been sent out by this department.
'l'he usua:l notices to lessees and licensees in
arrear ha.ve been sent, requesting tpem to pay

KERANG POLICE COURT.
Mr. FISHER asked the Attorney-General whether arrangements would be made
for the more frequent attendance of a police'
magistrate at the Kerang court?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said that the Government recognised the importance of the
Kerang township, and had made arrangements for the regular attendance of a police
magistrate at the local court.
MIRBOO RAILWAY.
Mr. MASON asked the Acting Minister'
of Railways what progress had been made
with the permltnent survey of the railw~y
from Morwell to Mirboo, and when the department would be in a position to call for
tenders for the construction of the line?
Mr. GRAVES said the Engineer-in-·
Chief had reported that the permanent survey of a little more than fourteen miles had
been completed, and that the survey of the
rest of the line was being proceeded with
with all reasonable despatch. The department expected to be in a position to call for
tenders for the construction of the line about .
the 20th of November.
KERANG RAILvVAY.
Mr. vVILLIAMS asked the Acting
Minister of Railways whether ~he material
necessary for the construction of the Kerang
line was at the disposal of the department,
. and. whether it would be supplied forthwith?
Mr. GRAVES said he gave' an answer
to a similar question the previous Thursday.
The rails were being landed and sent up
country as rapidly as possible.
COUNTY COURT JUDGMENTS.
INTERCOLONIAL RECIPROCITY.

Mr. McINTYRE inquired of the Attorney-General whether, during the present
~ession, he would iake action in the direction of securing such reciprocal legislation
as would permit of the recovery of debts iu
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this and the neighbouring colonies, after an besides those who are interested in" cabs.
.order, judgment, or verdict had been ob- . It is said by some persons that, if tramways
tained in any Olle of them for the sums sued n.re introduced, they ought to be made by
for?
the Government, or by the local bodies
SirB. O'LOGHLEN said he presumed through whose districts they will pass. I will
the honorable member for Maldon referred
offer some remarks as to each of the objl;lcto County Court judgm~n:ts. (Mr. McIntyre tions taken to the Bill. As I have already
-" Yes.") There were several practical informed the House, it is intended, if the
Bill becomes law, that tramcars shall take
difficulties to be overcome before the honorable member's idea could be carried into
the place of the present omnibuses. When
.effect, but the matter should receive consi- the omnibus system was introduced, the cry
was raised amongst the cabmeR that their
deration, and he would see what could be
industry would, in all probability, be de.done.
stroyed, and that the omnibuses would altoTHE POLICE.
Mr. GRANT laid on the table (pursuant gether supersede the cab$. I dare say
honorable members will recollect what kind
to order of the House, dated June 1) papers
connected with the charge brought against of cabs we had. in those days. They.could
not be compared in the least with the
Detective A. D. Wilson by Mr. Abraham
superior cabs now running. What is the
Levy.
improvenwnt in the cabs owing to? It is
OLD COLONISTS' 'ASSOCIATION
simply the result of competition. ,\Then the
BILL!
omnibuses were introduced, they had the
advantage of starting at fixed and regular
Mr. ZOX moved~
periods, of charging regular and uniform
That' a Bill to establish and regulate a perfares, and of oarrying passengers easily and
manent fund in connexion with the Old
Colonists' Association of Victoria' be now resafely; and the cabs were compelled to follow
ferred to a select committee, consisting of Mr.
suit. Previously the ca.bs waited on the ranks
Walsh, Sir John O'Shanassy, Mr. Berry, Mr.
Langridge, and the mover, three to form a
until they were filled; but now, through the
quorum; and that the promoters have leave to
competition of the omnibuses, they are forced
print the evidence taken before such committee
to start every five or ten minutes whether
from day to day."
filled or not. Who has been most benefited
Mr. WALSH seconded the motion,
by this competition? The travelling public
which was agreed to.
have obtained the whole advantage of it.
MELBOURNE TRAMWAY AND
If the principle that no itpproved means of
OMNIBUS COMPANY'S BILL.
locomotion ought to be adopted that will
Mr. GILLIES moved that tIns Bill be interfere with existing systems, or persons
interested therein, is a sound one" then
read a second time. He said-Mr. Speaker,
railways ought never to have been made,
what this Bill proposes is that tramways
because they have interfered with the carry~
shall pe substituted for the present lines of
ing business along the high-roads, and have
omnibuses in Melbourne and the suburbs.
I am aware that a number of persons enter- caused the closing of many wayside inns.
But the public interest should be the primary
tain the opinion that the present accomconsideration. Every effort should be made
modation, so far as passenger trafttc is conto improve the means of locomotion,.so as
'cerned, provided by omnibuses and cabs is
quite sufficient for our wants.. I do not to enable the public to travel more easily,
cheaply, and comfortably. The result .of
know whether the opinion is entertained
the improvement in that respect caused
extensively; but I do know that up to the
by the introduction of omnibuses in
present time the principal opposition which
has been raised to the formation of street Melbourne and the suburbs is most marked,
tramways has come from cabmen and per- and since that event the passenger' traffic
has enormously increased. Moreover, in",
sons interested in cabs. I venture to think
stead of there being a decrease in the number
'that those who have paid any great attention t<> the working of tramways in other of cabs, as the cabmen feared there. would
be, there has been an increase, owing to the
parts of the world must have come to the
conclusion that this system of locomotion fact that the extra facilities provided. for
travelling from one part of Melbourne to
is almost an essential of our civilization.
Some years ago the cabs in use were of the .another, and from the suburbs to. the city,
rudest possible kin~, but competition has
has augmented the cab traffic, not~ith
compelled improvements. There is an obstanding the traffic carried. on bY\·.. the
jection raised to the Bill by other persons omnibuses. 'VlLen the om1.u1;>uses. were
U
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established, . some years ago, there were less
than 1,000 licensed cabs in Melbourne and
its suburbs, and now there are upwards of
1,300. An article which appeared in the
Age newspaper, a few weeks ago, pointed out
the extraordinary development which has
taken place in the cab traffic, and showed
that, even on the lines where there is direct
competition between cabs and omnibuses, the
number of licensed cabs has increased. In
my opinion, there is no reason to doubt that
if the means of locomotion are increased by
'the introduction of tramways, there will be
A still further improvement in cabs-they
will be better furnished, have better horses,
and ply more frequently-as they will have
to compete with the other improved accommodation for street traffic. All sllch improvements will benefit the travelling
community. Some people say that tramways have not been an improvement where
they have been introduced, and quote the
Sydney tramways in support of their contention. They say that' several persons have
been maimed, and others killed, by the tramcars in Sydney, that the streets have been
destroyed, and that in other ways the tramways have done a great deal of injury. But
the Bill proposes to adopt a wholly different
system of working the tramways from that
which prevails in Sydney. It proposes that
they shall be worked with horses, whereas
in Sydney steam motors are used. The
result of experience is that at present in the
greater number of places where tramways
exist they are worked by horse-power. The
increase of the tramway system is something marvellous. There is scarcely nny
important city or town in America that has
not tramways, and in Great Britain, and in
nearly every other part of the world, the use
of them is extending. In many large cities
and towns tramways are the principal means
of locomotion. In New York city and
Brooklyn the tramcars run day and night, at
intervals of from two to five minutes during
the day, and of from a quarter to half an
hour after midnight. In consequence of
the facilities which the tramcars in America
llfford, the number of persons who make use
of them is amazing. In New York city and
Brooklyn, the number of persons whotrayelon
, them annually is 250,000,000, and I believe
that in Philadelphia some 70,000,000 travel
on them in the course of the year. If such a
system of locomotion was not in use in those
cities, the number of the travelling public
would not be one-third what it is now. In.
'consequence of the facilities afforded by
tramcars passing along the streets every
Mr. Gillies,
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few minutes, persons make use of them even
to travel only the length of a few streets,
in order to get to their destination with
quickness, east', and comfort, whereas if
they could not ride without waiting for ten
minutes or a quarter of an hour, and then
having to take their chance of getting a cab,
they would prefer walking. The increased
facility of locomotion offered by tramcars
is, indeed, an immense advantage, and even
a luxury to the public. I believe that those
honorable members who have visited Ade..:
laide say that the tramway system there is
most excellent, and could scarcely be improved.
Mr. GARDINER.-'Vhat about that of
Sydney?
Mr. GILLIES.-The Sydney tramway
system, as far as I can learn, is about the
worst in the world. Those who urge that
tramways, if it is desirable to introduce
them, should be made and worked by the
Government, ought to remember that Syd...
11ey is the only place where the Government
own and work tramways. This is a pretty
clear indication that the great majority of
the people who are in favour of tramways
do not desire them to be in the hands of tho
Government. The proposal in the Bill
before the House is that tramways shall be
constructed and worked by a private company. It is contended by some persons
that if tramways are introduced they should
be constructed by the municipal councils,
and that those bodies should either work
the tramways themselves or lease them to
private persons.
Under many circumstances, no doubt, it would be more desirable to have tramways constructed and
managed by municipal bodies than by
private companies, but it is not at all
likely that Melbourne and its suburbs will
obtain tramways if their construction is
to be left to the municipal authorities.
Experience shows that the thing is not
practicable. Has it not hitherto been absolutely impossible to secure the united
co-operation of the municipal bodies of the
metropolis and the suburbs for any purpose?
For instance, for years past efforts to induce
them to combine together to form a metropolitan board of works have been unsuccess
ful, and the establishment of a harbour
trust under local supervision had to be postponed year after year until people got perfectly sick of the subject. In order to have
a reasonably complete system of tramways,
as the Bill proposes, not only in Melbourne
but in the suburbs, it would be necessary,
if the tramways were unde~ municipal
oJ
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control, that the various local bodies should
unite for the purpose, but the number of
little local jealousies which exist between
those bodies would effectually prevent any
such co-operation. The public of Melbourne
have been for years waiting for tramways.
Victoria is almost the only country where
there are no tramways. If it is desirable
for the City Corporation and the suburban
councils to join together to construct tramways, why do they not do so ?
Mr. GARDINER.-Because tramways
are not necessary.
Mr. GILLIES.-I have finished dealing
with the question as to the necessity for
tramways. I believe that the House will
be almost unanimous as to the desirability
of having tramways. I am now discussing another aspect of the subject, namely,
whether tramways in Melbourne and its
suburbs ought to be constructed aRd maintained by the municipal bodies or by a private company. I have pointed out that
before a proper system of tramways could be
introduced there would have to be a united
effort amongst those municipal bodies, and
thnt hitherto they have failed to combine in
almost every instance when united effort on
their part was required. Even if they attempted to combine to establish a tramway
system, there would be found to be such a
complication of interests that it would be
next to impossible for the local bodies to
agree to united action. Moreover, I think
the local bodies would hesitate before entering into a speculation requiring the capital
which the promoters of the Bill propose to
invest.
An HONORABLE MEl\IBER.-vVhat is the
iJ
amount?
Mr. GILLIES.-Upwardsof £525,000.
It is proposed to construct upwards of 43
miles of tramway. The question of the tramways being constructed by the local bodies
has practically been determined by the local
bodies themselves, and I presume that Parliament is not going to compel them to construct tramways. If, then, the local bodies
have expressed their willingness that a company should do the work, what objection
can there he to a company undertaking it?
Application has been made to the local
bodies not to oppose the Bill, and the result
of a conference which has been held is that
a general agreement has been CO}lle to with
them. The promoters of the Bill, in fact,
have obtained the consent to the introduction of the measure of the municipal council
in every district which will be affected by
the proposed tramways.
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Mr. CARTER.-The local bodies have
reserved their right to object.
Mr. GILLIES.-Yes, to particular proposals in the Bill; but they have all given
their consent, under seal, to the introduction
of the measure. They npprove of the principle of the Bill, which is that a company
shall construct the proposed tramways, and
they only desire to secure the best terms
they possibly can.
.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-They propose considerable modifications in the Bill.
Mr. GILLIES.-No doubt, but they
approve of the principle of the Bill. It is
of no importance to me how their consent
was obtained.
Mr. CARTER. - Whether they were
shareholders or not?
Mr. GILLIES.-The honorable member for St. Kilda (Mr. Carter) has had
a dispute as to the company's Bill elsewhere, but I don't think it is desirable
that he should bring that dispute before
this House. The honorable member will not
venture to say that the consent of the
municipal bodies was obtained by improper
means. I am confident that the House
would not believe, without the strongest
possible evidence, that the consent of the
Melbourne Corporation and of the corporations of the whole of the cities and towns
referred to in the Bill was obtained by fraud
or misrepresentation.
Mr. CARTER.-Hear, hear.
Mr. GILLIES.-Then the honorable
member should not make an insinuation. If
an insinuation were made against his character, or that of any friend of his, the honorable
member would be one of the first to resent
it, and would say to the person who threw
out the innuendo-" Make no insinuation
unless you are prepared to prove it." It is
a gross impropriety even to suppose that the
consent of the municipalities concerned has
been improperly obtained, unless it can be
proved that such is the case. I take it for
granted that the whole of the local bodies
who have given their consent, under seal, to
the introduction of the Bill are prepared to
accept the principle of the measure, and
will see that the amendments which they
have suggested are made in committee. I
may mention that, as a matter of fact, the
number of local bodies who have constructed and are working tramways through..
out America, England, or anywhere else,
can almost be counted on my ten fingers.
One celebrated instance where a corporation
went to very great expense in establishing
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tramways is in the city of Glasgow. The
tramways there were made of the finest
and most substantial character, but the corporation had afterwards to lease them to
a private company, by whom they are now
being worked.
An HONORABLE MElHBER.-The corporation constructed them.
Mr. ,GILLIES.-Yes, at very great
cost, and, after working them for some time,
£ound that they djd not pay. The result
was that the corporation leased the tramways
to a private company. Surely local bodies
have a right to say whether they are in a
position to construct tramways or not, and
in the present case they say they are not in
a position to construct them, for they have
given their consent to the introduction of
this Bill. It does not lie in the mouths of
one or two honorable members, who may be
members of some of the local bodjes, and in
a minority on this question, to ask Parliament to ignore the fact that the local bodies
have given their consent to the principle of
the Bill. It is comparatively immaterial to
the public whether the tramways are owned
by local bodies or by a private company, so
long as they get the full advantage of them,
and they are properly managed. The conditions under which the proposed tramways are
to be constructed and worked are submitted
to Parliament, and, even after Parliamen t has
given its approval, the provisions of the
Bill are such that nothing further can be
done without the subsequent approval of the
local authorities; that is to say, the company must apply to the council of ClTery
municipality in which it desires to construct
a tram\Tay for permission to do so. If any
council refuses its consent, the company
will then have an opportunity of appealing
to the ratepayers, the majority of whom will
determine whether or not the tramway shall
be constructed. Even in the event of the
corporation of a municipality giving its
sanction, any 20 ratepayers who object to
the construction of the tramway can demand
a ballot on the subject, and there will then
be an opportunity for the majority of the
ratepayers to determine the question for
themselves. What greater security can be
given that nothing will be done under the
Bill contrary to the working of local government? With this local option, I cannot
conceive how any honorable member can
object to the Bill. Almost everything that
can reasonably be expected is provided for.
I know that some people say-" Oh, this is
monopoly."
._Mr. W ALSH.-Thut is the point.
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Mr. GILLIES.-How is it possible to
have tramways constructed and worked except by a monopoly? It is the very essence
of such an undertaking that it should be a
monopoly.
,
Mr. CARTER.-The Bill applies to one
company only.
Mr. GILLIES.-Whether the power to
construct tramways is given to one company,
or to a dozen, every company that obtains
it has a monopoly. There is nothing in
the Bill to pre\rent competition, if that is
thought desirable; but what advantage
could result from the cities of Melbourne,
Fitzroy, and Collingwood each having a
tramway through its streets belonging to a
different company? The whole thing would
be totally unworkable. Unless we are
prepared to acknowledge a community of
interest in the whole of these tramways
going through Melbourne and its suburbs
they cannot be worked properly j and if ,
there is that community of interest the
tramway system must be under the control
either of the Government, of the local
bodies, or of a company, who will practically
be the lessees of the local bodies. In any
case a monopoly will be established. I do
not deny that, if the Bill becomes law, a
monopoly will be given to the Melbourne
Tramway and Omnibus Company; but will
it be a monopoly in the interests of the
public? Unquestionably we must admit
that it will be, unless we shut our eyes to
what has taken place in every part of the
world where tramways exist. Nearly the
whole of them, as I have already stated,
are worked by companies. Considering the
large sum of money which the Melbourne
Tramway and Omnibus Company propose
to expend, they are certainly entitled to
some consideration. Under the agreement
which has been arrived :1t between the
company and the local bodies, it is provided
that the company shall not pay the shareholders, out of the profits of the undertaking,
a dividend at the rate of more than 10 per
cent. per annum, and that they cannot
place more than
per cent. to any reserve
fund. Any surplus of profits beyond the
amount required to pay a dividend of 10
per cent. and to add
per cent. to the
reserve fund is to be divided between the
local bodies and the company, in the proportion of one-third to the local bodies and
two-thirds to the company; so that the
company propose to make the local bodies
their partners to a certain extent. The~!
per cent. payable to the reserve fund will
probably be l'equired to help to maintain
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the permanent way in proper working order
and to provide additional rolling-stock from
time to time.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-'Vhat is the
Government to get?
Mr. GILLIES.-The Government gives
up nothing, and therefore it is entitled to
nothing. In addition to what I have
stated, it is provided that the reserve fund
cannot increase beyond a certain proportion
of the capital of the company. It is further
provided that, in the event of the local
bodies purchasing the company's property
at the end of 21 years, any amount that
there may then be to the credit of the
reserve fund is to be divided between the
company and the local bodies; so that
. all through the local bodies have a great
advantage. Some 17 feet in width of all
the streets through which the tramway
passes has also to be maintained by the
company in efficient working 'order. This
'in itself will save the local bodies a large
expenditure in the maintenance of the
streets. The provision that the dividend
paid to the shareholders shall not exceed
10 per cent. per annum is, I think, an
amazing provision. So far as the general
provisions of the Bill are concerned, they
follow closely those of the general Act
passed in England in 1870, and the Tramway Acts since passed in various, colonies
are principally founded on that measure.
In the event of any differences arising
between the company and any of the
local bodies interested, or the Board of
Land and 'Yorks, a court of appeal is
provided for. In England such disputes
~,re decided by the Board of Trade, but
there is no tribunal in this country similar to
that of the Board of Trade. It is provided
that here the tribunal shall consist of representatives from the whole of the local bodies
interested, one representative appointed
by the Government, and one appointed
by the company. The appeal will therefore
be made to a tribunal the great majority of
which will consist of persons who will in all
probability be adverse to the views of the
company on the matter referred to the decision of the board, unless the company's
case is so clear and fair as to be beyond
dispute. A great many persons believe that
the term for which the powers proposed to
be given to the company are to continue,
namely, 21 years, is too long. That, however, is the term in the English Act, and
the conditions of purchase are the same.
In cases where powers are granted to a
tramway company for less than 21 years,
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totally different conditions of purchase are
provided for. If the local bodies are prepared to purchase at the end of the 21
years, they will be entitled to obtain the
whole of the company's property at its
then standing value, without giving anything for good-will or for anything else.
In some cases where a less tenure than 21
years is granted, it is provided that 30 per
cent. shall be added to the value of the property as the price to be paid for it if the
compulsory powers of purchase are exercised.
Oonsidering the vast expenditure that will
be required under the Bill, I believe that
the term of 21 years is not unreasonable.
Moreover, in the English Act, there is no
provision to divide any of t.he profits with
the local bodies. In conclusion, I desire
to again specially call the attention of
the House to the fact that all the local
bodies interested in the question' have,
given their approval to the introduction
of the Bill, and that, after it becomes law,
not a single line of tramway can be laid
down by the company in any municipality
without the consent of the local council, or
the ratepayers, or both. I ask the House
to affirin the principle of the Bill for
the introduction of tramways. Whatever
differences of opinion there are as to matters
of detail can be considered and dealt with by
the select committee to which the measure
will have to be referred. If the House is
opposed to any private companyconstructillg
tramways, even with the consent of the local
authorities, of course it will reject the motion
for t.he second reading; but I think it will
pause before refusing its assent to the
second reading of a Bill which recognises
the principles of local self-government, and
which involves the condition that no expenditure can take place under it without the
consent of the local bodies, or the ratepayers,
or both. There will be no difficulty, if the
Bill is read a second time, in carrying out
all the proposals which the local bodies and
the company have agreed to ; and, if the
measure becomes law, the public will receive
greater facilities for locomotion than they
have ever had before. Certainly the experience of other countries justifies the be.
lief that tramways are a very great public
advantage.
Mr. WOODS seconded the motion.
Mr. GARDINER.-Sir, I beg to move,
as an amendment, that the Bill be read a
second time this day six months. I do so
in the interests of the ratepayers of the most
populous portions of the metropolis. It is
well known that the proposition c.ontained
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in the Bill has been agitated and freely discussed during the last two or three months
at a great number of suburban public meetings, and that at everyone of them resolutions against the introduction of tramways
to this city have been unanimously carried.
In the first place, our discussing the measure
at all at the present juncture will simply be
a waste of time, because there can be no
doubt that the question of "Tramways or
no tramways?" ought to have been put to
the ratepayers, and that a poll of them on
the subject ought to have been taken before
ever the Bill was introduced. I am, indeed,
positive that there are in the Bill conditions
that ca~ never be accepted by the people of
the metropolis. Furthermore, I believe that
we are, at the present time, sufficiently well
served by the cab and other accommodation
for street travelling we possess. One or
two cities in Australia where .tramways are
in use have been mentioned to us to-night;
but I venture to say that no case of the kind
is analogous to ours, or need be brought into
our consideration. For example, the tramway
accommodation of Sydney-one of the cities
referred to-is generally acknowledged to be
a disgrace to the place. Again, it does not
come into competition with vested rights.
In Sydney there are no suburban railways;
and when the question of increasing the
communication between that metropolis and
its suburbs arose, it was a simple thing to
decide-first, that tramways would do instead of railways to carry the suburban
traffic; and, secondly, that that traffic should
be provided for by the Government, no
priyate company being allowed to interfere in
the matter. But the vested rights connected
with the suburban traffic of this metropolis
are so large that honorable members cannot
overlook them. Of course, it is very easy
to understand why this measure was brought
in by a country member. 'Vas it because
he was thought to be the honorable member
best fitted, from the influence he could exercise, to take charge of it? No, sir, it was
not so at all. He was selected because he
has no interest in the most populous districts
of the metropolis, and the introduction of
tramways matters not in the least to him.
There is not an honorable member here
representing a metropolitan constituency
who would have dared to bring in the Bill.
Why? Because all the metropolitan members
believe that their constituents are opposed to
the introduction of tramways. That is the
reason why I assert it is a waste of time for
us to discuss the measure until those most
concerned are enabled to say decidedly
Mr. Gardiner,
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whether they are for it or against it. I
repeat that I am convinced that, when a
poll of the ratepayers is taken on the subject
of the introduction of tramways, a majority
of them will be against it. That is the
ground on which I move my amendment.
But there are one or two other points in
connexion with the measure upon which I
wish to touch. It is thrown out as a kind of
sop that the Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company will have to keep in repair no
less than a width of 17 feet of the roadway
used by them. But I will show that the
money saved by that means will certainly
be lost in another way. It is a well-known
fact that, in Sydney, where the tramway
lines are laid in the centre of the streets,
the cost of maintaining the sides of the road •
is now very much more than eyer it was
before, because the traffic there of ordinary
vehicles is enormously increased. Therefore
the gain to the municipal authorities from
this source could not be very much. Another'
strong objection to the Bill is that it proposes to allow tramways to be laid down
along our best streets. Why should not
the side streets be taken for the purpose?
If they were, the traffic of the busier
thoroughfares would not be interfered with,
while the people wanting to travel by tramway could be perfectly accommodated. For
example, let honorable members look at
schedule I-which proposes, in the first
placeU A tramway commencing in Spencer-street in
the city of Melbourne, adjacent to the Spencerstreet station of the Victorian Railways, proceeding thence along Spencer~street, Collinsstreet, Elizabeth-street, Bourke-street, Springstreet, Evelyn-street, Albert-street, Gisbornestreet, Victoria-parade, Brunswick-street, Harker-street, and St. George's-road,and terminating
in St. George's-road."

Can it be proper for us to allow the COlllpany to t.ake up the middle of a lot of our
best streets in that way? Even in Sydney
no tramway is allowed to run along Georgestreet, but the people in that street who
want to go by tramway to Randwick or
other places have first to step into some
one of the other thoroughfares. I am
certain that tramways running along the
principal streets of Melbourne will never be
consented to by the ratepayers. They will
be unanimously against anyt.hing of the
kind. Another point is what I haye already
alluded to, namely, t.hat whereas in Sydney
and other places there are no suburban railways, here the proposition is to allow the
tramways of a priyate company to come into
direct competition with a number of the
railways of the State, which represent a
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vast amount of borrowed money, the interest
upon which has to be provided by the whole
of the people of the colony. I consider such
an arrangement most unadvisable. When
I was in Sydney, nothing struck me more
than the fact that, before the people there
had tramways, the only means they possessed of travelling to and from the different
suburbs was by the ordinary traps, so that
on one holiday, which occurred a few weeks
after tramway accommodation to a certain
extent was provided, it was a matter of
general surprise that the carriages had to
carry no less than 30,000 persons. On the
other hand, see how our waiering-placessuch as St. Kilda, Brighton, and Mordial1oc
......and our race-courses have regular railways to them. Consequently the case of
Sydney is no example whatever to Melbourne.
Why, according to some of the schedules to
the Bill, tramway lines will run parallel to
several suburban railwnys. Under all these
circumstances, I think the House should
pause before it carries the Bill a stage
further.
Mr. CARTER.-Mr. Speaker, I may
mention to the honorable member for Carlton that, in speculating upon the reason why
the honorable member for Rodney (Mr.
Gillies) was selected to take charge of the
Bill, he omitted to notice that the honorable
member was probably chosen because he is
of all men in the House the most competent
to conduct a measure through it with success.
Indeed the promoters of the Bill seem to me
to have exercised, in thQir choice of the
honorable member, a very considerable
amount of intelligence and acuteness. I
don't think they were in the least influenced
hy the thought that lIe is a country member,
or that a metropolitan member would not dare
to undertake the particular duty in question.
And now as to the Bill, my views respecting
which I wish to be distinctly understood.
In the first place, I am by no means
opposed to tramways. Why in this nineteenth century a man might just as well be
opposed to railways as to tramways. What
is what we call a tramway? Simply a
horse railway for street service. Therefore
I warn the honorable members who intend
to vote ngainst tramways because they are
tramways that they will be voting against
something that is simply bound to come
some day. We must go with the ·age.
But, because I am not opposed to tramways,
it does not follow that I am in fayour of a
tramway monopoly-of handing over streets,
\vhich were made at the cost of many hun-.
dreds of thousands of pounds of the public
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money, to a private company, without any
consideration whatever. The honorable
member for Rodney very ingeniously evaded
the point about the monopoly contemplated
in the Bill. He said that where carriages
had to run on iron rails there must, of
necessity, be a monopoly. I think, however, he must haye known very well that a.
monopoly of that kind is not the monopoly
that is feared. The real point raised against
the Bill on that score is that, if the streets
of the metropolis are to be handed over to
any private tramway company whatever;
the bargain ought surely to be one open to
some sort of public competition. Other
companies might be ready to offer better
terms than those offered by the Melbourne
Tramway and Omnibus Company. For
instance, another company might be willing
to construct the lines and divide all the
profits over 8 per cent., instead of all the
profits over 10 per cent. I happen to know
that the Town Clerk of Melbourne has received a communication in which a bonus of
£10,000 is offered for the privilege which it
is now proposed to give away for nothing.
Another statement of the honorable member
was that there is not a city in the world of
any importance without tramways. But
the small village in which I spent my early
days-I refer to the ci ty of London....,-has not a.
single tramway in it. Tramways are allowed
to come to the boundary of the city, but
they are not permitted to go one inch
further. The London city authorities
know very well that tramways in streets
which are regularly crowded with passengers
would necessarily be dangerous to human
life, and also injurious to property, and hence,
while they are quite willing that tramways
outside their borders should be brought
to . a certain point, they insist that
there they shall stop. I also contend, ill
conn ex ion with the construction of tram.
ways, first, that the ratepayers should not
give up the control of their streets to anybody whatever; and, secondly, that if they
do part with that control they should only
do so for a proper consideration. What
would be a proper consideration is a matter
for subsequent discussion. If municipal
bodies are able to borrow money at 4 per
cent. and construct tramways for themselves,
why should they practically give a company
12! per cent. for the same thing? To say
that they have not brains sufficient to carry
out a tramway system is simply to insult
municipal institutions. The fact is that
until the Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus
,Company saw that there was danger of some
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other company, or the Government, or the
local bodies proposing to make tramways, and
that, if tramways were made by such means,
away their property would fly, they were perfectly willing to go on as they were going.
I would like to lmowwhat motive they have
'for their present movement, except their
:desire to prevent anybody else from making
tramways. I do not think that in saying
this I am doing the company' the smallest
injustice. That brings me to another
feature of t.heir Bill. If they get the
'monopoly they ask for, there is nothing in
)he measure to compel them to make any
,tramway at all. It is true a majority of
the ratepayers might be able to exercise
,such a power, but the company know very
,well what a lot of whipping-up would be
required to obtain any vote of the kind.
Therefore, it is quite possible that the mea,sure may practically be one not to promote
the making of tramways but to prevent it.
lndeed we may presume that if ever the
co~pany were placed in the position that
no one could make tramways unless they
did, and that even they were not absolutely compelled to make them, the result
would be that they would be content to go
on dividing their present large dividends
without gi~ing the metropolis a single tramway. Then I have to draw attention to the
fact that this Bill is, 'to all intents al~d
purposes, a sham. The Tramways Bill as
amended by the conference of the local
bodies is a different measure altogether. I
think it is rather unfair for th~ promoters
of the Bill to ask us to discuss the present
measure' when they have another in their
pockets, which we ought to discuss instead.
'Why is not that other Bill in the possession
of honorable members? I am told that
the measui'e now before us was introduced
in its present shape in order to comply with
the standing orders of the House, and that
those standing orders prevent the circulation
of the amended Bill at this stage, but surely
the company could have supplied honorable
members with some detailed information as
to the contemplated amendments.
Mr. GILLIES.-The rules of the House
forbid that being done at the present stage.
Mr. CARTER.-I fancy they' could be
supplied to the newspapers, and so find their
way to publication.
Mr. GILLIES.-I informed the company
that that would not be a proper course.
Mr. CAR TER.-Then, inasmuch as the
Bill before us is not the real Bill at all, I
suggest that its promoters abandon it, and
bring in the Bill they mean to travel'oll,
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We would then have a complete measure
to deal with, and know to what the local
bodies have agreed. What do I find in the
propositions we have now under QUI' consideration? lhat, if they were passed into
law, the city authorities could not establish
underground drainage without compensating
the company at every turn.
Mr. GILLIES.-That is not correct,
Mr. CAR TER.-It is true clauses 18
and 19 provide to a certain extent against
such a thing, but after all they apply only
to existing sewers, and, were the Bill law,
the corporation could not run a drain down
the centre of Elizabeth-street without, the
company becoming entitled to compensation
for the stoppage of their traffic.
Mr. GILLIES.-That is not the case at
all.
Mr. CARTER.-That is howl read the
Bill, and I don't think the honorable member
for Rodney can interpret it differently.
Another point is that the local bodies. have
swallowed the company's proposals with such
remarkable avidity as to actually adopt not
only the routes first suggested to them, but
the alternative routes as well. With what
joy, mingled with surprise, wiU tp.e ratepayers receive that bit of intelligence. Why
there is hardly a street of consequence in'the
city through which the company, will not be
permitted to run a tramway. Uilder'these
circumstances, I ask honorable members first
to bear in mind the traffic some portions of
the ,Melbourne streets-for instance, the
point where Collins and Elizabeth streets
intersect-have now to carry; secondly, to
estimate what it will be in say ten years'
time j and, lastly, to consider what the consequences will be if tramways are laid down
there. Let them recollect that the present
street vehicles can slue round out of each
other's way, whereas tramway carriages can
only turn a corner in a rigid line. Therefore
I hope that, if the Bill is to pass, honorable
members will never consent to tramways in
the busier parts of the city. After all, why
could' not the whole case be met by the
introduction into the Local Government Act
of a new clause, giving the local bodies full
power with respect to tramways-either to
construct and work tramways themselves,
or to construct them and give running
powers over them? They could then make
terms with the Melbourne Tramway and
Omnibus Company or with any other company, whereas now it is the first-mentioned
company or nothing, and we are asked ,to
give them an absolute monopoly for no less
than 21 years,' It has been said that the
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Government could not consent to place the
local bodies in a position to compete with
the suburban railways, but it seems to me
quite easy to provide against such a contingency. Then I think it would be wise to
insert in the Bill a clause enabling local
bodies to compel the company at any time
to give up a particular route, and adopt an
alternative one. However, I will not detain
the House further. I sincerely hope that, if
the Bill passes its second reading, there will
be a fair show of metropolitan members on
the select committee to which it will be
referred. I would think it very unfair if it
were relegated to a select committee composed of honorable members with no special
interest in the various points at issue. In
conclusion, I beg to say that I will offer no
factious opposition to the Bill, but I will
fight it on its merits. I would be glad to
see tramways in Melbourne, but I would be
sorry to see them monopolized by any private
c9mpany whatever.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-Sir, I desire to
say at the outset of my remarks on this
Bill that I have studiously avoided taking
any part in the meetings which have been
held in Melbourne and the suburbs with
regard to the construction of tramways.
Last Friday night, for the first time, the
Bill having been introduced on 'tVednesday,
1, attended an anti-tramway meeting in my
own district, but only for the purpose of
hearing what was said. I regretted to notice
that the arguments were all on one side, and,
after the meeting was over, I pointed out to
some of the promoters of it that it would be
much better if such meetings were called
simply for the purpose of inquiring into
the advisability or otherwise of tramways,
and arguments were heard on both sides of
the question. I am aware that 'a great
many of these meetings have been called by
parties interested in preventing tramways
being constructed, and I cannot say they
are not quite justified in taking this course.
The great question, however, we have to
consider to-night is not so much with reference to this particular Bill, but whether we
are to have tramways or not, and who should
construct them. I agree with the honorable
member for St. Kilda (Mr. Carter) in regretting that this question should have been
brought on with so little notice and in so
thin a House, because it is a very important question, materially affecting the Government for the time being. Railway
communication up to the present has been
entirely in the hands of the Government.
The Hobson's ~ay Railway was the only
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one in tIle colony belonging to a private company, and, in order to carry out the policy,
of the country that the railways should be'
in the hands of the State, tIllS House thought
proper by a large majority-I admit I voted
against the proposal-to purchase that property. Under these circumstances, I think
it really is a very cool request on the part
of any company to ask tIllS House to grant'
them such enormous powers and such a great
monopoly as would be conferred by the
passage of this Bill. The question is one
affecting the Government even more than,
this House, because the injury that would
be done to the railway system of the colony
forms one of the greatest grounds of objec-'
tion to the Bill. I would remind honorable
members that the Government purchased.
the Hobson's Bay Railway for something.
like £1,350,000, but, if the powers and
privileges proposed in this Bill were granted,
to the Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus
Company, I would like to ask what would
be the purchasing price of the railway.
then? If this Bill were passed and tramways extended throughout Melbourne and,
the whole of the suburbs, is it the least
exaggeration to say that . the Hobson's
Bay Railway would be depreciated in value,
fully one-half? 'tVe find in th~ Bill before .
us that the company coolly propose to,
run their tramways over P~'ince's-bridge t.o
South Yarra., and so. to t.ap the whole of
the traffic in that direction which is now
secured by the railway. They also propose
to run a tramway to St. Kilda, and they
even wish to take a tramway over the Falls- '
bridge and carry it alongside the Hobson's.
Bay line to Emerald Hill .and Sandridge,"
thus directly competing for the traffic on .
the Government lines. I certainly do not,
think that this or any other Government
would allow such a Bill- to pass through
the House. Again, in competition with
what are known as the Victorian Railways'
proper, I find a tramway projected to'
Essendon and Flemington. Then if a
tramway were, as proposed in the Bill,.
constructed by this company to Brunswick,
of what earthly use would the Coburg Rail- .
way be? It must be evident that tramways
such as those proposed, running as they .
would do amongst the thick of the popu- :
lation, would most seriously affect the'
railway returns. No doubt, as far as
Brunswick is concerned, perhaps it has
been a mistake on the part of the Government to decide Oil constructing a railway to
Coburg, and, as there is a wide road the'
whole
way from Melbourne, it might have. J
_
"
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been better if the Government had constructed a tramway to Brunswick. Allusion
bas been made to the tramways of Sydney,
but I would point out that there is a wonderful difference between Melbourne and
Sydney in the matter of suburban communication. The building of Sydney was commenced over 100 years ago, and the city was
laid out long before railways came into existence. In Melbourne, on the other hand,
we have provided railway accommodation
for the people in the various suburbs. The
railway station of Sydney, at Redfern, is
situated as far from the city proper where
t.he business is carried on as Hawthorn is
from Melbourne. If we had our central
railway station at Hawthorn, perhaps it
would be the correct thing for us to have
tramways. In Sydney they found that to
bring the line of railway into the middle of
the city would cost, for property alone, some
£3,000,000, and therefore they adopted the
next best expedient of constructing not
tramways, but street railways, running
through the city and suburbs, forming a
great convenience to many people, but a
great source of annoyance to many others.
In Oxford-street, which is the same width
as Smith-streot, Collingwood, there is a
double line, and the noise of the passing
trains, with their motors, running by every
five or ten minutes is a great nuisance.
In fact I myself, when talking to a friend at
one of tho shops, had to stop the conversation until the train went past. The honorable memberfor Rodney (Mr. Gillies) spoke
of the discomfort of the present conveyances
on a wet day, but I can inform the honorable
member that the tramcars in Sydney nre
the most uncomfortable and disgraceful
things to ride in on a wet day that I ever
saw in my life.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-What about
Adelaide?
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-The case of Adelaide is not a parallel one with that of Melbourne or Sydney, as the tramway traffic is
very small. I also agree with the remarks
of the honorable member for St. Kilda as to
the undesirability of the beautiful streets of
Melbourne being cut up by tramways.
Moreover, the company do not propose to
carry t.heir tramways anywhere for t.he purpose of opening up traffic, or to afford accommodation to the people who really require
it. They only propose to run to those
places where they can at once obtain a payable traffic, and, although we are told that
£500,000 would have to be laid out in the
construction of the tramways mentioned in
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the Bill, I 'venture to say that the speculation would be one of the most profitable
transactions for the company that have ever
been proposed in this country or any other.
Sir J. 0' SHANASSY .-Are you against
tramways altogether?
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-No. I believe
there nre some districts round Melbourne
where they would be a great advantage, but
I object to a private company being allowed
to construct tramways to compete with the
,Government railways. I have always advocated the construction of tramways in
many parts of the country, because I believe
they would be a great public convenience,
and could be made even cheaper than main
roads.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Do you mean
by the Government?
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-Yes, made by the
Government; I think they are the proper
parties to construct them.
Mr. GILLIES.-There is no other place
where,the Government construct tramways. '
Mr: BERRY.-There is no other place
where the Government own the suburban
railways.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-Wehavesuburban
railways which form a perfect network round
Melbourne and the suburbs, and under such
circumstances there is not the slightest necessity for this Bill. I have 110 wish to say
anything as to the manner in which this
project has received the support of various
suburban bodies, but we cannot shut our
eyes to the fact that, when such a proposal
comes before gentlemen some of whom are
shareholders in the company, their judgment is likely to be carried away, especially
when there is every prospect of the undertaking proving a very profitable affair; and
I am informed that some of the members
of t.he conference which considered this Bill
were in that position. There are two or
three features in the Bill which struck me
as very singular and savouring rather of
sharp practice. Clause 48 provides that a
Tramways Board shall be formed, consist.
ing of one member from each of the municipalities interested, two members appointed
by the Government, and two from the City
Council of Melbourne ; and this board, as
I understand the Bill, is to have the entire
management of the tramways. The clause
coolly proposes that all the expenses of the
board shall be paid by the municipalities
according to the length of tramway running through their boundaries. I believe,
however, that in the Bill as amended by
the conference an alteration has been made
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in this respect. The company found that
such a proposition would scarcely go down,
and therefore an alteration was made, although it does not appear in the Bill, to the
effect that the company shall pay one-half
the expenses, but not more than £500 in one
year. Even in that proposal, however, the
company appear to me to be taking an unfair
advantage. Again, the manner of taking
a poll in any district, as laid down in clauses
G and 7, is most unfair. Only those opposed
to the tramway are to vote, and unless onethird of the ratepayers vote against the tramway it is to go on. In my constituency there
are 4,288 electors on the roll, but my experience in standing for election has been
that one-third of the electors generally do
not record their votes at all. In this point
also the Bill has been altered by the Tramway Conference so that a poll is to he taken
both for and against the construction of a
tramway. The schedule, however, regulating the mode of voting as adopted by
the conference is likely to be most misleading. If the voter disapproves of the tramway he is to strike· out the word" Yes" on
the voting paper, and if he approves of it,
the word" No." vVhat would be the result
of the voting under that kind of ballotpaper? I venture to say that 19 out of
20 voters would make a mistake in recording their votes.
Mr. GILLIES. - In distinguishing
" Yes" and " No " ?
Mr. BERRY.-But the "Yes" means
"No," and the" No " means" Yes."
Mr. GILLIES.-That is only a matter
of detail. Weare now discussing principles, not details.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-I would further
point out that our public streets are of the
greatest importance to the inhabitants, and
more particularly to the property -holders.
If a tradesman puts a bag or a box on the
pathway, he is brought before the police
court and fined; yet we have here a company asking for power to cut up the streets
throughout Melbourne and .the suburbs.
Many of the local councillors seem to have
been caught by the idea that, if tramways
were constructed, there would be a great
saving in the cost of maintaining the streets.
I think that just the reverse would be the
case, as, owing to the way in which the
ordinary traffic would be diverted from the
line of the tramway, the sides of the streets
would be cut up very severely, and the maintenance would cost more than ever. Moreover, there is no doubt that, if the House
agrees to the present proposition, the time
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is not far distant when the company will
not be satisfied with horse tramways, which
will be much slower than the omnibuses and
waggonettes. (" No.") Even in Sydney, the
tramcars are very slow, as they stop at each
corner to pick up passengers. HerQ, in
Melbourne, I prefer, if I possibly can, to
travel by a waggonette in preference to an
omnibus, owing to the number of times which
the latter, in consequence of the large accom ..
modation it affords, stops t<? take up passengers. For all the reasons ,I have given
I shall vote against the Bill, and I hope the
GoYernment, who are the parties most interested, will at once announce what position
they intend to take up with rega.rd to it.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Sir, I agree with
most of the views which have been enunciated
by the last speaker. I think that, as matters
stand at present, it would be very injurious
to the public property and the public revenue
if this Bill were to be passed in the form in
which it has been presented to the House.
As to the abstract question whether or not
tramways are an improvement on the present modes of conveyance, I do not think
we need go into it, nor do I propose to discuss whether some of the localities mentioned in the Bill would be benefited by
tramways or not. The aspect of the question
I would ask the House to pause and consider
is whether the Government property will
or will not be diminished in value if this
measure is brought into operation. (" No.")
Some honorable members say" No," but, as
far as I can form a judgment, it appears
to me that the public revenue will, for the
present-I do not say permanently-be curtailed to the extent of between £30,000 and
£60,000 a year. Taking half of that as
going in expenses, there will be a loss of
profit to the extent of between £15,000 and
£30,000 a year, representing a depreciation
in the value of the Government property of
from £250,000 to £500,000, resulting from
the introduction of the tramways proposed
in this Bill.
Mr. GILLIES.-Did the Government
lose by tho omnibuses?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-As far as I can
ascertain, when the omnibuses were started
there was a loss of revenue to the railways
of nearly £30,000 a year.
Mr. GILLIES.-Why. not ° stop them
then?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member knows that the roads are made for
ordinary vehicles to run UpOll. But what
is proposed now is to turn a number of
those roads into street railways; because
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the railway would hardly obtain passengers
rails are to be laid down, and only vehicles
with·a flange on their wheels are to be enough to pay the expenses of the officials.
Mr. GILLIES.-vVill you not have to
allowed to travel on them. In short, the
object of this Bill is to establish street rail- compete against the present omnibuses?
ways to compete with the suburban lines.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-There is no
which have been bought at the expense of doubt that the railways do compete against
the State. I do not say that the time may the omnibuses, but a railway that carries
not come when tramways may be made ad- passengers to Spencer-street will not compete against a street railway that carries them
ya~ltageously-when the suburban traffic
will be more than the railways can carry; into Elizabeth-stroet.
J\fr. MUNRO.-What you say proves
but.for the present the street railways constructed under this Bill would simply com- that the tramway would be a greater public
pete with the Government railways. I
convenience.
would ask honorable members to turn to the
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member may be right, but this House and
schedule of the lines to be constructed, for
the country have adopted a policy which is
tIllS is a Bill in which the details are of more
consequence than the actual principle in- in another direction. If this Bill is passed,
volved. It is impossible, in fact, to separate the House ought immediately to instruct
the principle from the details in dealing
the Minister of Railways to stop the conwith the measure. The £rst tramway to tractors on the Brunswick Railway, and pay
which I will direct attention is the Oolling- them what damages they might be entitled
wood and Olifton Hill branch, commencing to for the loss of their contract, and also to
try and sell the land which has cost £50,000,
at Albert-street (having sprung from a
line which st.arts at Spencer-street) and even if there was a loss of £20,000 on the
proceeding along Nicholson-street, Ger- transaction. Next there is the Hotham
trude-street, Smith-street, and the Heidel- tramway, starting in Elizabeth-street and
berg-road, and terminating on the Plenty- terminating in the Flemington-road at the
road, near the N orthcote bridge. Now
junction of Boundary-road. That branch,
Parliament has authorized the construc- though not to so great an extent, will also
tion of a railway to Alphington, and tho be in competition with the Ooburg Railway;
Government have proposed in the new and, if there is to be a station near the hay
Railway Bill the construction of another, market, the tramway would cut off the.
which is to run across from N orthcote to
traffic there. I next take No.2 tramway,
Ooburg. Both of those lines would be . the Richmond branch of which comniences
competed with by this tramway. Then at the intersection of Oollins-street and
there is t·he Simpson's-road branch, com- Swanston-street, passes through Richmond;
me.ncing at the junction of Brunswick- and terminates near the Hawthorn bridge.
street with Victoria-parade, and proceeding That will be in direct competition with the
along Victoria-parade, Victoria-street, and
Richmond and Hawthorn Railways.
.
Burnley-street, and joining with another
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-It will not
branch proceeding along Victoria-street, compete with them at all.
and terminating at or near the Kew bridge.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
There you will have a f:ramway which will member for Belfast may know more about
that local traffic than I do, but we now come
be in competition with the Kew Railway and
the Richmond Railway. N ext there is the to the southern lines of tramway, and with
regard to them I can speak with some local
~runswick branch, commencing at the intersection of Elizabeth-street and Bourke- knowledge. The South Yarra, Prahran,
street, and prooeeding along Elizabeth- and St. Kilda Esplanade tramway, which
street and the Sydney-road, to the junction starts from Swanston-street and passes over
Prince's-bridge, will undoubtedly take a
of the Moreland-road. The terminating
point of that branch will be within 300 great deal of the traffic which is now carried
yards of the Moreland station. The Govern- on the railways to those suburbs. I venture
mimt have paid the sum of £50,000 for the to say that that tramway, if made by the
Government, would yield them a return of
l~nd alone on the Brunswick Railway, and
the railway, before it is completed, will cost 20 or 25 per cent.
Mr. GILLIES.-vVill the Government
altogether £100,000. If, however, this
branch tramway be made, the Government take that line if the company build it and
might as well have thrown the money into hand it over?
the sea, for the tr~ffic would come along the
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I am merely
t!a.mway. In fact, ~gainst sucll competition. dealing .w:ith the. Bi!l as it s_tands.. The1.:e..
Sir B~ 0' Loghlen.
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is a branch of the tramway to start at the
intersection of Ohapel-street and the Toorakroad, and proceed through Toorak, which
might not interfere with the railway traffic,
and would be useful, but the main tramway,
if constructed, would undoubtedly entail
serious loss on the Railway department.
Then there are the tramways to Emerald
Hill and Sandridge, which would likewise
seriously depreciate the value of the railway
to those suburbs. I would therefore ask the
House to pause in this matter, and to remember that they are the protectors of the
public property for which they paid so much
money on behalf of the country. These
tramways would undoubtedly be a source of
great profit to the shareholders of the company, but, while the profits would go into the
pockets of the company, a corresponding loss
would have to be borne by the taxpayers of
the colony, and those are the people whom
the House is bound to protect. The honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) said
that the company were willing to give a
portion of their profits to the municipalities,
but I think if his proposition had been that
the company would be content with a return of
7 or 8 per cent., and would hand the balance
over to the Government, there would be
some prospect of the railways being recQuped
the loss they would suffer by the construction
of these tramways. It must be recollected
that the fee-simple of all these roads is in the
Orown, and only their control in the hands
of the municipalities. So much for the
general view which, I think, anyone who has
to protect the filiancial interests of the
country is bound to take on the question.
There is one very peculiar provision in the
Bill to which reference has already been
made. Olauses 6 and 7 provide that, on the
company making application for the consent
of a municipality to the construction of a
tramway, a poll of the ratepayers is to be
taken. Ouriously enoug]}, by the way,
although the application may have been
refused, it can be renewed every year, so that
a municipality which has declined a tramway
may be troubled every year. With regard
to the poll, the Bill, as it stands, only provides for polling-papers being distributed on
one side of the question, but the honorable
member for Oollingwood (Mr. Langridge)
has pointed out that a change has been
made in the proposal since the Bill was
printed, and voting-papers are now to be
distributed both for and against the construction of a tramway asked for. But it is
required that one-third of the ratepayers
shall forbid a tramway before it can be
SESe 1882,-2 5

Omnibus Oompany's Bill.

577

stopped. I understand that this provision
is taken from a section in the Local Government Act with regard to a municipality
floating a loan, but I am told that there is
not one case on record in which one-third
of the voters in a municipality have forbidden
a loan under that section.
Mr. MUNRO.-Yes, in Prahran.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Well, there is
that one case.
Mr. GILLIES.-But you are not quoting the provision in the Bill as agreed to
by the conference. A majority can forbid a
tramway.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I am very glad
to hear it, but I was quoting from the Bill as
I find it. Even under the altered proposal,
however, I would point out to the honorable member that it would be very easy for
the company to carry its point where there
was a difference of opinion. The company
will carry those in favour of the tramway
to the poll, but who will provide cabs for
those against it? We know that already
in Melbourne, where a compa.ny has been
concerned in a municipal poll, it has carried
its voters to the pollm,g-booth, but those
against the company have had to wallL In
conclusion, I. would ask the House to pause
before risking a portion of the value of the
Government property by. agreeing to .this
Bill. I think 4Iquiry ought to be niade as
to how the Government property-how the
State railways-will be damnified by the
constructioll of tramways. .
Mr. KERFERD.-Mr. Speaker, I must
say that the Attorney-General has not
dealt with this Bill in the way I expected
that he, as leader of the House, would
deal with it. . I gather from his observations not that he is altogether opposed to
tramways, but that under certain cireumstances he would be in favour of them.
His position would be more intelligible if,
speaking as the mouth-piece of the Government, he were to say that tramways ought
. to be in the hands of the State and that
they should not be constructed by private
individuals at all. But while the honorable
gentleman seemed to be in favour of tramways as something which might be entertained in this country at a future day, without giving any reason beyond the opinion
that they would compete with certain of
our railways, he asks this House not to
agree to the Bill. There is no . doubt that
if the Bill becomes law, even with such
modifications.as the House, in its ·wisdool,
may think fit to insist upon, tramways will
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sufficient to justify us in placing the measure
not be confined to the various arteries leadon the statute-book. But I would not like to
ing to the city of Melbourne, but will be
come now to a decision which might deprive
laid down throughout the country. Therefore it becomes a large question of public many of the suburbs of a means of communication. Noone can go into Elizabethpolicy as to how far this system of locomotion may be sanctioned by law. The matter street, and observe the crowds of omnibuses
is one upon which I am not able to pronounce and the frequent· difficulty of obtaining accommodation in them, without feeling that
an opi~ion. I would like to have some
some other means of locomotion is r~quired ;
information as to the working of tramways
and I would ask whether tramways, with
in the neighbouring colonies and in other
horses, would not under certain circumcountries, and as to where they should be
laid down-whether they should be limited. stances be a much more satisfactory and
safer means of conveyance for a large class of
simply to outlying roads, or whether they
persons than the system which now obtains?
should be allowed in cities, towns, and
The Attorney-General has propounded a
densely occupied places. I can conceive
novel doctrine which, if carried out to any
that a city like Melbourne might, within
extent, I think would astonish the people.
certain bounds, be greatly benefited by a
If the honorable gentleman would only take
tramway system. Our population is not
the Metropolitan Gas Company under his
large or settled enough to call for the concare, and appropriate a portion of their prostruction of underground railways. Morefits to the reticulation of some of the outover, there may be practical engineering
lying suburbs that are in want' of gns, he
difficulties in the way of the carrying out of
would do a substantial service; but, howsuch works. Under these circumstances, and
ever refreshing the notion may be, I am
in view of the fact that communication by
afraid that a p.roposition to compel companies
railway between Melbourne and the suburbs
to whom Parliament grnnts privileges to
is restricted pretty well to one direction only,
place a portion of their profits in the coffers.
the question arises whether it is not possible
to give to other suburbs the advantage of
of the State is something too utopian to be
tramways, no matter how they may be worked,
aceepted.
Mr. FISHER.--Sir, the argument of
whether by wire, horse power, or some other
the honorable member for the Ovens (Mr.
instrumentality. Oertainly the question is
Kerferd) leads me to ask the question, if it
one well worth the consideration of the House
-one that the House ought really to obtain
be a wrong thing to gi.ve a monopoly to a
all possible information upon. No harm can be
gas company, why should a monopoly be
done by obtaining information. We shall
given to a tramway company? I feel someact a far wiser part if we legislate only nfter
what in a diffieulty as to what is the precise
full inquiry, and after we have obtained all the
business before the House at present. Here
infOl"mation available, than if we come to a
is the Bill which the honorable member for
conclusion now. At the same time, I submit
Rodney (Mr. Gillies) is supposed to have
that to refuse to read the Bill a second
introduced; but it turns out that when
time, merely on the information we have at· certain objections are made to' a very impresent, would be exceedingly unfair to the
portant principle of the measure, the principle
promoters-of whom, I may say, I know
upon which tramwnys are to be allowed to be
nothing-and unjust to the residents of the
taken through the streets of municipalities,
various districts who may be expecting to
the Bill we have to consider is something
be benefited by means of tramways. Some
different. Which Bill are we to deal with?
of the arguments which have been advanced
'Vhich is Short and which is Codlin? I
during this debate can hardly be carried to
really don't know. I must congratulate the
their logical sequence. For example, the honMelbourne Tramwny nnd Omnibus Oomorable member for Collingwood (Mr. Langpany (Limited) upon their good fortune in
ridge) urged that tramways would compete
securing the services of such a distinguished
with our State railways,but, according to· advocate as the honorable member for
that argument, there should be no omnibuses
Rodney. I don't think they could possibly
or other vehicles along our roads. I don't feel
have obtained the services of anyone better
I shall be precluded, by the observations I
fitted to pilot through the Assembly a Bill·
llave made, from voting' against the pro- . of this description. The honorable member
posals contained in the Bill, after the meacommenced his remarks by endeaTouring to
sure has passed a select committee, and
show that the Bill is really a small matter;
comes before the House for its third readin fact, he seemed to take pains to dising, if the information put before us· is not
parage the notion of anything great being
Mr. Kerferd.
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involved in it. The object, he said, was
simply to enable tramcars to take the place
of the omnibuses. But if the substitution
of tramca.rs for omnibuses be the only consideration for the introdw.ction of the Bill,
why should the Melbourne Tramway and
Omnibus Company (Limited) be at the great
pains, trouble, and expense involved in
pressing this measure through Parliament,
and in carrying out their scheme? There
must be something more in the project than
that. I believe it is intended that the tramcars shall take the place not only of omnibuses,
but of cabs and railways; that the company
shall have a general monopoly of carriage
everywhere around Melbourne and its
suburbs. So that for the honorable member
for Rodney to say that the tramcars are
intended only to take the place of the omnibuses is really to drive us a little off the
scent. I am sorry that the honorable member, while descanting on the merits of the
tramcar system, found it necessary to go out
of his way to have a tilt at the cabs which
we used to have some years ago, and which
served a very useful purpose in their time.
The honorable member sought to insinuate
that we never would have had decent fourwheel cabs or hansoms-the gondolas of
the street, as Disraeli calls them-had it not
been for the omnibuses.
Mr~ GILLIES.-Certainly not so soon.
Mr. FISHER.-But cabs have improved
concurrently with the other improvements
which have taken place. However, rising
to the height of his argument, the honorable
member enunciated the sentiment that a
tramway company is an essential of our
civilization. But I submit that we are
pretty well civilized already even without a
tramway company. The honorable member
for Rodney talks of the local option that is
provided for by the Bill; but, as a matter
of· fact, it is provided for in such a skilful
way as to enable the promoters of the
measure to carry their tramways through
every municipality in the vicinity of Melbourne. Clause 7 provides that the tramways shall not be laid in any municipality if
one-third of the ratepayers vote against the
proceeding. But anyone can understand
how difficult it ·would be to induce one-third
of the ratepayers of a municipality-say,
1,500 of the 4,500 ratepayers of Emerald
Hill-to come forward and record their votes
to forbid anyone thing. 'Vhat is our experience in connexion with the election of
boards of advice under the Education
Act? In a matter involving the right education of their children, do ratepayers come
2s2
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forward to the number of anything like
1,500 to vote on anyone side or the other?
No; only a few hundreds take sufficient'
interest in the question to do so. And is it
likely that ratepayers will take any greater
interest in the question of tramcars? Why,
if there were nothing else in the Bill than
the provisions for what the honorable memberfor Rodney calls" local option," I would
view the measure with great suspicion; but
I object to the Bill because I object to
everything which savours of monopoly.
According to clauses 11 and 12, every tram 1
way constructed under the Bill shall consist'
of a double line of the gauge of 4 feet 81
inches, and the nearest rail to the footpath
shall not be nearer that footpath than 9!
feet. Now twice 9 ~ feet makes I!) feet, and
twice 4 feet 8! inches makes 9 feet 5 inches.·
Add 9 feet 5 inches to 19 feet, and you have
28 feet 5 inches. That being so, I ·ask
how can a double line of rails be carried over
Prince's-bridge or the Falls-bridge? r
don't think the provisions of the Bill have
been very carefully studied. I say there'
is no necessity, at the present time, for the
introduction of the tramcar. system into
Melbourne. We have railways, omnibuses,
and cabs, and with these descriptions of
conveyance the public is amply served.'
Certainly I am not aware of any public
demand for an addition to our carrying
system. Why at certain periods of the day'
there are no less than five trains running
per hour each way between Melbourne and
Emerald Hill; and, in addition, there are
the omnibuses and cabs. (Cries of "Time.")
If honorable members are desirous that some
other business should be brought on before
the expiration of the time dedicated to private
members' business, I am willing to move
the adjournment of the debate. I beg to'
move that the debate be adjourned.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY:-Sir, I think it
would be more honest on the part of honorable
members who are opposed to the Bill if, in- .
stead of talking against time, they were to
declare, and be prepared to support the
declaration by their vote, that Melbourne
and its suburbs arc not sufficiently advanced
for the introduction of tramways. A more
roundabout piece of special pleading than'
that indulged in by the last speaker I never'
listened to. The presentation of the Bill·
to the House has forced upon Parliament
the necessity fordeciding whether any system
of tramways shall be introduced into this
,
country or not.
Mr. CARTER.-No; the question is:
whether one company shall have a monopoly.,
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Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-vVhat we have
to ask, in the first place, is-Do the Government propose to make tramways? The
answer is-" No." The next question isDo the Corporation of Melbourne, or do the
corporations of any of the suburban municipalities severally 01' jointly, propose to make
tramways?
Mr. CARTER.-Yes.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Where is their
proposition? They have never asked this
House for powers.
Mr. CARTER.-They can have power
under the Local Government Act.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-But they have
never come forward and stated distinctly,
as corporations, what they desire to do. I
would not give power to the Corporation of
Melbourne to make tramways, nor would I
give the power to any suburban corpora··
tion. Under these circumstances, I am
forced into the position of having to decide
whether a private company shall make
tramways, either in part or in whole-as
may be decided by a select committee-or
whether the Government shall make them.
The Government object to a private company constructing tramways on the ground
that the proposed tramways would compete
with the State railways. That may bea
good reason for the Government to say that
they object to the construction of tramways
altogether, or that they will make them
themselves; but they have not stated so. I
therefore think that the Government are out
of court in regard to this Bill. The corporations are also out of court, for they have
never proposed to construCt tramways. I
. shall therefore vote for the second reading
of the Bill, in order that it may be sent to
a select committee, but I will not bind myself
to give the company aU the powers they ask
for, or to support the construction of all the
tramways they propose to make. I think
it will be the business of the select committee, if the principle of the Bill is approved of, to take care that only such
tramways are constructed as will conduce
to the public advantage, without interfering
in any appreciable degree with the vested
interests of the Government in railways.
If that course be adopted, Melbourne and
its suburbs will no longer be, as at present,
behind the age in respect to tramways.
There have been tramways for years past in
many of the large cities and towns in other
parts of the world. In Sydney there are
tramways conducted by the Government,
and in Invercargill, a town in New Zealand
with only about 8,000 inhabitants, which I
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visited very recently, there are tramways
under the control of a private company. In
both those places the tramways are a great
public convenience. Tramways are also in
successful operation in Adelaide, a city of
only 40,000 or 50,000 inhabitants, and in
Dunedin, which, compared with the age of
Melbourne, where a municipal corporation
has been in existence ever since 1842,
may be said to be a city of yesterday. Although I do not know one individual connected with the Melbourne Tramway and
Omnibus Company, I think great credit is
due to the company for bringing before this
House and the country the necessity for
the construction of tramways in our metropolis, so that we may in some degree keep
pace in this respect with the neighbouring
colonies, and with the chief cities and towns
of England anel America. The principal
reasons urged against tramways are almost
as foolish as the acts of those persons who
at one time, in England, destroyed machinery because they fancied that it would
interfere with labour. I have great regard
for the interests of a class of men who
earn their bread by an industry which
existed here before we had either railways
or omnibuses; but I have yet to learn that
cabmen have been in the smallest degree
injured by the construction of tramways
wherever they have been established. So
far as I can gather, the tramways, instead
of being an injury, are a benefit to the cabmen by the increased traffic they create. I
know that in Sydney the cabmen pick up
numbers of passengers after the tramcars
have passed, ·and are really doing better
than they were before the tramway system
was introduced. I also believe that people
carrying on business in cities and towns are
not injured in the least by the existence of
tramways. 'Vhy should not a large city
like Melbourne and its suburbs, with a
population of about 280,000 persons, be
allowed to avail itself of the opportunity of
securing tramways? If, after the Bill is
sent to a select committee, the municipal
councils come forward and show that they are
willing to do something in the matter, as
the honorable member for St. Kilda (Mr.
Carter) seems to think they will, the House
can then consider their application; but if
they will do nothing, and the Government
will do nothing, there is no reason why Parliament should not give suitable powers to a
private company to construct tramways.
Mr. BERRY.-Sir, I am not surprised
that the advocates of this Bill prefer to talk
about tramways in the abstract, rather than
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deal with the main arguments against the
measure. The principal objection to the
Bill has been very forcibly put by the late
Minister of Public vVorks, and by the
present head of the Government, and has
been adverted to by the honorable member
for Belfast. It is that the Government
have spent a large sum of money in the
purchase and construction of suburban railways, and therefore tramways, if introduced
at all, should be constructed by the Government, and not by a private company.
SirJ.O'SHANASSY.-AretheGovernment going to make tramways?
Mr. BERRY. - I do not think it is
reasonable to expect the Government to
be called upon to say, at this particular
moment, that they are prepared to make
tramways. If the honorable member for
Belfast was at the head of the Government, he would not like to be bailed up in
that manner. I think the Premier said quite
sufficient for to-night when he stated that
the House, if it desired to protect the public
interests, could not allow tramways to be a
monopoly in the hands of a private company.
That is the only ground I take up. I won't
go into the Bill. I will not discuss whether
tramways are necessary or'unnecessary. But
I say, as the Government have spent nearly
£1,500,000 in purchasing the Hobson's Bay
Railway, as they have, constructed other
suburban lines, and as we have now a Railway Bill before us which contemplates the
construction of stillmore suburban lines, it
would be a dereliction of our public dut.y to
sanction the application of the Melbourne
Tramway and Omnibus Company even to
the extent of reading their Bill a second
time. I agree with the honorable member
for the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) that it may be
necessary for the House to get information
i~l regard to the desirability of tramways,
and as to what particular kind of tramways
are the best, and so forth; but we have no
right to ask a private company to go to the
expense of obtaining that information. We
have no right to pass the second reading of
the Bill unless we approve of the preamble
of the measure; and I say that the preamble
is directly opposed to the public interests.
Any information which the House may require as to tramways should be obtained at
the expense of the country. The House
should not lay itself under an obligation to
a private company to obtain that information, when it mayaftel:wards say to the company-" Thank you for your information,
but we shall reject your Bill." I believe that
Melbourne, at the present time, is as well off
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in regard to the conveniences of locomotion
as almost any other city. ("No.") If the
suburban railways, the omnibuses, and the
two classes of cabs that we have are taken
into consideration, I doubt very much whether
there is any city better provided with means of
locomotion than Melbourne. I am quite sure
that honorable members would not exchange
the whole of the facilities for locomotion
which are to be found in Melbourne and the
suburbs for those which exist in Sydney and
its suburbs.
Mr. GILLIES.-Sydney is the worst
city you could select for a comparison.
Mr. BERRY.-Sydney is the capital
of New South Wales. It has nearly as
large a population as Melbourne, and is a,
much older city. We hear a great deal
about the tramways in Sydney, but there
are no suburban railways and no waggonettes
there. The bulk of the passenger traffic in
Sydney and the suburbs is carried on by
tramways. I may remark, in passing, that
though in Sydney the Government had no
suburban lines to be injured by the tramways, yet they deemed it advisable to construct the tramways themselves, and they
keep them in their own hands and make a
large profit out of them. I will state what
I believe to be the proper course to take
with respect to the Bill now before us. Let
the House make up its mind whether it
will sell the suburban railways. If any
company require the cream, let them take
the skimmed milk as well. If they want
to make a profit by constructing tramways
-if they want to use the roads of this great
city-let them also take over the suburban
railways, which will not pay 'working expenses after the tramways are made. Some
honorable members seem to think that the
Premier promulgated a novel doctrine when
he said that the treasury must be protected
in considering the question of tramways.
I am afraid that doctrine has been somewhat disregarded in the ,past. Too many
public advantages have been granted to
private individuals and companies at the cost
of the State. Although it may be novel ill
practice, it is not novel in theory that it is
the duty of the Legislative Assembly to
protect the interests of the public. I was
never more satisfied with the Premier than
I am with the statement which he made to·
night. As an ex-Treasurer, and following
the course which I believe I have always consistently pursued, I feel it my, duty to support the Government when I find that they
are protecting the public interests against
what would be a private monopoly. If this
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company received the powers which they
apply for, why should they not be required
to pay a large portion of the cost of the
roads along which they wish to construct
their tramways? The company are not
asking simply for what a private railway
company would seek, but what they desire
is to carry their tramways along roads that
are already made, and all that they will
have to do will be to lay down the rails. I
regard the Bill as a monstrous Pl;oposition
to emanate from any private company, and I
am surprised that the local authorities have
fallen so easily into the trap prepared for
them~ I am glad, however, that the head
of the Government has done his duty by
endeavouring, as far as possible, to protect
the public revenue and to secure the public
interests.
The motion for the adjournment of the
debate was agreed to, and the debate was
adjourned until Wednesday, June 14.
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inquire into the existing defects in the law
and in the management of the public service,
and asked the Premier when he would afford him an opportunity of proposing the
motion?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN intimated that,
after the debate on the Budget was finished,
he would endeavour to fix a day for the honorable member to bring forward his motion.

SANDHURST PUBLIC BUILDINGS
SITES BILL.
On the order of the day for the third
reading of this Bill,
The SPEAKER said-On the second
reading I expressed the opinion that this
Bill is a private Bill. I have since looked
further into the matter, and I still adhere
to that opinion. It seems to me perfectly
clear that the measure comes within the
scope of the 4th standing order relating to
private Bills.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he thought
BUILDING SOCIETIES ACT
there were exceptional reasons why the
AMENDMENT BILL.
House should agree to deal with the Bill as
Mr. MUNRO moved that this Bill be
a public measure. Its objects were wholly
of a public character. He would, therefore,
read a second time.
with the leave of the House, move that the
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
Bill be treated as a public Bill.
was read a second time, and committed.
Mr. BURROWES seconded the motion.
On clause 1,
Mr. FISHER said he desired to call atMr. MUNRO said that the object of the
Bill was to cure a defect that had been distention to the fact that a statement made
on a previous evening, to the effect that all
covered in the existing Act, which prevented
shares in building societies being made perthe people of Sandhurst approved of the
Bill, was scarcely correct. Since the second
manent. The Registrar desired that the
measure should become law.
reading, communications had been sent to
him showing that a number of the residents
Mr. WALSH asked if any of the building
of Sandhurst did not altogether approve of
societies objected to the Bill ?
Mr. MUNRO replied that there was no
it. He, however, was not prepared to state
objection to the Bill on the part of any of
that the objections were sufficiently strong
to justify him in opposing the Bill.
the building societies j on the contrary, they
Mr. MUNRO asked whether it was in
were all anxious to see it passed.
order, after the Speaker had declared a Bill
Mr. BENT said he could not forget that
to be a private Bill, for an honorable member
the honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr. Munro) was the gentleman who engito move, without notice, that it be treated
lieered the Metropolitan Gas Company Bill
as a public Bill ?
,
through the Assembly; and, as far as ,he
The SPEAKER.- The motion could
was concerned, he would require a little innot have been proposed without notice if
formatioli before the present measure was
any honorable member had objected, but no
passed through committee. He thought the' objection was raised when the Premier asked
honorable niember had better consent to prothe leave of the House to propose the mogress being reported.
tion. The motion is therefore now before
Mr. MUNRO intimated that he would
the House, to be dealt with as the House
not oppose the suggestion.
thinks fit.
Mr. MUNRO eyplained that he did not
Progress was then reported.
hear the motion proposed, or he would cerTHE PUBLIC SERVICE.
tainly have objected to it being brought
. Mr. 'VRIXON called attention to a mo- , forward withoui--notice.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN remarked that, on
tion on the notice-paper in his name for
the appointment of a ,select committee to
the second reading, there was a discussion
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as to whether the measure was a public or
a private Bill; and, an understanding was
come to that if the Speaker, on further
consideration of the question, was of opinion
that it was a priva~e Bill, a motion would
be submitted asking the House to treat it
as a public Bill.
,
Mr. WRIXON expressed the opinion
that it would be better to postpone the
motion.
Mr. KERFERD submitted that the
House ought not to relax the standing
orders relating to private Bills in this case
without due consideration.
Dr. QUICK suggested that notice should
be given of the motion for treating the Bill
as a public Bill.
The SPEAKER.-As several honorable
members desire that notice s~lOuld be given,
I would suggest that the Government ought
to withdraw the motion for the present, and
give notice of it in the ordinary way.
The motion was then withdrawn.
DEBATE ON THE BUDGET.
SECOND NIGHT.

The House went into Committee of Supply
for the purpose of continuing the debate
(adjourned from Thursday, June 1) on the
Budget submitted by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen
on Tuesday, May 30.
M~jor SMITH.-Sir, I would have been
glad, if I could, to refrain from taking any
part in the debate on the Budget; but I feel
it my duty to offer some remarks, when I
call to mind that, during the period that I
held a position on the Treasury bench, the
Government of which I was a member were
assailed night after night, and week after
week, with reference to the expenditure then
going on in the various departments of the
State. I also recollect that those honorable
members who were the most persistent in
attacking us for increased expenditure
are amongst those who are now supporting the present Government in what I
venture to say is the most extravagant
expenditure ever placed on the Estimates.
'Ve were attacked because our estimated
expenditure for the year was in excess of
that of the previous year, yet what do I
discover in the present Estimates? vVhen
the Treasurer made his financial statement
the other evening, which he did under exceptionally agreeable circumstances, I was
struck with the fact that the increases in
salaries and promotions in the various departments proposecl by him with reference to
1882-:3 amount to more than, those proposed
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by the late Treasurer during the whole of
the four years he was in office. I have
taken trouble to analyze and compare the
estimates for the various departments, and
I find that practically the whole of the
reductions in the public expenditure which
the late Treasurer effected in four years are
to be swept away by the present Treasurer
in one year. Of course, I need hardly point
out that, if this sort of thing is allowed to
continue, there can only be one possible
effect, namely, a repetition of the so-called
Black Wednesday dismissals, in order to
bring the public expenditure within a proper
limit. I compared the increases in the
various departments proposed by the Treasurer with respect to 1882-3 with the
decreases effected up to June 30, 1881,
the last year the honorable member for
Geelong held office as Treasurer, and what
was the result? In the first place I found
that at the end of June, 1881, there was a
decrease in the Chief Secretary's department
of £44,356. I ask particular attention to
the next two items. While the AttorneyGeneral's and Solicitor-General's departments were under the control of the late
Attorney-General, he effected a very considerable reduction in their expenditure,
without interfering in any way with their
efficient working, the decreases accomplished
being the following :-Attorney-General's
department, £8,499 j Solicitor-General's
department, £4,123; total, £12,622 .. That
was what Mr. Vale did. But what has his
successor done? In the course of one short
year he has seen his way to the following
increases : -Attorney-General's department,
£5,740; Solicitor-General's department,
£7,232; total, £12,972. In that fashion
all Mr. Vale's reductions have disappeared.
Let us next look at some of the decreases
effected up to June 30, 1880-1, in tho
other departments. In the Treasury department the honorable member for Geelong
managed to bring down the expenditure by
£4,308; and in the Lands department,
under the control of the honorable member for Creswick (Mr. Richardson), there
was a net decrease of no less than £31,439.
What proportion of that decrease consisted
of salaries I don't know, but I notice that
the wisdom of the honorable member's proceeding is shown by the circumstance that
the present Minister of Lands provides for
a still further reduction in the expenditure
of his department of £1,261, in connexion
with which I may state that I am informed by the late Minister of Lands that
his successor has been relieved from the
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expemlitureof something like £10,000, formerly required for compensation grants. I
mentioned that the late Treasurer reduced
the expenditure of his department by"
£4,308; but how has his successor managed
with it? He proposes not further reductions, but increases amounting to £124,589.
Of course we will be told that a necessity
has arisen for a large extra expenditure in
connexion with police, but I regard the
addition as too considerable altogether. In
fact, I concur with the honorable member
for Geelong in thinking that our police
expenditure ought to be thrown more on the
local bodies than it is. I come next to the
decreases effected up to June 30, 1881, in
the Postmaster-General's department, the
expenditure of which the honorable member
for Collingwood (Mr. Langridge) was enabled, while he was in office, to reduce by
no less than £29,552 ; but what does his
successor propose ? No reduction at all,
but, instead, an increase of £26,743. All
through the Estimates I find "the savings
which we effected with so much labour completely swept away,.and the cOlJ.ntry saddled
with permanent increases of expenditure
which it will take many years to reduce. In
fact, the total incre"ases now proposed in the
Chief Secretary's, Attorney-General's, Solicitor-General's, Treasurer's, and PostmasterGeneral'.s departments amount to £92,544.
Then I observe that the increase in the expenditure foc 1882-3 includes no less than
£131,059 in the Railway department, and
£95,416 in the Water Supply department.
The total decreases effected up to June 30,
1881, by the Berry Administration,amounted
in the first "instance to £186,273, but additional estimates, including provision for
public works, and for increases in connexion
with various departments, and amounting
altogether to £57,453, brought down the
total decrease to £128,820~ Surely, then,
it must be said that we lessened the burthens
of the country to a very considerable extent.
At the same time, the increases of salary
and promotions proposed by the present
Ministry cannot, when analyzed, amount to
less than £30,000 or £40,000 a year.
Now I say that no country can stand such
a strain, which comes more particularly
from the Attorney-General's department.
The only decreases now proposed are in
the Mines, Lands, and Oustoms departments. In the Mines department the
reduction is £12,508, which is accounted
for by the fact that the present Minister of
Mines has not, like his predecessor, the
honorable member for Mandurang (Mr.
Major Smith.
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Williams), to spend £20,000 upon diamond
drills. All that has to be provided for this
year in that direction is some £7,000
for working the drills already constructed
and in course of construction. In the
Lands department the reduction is £1,261
against the decre,ase of £31,439 carried out
in the previous year by the late Minister of
Lands j and in the Customs department
there is a reduction of £80 against the
decrease of £14,285 formerly effected.
Altogether the decreases proposed by the
present Ministry amount to £13,849, which,
taken from proposed increases amounting
to £319,019, leaves a net proposed increase
of £305,170. As honorable members will
see, the Estimates have been prepared all
through on a most extravagant scale.
There has not been the slightest attempt
at economy anywhere. The 'Treasurer must
remember well that one of the greatest difficulties the Berry Government with which
he was formerly connected had to contend
with was the increases in the AttorneyGeneral's department, which he was not able
to justify.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-That is absurd.
I advise the honorable member not to
trouble himself concerning increases in the
Attorney-General's department, about which
he is not in n, position to speak, but to
address himself to the increases in the
Education department, of which he knows
something.
Major SMITH.-I am quite prepared at
any time to speak of my administration of
the Education department. Whatever increases I made there were fail' and just, and
in accordance with the departmental rules.
The case was quite different in the AttorneyGeneral's department.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member ought to speak of a colleague as he
would of himself. He is now actually challenging the acts of a former colleague of his
own.
Major SMITH.-vVhile I am speaking
on the Budget, it is open to me to refer to any
public department. Why the action of the
present 'Treasurer, when he was the Attorney-General of a former Administration, in
augmenting the salaries of police magistrates and judges, and in promoting to the
1st class officials in the Sheriff's and Registrar-General's offices involved" such an enormous addition to the public expenditure that
the honorable members now supporting the
Government then felt it to be their duty to
challenge the increases one by one. The honora.ble member comes out now with a grand
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flourish of trumpets about the great increase
there is to the revenue. No doubt he had
to provide £200,000 last year for the railway loan liquidation and construction account, but had he not a balance of £188,714
br~ught ,down from the previous year?
Again, while the Treasurer expects a large
increase to the revenue, what does he propose
to do with it ? To remit taxation amounting to £200,000 a year, and also'to largely
augment in, several ways the votes of this
House. Well, I for one would be perfectly
satisfied to support the GOTernment in
doing away with the tea duty. All liberals
have agreed for many years past that, when
the revenue could afford such a reduction of
taxation, it ought to take place. As for the
reduction of the beer duty, I cannot say I
have any overw;helming desire in its favour,
although I am aware that it was upon one
occasion practically promised by the late
Treasurer. Nor have I any very strong inclination to reduce the postal rates. What
'influences my ideas on that subject is that
for one letter posted by the working man
class forty or fifty are posted by the mercantil~ class.
Under these circumstances, I
consider that the so-called remission of taxation will afford no benefit to the great body
of the people, while the mercantile class
can very well afford to pay the extra 1d. pel'
letter. Certainly I think we ought to hesitate before we consent to lose £100,000 a
year of our postal income. I find in the
Treasurer's estimate of revenue that he expects to get a large amount from the public
estate, but I beg to inform him that I am
one of those who for the last twenty years
have objected to ~he system of spoliation
which has been carried on with respect to
the country lands, and that I would'like to
see all selection stopped until after the next
general election, when we will be enabled to
ascertain what the general public wish to
have done with the balance of the public
lands. I may remark that I have had no
little experience of the working of. the various Land Acts that have been successively
in force in Victoria. What, for instance,
was the effect of the Duffy Land Act? It
divided the country in such a chess-board
fashion that intending estate-owners could
take up land wholesale in a manner which
enabled them, having purchased one square
of territory, to secure the complete command
of another. I would very much like to see
a return showing the lands alienated under
the Duffy and Grant Land Acts.
'/ Mr. W. MADDEN.-I have already laid
them on the table.
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Major SMITH. - Unquestionably an
enormous proportion of the best lands of the
colony was taken up under those Acts.
Mr. W. MADDEN.-Not so much as
was taken up under the ,Act of 1869.
Major SMITH.-Be that as it may, I
know that under the Grant Land Act, which
disposed of the public estate by lottery, vast
holdings were obtained for' £1 per acre
which would now fetch from £20 to £50
per acre. And what is proposed now? The
Government expect to obtain, under their
new Land Bill, even more revenue than they
obtained last year under the' existing land
law. But will the Minister of Lands allowme
to tell him that, in my opinion, if the present
Land Bill is carried into operation-and I
venture to say it will not-there will be such
a general scramble for land that in six
months' time not a single acre of the public
estate will be left? Why 4,000 families,
with four members in each family, would be
able to walk off with the whole area. I say
that, before we permit a system of that sort,
we ought to consult our masters-the people
-and find out what they have to say on the
subject. In fact, I will venture to offer a
little advice, not only to the Government,
but to honorable members generally. What,
have we seen so far as the present session
has gone? I am quite sure the members
of the Government know very well that their
prospect of being able to do much business
this session is very small indeed. Nay, did
not the honorable member for Richmond
(Mr. Smith), tell us the other night that he
expected to see very little business done this
session?
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-I said the honorable member for Ballarat West (Major
Smith) would not allow any business to be
done.
Major SMITH.-I never said I would
take any course of the kind.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-I heard the honorable member say so.
Major SMITI-I.-Well, if the Govern.
vernment think they will be allowed, just
before they go to the country, to pass measures without criticism, to dispose of the
balance of the public estate, and to pile increase on increase to the public service, without their action being challenged in any way,
they will find themselves mistaken. What
is the net result of their labours last session?
Absolutely nothing. Their Loan and. Water
Conservation Acts are a dead letter, and
their Sludge Bill fell into the waste-paper
basket without anyone regretting the circumstance. I Bay that, instead of· wasting-

~86

The Budget.

[ASSEMBLY.]

more time, they would do well, having
made their little bid to the country in the
shape of promises of cheap tea, cheap beer,
cheap letters, and land for everyone who
will come for it, to go to the Governor and
ask him for a dissolution. I would support them in doing so ill every way I could.
Such a course would be far more dignified
and straightforward than the one they are
following now, seeing that, parties being in
their present state, Ministers are utterly
powerless to effect anything whatever. Let
the verdict of the country decide which
party is to rule, and then affairs will go on
Sir, I have
infinitely more satisfactorily.
no desire to proloilg the debate, and I will
simply say, in conclusion, that the proposals of the Government are of an utterly
wild and extravagant kind, that they are
overloading the public service in a way it
will not bear, and that they would consult
the best interests of the country if they got
a dissolution as soon as possible.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Sir, I like fail'
play, but I don't think it fair political fighting
for one honorable member tp attack another
who was formerly his colleague on account
of matters that occurred when both were
members of the same Administration. As
a matter of fact, the last speaker blamed me
for acts for which he is, constitutionally
speaking, as responsible as I am, and which,
at the same time, have been justified by the
House. The increases the honorable member
referred to as made in the Attorney-General's
department by the last Berry Administration
but one have been sanctioned by Parliament,
and I am not sure that the honorable member himself did not support them. As for
the insinuations I have heard that it took
weeks to get them carried through, they are
absolutely unfounded, for the whole thing
was done in a very few hours. But I will
not refer to those increases further, preferring
to confine myself for the presellt to the
honorable member's criticisms respecting
the increases that appear on our Estimates
for 1882-3. It is easy for me to point out
in a few words how unjustifiable his observations on that subject are. He dwelt on
the circumstance that in the . AttorneyGeneral's department there is an increase of
£5,740, but he did not utter a syllable as to
how it is made up. Let me remark that
£3,078 of the amount represents increases
to the department of Registrar-General and
Registrar of Titles, which are absolutely
necessary in order to provide for the great
addition recent.ly made to the business
t~ansacted there, that business being as much
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a paying one as our railway business is~the
additional expenditure simply representing
correspondingly additional profit. In fact,
the department is a revenue-yielding one,
and, like other departments of the same
character, if the work it is called upon to
do grows larger, further provision for ena bling
it to be done must be made. During the last
ten months that work has augmented by
20 or 25 per cent., and it promises to swell
during 1882-3 into even larger proportions.
Let honorable members recollect that the
department brings in a profit of £14,000 a
year. As to the increase of £1,142 in the
Sheriff's'department, it is mainly owing to
the vote for jurors" fees during the current
year having been found deficient. Does the
honorable member want the jurors to go
without their fees?
Major SMITH.-What about the County
Court judges and police magistrates?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-They are in the
Solicitor-General's department. Really the
honorable member should confine his observa tions to departments he knows something
about. The Government have appointed an
additional County Court judge and four
additional police magistrates, but what then 1
The .whole affair is one of policy, which the
House will no doubt discuss and decide upon
in due course. I next come to the Treasurer's department, where there is an increase
of some £33,000, about £23,000 of which
is for defence purposes, including the land
forces. I fancy the honorable member will,
as a member of the land forces, endorse that
extra expenditure. Then £7,737 is for
additional work done at the Government
Printing-office, for which sufficient money
was not voted last session. Besides the
printing of ~xtra electoral rolls calls for a
further outlay. In the Railway department
there is no enormous increase. The expenditure for 1881-2 was set down at £854,369,
but, if honorable members turn to the railway estimates for 1882-3, they will see
appended to the words" general charges"
the following foot-note : "Calculated at 51k per cent. on revenue to
be received,1882-3, and 521 per cent. on £110,000.
of revenue for 1881-2 in excess of the amount
estimated."

That means that the sum of £57,750 of the
amount set down for 1882-3 is properly
chargeable to 1881-2, and will bring the railway expenditure for that year to £912,750.
On the other hand, deducting £57,750 from
the £985,428 set down for 1882-3 leaves
only £927,678 properly chargeable to the
year, or an increase of less than £17,000.
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It is evident that the honorable member
'reckoned up without the foot-note. Then
I come to the increase of £95,416 in the
Water Supply department which the honorable member complained of.
, Major SMITH.-I did not complain of
that item at all.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It seems the
honorable member was determined on taking
a wide scope, and so he brought in water
supply with the rest. Tho honorable member is rather used to a wide scope, for he
once brought in £2,000,000 which was never
afterwards heard of. In fact, the honorable
member took a wrong and hasty view of the
figures before him, and built upon it a grand
~difice which had no foundation. In reply
to a question asked me the other night with
respect to defences, I have received the following telegram from Colonel Scratchley : . "Annual cost of keeping fortifications and
armaments in thorough repair and proper order
if permanentartillery corps re-established, would
be about £2,000, or considerabl1, less than one
per cent. on capital cost. WIthout artillery
corps, annual cost would be about £5,000."

I have also received the following telegram
from Captain Mandeville : , "In reply to your telegram this afternoon, I
estimate the cost annually of keeping in order
each gun-boa.t £500 large torpedo-boat £500,
and each small torpedo-boat £250. Total, £2,000
a year."

Other expenses in the shape of salaries, pay
and allowances, and rations will probably
increase the expenditure by nearly £5,000 a
year. However, all I shall leave to future
Treasurers will be about £9,000 or £10,000
a year. The honorable member for Geelollg
(Mr. Berry) criticised at some length several
of the items of my financial statement, but
one of the observations he made in the course
of his able remarks was of a rather extraordinary character. He said it was as
great an error in a Treasurer to under-estimate his revenue as to over-estimate it. He
was, of course, referring to the fact that the
estimates of revenue I submitted last September were considerably under the result
actually achieved. But I beg to point out
to him that between under-estimating revenue
and over-estimating it there is a vast practical difference. An over-estimate lands a
Treasurer in a deficit, while an under-estimate
keeps him on the right side .. Of course the
honorable member is right in so far as an
under-estimate is an error of judgment, but.
it must be remembered that I said, last
September, that the revenue to come in
would probably exceed my estimate. In
fact, the honorable member then, like the
honorable member for ~elfast the other
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evening, indulged in the most gloomy forebodings. The tone was the same in both
instances. The honorable member for Belfast looked 011 the black side of things, and
was unable to see that what had occurred
in the past would probably occur in the
future.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Do not be too
sanguine.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member is rather given the other way. Of
course he is on the safe side in his view, but
there is such a thing as being too safe-as
not grasping the progress and advance the
country is making day by day and month
by month. The honorable member for
Geelong referred to the estimates as
being inflated estimates, and I think the
honorable member for Belfast alluded to
them in the same way. All I can say is
that the Customs estimates were minutely
considered by the officers of the department and carefully gone over by the Minister
of Customs before they were laid before me,
and they have never been altered since they
were submitted to me by the department;
The heads of the department are men who
are familiar with the various branches of. the
revenue, and they prepared those estimates
according to their knowledge.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-They did not
expect the increase of revenue which has
. occurred this year.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member blows hot and cold. Because they
were too cautious before, he says they have
no caution now. The honorable member
will see that they were suffering from the
same thing that he is suffering from nowover-caution-and they saw nothing in the
future but what they had been accustomed
to see for some years past.
SirJ. O'SHANASSY.-And now they,
see the future blooming.
'
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-They see what
is going on under their own eyes day by day
and month by month, and they judge from
the information before them what will be
the probable Customs revenue during the
ensuing year. I will take the items as they
were dealt with by the honorable member
for Geelong. He took objection to the increased revenue expected from cigars. It
is well known that during the last t,welve
or eighteen months a great deal of smuggling
went on in connexion with this item, but
owing to the active endeavours of the
Customs department this smuggling has
been put an end to. One parcel was seized
on which £700 duty had to be paid.
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No doubt a large quantity of smuggled
Manilla cigars were supplied to dealers
throughout the colony, but, now that the
smuggling has been stopped and stocks
have got very low, merchants who had previously to give up importing these cigars
are about to send large orders to Manilla.
The Manilla cigars are growing into great
favour with smokers, and, judging from the
revenue received fro111 cigars during the
last few months, the exhaustion of stocks,
and the orders about to be sent for large
quantities, the officers of the department
estimate that the revenue from cigars
during the ensuing year will be £7,500 in
excess of that received during the past year.
We next come to the excise duty on
tobacco. The colonial manufacturers of
tobacco have also very low stocks. They
are supplying their customers from hand to
mouth, and if the tobacco duties are allowed
to remain as at present, they expect a very
large trade next year.
Colonial-made
tobacco is improving, and, as a better article
is being produced, the colonial tobacco is
increasing in favour with consumers. The
manufacturers have .sent home for the
newest machinery, and from their knowledge of the trade the Customs officers
estimate that there will be an increase· in
the revenue from colonial-made tobacco in
1882-3 of £9,700.
Mr. BERRY.-Then there will be a loss
on the imported tobacco.
.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-It is not expected that there will be a loss on the
Customs revenue, because there is an increase going on in the consumption of
tobacco from month to month. There is
next the increase of £12,000 expected on
the revenue from sugar. At the present
moment very large supplies have just arrived to fill the gap caused by the
immense consumption during the past
year, and, from their knowledge of the
trade and the continually increasing demand for sugar, tlie officers of the department, after carefully considering the matter,
have come to the conclusion, without any
interference by the Minister, that there will
be an increase in the revenue from sugar to
the amount I have stated. I may mention
here that it is very probable that the expected
sum of £103,000 from this source will,
before the close of the financial year, be increased by an additional £3,000 or £4,000.
This shows that the consumption of sugar
is becoming very great. The honorable
member for Geelong also challenged the
items " all other articles" and dried
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fruits. The latter items consist of currants, raisins, figs, prunes, apples, nuts of
various sorts, almonds, and bottled fruits.
vVith the increasing prosperity of the
country, the large quantity of these articles
going into consumption is something astoll-:ishing. I think there can be no greater
evidence of the general prosperity of the
people than the fact that they have been
consuming very large quantities of these
articles during the past year, and, judging
from the large orders which have been sent,
the state of stocks, and the continued
amount of goods of this kind which are
passing out of the Oustom!:! every day, as
well as from the general increase in the
prosperity of the people, the officers COllsider themselves fully warranted in estimating the increase Oll dried fruits at something
over £11,000. The same observations
apply to "all other articles." I have a detailed statement from the Collector of Cus-·
toms as to the articles which are included
under that head, and on which he estimates an increase. Honorable members
will see that they are all articles the increased consumption of which is a marked
sign of the great prosperity of the consuming
classes, because, while all the mechanics· and
the various manufacturing classes are fully
employed, we are importing a large quantity
of articles to a greater amount than we previously imported, and we are importing them
for the actual consumer. For instance, we
expect boots and shoes to bring in a revenue
of £18,000 ..
Mr. ZOX.---Is the trade in colonial boots
and shoes increasing?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-As far as I am
aware, the manufacture of boots and shoes
in the colony has increasetl immensely,
but, notwithstanding that, there is also a
large demand for the imported goods. The
Collector of Customs estimates that the
revenue from "all other articles" on which
there is a fixed rate of duty will be as follows
during the twelve months ending 30th of
June, 1883:" Boots and shoes, £18,000; timber, dressed and
nndressed, £15,200; chinaware and earthenware,
£8,200; nails, £9,000; cast-iron pipes, £3,400;
imports at 2d. per lb., as butter, cheese, &c.,
£50,000; bottles containing spirits, wine, and
beer, £12,600; oils in bulk, £33,500; powder
(sporting, blasting) and other explosives, £ 12,000 ;
green fruit, £9,000; grain and pulse, unprepared,
£24,000; maize, £12,000; matches and vestas,
£ 10,300; wool packs, corn and flout· bags, £25,000 ;
the total estimate on the whole of these items
being £242,200."

There is also a long list of other items
which bring up the full estimate of revenue
to be derived from "'other articles" to
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£315,000. Every item has been carefully
gone into by the officers of the department,
and the estimate fixed after full consideration. Therefore there has been no attempt
to inflate these estimates. Indeed, if honorable members wish to have my opinion as
to the general result of these estimates, I
believe that when the year 1882-3 has
closed it will be found that the revenue has
been from £100,000 to £150,000 in excess
of the estimate laid before the House. That
opinion is founded on my view of the permanence of the prosperity which has been
established in this country during the last
eighteen months. As I have already said,
there are: other causes outside of. political
influences which have tended greatly to
establish that prosperity. It is not alone
the cheapness of money for the time being,
but we are now brought into such close
relationship with England, by the electric
telegraph, the short passages between England and this country, the constant communication by letter, and the frequent visits
of business people from England, that we
are almost at one with the London market,
so that we are gradually getting into
the position of receiving the full benefit
of the financial prosperity in London. The
increase of English capital poured into this
country from time to time, not through
Government sources but through private
hands, will also tend to develop the resources of the country in an increasing
ratio. So far from inflating the Estimates,
I would point out to honorable members
that I have always taken care to underestimate; and, with regard to the estimate
for the last six weeks of this year, which I
laid before the committee, I expect that the
practical result on the 30th June will show
a considerable amount over the balance which
I have brought forward of £73,000. I
would rather at any time make an underestimate, and not disappoint expectation,
than make an over-estimate and be left with
a deficit. One objection raised to the
Budget is that the remissions of taxation
proposed by the Government may lead to a
deficit this time twelve months or at some
future period. I desire to point out, however, that, with the increase of the revenue
that is going on, it is not likely that any
deficit will occur if the expenditure is kept
within the limits of the estimates submitted
by the Government. Honorable members
are often prone to propose additions to the
estimates, and then they are afterwards surprised .if a deficit occurs; but with the
increasing prosperity of the country, if the
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expenditure is kept within the bounds proposed by the Government, it is not at all
probable that any deficit will arise. Some
criticism has been passed upon me for not
proposing in the Budget an increased taxation of the land. N ow I think that, when
I propose remission of taxation, it is not
the time to propose increased taxation on
land. That increased taxation was suggested with the view of meeting a deficit,
but, as we are remitting taxation which is
spread over the general mass of the
community in a time of prosperity, so
in the same way I think the idea of increased taxation on land should be abandoned. The Government therefore, when
submitting the remission of other taxes of
general application, do not propose to carry
out the proposition they originally made of
increasing the land tax to £200,000 a year.
They think that it is only just, under the
circumstances, to leave the amollllt as it
now stands. They may not have an opportunity of dealing this session-six weeks of
which have already gone-with the alteration of the incidence of the land tax, but
there are exceptional cases which should be
dealt with. I have heard that under the
land ta.x there are parties who pay 10,12,15,
and even 18 per cent. on the net annual
value of the land, and I think the House
would sanction that in those cases all
appeal should be granted to the Land Tax
Commissioners to cut down the taxation
on parties who are paying more than a
fixed rate-say 7~ or 10 per cent. 011 the
net annual value of the land.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Have they not had
an appeal already?
Sir .B. O'LOG HLEN.-They have had
an appeal on the principles of the Act, but
there are some exceptional cases in which
the Act has worked unfairly and tmjustly.
SirJ. O'SHANASSY.-vVillyou apply
that principle to the whole Act?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I am now
merely speaking in answer to a criticism,
and I am suggesting a short and ready
mode of remedying the inequalities of the
Act if we have not time this session to deal
with the general basis on which the land
tax is founded.
Mr. ROBERTSON.-Why not stick to
the Lancefield programme?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-I have already
pointed out that in that programme I proposed to iiicrease the land tax to £200,000 a
year, but that I do not think that increase
is at all necessary now, or would be justifiable
when we' are remitting general taxation.
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that you have here an article of general
Mr. ROBERTSON.-But the Lancefield programme set forth that the tax was
consumption and prime necessity on which
to affect all kinds of property.
a tax to that extent has to be paid by the
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN. - I wish the
people.
honorable member to understand that the
Mr. ZOX.-Who feels it?
Government ire not abandoning the policy
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Everybody pays
he refers to. I am merely saying that 'to
it, and in reality every consumer of tea has
meet exceptional cases a short amending
to pay 4d. per lb. because of the duty, the
Bill might be passed this session. As to
additional penny being charged to provide
increasing the land tax, however, if you
for interest and costs.
remit general taxation on the one hand you
An HONORABLE ME?rIDER.-There is no
cannot at the same time increase special
demand for the remission.
taxa tion on the other. I now come to the
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-I will point out
proposed remissions of taxation which
that any honorable member who may be
honorable members. hayc criticised very
Treasurer before the 31st August next will
freely. Some honorable members seem to
have to face this difficulty: he will have to
be in a curious position with reference to
reimpose the duty upon tobacco and the
the remission of the duty on tea. They
duty upon beer, which will expire on that
would and they wouldn't. If they were
day. Those duties were unwillingly imposed
sitting here they would, but if they were
by this House for the special purpose of
sitting there they would not. I cannot
meeting a deficit, and they were renewell
understand that inconsistency. If it is
eight months ago for t.he purpose of bringadyantageous for the country that the duty
ing in money towards clearing away that
on tea should be remitted, then honorable
deficit. The deficit hllving been cleared away,
members should treat this as a broad queshow could any Treasurer ask the House to
tion, and, whether they sit on this (the
reimpose those dut.ies, which were imposed
Ministerilll) side of the House or that, they
solely to meet a deficit, unless at the same
should vote for the remission if they belieye
time he were. to offer a remission of taxation on other articles equal to the revenue,
in it.
from those duties? I defy any Treasurer
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-Who said what
you are saying?
to do so. The Government propose to
ask the House to contiilUe the beer and
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Thc observatobacco duties, reducing the beer duty 1d.
tions which have been made by some honorable members I could not construe otherper gallon, and they also propose as an
equivalent a remission of the t.ax upon an
wise than that they would remit the duty if
article of prime necessity. From all I have
they were on this side, but that they would
not if they sat oli that side. That is the
heard outside, I believe the public are most
anxious that the duty should be remitted
difference. They do not know exactly what
course they will adopt. They have not either
on tea, which is a necessity,in preference to
tobacco, which is a luxury.
condemned or approved the proposal; they
seemed to me to spellk in Il state of, doubt.
An HONORABLE ME)MBER. - "A free
I would point out to honorable members . breakfast table."
that tea is a typical article-perhaps the
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-There may be a
most typical of the class of articles that
spice of bunkum in the cry of "a free
are in general use' by all classes of the
breakfast table," but, if the Government
community-and the taxation on it is
make it a reality, it will no longer be bunspread evenly over the whole community. I
lmm. And the way to make it a reality is
have ascertained that the average wholesale
to make the tobacco smokers pay, and let
us take the duty off tea.
price of tea in the market is 13!d. or 14d.
per lb., and the duty of 3d. per lb. is 18
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Why not off
sugar?
per cent. upon that cost price. But of
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The time mny'
course the cheaper the tea the greater is the
duty relatively, and in that manner it to
come, anel perhaps will come very advanthe largest extent affects the poorer classes,
tageously, when Queenslancl becomes a
who consume the inferior descriptions. For
greater sugar-producing country than it is
ihstance, if the tea is ad. per lb. in bond,
at present, to admit sugar from that colony
the duty of 3d. per lb. is 25 per cent. on the
free under a treaty of reciprocity. That
Is. per lb. it costs, and the higher the price
may not happen, and I am not proposing
it, but I merely throw it out as something
the less duty is relatively paid. However,
for the 'honorable member for Belfast to'
18 'Per cent. is the average duty paid, so

Trades Unions.

[JUNE

1.J

Yan Yean Water Supply.

59i

consider when he interjects something for
be able to introduce such a measure in view
me to consider.
of the fact that already they had sixteen
Bills before the House. However, if the
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Take off the
honorable member for Sandhurst (Mr.
duty on meat, and then it will be" a free
breakfast table."
Clark) thought fit to bring 'in a Bill for'
Sir B. O'LOG HIJEN.-N 0 doubt the
the purpose named, the Government would
hOD.orable member would like to see the
be glad to give him such as~istance as'
might be in their power.
duty off meat, and, as far as the consumers
of the colony are con<;:erned, they would
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
like it too. But I have not proposed that
Mr. FISHER asked the Minister of
the duty on meat should be taken off. There
Railways whether he intended to reward, in
are a great number of other duties.
SirJ.O'SHANASSY.-Whatistheuse any way, the young man Donoghue, who,
by his prompt and hazardous action, preof a free breakfast table without meat?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable vented much damage to person and property
member cannot have everything at once, and on the occasion of an employes' excursion
trip from Geelong? The service rendered.
if he wishes to have the duty taken off meat
by Donoghue was that of getting out of a
he will have a very good argument in favour
carriage which had taken fire, and clamberof that course if the duty is taken off tea
ing along the side of the train while it was
first. I wish to put before .the House the
position which the Treasure~ will find him- in motion, in order to communicate with the .
self in between this and the 31st August. . engine-driver, by which proceeding a serious.
He will have to ask the House to reimpose 'disaster was averted.
Mr. BENT said the reply to the question
duties which were put on and continued to
furnished by the Traffic Manager was as
fill up a deficit, and if he has any expecta'
tion of obtaining the reimposition of those follows:duties he must give the House a quid pro
" Donoghue wa.s and is an employe of the department, a.nd did no more than his duty. There
quo in the shape of the remission of other
was nothing hazardous in his action, and there
duties. Otherwise nothing would justify was no danger to either person or property.
"JOHN ANDERSON."
the retention of those duties when the
However, his own opinion was that such
deficit they were imposed to meet has been
swept away, and there is a credit balance conduct should be encouraged, and if he could
in hand of £70,000 or £100,000 from the do something in the CA:3e he would be glad.
past year.
. ELECTORS' RIGHTS.
On the motion of Mr. WALKER, the
debate was adjourned until the following
Mr. RICHARDSON inquired of the
day.
Chief Secretary whether he would make it
Progress was then reported.
more convenient for electors to secure electors'
The House adjourned at ten minutes past rights at Clunes? ComplaInts had reached
him that miners who were at work during the
eleven o'clock.
day cotud not take out electors' rights for the
reaSOn that the office of the electoral registrar
was not open afterfou r 0' clock in the afternoon.
LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Mr. GRANT stated that no complaint
of difficulty in obtaining electors' rights had
Thursday, June 8, 188~.
been made to his department.
Trades UnlonB-Railway Department: Bravery or an
Employ6-Electors' Rights-Yan Yean Water SupplyRichmond and Alphington Railway-Employes in Shops
Commission - The Irish Question: Conduct of Members:
Mr. Francis' Alotion.

TheSl'EAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
'
TRADES UNIONS.
Mr. R. CLARK asked the Premier if
he would introduce, this session, a Bill to
legalize trades unions?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN stated that it was
not at all likely that the Govei'nUlent would

YAN YEAN WATER SUPPLY.
Mr. WALSH asked the Minister of Public
Works when he intended to call for tenders
for pitching the clear-water channel in connexion with the Yan Yean system? The
discoloration of the water supplied to Melbourne was attributable in large measure to
the fact that it had to he conveyed for six
miles along an unpitched channel; and it
was desirable that this defect should be
remedied as quickly as possible.
Mr. C. YOUNG observed that the survey
of the channel was nearly 'completed, and
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plans were·being drawn. He believed the
department would be in a position to call
. for tenders within a month. However, it
was a question whether the amount of
masons' labour available would be sufficient
to allow of· the pitching of the clear-water
channel concurrently with the pitching of
the channel from WaUaby Creek.

RICHMOND AND ALPHINGTON
RAILWAY.
Mr. MIRAMS asked the Minister of
Railways when he thought he would be in a
position to call for tenders for the construction of the Richmond and Alphington
Railway? .
Mr. BENT stated that, some weeks ago,
he instructed the Engineer-in-Chief to push
on the arrangements as quickly as possible,
and he would ascertain, next morning, what
had been done.
Mr. LANGRIDGE mentioned that he
had received a letter from certain ratepayers
of Richmond, referring to a statement made
by the Minister of Railways in the House
some months ago, that he thought that in
~ll cases the land needed.for railway purposes
·should be purchased ·before contracts for
construction were let, and complaining of
the hardship which they endured through
the delay which had taken place in. calling
for tenders for the Alphington line.
Mr. BENT said he had done nothing at
all to stop the valuation by Mr. Cowderoy
of the land necessary to be purchased.

,

EMPLOYES IN SHOPS
COMMISSION.
Mr. GARDINER inquired of the Premier
wllether he would grant extended powers to
the Employes in Shops Commission, in order
that they might deal comprehensively with
the whole of the labour question? He
explained that a portion of the evidence
taken by the commission was outside their
powers, and they were anxious that that
evidence should be em bodied in their report.
Major SMITH stated that before the
1?remier answered the question, he desired,
as chairman of the commission, to mention
that the commission did not wish to take
any. further evidence. The evidence 11ad
closed. But, as the honorable member for
Carlton had stated, some of the evidence
taken was outside the specific powers given
to the commission, and they could not
report it unless their powers were enlarged.
The evidence would show the value of the
Courts of Reconciliation which had been
established in various. parts of the world,

ShojJ8 Commz·ssion.

and of Courts of Arbitration like those in
existence in England .
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said the matter
had been considered by the Government,
who did not see how they could extend the
powers of the commission. He did not
think that an enlargement of powers would
be fair either to the commission or to the
public, because the proceeding would be
open to the objection that only a certain
amount of evidence on the subject embraced in the enlarged powers was before
them. If hereajter it was found desirable
that a new.· commission should be issued
with further powers, the Government would
be happy to give the subject consideration.
THE IRISH QUESTION.
CONDUCT OF MEMBERS.

Mr. FRANCIS rose to move the following resolution, to which precedence had been
accorded : cc That this House, white strongly disapproving
of expressions contained in an address tothe Lord
Mayor of Dublin, and deeply regretting that such
should have been signed by certain of its members, accepts their assurances of loyalty; and
this House takes this opportunity of avowing
its unswerving loyalty to Her Majesty the
Queen."

I may mention (said Mr. Francis) that I
have purposely made this motion short because I consider that, in connexion with a
matter of the kind,'it is useless to employ
strong adjectives··· or superfluous words.
What is need~d is that the language
adopted should be distinct and to the point.
I have been told that the honorable mem. ber for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) objects somewhat to the motion on the ground
that it is almost complimentary to the
gentlemen who signed the address referred
to, but I think that a document t.o be submitted to Parliament for its adoption could
not well be couched in stronger terms. It
was seen very early in the debate the other
evening-after the assertions or admissions
of the honorable member for Dalhousie and
those who followed him-that they had no
idea of. the character of the document to
which they appended their signatures. Indeed the honorable member for Dalhousie
stated that he would not have signed the
address if he had read it, and certainly he
would not have written it. Another reason I have for making the motion short is
that, when it is carried, it may .be telegraphed, without the loss of an hour,
through the Governor, to the House of
Commons. Inasmuch as Mr. Dawson, the
Lord Mayor of Dublin, is a member of the
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House of Commons, the telegram-couched,
as it is, in brief and distinct terms~will
operate as a counterblast to the address
which is already on its way. The Imperial
authorities and the people of England will
then be informed in terse language-in
language not liable to be misunderstood.that there is no sympathy on the part of
this House with the piece of bunkum which
certain members have signed. I would
fain ask the honorable member for Castlemaine to let this be a unanimous vote.
I declare most solemnly that I have no
personal vanity to gratify.
Certainly I
don't want my name to go home in connexion with the matter; but it is important
that the .resolution should be telegraphed,
'in order that .HerMajesty may receive, as
promptly as possible, the distinct assurance
that in no part of the British dominions has
she subjects more loyal than those in the
.colony of Victoria. At the same time, so
desirous am I that what' we do shall be
.wholly free from party complexion that I
am willing, if my seconder acquiesces-I
'refer to the honorable member for Dundas,
'who seconded my amendment on Tuesday
evening-to withdraw my name, and allow
the honorable member for Castlemaine to
propose the motion. At all events, I hope
that to-night a message will be put on the
wires to neutralize ,the mischief calculated
to attend the transmission of the Grattan
address to England. I will not occupy the
'time .of the House further. Enough has
been said on the subject already-certainly
by myself. I only hope that we are unanimous in repudiating the document over
which there has been so much discussion,
and in desiring that it may be overtaken.
, Mr. OFFICER.-Mr. Speaker, I rise in
a spirit of conciliation to second the motion
of the honorable member for Warrnambool ;
'at the same time, I am willing to agree to
"the suggestion that the honorable member
for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) should
take the initiative in the matter. I think
that honorable member was perfectly justified in the course he adopted in bringing
the" address of the Irish in Victoria to the
Irish in Ireland" under the notice of the
House. At the same time, I was not prepared to go so far with the honorable
member as to name the honorable gentlemen
who signed the document, and especially
after some of them had expressed regret at
having attached their signatures. I think
it is a matter to be deplored that members
of this House should sign a document
calculated to be a great scandal to the
Sas. 1882.-2 T

colony; but, inasmuch as the members concerned have expressed their regret, I think
.the difficulty will be fully met by the motion
which the honorable member for Warrnambool has proposed. At tlie same time, I
would have been better pleased if the honorable member had gone a little further with
his motion. Had I had the opportunity of
conferring with the honorable member before
the House met, I would have suggested that
the motion should contain some reference to
the autonomy of Ireland, and in favour of
maintaining the integrity of the British
Empire. That is a subject which is alluded
to in the address, and I would have been
pleased if the motion had embraced it.
Mr. FRASER.-Why should it? What
have we to do with that? '
Mr. OFFICER.-I am only expressing
my own sentiments. However, I think we
are all agreed as to the necessity for maintaining the integrity of the British Empire,
and therefore I have much pleasure in
seconding the motion.
Mr. BERRY.-Sir, I must express my
regret that this question was not settled the
other night, and that a second night will
be consumed in its discussion. I would be
glad to see the unanimity on the question
which' the honorable member for, Warrnambool desires, and I have no objection
to the honorable member moving a resolution which would bring about unanimity.
I think the honorable member is very
generous in offering to another honorable
member the privilege of proposing the motion, but I don't think that course would
contribute, in the smallest degree, to the
securing of unanimity. I don't think the
motion iE! calculated to secure unanimity,
however desirable unanimity in such a matter may be. For my part, I think it would
be better to leave matters just as they were
left the other night, than to pass such a
motion. There is nothing explanatory about
the proposition. Honorable members, who
know what has led up to it, can put their
own construction upon it ; but it should be
recollected that the motion, if adopted, will
have to be read and construed by persons
who have no knowledge whatever of the
anterior circumstances. The proposition
expresses strong disapproval of " expressions
contained in an address to the Lord
Mayor of Dublin," but it does not specify
what address, nor the expressions which it
considers objectionable. The motion might
be passed nnaniulously, and yet, the moment
two members met to ascertain which
were the expressiolls objected to by the
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House, one might object to certain expressions which the other might justify, and
vice vers<1.. III fact, the motion is so vague
that it really means nothing. It proceeds
to express deep regret that certain members
should have signed the address j to state
that the House "accepts their assurances of
loyalty"; and then it goes on to express
its own loyalty. But I don't think the
loyalty of this Chamber has been impugned
in any way. I don't think we are called
upon to place on record the loyalty of the
House simply because fiye members foolishly-to use a very mild word-signed a
certain objectionable·document. Then again,
loyalty to the Queen is a thing which there
is no difficulty to avow. Even the perpetrators of the outrages in Ireland probably
.wonld say that they are loyal to the Queen.
The expression is one which may mean
.everythiI!g, or it inay mean nothing. There
may be the greatest disloyalty to the ompire and the Constitution, and the principles
underlying the Constitution, and yet there
.may be loyalty or professed loyalty to the
Queen. No one, unless in a position to
raise an armed force, would, in this day,
avow treasonable designs against the
Queen. Therefore, we must take the mere
expressions of loyalty as confined to the
Queen's person, and as being 'something
very short of what we usually mean when
we apply the term to our institutions and
to our connexion with the mother country.
These are the objections I entertain to the
motion, and I have risen thus early to ask
the House to consent to something differmIt-something which I think may be
adopted unanimously. I consider that,
after the debate and the proceedings of
the . other night, it will be for us to
leave alone altogether the motives of
the five members who signed the document
which has gone ·home. Let that matter
rest, no matter whether the decision of the
House, on Tuesday, is regarded as satisfactory or otherwise. Let us forget the differences which may exist between members
with regard to the signing of that document,
and see whether we cannot supply the antidote to the poison which has been forwarded
to the old country in the address, I was
pleased to hear the suggestion of the honorable member for 'Varrnambool that whatever resolution may be carried shall be
telegraphed to London, and, in the spirit of
that suggestion, I propose that an address of
a totally different character from t.hat sent
to the Lord Mayor of Dublin shall be for,yarded to Mr. Gladstone. As .1 have said,
. Mr. Berry.

~oftduc~ of j,iembef'8.

let the antidote follow the poison; and let
the address which has already gone be overtaken by a document which will show the
true feelings and the true sentiments of this
House. vVith these remarks I beg to move,
as nn amendment on the motion of the honorable member for Warrnambool, that the
following address be transmitted to the
Right Honorable W. E. Gladstone, Premier
of England : "We, the Legislative Assembly of Victoria,
have had our attention directed to a document
purporting to be an address to the Lord Mayor
of Dublin and the people of Ireland, from the
Irish people of Victoria and their descendants,
and signed by five of our members, two of whom
are ex-Ministers of the Crown.
"This address contains trea!'lonable sentiments.l
and we believe is calculnted to encourage nna
strengthen the policy of outrage and murder
which has characterized the course of events in
Ireland during the past two years. Under these
circumstances, we take the unusual course of
conveying to you our deep and heartfelt sympathy, and to express the hope that the truly
national policy which, under so many obstacles
you have firmly and persistently followed wil r
be continued until complete success is achieved.
" We further assure you that the utmost horror
is experienced, and expressed, by a very large
majority of colonists in this portion of Her Majesty's dominions at the contmued course of lawlessness which still prevails in Ireland."
I think the House has arrived at a point
at which it cannot ignore the matter that
has been brought before it, and at which
it is bound, for its own honour's sake, to
express itself in a manner which will leave
no room for mistake, either here or in the
old country, as to its feelings. as representative of the people of Victoria. Indeed I
believe the sentiments on t.he subject entertained outside are now more intense than
ever they were, and that there is scarcely a
colonist who dOES not experience a sense of
humiliation in connexion with." the unfortunate decision of Tuesday night. The course
I now propose will put the House in accord
with the country, and settle the whole matter in a wa.y that; while not calling in question the right of the five honorable members who signed the document to hold their
own opinions, will completely vindicate the
position of the other 81 members of the
Assembly. Moreover, if, in accordance with
the idea put forward by the honorable member for 'Varrnambool, the address I propose
is tclegra phed to Loudon, it will be
promptly understood, because it is perfectly
explanatory or t.he whole business. In conclusion, I will say that I don't hold to the
exact wording of the address, but will con~
sent to any reasonable. amendment in it that
may be proposed. I am convinced, however, that by its adoption we shalll'ise t?
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the level of the occasion, do what our consti- willing that they should be taken out of it.
tuencies expect us to do, and give expression But I don't think we would be justified in
to the feelings of a very large majority of the adopting the add.ress just read to us. Such
House and the country, without leaving any a course would be entirely without precedent.
sting behind.
'''hat it is necessary for us to do is to
Mr. PATTERSON.-Sir, when I pro- place on our records, in strong and einphatic
posed the motion I brought forward on language, that we will not permit the sendTuesday, I had consulted neither the leader ing home of documents calculated to injure
of the Opposition, n01,the head of the Govern- 'us in the eyes of other portions of Her
ment, nor the leader of the conservative Majesty's dominions. Therefore the motion
.p arty , and I deeply regret that the latter of the honorable member for Warrnambool
interposed in the matter in the way he did. ought to have words added to it.
Words
I never intended my Pl;oposition fl.S a party expressing our desire "to maintain the
move. There was nothii,lg of party about empire in its integrity" would do. I have
it~ I give full credit to the honorable still further to demand from the five
member for '"arrnambool for his ki~ld members a more explicit disavowal of the
intentions in endeavoming, as far as pos- treasonableness of the document they signed
sible, to smooth matters over; but I assure than they have yet given. I assert that it
j1im he has entirely mistaken public opinion appears to the country that the House has
with regard to my motion. The present shirked the question. It is' never advanmotion is feeble, it does not meet the case, tageous to adopt tactics of that sort. It is
'and it is rather complimentary than other- better to meet questions of this kind face to
wise to the honorable members who signed face. I ask the honorable member for
the address, and have up to this moment vVarrnambool whether, if my' motion had
made no frank disavowal of the treason~ been put to the House, he would have voted
ableness of its language.
for or against it?
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-They have all done
Mr, FRANCIS.-Had I been the hon..
so.
O1'able member for Castlemaine (Mr. PatterMr. PATTERSON.-Not one, except, son), I would have sought better iuformation
perhaps, the honorable member for Dal- before I tabled the motion. I would havQ
'housie. I have reason to complain of the ascertained whether the honorable members
tactics that were adopted the other evening who signed the address did so as private
with respect to my motion. They cannot individuals or as members of the Honse.
possibly be justified. The present motion
Mr. P ATTERSON.-I think the thinmust be taken as an amendment on my nest thing that has been said in the business
proposition; but it is thoroughly defective, is that the five members signed as men anel
for reasons which I pointed out on Tuesday. not as members. Can they dissociate
It is quite possible for men to be fnll of themselves from their position as members
expressions of loyalty so far as this colony of the House? Is not the importance of
is concerned, and yet to desire the dismem- the dqcument entirely derived from the fact
berment of the empire piece by piece. I am of their being members of the House?
not sure that the course advocated by the That is the whole point. For an honorable
leader of the Opposition is a regular one. member to excuse himself for signing the
I don't know that it would be a proper address on the ground that he did not add
thing for a House of Legislature like the letters "M.P." to' his name is more
this to address a commoner like Mr. paltry than the grounds on which we have
Gladstone. Indeed I have as much ob- heard the document defended. I say the
jection to address Mr. Gladstone in the motion of the honorable member for Warrmanner propo~ed as I have to the notice nambool does not meet the casco It does
of motion that stands in the name of not fulfil what the people want. They
·the ]lOnorablc member for '~Tilliall1stown. demand that this House should speak more
I believe it to be wrong policy for this in accordance with public sentiment ontcolony to interfere with regard to the con- side. I much regret that the honorable
sideration of any question affecting U{e mm;nber lowered this question from a public
empire as a whole. On the other hand, Ito a party stand-point.. I mentioned in my
have a very strong desire to place on the speech on Tuesday tha.t I thought tricks
records of the House a motion that would woula. be resorted to in order to shelve the
properly express our position. 1'hat would matter. From the first the question at the
be quite sufficient for my purpose. As to ca.ucus . was-" How sha.ll we shelve that
the names in my motion, I was 'pcrfectly affair of- Patterson's?" I repeat that it
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is a matter for regret that an honorable
member whom I so much respect interposed
for the purpose of screening the five members from the condemnation they so justly
deserve. rhe .present motion is simply a
.complimentary white-washing of them. As
I have said, it is feeble. Moreover, it is
blunt, and does not state the case as it
.stands. It does not meet the public expectation. It will practically encourage
what the people of the country want to see
discouraged. It appears, however, that the
question having got into party lines, it is
utterly hopeless to carry what I wish to see
carried. Honorable members are banded
together for one party or another, and, no
matter what the facts may be, there is
sufficient strength on one' side to carry
affairs its own way. Several honorable
members who· spoke the other evening said
they believed in every word of my resolution, but for party reasons they had to vote
9.ifferently. Through the trick that was
played, those honorable members had to vote
with the honorable member for VIarrnambool instead of for a proposition every word
of which they endorsed.
Several HONORABLE MEMBERS.-'Vho
did so?
Mr. PATTERSON. - The honorable
member for the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) said
11e endorsed every word of my motion.
Mr. KERFERD.-I did not say that ..
What I said I endorsed was the spirit and
the wording of the resolution, with the
exception of the portion that reflected on
the five members.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Except the part
that reflected on the five members! vVhy
that was the whole of it. vVhat other point
was there in the whole resolution? Is'the
motion of the honorable member for vVar1'nambool proposed in order to reflect on
somebody else? Seeing that the other side
are strong enough to carry that motion, it
is perfectly useless to move an amendment
upon it. At the same time, it does not meet
the public requirements, nor does it correspond with public opinion. It shirks a
plain duty, it does not go to the point, and
therefore I oppose it.
Sir C. MAC MAHON.-Mr. Speaker,
the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
;Patterson) seems surpri~ed that a motion
on the present subject was not accepted at
his hands, while one will be accepted at the
hands of the honorable member for Warrnambool, but I don't think he need go very
far for the reason of the distinction. How
many weeks ago was it that he pressed
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the House to raise the Orange flag for the
purpose of gctting up an anti-Catholic
movement before the next general election?
Mr. PATTERSON.-Where is the
proof of that?
Sir C. MAC MAHON.-The proof is
behind the honorable member (poilltingto
Mr. O'Callaghan) .
Mr. O'OALLAG HAN.·-A living proof.
Sir C. MAC MAHON.-It is not surprising that under these circumstances-Mr. PATTERSON.-Under what circumstances ?
Sir C. MAC MAHON.-That the honorable member proposed to raise an antiCatholic agitation.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-Where?
Sir C. MAC MAHON.-In this House.
lVIr. P ATTERSON.-No.
Sir C. MAC MAHON.-Well, in the
precincts of the chamber, if not in the chamber itself. Furthermore, the House understands that for years he has endeavoured to
do the same thing. But in this country,
however much· some honorable members
may agree with certain points of the honorable member's views, as colonists they
don't at all wish to rake-up these old-world
questions. Certainly, we do not on either
side intend, because we happen to differ
from fellow colonists in the mere matter of
forms-forms of religion and creed-to
become personal enemies of each other.
I did not address the House on this subject
the other evening, and I will tell honorable
members why. I didllot want to be carried
away by my feelings in discussing a subject
that applied to me personally. One of my
relatives has suffered at the hands of these
misguided men in Ireland, and been denuded
of his property. That sort of thing may
very well suit the opinions of those who
seek to acquire land which belongs to some
one else, but, for my part, I differ from such
views. I believe that, while Mr. Gladstone
has, as the present head of the Imperial
Government, done all he possibly could do
to conciliate Ireland, he has all the time
acted under a complete misapprehension of
the circumstances he had to deal wit.h.
(" No.") VV~Il, I differ from the honorable
members wh cry" No," and perhaps the
best proof of 11y statement is that Mr. Gladstone practi6ally admits its truth by bringing
in measures of increased coercion for Ireland.
I have had experience of disturbances in Ireland, and I know that the people there are
so excitable in their disposition that, if they
are not kept under some SOl·t of control, it
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is hopeless to expect to guide them. U nfortunately, also, they are so easily led away
by the eloquence of their leaders that they
are frequently carried to far greater lengths
than in cooler moments they at all desire.
I may tell the Premier that he is utterly
mistaken if he supposes that all the Irishmen in Victoria, even of his creed, agree
with the views he expressed the other
evening. I also believe that, if I had the
opportunity of calmly arguing with the
Catholic Irishmen of this country who are
inclined to fall in with him, and of explaining
to them the true position of affairs in Ireland,
they would soon be Gonvinced that it is by
no means necessary that Ireland should be
an independent kingdom, and that the
Queen of England should be treated as an
alien sovereign.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-The honorable
member could not have been in the House
when I addressed it, for I beg to assure
him that I used no such expressions as he
describes. The honorable member must
have read some description of what I said
in a newspaper that purposely, and for political reasons, misdescribes what I say or do.
Sir C. MAC MAHON.-I was present
on the occasion in question, and I understood the honorable member to say that
Ireland would never be satisfied until she
was entirely independent.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member is mistaken. 'Vhat I said was that
Ireland would never be satisfied until she
had an independent Legislative Assembly
of some kind or another-either of a federal character or like the Legislature that
existed there before the Union. I stated,
first, that however we describe a particular
party in Ireland-whether we call them
home rulers, repealers, or federalists-they
all adhere to one principle, namely, that of
self-government for Ireland; and, secondly,
that I believe self-government to be not
only compatible with, but would afford the
greatest possible aid to the unity and continuance of the empire of Great Britain.
Sir C. MAC MAHON.-If the Premier
means by self-government for Ireland that
she should have local self-government over
her local affairs, of course every Irishman,
Englishman, and Scotchman in this
Ohamber will agree with him. But he is
perfectly well aware that what he wants is
repeal of the Union, and that by getting
up the cry he does he is deluding the
people. No one could know better than he
does that Ireland could not exist as an independent ·co-untry _for twenty-four hours.
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It would be bound to be occupied by
France, the United States, or some other
power, in which case the country would have
to be recovered by England. I agree with
him, however, to this extent, namely, that
the system under which Ireland has for
many years been governed is a very bad
one, and that the sham court kept up at·
Dublin Castle, under the name of viceroyalty, and all that rubbish, should be
utterly abolished. The main thing. about·
the cry I allude to is that it catches the:
ear of Irishmen at elections. That is what
it is intended for.
Mr. I~ENT.-Hear, hear.
Sir C. MAC MAHON.-Yetthe honorable member for Brighton gave expression
to similar views the other night, showing
that he is prepared to do all he can, by.
deluding the people, to catch the Irish.
vote.
~Ir. BENT.-What I said tho other
night was that the honorable member for
Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) was getting
up a cry for the elections.
Sir C. MAC MAHON.-I understood
the honorable member for Brighton to take
himself the view I speak of. I think all
honorable members, even the most Irish of
the Irish amongst them, will agree with me
that never during the life-time of any man·
listening to me will Ireland have independence amounting to repeal of the Union.
Nor do I believe that a good Irishman of
any creed would wish such a thing. Ireland
is infinitely better protected by England:
than she could be by herself. She would not,
in fact, if separated from England, have·
any guarantee whatever that her indepen-·
dence would last a day. The Premier ought·
to be the last man to insinuate anything
against English feeling· towards Ireland,
for the best proof that could be afforded of
the true nature of the relations between the
. countries was given by the appointment of"
his father to the bench-the first appointment of the kind under the Emancipation·
Act. It also ill-becomes him to do anything whatever that appears like a repudiation of the friendship of England towards·
Ireland, which is fully as great as English
friendship towards Scotland or Wales, because what is he in this country? Does he'
not hold the highest position in it? Who can
say that in this community, which is mostly
English, the Irish are excluded from anything? Do they not hold practically the
majority of the places in the public service?
Moreover, I never heard that any such a place
was· ever begrudged to an Irishman as long as-
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he conducted himself properly. Under these
circumstances, I don't think it is fair of the
Premier, and those who agree with him, to
place I6shmen like myself, who happen to
hold different political opinions and a different religious creed, in an invidious
position towards those who have hitherto
supported us. I have had the same feeling
before, but it is now stronger than ever, because what do I find? That a number of
the Irishmeil who previously supported me
are being led to believe t.hat I don't go far
enough. But, ~owever that may be, I consider it my duty to point out to my Irish
fellow colonists that they are not concerned
in the agitation that is going on at home.
I also wish them to understand that if they
unite themselves to a particular cause at
home they cannot wholly escape from the
blame attaching to the crimes committed in
its name. My idea is that the best thing
an Irishman in Victoria can do is not to
raise here the cries that are raised hi Ireland. If I have said anything at all offensive to the Premier, I ask him to believe
that I do not mean my remarks to be taken
in an offensive sense. I repeat, however,
that by the tone he has adopted he has
placed myself and others who disagree with
him in an invidious position with regard to
many of our Irish fellow colonists. Notably
l~ave his remarks reflected on my honorable
friend, the member for Belfast, who has by the
views he has expressed on the present question, and by not lending himself to the excitement that is going on, greatly elevated
llimself in the opinion of the general public.
All things considered, I agree with the
course proposed by the honorable member
for Warrnambool, namely, not to stigmatize
the five honorable members by censure of a
character that would undoubtedly, if they
have the feelings they ought to have, lead
them to resign their seats, but to point out
to them that they have made an unfortunate
mistake. The honorable member for Castlemaine seems to think the motion rather
complimentary to the honorable members
than otherwise, but I can understand no
greater real censure than the House telling
men for whom we have great respect that,
to our deep regret, they have~riously misconducted themselves. If that sentiment is
conveyed in a perfectly kind and friendly
manner, nothing could be severer. That is
the line the honorable member for 'Yarrnambool invites us to pursue as one entirely apart from party, and I sincerely hope
it will be pursued, and that we will then
proceed with the business of the country.
Sir C: Mac Malton.
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Sir, the honorable member "for West Melbourne (Sir O.
Mac Mahon) has asked me to believe that if
he uttered anything offensive to me he diel
not mean to do so, and I accept the disclaimer, but I must say he grossly misrepresented what I stateu to the House the
other evening. I then pointed out, in the
first place, that honorable members here
could hardly be well acquainted with the
exact nature of the views held by different
parties at home respecting Irish self-government; secondly, that what the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) descnbed as the" Fenian craze" was a doctrine
promulgated by a certain number of people
in America; and lastly, that, no matter how
their object may be designated by others,
it is the anxious desire of the party known
variously as repealers, home rulers, feder.
alists, or by other names of the kind, to
obtain self-government in Ireland similar to
that enjoyed in Victoria, in order that the
British Empire may become more powerful
and more united than it· is at present,
Ireland having a share in its management.
'Ve are convinced that under such circumstances the British Empire would consist
of a united and contented people. What I
understand the honorable member for 'Vest
Bourke and other honorable members like
him to imply is that the repeal of the
Union would necessarily be followed by the
erection of Ireland into an independent
State. Now repeal of the Union means
nothing of the kind. It means simply the
repeal of a particular Act of Parliament, in
order that Ireland may have an independent
Legislature in Dublin, instead of a share in
the Imperial Legislature in London. The
honorable member referred to my father, of
whose memory I am proud, but I may state
that the ideas respecting Irish self-government which I hold were also publicly held
by him, and that that circumstance was
perfectly weH. known when he was honoured
by his Sovereign, and made a member of
the Privy Council. My late brot.her, who
was also a Privy Councillor, held the same
doctrines, and maintained them in the House
of Commons, but I don't think anyone ever
doubted or cast the slightest aspersion upon
his loyalty. The honorable member also
mentioned that a number of my fellow
countrymen in this colony entertain views
respecting Ireland different from those I
entertain, but, in the speech I made the
other night, I was careful to say that many
Irishmen differed from me in opinion. As
for the question of religion, I think it is
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utterly disregarded by th~ House and the
country generally. My experience is that
at home also the religion a man holds has
very little to do with his views about Irish
self-government, because all sects are represented on both sides of the question. My
words in the House the other night were as
follows : "I know that a number of Irishmen, and the
majority of Englishmen and Scotchmen, differ
from' me on this question, but perhaps they have
not studied Irish history in the same way' that I
have done, or they might agree Wlth my
opinions."

With· regard to the present discussion,
what is the use of it t vYhat shall we
gain by debating the Irish question night
after night? The subject actually before
us is whether we ought to take any action
with reference to a document which was
unfortunately signed by certain members of
this Chat;nber without, I believe, either reflection or exa;mination. I submit that the
motion of the honorable member for Warrnambool will meet entirely the necessities of
the case, and that it will be well for us to
adopt it unanim~)Usly, in order that it may
be telegraphed home, through the Governor,
to let the Imperial authorities know the
loyal views of the people of this country.
The honorable member for Castlemaine has
told us that he did not, with reference to
the action he took on Tuesday, consult the
leader of the Opposition. Sir, I may be
too suspicious, but it is pretty evident to my
mind that the action of the honorable member was simply dictated by a desire to jump
what he conceived to be a favorable position, and that· he did not consult any
honorable member on his own side as to the
course he. intended to pursue because he
thought he had an excellent opportunity of
getting himself to the front. That was his
idea when he took up a position which, if
occupied at all, ought to be occupied by the
acknowledged leader of the Opposition.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-vYhy did not the
Premier take the position himself?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-The honorable
member's time may come, but. it has not
come yet, and he must wait a little longer.
I am not sure that many of the honorable
members sitting in opposition would be
willing to follow his lead, nor do I believe
he has yet obtained the confidence of any
large party in the country. When he does
obtain confidence of that kind he will come
to the front in due time, but I doubt if the
contingency will arise.
Mr. ·PATTERSON.-Where is. the
Premier's party? .

8.J

Cenduct of Members.·

599

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Whereis m)t
party? Let the honorable member look
round the House, and see the honorable
members among its various divi15ions who
vote with the Government, and he will see
by whom we are supported. Moreover, he
may observe that the honorable members
who support the Government are supported
themselves by their constituencies. I say
that a party which proves itself powerful in
the House, and is backed up by public
opinion out-of-doors, is a real party. The
honorable member for Castlemaine employed
an ugly word. He referred to the action
of the honorable member for Warrnambool
on Tuesday as a trick, but I think he hatl
no right to use the phrase, because the hon.
orable member for vYaI'rnambool distinctly
stated that, had he known he could movo
his present motion as an amendment upon
the resowtion previously proposed, he would
never have resorted to moving the previous
question.
Mr. FINCHAM.-Whyitwas decided in
caucus that the previous question should be
moved.
Mr. SHIELS.-It was not.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-It may be
observed that the honorable member for
BallaI'll. t vYest (Mr. .Fincham) ·is not
always correct as to. his facts. I hope he
will in future be a little morc accurate. The
honorable member for W arrnambool pro~
posed to the House to withdraw the previous
question, but the Opposition refused to
allow him to do so, and now, forsooth, the.
honorable member for Castlemaine casts 011him the aspersion that he was guilty of a·
trick. I cast the aspersion back. If there
was any trick, it was on the part of the honorable member for Castlemaineand his friends,.
who would not allow the honorable member·
for vYarrnambool to withdraw his amendment, because they thought that they had
scored a point before the public. . The
honorable member for Castlemaine has
accused the honorable member for the
Ovens (Mr. Kerfe1'd) of wanting to leave
out the whole purport of his motion,
because he desired to omit the names of the
members mentioned in it. This clearly
shows that the objectof the honorable member for Castlemaine was to cast an aspersion
on the five members who unfortunately
signed the-document, and to follow up that
aspersion by further action. I think that
the House will not sanction that course,
but will adopt the motion of the honorable
membe,r f~ vVarrnambool. The majority of
honorable members, I ·feel sure, considet
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that the honour .of the House is perfectly
satisfied by the declaration of loyalty which
we have had from the five members signing
the address, and that the whole case will be
met by adopting the resolution of the honorable member for Warrnambool, especially
as it will be telegraphed by the Governor to
the home authorities.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Mr. Speaker,
I hope that I will be regarded as a member
who is now, as I was when I first spoke upon
the question, desirous of bringing this matter to a satisfactory conclusion and proceeding wit.h the business of the country. The
honorable member for Warrnambool, as
everybody knows, was unfortunately absent
from the House for some weeks, and was
not present when the first discussion took
place on the document which has been signed
1,;>y five honorable members. When he rose
fro·m a sick bed I had the pleasure of hearing from him his desire to move a certain
resolution, which he read to me, and I, in
good faith, said that I would support it.
That motion was similar to the one now
before the House. The honorable member
consulted wh;:tt he believed to be a high parliamentary aut40rity as to how he was to deal
with the motion of the honorable member
for· Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) and get
his own prpposition carried, and he was
informed that he could not move his
resolution as an amendment on the
inotion of the honorable member for Castlemain.e, in consequence of the latter
mentioning the names of certain members
of the House. He was accordingly, unintentionally, led into the error of moving
the previous question; but when he discovered from you, Mr. Speaker, that he
could propose an amendment on the m.otion
of the honorable member for Castlemaine,
he at 011ce expressed his readiness to adopt
that course and, withdraw the previous
questiOI). I cannot for the life of me see
how the honorable member can be charged
with an intention to shelve the whole matter,
or to playa trick. The known character of
the honorable member ought to have prevented such a charge being made. It is
quite clear that there was no trick-no
desire to shelve the question. As to the
matter having been made a party question, I
would like to know by whom it has been
made a party question? Has the honorable
member for Warrnambool made it a party
question?
Mr. BARR.-I think so.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Does any other
gentlen:U\l~·think; 907

ponduct of Members.

Mr. BARR.-We all think 80.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-What ground
is there for thinking so ?
Mr. BARR.-The voting.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.- When the honorable member for Warrnambool moved the
previous question he was charged with
making the matter a party one, and now
that the honorable member for Maryborough
(Mr. Barr) is asked what ground there is
for such a charge, he replies" the voting,"
which t.ook place after the whole affair was
discussed at lerigth. I think the honorable
member's statement may be regarded as a
bit of Irish logic. If the indictment of the
honorable member for Castlemaine was
sound, why did. he, after the debate had
proceeded for some time, offer to omit the
llames from his motion?
Mr. P ATTERSON.-I was too merciful.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-How kind!
What is really the fact? The honorable
member was afraid that he could not carry
his motion. If he could have carried it,
what would have happened? The honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), who
has hitherto posed before the public as the
leader of the Opposition, would. have been
set aside, and the honorable member for
Castlemaine would have come to the front
as the leader of the party. To-night, .however, we have revealed to us that there is not
only a leader but a· driver of the party.
It appears that the honorable member for
Castlemaine took action without consulting
his colleagues, and of course entirely out
of loyalty to the Queen. He had no other
motive-not the slightest desire to displace
the Government. The honorable member for
Warrnamboolchanged the scene by the course
he adopted, and to-night the honorable member for Castlemai~e has subsided, and the
honorable member for Geelong once more
comes to the front as the leader of the liberal
party. I have heard the honorable member
for Geelong say that the Premier was once
his lieutenant, and therefore no doubt it was a
most improper thing for the honorable member for Castlemaine to dispute his authority.
The honorable member for Geelong has fired
his shot, and he is much in the position
that Walter Scott Ol1ce was. Scott wrote
a poem on the battle of Waterloo, which,
after his great works, fell very stale and flat
on the public mind, whereupon Erskine, another eminent man, composed the following
epigram, or something very like it : "On Waterloo's ensanguined plain
Fell thousands of the mighty-slain;
But none by sabre or by shot
Fell half so fiat as Berry~s !ot.'~
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On this occasion we have had the battle
of Waterloo over again. We have had
generals charging the position, but all asserting, that there are no party tactics in
their movement-that their sole object
is to declare unswerving loyalty to Her
Majesty.
Mr. BERRY.-That is in the motion of
the honorable member for Warrnambool.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY. - Above all
things we must declare our loyalty, although nobody ever disputed it. vVhy
should the honorable member for Geelong
interpose? What particular reason is there
for him to come forward and ask the House
to declare its loyalty?
Mr. BERRY.-I never said a word about
it.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-So far as I
have read, the honorable member was a
chartist in the mother country.
Mr. BERRY.-That is utterly false.
Sir J.,O'SHANASSY.-I am delighted
to hear it; but particular reference is made
to the honorable member in a book which
he will find in the Library.
Mr. DEAKIN.-Mr. Service was a
chartist.
Mr. BERRY.-As many false statememts have been made about me, I may
inform the honorable member for Belfast
that I never was a' politician in the old
country. I never attended a public meeting,
I never belonged to any organization, and
I was never identified with any party in the
old country. I was over 30 years of age
before I spoke in public.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-I am very glad
to heal' it. All that the honorable member
has ~stated may be perfectly true, but it is
no reason why an inference should not be
drawn that the honorable member held
chartist doctrines before he left England,
and has followed them in this country.
The honorable member has been noticed by
a great writer in the old country. In a
very recent publication, Matthew Arnold's
Irish Essays, special allusion is made to the
honorable member's late visit to England,
and it is said that on that occasion he must
have gone to see, Mr. Creakle, of whose
establishment, says Mr. Arnold, he was no
doubt an old pupil'.
Mr. BERRY.-I never heard his name.
SirJ. O'SHANASSY.-If the honorable
member will read Mr. Arnold's essays, he
will see how much he is talked about in the
old country. At all events the honorable
member, even assuming that he never had
a.ny polit~cs in the old country, has no

Conduct of Membcl'8.

601

particular claim to set himself forward as
a man of superior loyalty.
Mr. BERRY.-I have made no such
claim.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Nodoubtthere
are occasions when it is proper for the Legislative Assembly of Victoria to take tho
opportunity of expressing its unswerving
loyalty to the Queen, and the present is one
of those occasions. vVhy? Because people
are prejudiced by a very foolish document.
But why cannot honorable members express
their loyalty unanimously, without mixing
it up with local party squabbles? This
House has no right to interfere with or
to dictate to Mr. Gladstone, as to the policy
which the Imperial Goyernment should pursue towards Ireland.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-There is no
dictation.
'
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-The amendment of the honorable member for Geelong
proposes that an address shall be sent from
this House of the Victorian Parliament to
the Prime Minister of England, advising
him as, to the course of action he should
adopt in regard to Ireland. There is no
man whom I hold in higher esteem t.han I
do Mr. Gladstone; and I feel that he is
greatly harassed in the position which he
occupies. We have no right to dictate to
him as to the policy which he should pursue.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-What about
Canada?
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-The Parlia.
ment of Canada unanimously addressed
the Queen, declaring that, in their opinion,
the grant of a Parliament to Ireland would
be of great benefit to the empire; but
they expressed no opinion as to what the
Queen's Prime Minister was doing with
respect to Ireland. That is the difference
between what the Parliament of Canada
did and the course which we are asked by
the honorable member for Geelong to adopt.
If the House passed the motion of which the
honorable member for Williamstown has
given notice, for the adoption of an address
asking the Queen to grant self-government
to Ireland, there would not be the smallest
disloyalty in doing so ; but what the honorable member for Geelong proposes is a
very different thing. He asks the House
to adopt an address to "the Right
Honorable William Ewart Gladstone, Premier of England." Fancy this Assembly
addressing the Prime Minister of another
country on the state of affairs in Ireland !
Does any honorable member know what Mr.
Gladstone might do. long before this address,
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could reach him? . Is he not, from' week the honorable member for Castlemaine, and
to week, continually changing his course of prevent him falling into the stupid mistake
nction? One week he goes in for coercion which he committed?
and a Land Bill, and the next week he
Mr. PATTERSON. - There was no
withdraws the Chief Becretarf for Ireland, mistake.
and puts another in his place who will
Sir J. O'SHANASSY. - Then there
govern Ireland from his (Mr. Gladstone's) must be a mistake on the part of the hon..;
own point of view.
orable member for, Beelong. The two great
Mr. FISHER.-Is not the honorable men do not agree. After several days'
member criticising the action of Mr. Glad- consideration it is conceded that the five
stone? That is the very thing the honora11e members who signed the document signed
it on their own behalf. I have only recently
member said we ought not to do.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-I am dealing' read the document thoroughly and critically.
with an amendment to which I am asked to I took no notice of it before, but, after there
assent, and I have a right to criticise it. was such a hubbub in Parliament and in the
The address which the amendment asks me country about it, I went carefully through
to adopt saysit. I venture to say that every line of it,
"We, the Legislative As'sembly of Victoria, from beginning to end, can be read, exhave had our attention directed to a document plained, and accepted by those who know
purporting to be an address to the Lord Mayor
of Dublin and the people of Ireland, from the Irish history without putting the construcIrish people of Victoria. and their descend.ants." : tion upon it which some honorable members
The words "purporting to be" are an place upon it. C" No.") I think that- some
answer to the assertion of the honorable honorable members cannot· have read it.
member for Oastlemaine that the document There is one most shocking sentence in the
was signed on behalf of the Irish people of document. It is a sentenoecontaining the
Victoria. There is 'not a word of truth in most treacherous, most dangerqus, and, I
that statement. The Irish people of Victo- may say, the most damnable doctrine ever
ria did not address the people of Ireland, uttered by man; and yet the honorable
and they did not authorize any persons to member for Castlemaine, in criticising the
do so for them. The motion proposed by the document, never referred to that portion of
honorable member for Oastlemaine spoke of it. It is as follows : an address to the" Irish in Ireland." Good
"We shall always remain true to you and'
gracious! Are there any people 'in Ireland Innisfail."
who are not Irish? I may here-remark that Oan the honorable member for Oastlemaine
I have some descendants in tliis colony, but tell me what Innisfail means'? Will the
I am not educating them in the sort of way honorable member- Professor Pearsonin which some members of this House, who who is a learned pundit and a great author
are Irishmen, state that they are training tell me what it means? Surely that honortheir sons. If I attempted to do so, I able member and his friends, learned and
know that they would show the independence unlearned, ought to know what this means
of Victorian natives, and tell me to mind when they pretp.nd to clearly understand all
my own business. The address which the the bearings of the document. I will tell
honorable member for Geelong asked the them what 'it means. "Innisfail," in the
House to adopt goes on to say that the , Irish language, means "the island of desdocument in question was" signed by five tiny." The tremendous disloyalty of this
of our members, two of whom are ex- expression has escaped the attention of
::Ministers of, the Orown." That statement honorable members. However, the meaning
is perfectly correct. If the honorable mem- of every paragraph of the document in
bel' for Oastlemaine had confined his motion question, if read by Irishmen who know the
to a statement that the docmilent was history of their country, is perfectly illtellisigned by five members of this House, two gible. In the first place, it must be rememof whom were ex-Ministers, that would bered that the document was drawn up on
have been a fair basis to go upon, but, for the occasion of a celebration of the centenary
party purposes, it was considered necessary of Grattan, who asserted the principle that no
that the whole Irish population of the power on earth, except the Orown and the
colony should be involved.
Lords and Oommons of Ireland, had a right
Mr. BERRY.-Then my amendment is to make laws for Ireland. That principle was
right so far. '
accepted by the British Parliament, and was
, Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Quiteso; but in force for 18 years, when the legislative
why did not the honorable member direct independence of Ireland was taken away by
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means which no Irishman, Englishman, nor
Scotchman-no moralist nor historian-can
justify, namely, by the corruption effected
by the expenditure of £2,000,000. Grattan
afterwards became a member of the House
of Commons, but did anyone accuse him ofdisloyalty becausehe was in favour of the legislative independence of his own country? The
mistake made by the centenary committee
was in not confining the document to an assertion of the claims of Ireland to possess
legislative independellce. Daniel O'Connell
was as loyal a man as the honorable member
for Geelong or the honorable member for
Castlemaine, but he always advocated the
principle asserted by Grattan, and endeavoured to get legislative independence restored to Ireland. I do not mean to say
that all the arguments which applied then
will apply now with equal force. During
the last 50 01' 100 years the British
Empire has grown greatly, and its circumstances have vastly altered. It must be
admitted that during that period Irishmen
have done their share to consolidate,
strengthen, and expand the empire, and
they have received some reward for their
services. I do not think anyone will say
that on the battle-field Irishmen have not
fought as vigorously for England as either
Englishmen or Scotchmen have done. They
are entitled to some recognition for their
virtues, and they ought not to be condemned for the crimes which are comrnitted
by a few of them. It is not fail' that the
misconduct of a few persons should bring
down an undue amount of censure upon a
people so attached to the Throne as the
Irish. people are, and as they have proved
themselves to be by their willingness to lay
down their lives for their Sovereign. The
amendment of the honorable member .for
Geelong goes on to say-
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heartfelt sympathy, and to express the hope
that the truly l1atIOnal policy which, under so
many obstacles, you have firmly and persistently
followed will be continued until complete suc";'
cess is achieved."

How do we know anything about the
policy of Mr. Gladstone? Mr. Arnold has
described it as a policy which is coercion
one day and conciliation another. How
can we pronounce an absolute opinion on
Mr. Gladstone's policy when he himself is
harassed to such an extent that what his
policy is to-day may have to be change~ tomorrow? The amendment also states,. We further assure you that the utmost horror is experienced and expressed by a very large
majority of colonists in this portion of Her
Majestv's dominions at the continued course of
lawless·ness which still prevails in Ireland."

vYhat do we know about the state of lawlessness in Ireland? What do we know
as to the cause of the lawlessness, or who are
concerned in it? Why should we assert,
by implication, that the whole people of
Ireland are lawless?
Mr. BERRY.-Who says so?
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-That is the
inference to be drawn from the language
used in the amendment.
Mr. BERRY.-No.
Sir JO. O'SHANASSY. - Most decidedly. The amendlnent raises new issues,
instead of dealing with the matter which
has given rise to the whole of this discussion in the temperate way that the honorable member for vYarrnambool proposes
to deal with it. I have had brought under
my notice to-day a curious document which
shows the universal feeling prevailing in the
minds of the Irish people of the best class
and of the Catholics of the United States.
The nine bishops of the eeclesiastical province of Oincinnati recently held their fourth
conference in that city, and in their joint
pastoral they made the following pronounce"This address contains treasonable sentiments, ment regarding one of the newspapers which
and we believe it is calculated to encourage and
strengthen the policy of outrage and murder are published for the Irish population in
which has characterized the course of events in America : -

Ireland during the last two years."

Did any of those honorable members who
signed the document intend to; encourage
the perpetration of murder in Ireland?
Mr. llERRY.-Myamendment does not
say so.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-They had no
such intention. I believe that their sole
object was to encourage the idea of separate
legislative independence for Ireland which
Grattan and O'Connell advocated. The
amendment goes on to say°

"Under these circumstances, we take the unusual course of conveying to you our deep and

"Of late there has been 'started a class of
papers that, under the plea of patriotism, is advocating the worst forms of revolution and
communism. Their editors pretend to be Catholic, but with unbridled insolence assail prie~t or
bishop who differs from them. Among this
class stands pre-eminent the b-ish World. This
is a bad paper-breeding insolence and defiance
of authority i teaching communism i assailing
the rights of property, and inciting to rebellion
that can end but in disaster. \V e, therefore,
direct pastors to warn their people against this
paper, and, as far as in them lies, to discourage
Its circulation among them. While, however,
we must condemn, as above enumerated, the
pernicious doctrines of' the I.,.ish Wo7'ld~ we wish
It distinctly understood that by so Going we

in no sense sympathize with England in her
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oppression of Ireland; n9r do we in any way
favour a continuance of the present unjust
system of landlordism in Ireland. On the contrary, we are ready to co-operate with the
bishops of Irelalld in any legitimate effort to
ameliorate the present unhapp'y condition of the
Irish people. What we condemn in the hish
Wm'ld are the illegitimate means it advocates,
not its efforts to better the condition of Ireland.
Let the cause of Ireland be pressed, but let the
means be legitimate. Let the rights of the landlord be recognised as well as the rights of the
tenant, so that, while justice is done to the
tenant, justice lllay also be done to the landlord.
Thus the cause of Ireland will commend itself
to the honesty and sympathy of the world."

i

wished to show by reading that extract
that there are great powers moving in the
world for good, and those who seem to imply
that there is no condemnation of these outrages even in Ireland itself are very much
mistaken. The subject has been a source
of the greatest possible anxiety to the head
of the Catholic Church himself, and he sent
for the Archbishop of Dublin to consult
with him in order to endeavour to avert
these crimes, and wrote a beautiful pastoral
letter condemning all violence of the kind.
'Yhy should not the efforts in this direction
be recognised when honorable members talk
of this question? I think the House and
the country have now had enough of this
matter, and it is time we went on with our
own business. As for the proposal to send an
address to lVIr. Gladstone expressing an
opinion on his Il'iE!h policy, I would point
out that if we adopt that principle in this
country there is no reason why lVIr. Gladstone should not on some future occasion
ask the House of Commons to pass a resolution, and have it forwarded to the Premier
here, expressing approval or disapproval of
certain action taken by the Victorian Parliament. That would be a kind of reciprocity which would be utterly unjustifiable
between two countries, and I certainly understood that when we got a Constitution
and self-government in Victoria we were
supposed to manage our affairs without any
aid from the Prime Minister of England.
lVIr. WRIXON.-Sir, it would be a
pity if we allowed this debate to degenerate
into a mere discussion on Irish affairs.
The point at issue is simply what is the
best method by which we can express our
dissent from the document which has been
sent to Ireland signed by five members of
this House. The motion of the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson)
was objected to not on the grounds he put
forward this evening-not for the expressions it contained-but because it named
the five members, and inferentially stigmatized them as traito~s. Th~ feeling of the,
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majority of the House was that we were
not justified by what was contained in the
document in branding those honorable
members as traitors, and that, if we were
so justified, 'then the course pursued by the
honorable member for Castlemaine was
lame and impotent, because in that case the
honorable members should not only be
named in the resolution, but expelled from
the House. It would be unfair both to the
honorable members and the House'to brand
them as disloyal to Her Majesty, and at
the same time to allow them to continue to
sit and vote amongst us, and perhaps aid
in the formation of lVIinistries in the earlyfuture. That is the objection I entertained
to the motion of the honorable member for
Castlemaine, and I think it is a sound objection. With regard to the address proposed by the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry), while I agree with the sentiments it contains, itseems to me that it would
be going outside our functions to express an
opinion upon a question of Imperial policy.
In fact, it would, in one sense of the word,
be an impertinence for us to do so. vYe
are elected to advise the Queen on matters
relating to Victoria, and no one wants our
opinion on matters relating to Ireland. It
lIas been said that Canada sent to England
an assurance that that country was in
favour of local self-government in Ireland,
but, with the greatest respect for the
Canadian Parliament, I unhesitatingly
affirm that in taking such a course they
were travelling entirely outside their constitutional positiou. They were elected to,
advise the Queen as to the government of
Canada, and they had no right or duty
whatever cast upon them to express an
opinion one way or the other with regard
to the goverument of Ireland. Therefore,
I cannot help seeing a grave constitutional
objection to adopting an address to the Prime
Minister of England exhorting him to persevere in adopting any particular line of policy
towards Ireland. As the honorable member for Belfast has forcibly pointed out,
what would we say if an expression of
opinion was sent to us from some other
Parliament with regard to .our action? If
the New South Wales Parliament, for instance, passed a resolution regarCJ.ing our
customs duties, would we not resent it as a
piece of impertinence? Therefore, althoug'h,
I have no complaint to make as to the terms
of the address proposed by the honorable
member for Ge.elong, I think a fatal objec-.
tion is that, in adopting it, we would be
~rave_lling outs~de our_ con~tit!ltional duty.
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and volunteering an opinion on a matter on
.which we have no right to express an opinion
,at all. Moreover, such a step would, I
,think, be without precedent in our constitutional history, as I cannot call to mind
any previous occasion on which we were
asked to do anything of the kind. The
third course is that proposed by the honorable member for Warrnambool. I entirely
agree with the honorable member for Belfast
that the honorable member for Oastlemaine,
in calling the action of the honorable member for Warrnambool, in moving the previous question, a trick, used an expression
which was entirely unjustifiable and contrary
to the facts. It is within my own knowledge that the honorable member for Warrnambool was led to believe that he could not
take any other course than that of moving
the previous question, and, therefore, he
moved the previous question with the intention of afterwards moving his amendment.
Moreover, we all know that he tried to bring
forward his amendment on Tuesday night,
and it was solely owing to the opposition of
a few gentlemen on this (the opposition)
side of the House that he was prevented
·from doing so. As regards the motion he
hns submitted, I think that, as compared
with the two other propositions which have
been brought forward, it is the best. That
is all I can say, for I myself do not quite
agree with the wording of the motion. I
would like to see added to it not a mere
declaration of our loyalty-for that is really
vapid and unnecessary-but a declaration
from this Legislature that we are devoted to
the union. and integrity of the empire.
Oonsidering that we are dealing with a
document which certainly at first sight seems
to impugn that integrity and union, and
advocate a policy of dismemberment, I think
if we place on record any resolution about
it we should express our anxiety to see the
integrity and unity of the empire maintained. Perhaps, however, the addition is
not of vital consequence, as we all express
our opinions, and the views of the immense
majority of the House are, I think, known,
and I am therefore prepared to accept the
motion of the honorable member for vVarrnambool, although it does not express in
its entirety my own view of the subject.
lVIr. PEARSON.-Sir, I think we all
agree with the honorable member for Portland that in any resolution sent home it
is not desirable that the names of honorable members should be mentioned. The
case has now assumed quite a different
aspect from that which it presented a
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week ago. The llOnorable members in
question have had an opportunity of explaining themselves to the House, the House
has accepted their explanations more or
less, and no one wants to push the matter
to any' oppressive extent. My honorable
colleague in the representation of Oastlemaine, although he inserted the names in
his motion on Tuesday, was afterwards perfectly willing to omit them. So that, on
this point, there is really no difference of
opinion between the two sides of the House.
As to the motion of the honorable member
for Warrnambool, I think there are sincere
and well-grounded objections to accepting
it precisely as it stands. I do not for a moment mean to say that it does not go a great
way towards meeting the case, especially
when taken in connexion with the statement
of the honorable member for Warrnambool
that he intends to follow it up with a: proposal that the Premier shall be directed by
the House to request the Governor to send
the resolution home immediately. I think
that proposal meets one of the greatest difficulties in this matter. I feel myself that
the Premier, as the leader of the Honse, for
so we must consider him, has been incomparably more guilty than the five members
who, in a rash moment, signed a document
which I think is more nonsensical than anything else. vVe cannot pass over the expres ..
sions to which they appended their names,
01' allow Parliament to be implicated in their
indiscretion, but it was for the leader of the
House to take the lead in the movement to
clear the honour of the House, and I think
the fact that he has not availed himself of
that opportunity will undoubtedly be interpreted in the most unfavorable way, not
only in England, but all over the world. No
one can assume, in England or elsewhere,
that he regarded the deliberate penning of
and subscribing to some of the expressions
used in the document as a light matter,
without also assuming, which I should be
sorry to believe, that he is at heart disaffected to the British connexion. But,
while the motion with its accompanying explanation meets that enormous difficulty, I
think there are several objections to the
wording of it as it stands. In the first
place, there is a terrible vagueness about it.
'Ve are asked to pass a resolution "strongly
disapproving of expressions contained in an
address to the Lord Mayor of Dublin, and
deeply regretting that such should have been
signed by certain of Ollr members," but we are
not told in any way what those expressions

are. No one can say after this resolution
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passed that this House has actuaily condemned the five or six objectionable sentences of the address which we all have in
our minds. In the next place, I, for one,
would rather dislike to see retained in the
resollltion the words about our accepting
"their assurances of loyalty.". There is no
occasion for the expression, and it might
place the House in rather a difficulty. If
it should occur to some journalist at home
to print certain passages from the ~peeches
delivered by some of those honorable members, Ministers in England would not be at
all re-assured by such assurances of loyalty;
in fact, if they judged tlus House by one or
two of those speeches they might come to
the conclusion that it is strongly treasonable in thought, although capable of liployalty. Again, what we want, I think, on
. this (the opposition) side Ot the House to
express, in as few words as possible, but still
strongly and definitely, is our abhorrence of
that war which has been waged in Ireland
for the last two years-a war which has not
been declared, which is not waged by soldiers
in the open field, but by men who are setting law at defiance in every shape. What
we wish to express our abhorrence of is that
a people who haNe a· Parliament to appeal
to, who can take constitutional remedies, have
yet preferred to appeal to anarchy and lawlessness. I do not think the House should
pass that point over without comment, considering that this precise feature in the Irish
situation was picked out for words of very
high praise. Further, I tlunk many of us
wish, like the honorable member for Portland, to 'see a few words inserted in the resolution expressive of our desire to maintain
the integrity and unity of the empire; and
I do not mean by that anything which a
loyal Irishman-loyal to his Sovereign and
to the Imperial connexion, and loyal also to
his country-could not honorably sign. I
think it is quite permissible for a man to
agitate in favour of home rule for Ireland
-to agitate, I mean, by peaceable and constitutional means-and yet to desire all that
we desire when we speak of the unity and
integrity of the empire. But what we here
feel strongly is that the British Empire is
not to be broken up at random by a pack of
adventurers-t.hat we do not want to. see
the great federation which has played so
glorious a part in history suddenly overthrown; and we wish to place formally on
record our opinion on those points. It ha.s
oeeurl'~d to me that, as the difference of
opinion now is really merely as to. the word.ing of a. p~rtic~ual' resolution,. the D1n-ttcl'
Mr. Pearson,
.
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might be amicably settled by referring the
wording of the resolution to a select COlllmittee of some seven members of the House.
The honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) has proposed an address, with a
great deal of which I most thoroughly agree,'
and which I think will speak the sentiments
of this party to the public at large when it is
read in the papers, but yet he expresses himself perfectly willing to see the wording of
it altered. Can any number of members
say that they are perfec~ly satisfied with the
wording of the motion of the honorable
member for Warrnambool as it now stands?
I think not. I would therefore suggest, in
a spirit of conciliation, that a thoroughly
representative committee should be appointed, and I think that in ten minutes they
would probably bring up a simple resolution
which would come with authority, being
recommended by the leaders on both sides,
and would commallli the unanimous assent
of the House, which I fear the motion of
the honorable member for Warrnambool can
never do.
Mr. JAMES.-Mr. Speaker, I would
have been very glad to vote for the motion
submitted by the honorable member for
Vi{arrnambool if there had been, to my
mind, anything like sense in it at all-anything that would convey to the public beyond
Victoria an adequate idea of the sentiments
of the people of this colony. We are asked
to affirm in the motion that the honorable
members who. signed this seditious, if not
treasonable, clocunient have given to this
House assurances of their loyalty. It appears, from the conversations which have
taken place about the House, that those
gentlemen were silly' enough to put their
names to the document without first making
themselves fully acquainted with its contents;
but not one of them has had the courage to
stand up in the House and declare that he
was so led into a trap. If" at tills late
period, those honorable members were to
make such a statement, I, for my part., would
not be willing to accept it. Ample opportunity was given to them last week to make
that explanation; but, instead of admitting
that they were led into an erro.]'~ some of
them, at any rate, sought to justify their
action, and one of them even went so far as
to say he would sign the do.cument again.
The question is whether' this House is
justified in passing over in such a light
manner as the honorable member for Warrnambool proposes what is really an outrage, if not a crime, against the loyal subjects of H~r Majesty in this colony. The
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honorable member for West :Melbourne (Sir
C. Mac Mahon) taunted some honorable
members on this (the opposition) side of
the House with apparently wanting to
bring up old grievances. But, with the
exception of those who signed this document, has there been any attempt on the
part of any honorable members who have
spoken to bring up old grievances which
)u1.ve existed for many years past between
sections of our fellow subjQcts in the old
country? I was under the impression that
when we came to this coloily-whethel' from
England, Ireland, Scotlnnd, or Walestho.se who had old grievances left them
behind, or, at least, if we ourselves could
not forget the views of our youth, that we
were determined our children should grow
up together in peace and. harmony. How
then can we allow a d<;>cument of this kind,
savquring of treason and disloyalty to the
Throne of which we are all proud, to pass
broadcast through the hands of the youth
of this colony without protest? We have
principles to maintain, and the principle of
loyalty to the Throne is one we intend to
stand firmly by. As for accepting the
"assurances of loyalty" of the honorable
members who signed the document, when
they have not given any assurance of the
kind, to adopt that portion of the resohltioll
wpuld be simply, as I said on Tuesday
night, subscribing to a lie. The honorable
member for VIarrnambool has been accused
of a trick in moving the previous question, and I must say that III my opinion, if
his action was not a trick, it wr.s very much
like one. Vie have been told that he was
'advised by an "eminent parliamentary
any
authority," but I am not aware
higher authority than the Speaker of this
House.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-He was not
referred to.
Mr. JAMES.-The honorable member
for vVarrnambool is an old parliamentarian,
and is as familiar with the forms of the
House as anyone could be, and it is very
singular indeed if he was misled in the way
that has been described. As to the amendment submitted 'by the honorable member
for Geclong (Mr. Berry), I can give my
cordial adhesion to it. There is about the
propos~d address a moderation, and at the
same time a ring of good sound common
sense, which ought to commend it to the
House, and I believe will certainly cOllllllend
it to the country. Moreoyer, if sent to the
Premier of England, it would explain the
whole lllatt~l' ~t iSS~lC~ w?ere~s the motion
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of the honorable member for VV'arrnambool
is only intelligible to those who know the
whole history of the affair .. My main objection to the motion, however, is that the
honorable members concerned have not given
us" assurances of loyalty," and I will not by
my vote affirm that they have.
Mr. RALL.-Sir, there is one thing
which I have been glad to leani during this
debate, and that is that the honorable membel'S who signed the document in question
did not themselves add the initials" l\LP."
to their names. It is rather surprising,
however, that although the document has
been published for some time, the honorable
members did not disavow the addition of
those initials until the denial was put
into their mouths. I have always been
pretty sure that none of the honorable membel'S wrote the document-I gav~_ then1credit for more good sense-and I am glad
to hear that they were not acquainted with
the seditious matter in it when they signed
it., As for the person who really did writo
the document-whoever he may be-1 think
it is only charitable to regard him as a
lunatic who ought to be taken care ot by his
friends. I think only a lunatic could concoct such a treasonable address) and hand it
to Members of Parliament to sign without,
reading over the contents to them. With
regard to the motion of the honorable mombel' for 'Varrnmnbool, I certainly must
say that I cannot agree with. it as it has
been placed before us. vVe are asked to
accept the assurances of loyalty of the
five members, but I have not yet heard
anyone of them get up in. his place
and denounce the seditious and disloyal
sentiments contained in the address. .11'01'
my part, unlike the honorable member for
Ballarat East (Mr. James), if they take
that course even now I shall be perfectly
willing to accept their statements and let
the matter drop. Unlesi they do so, however, I see no oth~r course than to support
the amendment of the honorable member
for Geelong(Mr. Berry). In thinking over
,this .lllatter, I have several times asked
mysel£~ '''"hat have we to do with Irish
grieyances in this colony? vVhy should
we re-open old national sores? It is true
we Inay call ourselves Englishmen, Irishmen, or Scotchmen; ~ut we sho\lld adopt
the broader name of Victorians. ,If there
are any Irish wrongs in Victoria, let them
be urought before this House, and, if they
arc provcd, I will assist to redress ,them j
but I certainly think we have no right to
interfere with r(l~'~~'d, ,to any wr~ngs o~
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grievances which may exist in Ireland. It
is admitted that the Irish people have one
of their best friends in Mr. Gladstone, and
I fear the signers of this document, by
sending home such a production, instead of
strengthening his hands in the action he is
taking to satisfy the Irish nation, will only
be hampering and weakening him. I consider the Ministerial side of the House,
instead of showing mercy to the five members, are really persecuting them far more
than we (the opposition) are, for, if they
had agreed to the motion submitted by the
honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Patterson), the question would have been
settled, and we would have heard no more
about it. The division on that motion. was
really treated by the Ministerial side of the
House as a party fight, because I noticed
that, when the division bell rang, Ministerial
members who did not know exactly what the
question was came into the chamber, and, seeing their leaders on this side of the House,
followed them over like a flock of sheep.
I never in my life saw such complete voting
machines as I saw on tllat division. We
had not with us one member from the other
side of the House, although we knew
their sentiments were entirely in accord with
those contained in the motion. Had it been
carried, there would have been an end of the
matter, and the country would then have
had a satisfactory assurance of the loyalty
of this House.. It would have been a public
advantage if that motion had been carried,
because it would have shown not only that
we are thoroughly loyal to the Throne, but
that we have not· the slightest sympathy
whatever with the opinions put forward by
a certain local print, of which the following
may be taken as a sample :-
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writings of one of Ireland's patriots and
poets-a gentleman who, at one time,
occupied the honorable position of Speaker
of this House. I will quote what Sir
Charles Gavan Duffy thought of the matter
forty years ago : "Joy I joy! the day is come at last, the day of
hope and prideAnd, see lour crackling bonfires light old Ban..
Da's joyful tide;
And gladsome bell, and bugle-horn from Inbhar's captured towers,
Hark, how they tell the Saxon swine, this land
is ours-is ours.
Glory to God 1 my eyes have seen the ransomed
fields of Dun,
My ears have drunk the joyful news, C Stout
Feidhlim hath his own.'
.
Oh! may they see and hear no more; .oh, may
they rot to clay
When they forget to triumph in the conquest
of to-day.
Now, now we'll teach the shameless Scot to
purge his thievish maw;
Now, now the Court may fall to pray, for
Justice is the Law;
Now shall the undertaker square for once his
loose accounts;
We'll strike, brave boys, a fair result, from all
his false amounts.
Come, trample down their robber rule, and
smite its venal spawn,
Their foreign laws, their foreign church, their
ermine and their lawn,
With all the specious fry of fraud that robbed
us of our own;
And plant our ancient laws again, beneath our
lineal throne."

In the volume from which I quote this piece
of poetry, I find the following lines by the
same author : "What joy was mine in that merry time,
When I was an outlaw bold."

These writings show that an impression
prevailed, forty years ago, that the Irish
grievance had been got rid of by the Irish
people obtaining a t.riumph and being
allowed their own way. Yet now an attempt
"Be it queen, king, or protector-Victoria, is being made to rip up old sores, and t.o
Henry VIII, or Cromwell-tlie policy of England drag the people of this colony into the busi.
is ever the same, and it can be expressed by one
short phrase, viz., the wholesale and ruthless ness. I don't want them to be dragged into
extermination of the Irish race."
it. Let Ireland redress whatever wrongs it
I ask whether a publication containing may be suffering under in a constitutional
language of this kind should be allowed to manner. We can do no good-we are not
be circulated in tIns colony? I believe that in a position to do any good-for the people
the people of Ireland, as a rule, are soft kind- of Ireland. The whole colony put together
hearted people, and it is only the agitators, could not do more for the Irish nation than
who are for ever stirring up ill-feeling, that Mr. Gladstone can and will do, if he is
are to blame. They are the men who are at allowed, and if obstacles are not thrown in
the bottom of all themischief. I have been his way. I am as friendly towards Irishunder the impression that, forty years ago, men, in and out of this House, as I am
the question of Irish wrongs was pretty towards my own countrymen ; and I would
ask the gentlemen who signed the address
well settled.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Youknownothing we have heard so much of either to denounce the specious sentiments contained in
of Irish history.
Mr. HALL.-That impression was that document or be prepared to take the
created, to some extent, by reading the consequence!. I think the motion proposed
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by the honorable member for Warmambool honorable member for Mandurang (Mr.
does not at all meet the case, and therefore McColl), but I may tell them that, if they
I shall vote for the amendment.
could realize the sufferings of the people on.
Mr. LONGl\10RE. -Mr. Speaker, I the Plains at this moment, they would not
would like to ask the honorable member for be wasting time, in the manner they are
Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson), when he says , doing, over such a debate as this. Acoordhe did not consult with his late ohief or ing to the statements contained in a copy
any member of the Opposition about bring- of the Newcastle Chronicle, which I hold in
ing the question before this House, whether my hand, the deputation I refer to consisted
he did not consult with somebody out- of Messrs. John Bryson, W. H. Patterson,
side? Honorable members have expressed and James Birkett. They went and informed
a great horror of crime j but I don't think themselves of the condition· of the Irish
there is one honorable member who tenantry, and one of them (Mr. Bryson)
signed the address which has been com- gave, at a public meeting, the following
plained of that has not just as.much horror statement of his experiences : "The whole English press had systematically
of crime. Those gentlemen have been
the mining popUlation in times
charged with a desire to assist criminals in misrepresented
of strikes and trade disputes. It had invariably
Ireland, but I think whatever references in misrepresented their position, and their relationthat direction the document may contain ship with their employers, and even a Ministerial
not long ago, ha.d repeated in Parare to the peaceful stand made by Irish functionary,
liament the stale falsehood about pitmen in good
people against a great display· of power. times having been in the habit of getting drunk
champagne and riding in 1st class carriages.
The honorable member for Geelong (Mr. on
Knowing these facts, they had reason to believe
Berry) and other honorable members have that volumes of misrepresentation came to
unfairly taken separate sentences or portions England from Ireland; and so it had been decided
that they should visit the country, and find out
of sentences from the address to justify, the
truth for themselves. 'Surely,' one felt
their arguments; but every honorable mem- urged to exclaim,' there was something else in
ber who signed the document has said that, Ireland beyond what was seen in English concert
and the c.'l.rtoons of English prints.' These
if it contained any disloyal or treasonable halls
Irishmen were represented as a class of beings
sentence, he would repudiate it. I would ridiculously absurd and impracticable, fit only
not haye spoken at this time but for the for stratagem and wnrs. These were the specimen
pictures they got of the Irish people. When Mr~
fact that this House seems to have got into Patterson
a.nd himself travelled from Dublin to
a fit of lip-loyalty which is discreditable, and Gal way a few weeks before, they were astonished
the absence of the sight of men twirling
that honorable members have brought forward by
shillelaghs in their hands and inviting others to
charges which are not borne out by facts. The tread on the posterior portion of their coats.
honorable member for Geelong, in sub- Yet that was what their English education had
them to expect to find in Ireland. What
mitting the grand State paper which he led
they did find was that the people wet"e exactly
wants forwarded to Mr. Gladstone, referred like those in England in all respects but one.
to the" poison" and the" antidote." But That was that they were more patient and endtirthan the English people would be under like
Mr. Gladstone has heard too much of such ing
circumstances. As labourers themselves, toiling
terms to pay attention to them. I appeal in coal mines and factories, they looked upon
to honorable members not to deal with this this Irish question as essentially a labour quesThey could not stand passively by while
question, for the simple reason that the ation.
whole nation was being disgraced and demoralgreat majority of them-and I say this ized by unrighteous laws; and their own po.ckets
stomachs were touched when they found
without intending anything offensive-are and
their labour market glutted by the influx of poor
utterly ignorant of Irish history, just as the Irishmen, and Irishmen who had fled from stargreat majority of Englishmen in England vation in their own country. The working
of England, so fal' as he had Been them,
are ignorant of the treatment which the classes
had therefore resolved to be no longer passive
Irish have received in their own country. spectators of this state of things, but they would
Lately, the miners' associations of Durham exert their whole moral and intellectual force in
to bring about that land reform which
and. the adjoining counties appointed a helping
was calculated to make Ireland prosperous and
deputation to go into Ireland to inquire her people contented."
.
into the state of affairs there-a most com- TIns is history, written not 40 01' 400 years
mendable proceeding, inasinuch as the igno- ago, but on the 2nd July, 1881. At anrance of the English people with reference othor public meeting, held some weeks afterto Ireland is truly lamentable.
wards, Mr. Patterson thus delivered himMr. McCOLL.-Like the ignorance of self : Victorians with regard to the people on the
"In Ireland, the poor peasants lived in mud
cots with thatched roofs, having the bare earth
Plains. (Laughter.)
for
a floor, and a hole in the roof as the on17
Mr. LONG MORE.-Honorable mem- chimney
for th9 escape of the smoke from their
bel'S may laugh at the exclamation of the tires of peat. In these wretched places-7ft. Of
SES. 188~.-2 U
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Bft. square-families of from eight to ten persons
lived. They ha.d scarcely any articles of furniture and their bed generally consisted of n.
small qua.ntity of straw laid upon the ground.
These were the people whom we professed to
legi8late for in a Christian and civilized nation.
Some of them would ask if it was in consequence
of the laziness of the people that they were in
this condition? It was not. They found the
people working on the land-the women, without shoes or stockings, trying to get some scanty
pickings; the men herding cattle and gltthering
peat in the bogs. This was the position of the
Irish peasant. When they came to the tenant
farmer, with his 20 or 80 or 50 acres, they found
somewhat better homes and more comfort, but
in consequence of the heavy rack-rents placed
upon them, they had been compelled to make
great sacrifices and reduce the stock on which
they lived, in order to meet the emergencies of
bad harvests and the demands of the landlord or
bis agent. who squeezed the heart's blood out of
them."

I now desire to give an extract from a
speech delivered by Mr. Bryson, with regard to the operation of the Coercion Act in
Ireland, which goes to show that that measure is used not so much for the repression
of village tyrants and dissolute ruffians as
for interference with the action of intelligent and respectable men. The extract is
as follows : " He attended a land meeting at Cork at which
an individual mndean outrageous speech,calling
the people to use violence. Mr. John
o Connor got up and rebuked that man, and told
bim that he was an enemy to his country. Next
'morning, on taking up the paper, he (Mr. Bryson) was surprised to learn not that the man
who had made the violent speech bad been
arrested, but tha.t Mr. O'Connor, who had rebuked him, had been taken to Naas Gaol as a
suspect. • • If the miners of Northumberland
or Durham were transplanted to Ireland, and
placed under similar circumstances, it would
take the whole German army to keep them in
order."
u~on

I will next call attention to a leading article
in the Nonconformist, one of the most
respectable and best conducted newspapers
in the United Kingdom. The lVonconformist, of the 6th April, 1882, dealing with
the Irish question in a very judicial spirit,
saysII Impatient Englishnien would be better able
to exercise this amount of self-control if they
could see with their own eyes what is actually
going on in some of the most distressed districts
of Ireland. Ever since the Lords refused to pass
the Disturbance Bill, efforts have continually
been made to clear estates by evicting poverty"tricken tenants. A shower of notices is followed
by a troop of soldiers. Half-naked, half-starved
men, women, and children are turned out upon
the road-side. and their cabins locked or pulled
down behind them. There are, indeed, not a few
cases in which eTicted tenants are restored as
• caretakers,' having lost all their tenant-right.
But, in a large Dumber of other cases, the
evicted are reduced to squat like red Indians
under wigwams composed of branches, leaves,
and sods, precariously resting against some overbanging -rock. Let anyone candidly consider
the-moral effect of one such scene as this in a
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country, and he will find it not difficult to
understand the connexion of evictions with
outrage."

Sir, J\fr. Gladstone has said that eviction is
a sentence of death, a1!d the assertion is here
reiterated. Honorable members talk of Mr.
Gladstone's land law as a means likely to
remedy all these grievances at once, but this
is what the Nonconformist says on that
head : CI The land court, however industrious in its
work, cannot possibly for a generation overtake
the cases so rapidly accumUlating upon it. Nor
can any machinery be imagined which could deal
judicially with the whole question of rent within
any period which it would be safe to wait."

Talk about grievances being done away with,
how can that be the case when the landlord,
who has wealth, can appeal to the Supreme
Court from the decision of the land court?
How are the half-naked, half-starved tenants to find means to meet their landlords
there? Before honorable members talk so
glibly about rebellion in Ireland and disloyalty, they should read such items of news
as the following : "A number of evictions were carried out near
Mitchelstown, County Cork, on Thursday. The
sheriff was accompanied by 820 men of the Scots
Greys and 10nh Hegiment, and troops of hussars
and dragoons, with 800 police. There was 'no
disturbance until the forces returned to Mitche)stown, ,""hen a number of market people
hooted them. and attempted to obstruct their
progress. The police and military charged
them and drove them into houses, and cleared
the streets. Some 80 persons were injured."

One more extract I desire to submit to the
House, and that is from a speech delivered
by the Marquis of Salisbury, recently, at
Liverpool. This is what his lordship said:"If you wish to establish peace and contentment in Ireland, you must do your best to bring
the ownership of land again into single hands.
You will see that I am referri~g to the_proposal
of my distinguished friend, Mr. W. H. Smith,
for increasing the powers under which the commissioners can now act for enabling Irish
tenants, with perfect fairness and jnstice to
their present landlords, to become themselves
owners of land."

Sir, let me ask, what have the men who are
cramped into little cabins by the avarice of
landlords to gain by peace? 'Vhat use is
there in preaching peace to people who are
dying while £6,000,000 per year goes out of
the country to pay landlords whose faces are
hardly ever seen on their estates? It is high
time that honorable members looked at these
things in a propflr and straight light.
Mr. FRASER.-You ought to be put
out of the House.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I say that overy
honorable member who signed the address
which has been complained of has given expression to his loyalty so far as to say that,
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if any sentence of the document could be
fairly construed to be treasonable or disloyal,
he would repudiate it at once. Honorable
members on the opposition side have taken
disconnected sentences or parts of sentences,
and used them for a purpose which is discreditable to them. According to the Age
newspaper, had the House passed the motion
of the honorable member for Castlemaine,
naming the members who signed the document, it must necessarily have followed
that up with another motion expelling those
members. Sir, I hold that this House has
the right to expel any honorable member,
and I hope the House will never give up
that right. If the House were to pass a
resolution to expel me, I would bow to its
decision without a murmur, and take the
consequences, whatever they might be. But
feeling strongly, as I do, in the justice of
what I have done, I tell honorable members
I would treat their censure as a puff of wind
upon my cheek; I would not pay the
slightest attention to it, so far as making
any attempt to have it removed. I thank
honorable members on the Ministerial side
for the temperate way in which they have
dealt with this matter; but I must say,
without desiring to be offensive in any way,
that the movement of three honorable members on the front opposition bench-the
honorable member for Geelong, the honorable member for Castlemaine, and the honorablememberfor BallaratWest (Major Smith)
-is strictly and wholly a political movement
to advance themselves, to enable them, if
possible, to unite with honorable gentlemen
in the conservative corner. Those are the
members who sold the country to the conservatives by passing a Reform Bill which
will keep the people out of power for the
next century unless it is altered. For their
action in this matter I have the most profound contempt-I treat it with the utmost
scorn.
Mr. NIMMO. - Sir, every honorable
member must have been deeply impref;lsed
,vith the very forcible language used by the
last speaker while depicting the wrongs of
Ireland. I am sure that no honorable member is not prepared to express sympathy in
the most practical manner with the sufferings of the Irish people, but the question
arises by whom are those sufferings inflicted?
We constantly hear the sufferings of the
Irish people connected in a most illogical
manner with England. But who nre the
landlords of Ireland? Why Irishmen. And
are we really to understand that the highest
class in Ireland-the educated and moneyed

2V 2

8.J

Oonduct oj Memhers.

class-are such barbarians as to treat their
own countrymen in such a manner? If so
the question arises, what kind of education
did these people receive, how were they
trained morally, that they should treat their
countrymen so cruelly?
Mr. LONGMORE.-What about the
Isle of Skye?
Mr. NIMMO.-There wasa certain nobleman who gave hard-working people notico
to quit because he wanted a large portion of
the islaml turned into a sheep-walk, and the
result was a howl of indignation from one
end of Scotland to the other-' ' from Maidenkirk to John 0' Groat's." The result was
. that the ~an scarcely dare show his face
abroad, because he was regarded as if he was
something different from man; as if he was
a kind of human monster. I am happy to
say that man has had no follower. No
landlords in Scotland dare to treat their
tenants in that way, for the reason that
tenants would not stand it ; they would
band together, shoulder to shoulder, to as ..
sert their rights, as they did of old, in the
most practical manner. In making thes·e
remarks, I simply desire that the responsibility for the sufferings of the people of
Ireland shall be placed on the right should@fs.
Englishmen have frequently been referred to
as persecutors of Ireland. In the curious
poem read by the honorable member for.
Moira (Mr. Hall) I think the English are
described as " swine." But that is not the
kind of language to use to people who do
not deserve it. I believe there is llot,
throughout the length and breadth of England, a man who would not rejoice from the
bottom of his soul to find Ireland's grievances redressed. Why the Premier of
England is, at this moment, laboring night
and day to accomplish that end. 1'he late
Sir Robert Peel exerted his intelligence and
legislative skill in devising means to redress
Irish grievances. He told the landlords
that if they were away from Ireland beyond
a certain time, and refrained from cultivating their land as they ought to do, and
from spending their mouey in the ·country,
their estates would be confiscated. And
what took place when Sir Robert Peel's Act
came into operation? A number of English
and Scottish farmers went tQ Ireland and
took up land, and paid their men Is. 6d.
per day, whereas the Irish landlords used to
pay only 6d. per day, but, notwithstanding
this increase of remuneration, the Irish
labourers refused to work "for them. How
is that to be accounted far? r cannot
understand such conduct. The honorable
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member for Belfast referred to-night to a
very fine letter sent by the head of his church
to soine Roman Catholic bishops in America,
practically counselling the Irish people to
be quiet, and all would be right and proper;
but would it not be possible for such dignitaries to bring influences to bear upon not
only those who commit the outrages, but
also upon the savage landlords?
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-How could they
do it?
Mr. NIMMO.-That is not for me to
say, but it is a most pitiable spectacle
to see the. highest educated classes in old
Ireland its greatest tyrants, and trying by
an ingenious trick to throw all th~ responsibility of maintaining the Constitution of the
country upon the shoulders of Great Britain.
I am surprised that those who take charge
of the morals and spiritual concerns of the
majority of the people of Ireland don't address their remonstrances more to those who
have so much to do with causing the evils
of the country. I don't think a similar
state of things could arise in England or
Scotland without the religious teachers of
the community endeavouring to convert the
offenders on both sides to principles of right.
I regard the motion of the honorable member for 'Varrnambool as defective. I regret
extremely that the five honorable members
who signed the document have not felt it to
be their duty to withdraw from the offensive
position they took up when they put their
llames to such sentiments. Were they
simply, in deference to the feeling of the
great majority of honorable members in this
Chamber, and of the people of the country,
to say that they regret the step they took,
and disavow sympathy with the statements
in the address, the whole matter would drop
at once. But while they refrain from such a
course how can we let affairs stand as they
are? I observe in to-day's paper that
there were last month in Ireland no less
than 390 agrarian outrages, and I have
searched the journals in vain to find that
a single murderer has heen discovered.
Supposing two gentlemen, while walking
through a public park attached to a city in
England or Scotland, were set upon and
butchered in broad daylight by four ruffians
who rode up in a carriage, and then rode
off again, what would happen t 'Vhy ten
minutes ,would not elapse before they would
be in custody. I don't say who are to
blame; I only indicate the state of things
which the address signed by the five
members holds up to admiration. Again,
when I think of the case, amopgst many

dOfl,d~tct of Membel'~.

others, of the farmer who, while ill his
home at midnight, surrounded by his
family, was attacked by wretches who murdered him before his wife's eyes, I naturally
ask how conduct of that sort can evoke
sympathy from any right-minded man? I
desire to sympathize with Ireland. I know
many Irishmen who are oright-minded,
loyal, good people. I have many friends
who °are Irishmen. But.it seems to me
absolutely impossible th~t the majority of
even those in the south of Ireland could
have the smallest feeling in common with
the expressions contained in the address.
As for the inhabitants of the north, we
know they would to a man most heartily
repudiate anything of the kind. On the
other hand, we are told that what the address reaUy sympathizes with is the desire
of the people of Ireland to be governed in
the same way -as Victoria is governed. But
by what am I to be guided in that regard?
I don't wish to find fault with my countrymen, but, after a careful perusal of the
histories of Scotland and Ireland, I have
come to the conclusion that the people of
those countries don't possess the amount of
self-control that would enable them to
govern themselves constitutionally. I assert
that the greatest blessing of a public nature
ever conferred upon Scotland was her union
with England.
Mr. MUNRO.-Ditl not Scotland once
send a king to England?
Mr. NIMMO.-True, but he was a very
obad king. Yes, never was Scotland more
blessed than when she was united with old
Now her bloody wars with
England.
England are over, the treasure formerly
spent upon them is devoted to her substantial benefit, and, having laid down the sword,
she devotes herself to industry, to the
development of practical science, and to
literature. My prayer is that that union
may never be disturbed. Then, as to Ireland,
what was her state previous to the Union?
I am told that I am ignorant of Irish
history, but, neyertheless, I have read it to
some extent, and found there that often,
before the Union, Ireland was torn by civil
warfare. In fact there can be no doubt
that Ireland has been greatly benefited by
her connexion with England, and I believe
that the day on which that connexion is
abolished will be her blackest. Separated
from England, her north and south would
go to war at once, and her affairs would b~
worse than ever. But I Willllot deal with
these matters further. I have no bad feeling towards Ire~and; 011 the contrary, I
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wish the country well; but it ought to be
well borne in mind that the wronga of
Irishmen have not been inflicted by England,
but by themselves. Under all these circumstances, I hope the motion of the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) will
be carried. I want the Premier of England
IiIade acquainted with the fact that the
statements sent home in the address signed
by the five members have no sympathy here,
so that, in his endeavours to repress Irish
disturbances and redress Irish grievances,
his hands may be strengthened by us.
Mr. V{ ALKER.-Mr. Speaker, I would
not have risen but for the extraordinary
speech of the honorable member for Ripon.
vVe are asked by the motion of the honorable member for Warrnambool to accept the
assurances of loyalty of the honorable members who signed the address that has been
sent home, but the whole of the remarks I
refer to were devoted to a justification of
that address, without a single real expression of loyalty. Can the honorable member
be said to have expressed loyalty when he
avowedly sympathizes at heart with the
document he put his name to? vVith regard to the Irish question on its lllCl'its, I
think we are all agreed that Ireland has in
the past suffered great injustice. For instance, when a foreign church was forced on
the country a very great wrong was done to
it, which the honorable member for Ripon
has told us to-night is enough of itself to
warrant the address. I beg, however, ~o
point out not only that that wrong has been
remedied, but that all the other injustices
of which Ireland has had to complain have
also either been remedied or put in course
of remedy, so that practically Ireland has
now less to complain of than any other portion of the British dominions. The proof
of that is plain, inasmuch as at the present
time the tenant farmers of Scotland and
England are agitating for an extension to
them of the privileges the tenant farmers of
~reland enjoy under the existing law. Several of the Irish members of this Chamber
have argued in favour of local self-government for Ireland, and have given us to
understand that they signed the address in
order that that self-government might be
obtained; but let me ask them in what way
do they expect to obtain it? I snppose
there is only one way, namely, by constitutional means-by an Act of Parliament
carried by politicians. Surely they do not
mean to say that it is to be obtained by
force of arms. vVell, the position being
as I describe it, I am utterly at a loss to
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understand some of the speeches that have
been made to us. One remarkable thing
in connexion with the agitation over this
address is that there is not in the document,
. neither was there at the meeting to which it
owes its existence, the smallest reference
made in any spirit of gratitude to the man
who stands above all others as the friend
of Ireland, and who has done lllOre for.
Ireland than any other lllall who ever lived ..
Of course I refer to the Premier of England. But, if what is required by the Irish
people in Victoria .for their countrymen at
home is local self-government, and they want
to obtain it by fair constitutional means~
surely their right and proper method would
be to exert themselves to strengthen Mr.
Gladstone's hands in doing all he possibly
can do in that direction. Do those I
now refer to realize what Mr. Gladstone
risked to obtain for Ireland what he has
obtained? In the first place, he risked
the active enmity of the whole of the
propertied classes in not only Ireland, but
the United Kingdom; and, secondly, he
risked a crisis in the House of Lords ill
order to force his Irish Land Bill through
the Imperial Parliament. Yet, although he
now stands, at the age of 73, as the mall
who has, .above all others, devoted himself
to the work of obtaining justice for Ireland,
those in this country who profess to have
the same cause at heart have never in any
way expressed the slightest sense of gratitude towards him. That is something I
cannot comprehend. If local self-government for Ireland is to be obtained by constitutional means, is he not the most capable
lllan in the whole world to bring about that
result? Or do the so-called friends of Ireland
despair of obtaining their object by consti.
tutional means? Let me reall to the House
the following extract from a speech lately
delivered at Liverpool by the most radical
member of the British Cabinet, namely,
Mr. Chamberlain : "I assume we are prepared now, as we have
been all along, to conSIder impartially every Irish
claim, to remedy every proved grievanc~, to en.
deavour to govern Ireland not accordin~ to
English prejudices, but according to the WIshes
of all those most patriotic and intelligent among
the Irish people. Are we ready to consider the
Union itself as a standing grievance, and are we
prepared to admit that the question of separation
IS an open one between us? I say, for myself,
that I am not prepared to admit that it is possible,
either in the interests of this country, or in the·
interests of Ireland, that there should be created
a hostile power within striking distance of these
shores. I suppose that the first result would be
that independence would be the signal for civil
war, in which we should be forced to take a side.
But, if this were avoided, Ireland independent

must always be jealous and afraid of Engla.nd;
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The greater power, the commercial liIupremacy
of the larger country, would always be a subject
of anxiety a.nd alarm to the smaller. Ireland
'Would be crushed under the weight of military
and naval expenditure which it would have $0
ma.intain in order to secure its separate existence.
We should find our burthens,enlarged in proportiou. The two countries would be a standing
menace one to the other. Sooner or later the
condition wonld be intolerable, and we should
have to commence the struggle anew. Ireland
would again have to be reconquered, or England
would be ruined. I am not pre~a.red to face these
contingencies, and therefore, liberal and radical
as I profess to be, I say to Ireland what the lIbe, rals or the republicans of the north said to the
southern s5ates of America-the Union must be
llreserved. You cannot and. shall not destroy it.
Within these limits there is nothing which you
JU!l.y not ask and hope to obtain-equal laws,
equal justice, equal opportunities, equal prosperity. These sllan be freely accorded to you.
Your wishes shall be our guide. Your prejudices
shall be by us respected. Your interests shall
be our interests; but nature and your position
have forged indissoluble links, which cannot be
sundered without being fraught with consequences of misery and ruin to both our countries,
and which, therefore, we will use all the resources
of the empire to keep intact."

Can any honorable member, I don't care how
much he loves Ireland, ask for more than
that?
Mr. LONGMORE.-Who says we ask
for more?
Mr. W ALKER.-If the honorable member does not ask for more than what the
British Government are ready to give, why
do not he and those with him strive to enable
them to give it? Moreover, how could he
s,ign a document on the Irish question that
does not in any way express what those
who are working for Ireland owe to the head
of the Imperial Cabinet? Again, while I
quite agree with Irishmen in Victoria sympathizing with their countrymen at home, and
I readily admit that were I an Irishman,
and did the Irish grievances that formerly
existed still exist, I would be as rebellious alii
anyone., there is no escaping the point that
they exist no longer.
Mr. LONGMORE. - They do exist.
Look at the troops now stationed in Ireland.
Mr. W ALKER.-Does the honorable
member mean to say that the Premier of
England is to see the law violated, and not
to attempt to uphold it? Is he to let
murder be done without trying to hinder
it ? The necessity of keeping those troops
in Ireland is forced upon him by the position of affairs. For my part, I may say
that what all the criticisms upon the Glad.
stone Government I have read complain of
most is that he has been too conciliatory
-that he has I!ot gone f~r enough in the
direction of severity. As an Englishman,
i~ h&s come to me like a shock to fJee the
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treatment the greatest friend Ireland ever
had has received at the hands of Irishmen
in Victoria. Then, talking of the grievances of Irishmen, have the people of
England or Scotland no grievances? Is
it not a fact that in England two or three
years ago a Wesleyan clergyman had to
take up the tombstone of his daughter because the inscription upon it described her
father as a "reverend"? I regard that as
a scandalous grievance, but did any Englishman commit an outrage on that account?
No, the people there who are concerned
are trying to get the Burials Act amended,
and it is probable they will succeed. l'herefore, with all honesty, and with every wish
for the prosperity of Ireland, I beg to
advise the Irishmen of Victoria, inside and
outside this Chamber, to try to get the grievances of their countrymen at home redressed
by constitutional means, and I assure them
that they will then have the support of every
honest man in the country. One thing is
clear about the address-I don't say it was
intended by those who signed it--namely,
that, had it gone home without any protest,
the people of England would regard it as an
expression of sympathy with the outrages
now being committed in Ireland in ,opposition
to the course the Imperial Government are
pursuing. Upon that account I am very
glad the subject has been brought before us,
although I regret the way in which the thing
was originally done. I think that, had the
honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr,
Patterson) consulted with the leaders in the
Ministerial corner-with the honorable member for vVarrnambool and the honorable
member for Belfast-a very different resolution could have been framed, which ,would
have received the unanimous support of the
whole House. I am sorry that that course
was not taken, and that this debate was not
finished last Tuesday. I beg to call the
attention of the honorable member for Warrnambool to th.e fact that the motion contains the words "accepts their assurances
of loyalty," whereas the honorable member
for Uipon has delivered a speech not only
justifying the address but defying usplainly telling the House that he does not
care a rap whether the proposition before us
is carried or not. While that is the case,
I cannot be a party to the motion, unless
the honorable member for Ripon is specially
exempted from its terms.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Thank you.
Mr. WALKER.-Thehonorablemember
knows that I am personally as friendly to him
as I am to any honorable member, and that
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I believe him to be honest, although very them to the utmost. That is one of the
intemperate j but how can I vote for a
resolution that I know to be untrue? How
can I consent to allow him to defy the House
-to snap his fingers at us? In conclusion,
let me say that if the honorable members
who sympathize with the wrongs of Ireland
will use constitutional means for their redress, they will have my sympathy, but if
there is the slightest ground for suspicion
that they look with favorable or indifferent
eyes upon the horrible and cowardly outrages now constantly being committed in
that unhappy country, they will meet with
my denunciation, and I trust also that of
the House and the people outside.
Mr. DA VIES.-Sir, I listened patiently
to the speech of the honorable member for
Ripon, but what did he say? Instead of
disavowing all sympathy with the expressions contained in the address, he attempted
to justify them. I think that is an example
that ought not to be allowed by us. Yet
it has been followed to a certain extent by
the other honorable members who signed
the document. Though they acknowledge
the Queen as their sovereign, they still
don't hesitate out-of-doors to express the
opinion that there is nothing in the address
that requires disavowal on their part. I,
however, don't think we ought to be satisfied
until the sentiments contained in it have
been disavowed by them. For them to say
"the words of the address might have been
better," or something to that effect, is not
enough. I also listened with patience to
the declarations of loyalty made by the
English and Scotch members of the House,
and I. thought, while I did so, that I would
not be doing justice to the portion of the
U nitelt Kingdom from which I have come
unless I got up and declared, as in some
way a representative of the principality of
Wales, that the people there are also most
thoroughly loyal. Moreover, they are loyal
not only in name, but in spirit and practice.
I certainly feel that the motion of the honorable member for Warrnambool is too weak to
adequately express the sentiments of the
loyal vVelshmen in this country with respect
to the address. I heard the honorable
member for Emerald Hill (Mr. Nimmo)
tell of what Scotchmen did in the old days,
but I may inform him and the House
that Welshmen fought bravely too, until we
were beaten, when we had good sense
enough to realize our position. We
also had good sense enough to appreciate the advantages of a union with the
Anglo-Saxon race, and to avail ourselves of

reasons why the principality of Wales has
become so completely part and parcel of the
United Kingdom that the inhabitants may
be said to be now altogether English. At
the same time we are not loyal because we
have no grievances. The grievances of the
people of Wales are perhaps quite as serious
in reality as those of the people of Ireland,
but the remedy for them that Welshmell
seek for is sought in a constitutional manner,
namely, by means of public meetings, memo·
rials, and other constitutional forms of agitation, with the result that our wrongs are
being slowly but ·surely redressed. We
have in Wales an established church, whereas
the people are almost entirely nonconformist.
They don't believe in the established church,
yet they are compelled by law to support it,
while they also support their own forms of
worship by means of voluntary contributions.
Even at the present day that is the case.
Not only that, but the best livings in the
country are held by non-resident English
clergymen, the parish duties being performed
by curates whose salaries average only the
paltry sum of £50 or so a year each, and
who frequently officiate, in the presence of
no one but the few members of the paid
choir. Nevertheless, such a thing aR indulgence in disloyal remarks, or in any kind
of outrage, on account of our· grievances is
never heard of amongst us. 'tVe have also
grievances in connexion with our landlord
and tenant system, to illustrate which I
will read a few extracts from the speech
delivered a few years ago in the House of
Commons by Mr. Richard, the member for
Merthyr Tydfil, shortly after his election.
He stated as follows:" He found among these cases. that of a farmer
who, seven years ago, had to leave another farm
he held under the well-known Miss Morris. a
lady who, actin~ notoriously under clerical instigation, sent notice to her tenants that un less the,
attended her church they must give up thelr
holdings. This man was the father of eight or
nine children, and as he had suffered grea.t loss,
much sympathy was felt with him. Another
case was that of Caleb Morris, a man with ten
children, who had notice to quit. He besought
his laud lord's agent to let him retain the farm,
but was met with a refusal, and the disappointment so weighed upon his mind that he died.
After his death his widow, thinking her forlorn
condition and ten children would awake sympathy, renewed the application, but the landlord
would hav.e no word to speak to her."

Another part of his speech was to the following effect : "Sir, there is a petition on the records of this
House which speaks volumes on this subject.

It was presented three years ago by a. body of

tenant farmers in MerlOnethshire. It prayed
th~ House either to give them the ba.llot or to
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di!franchise them altogether. And upon .what
ground did they rest this remarkable prayer?
Why upon this-that to place them in a. dilemma
where they must either sacrifice their consciences
or their livelihood-to drive them to elect between their sense of duty and their daily breadwas a cruel mockery, and that a vote accompanied by 80 hard an alternative was a curse
rather than a privilege." .

But have the people who suffer all these
things attempted to redress them by committing murder or outrages of any kind?
One further extract from Mr. Richard's
utterance will describe their condition. It
is as follows : "It was his pleasure and pride-as it was the
pleasure and pride of all who sat in that House
for Wales-to know that they represented a
country which was less stained with the guilt
of serious crime than any part of the United
Kingdom. Maiden assizes were by no means
uncommon occurrences in some \Velsh counties,
and notably so in regard to this very county of
Cardigan, where the system he had been denouncing to-night had been most extensively
carried out. Lord Cbief Justice Bovill, who
visited North Wales last year as Judge of
Assizes, expressed his delighted astonishment at
the almost total absence of crimel by the remark
that, so far as the natives of tne Principality
were concerned, there seemed scarcely any
necessity for Her Majesty's judges to visit their
country at all. But if the wholesale notices that
had been given were to be followed bS wholesale
eviction, he hoped-devoutly and earnestly
hoped-that the people lvould remain the 8.'l.me
qUiet orderly people that they had proved themselves up to the present."

That is something of a contrast to the state
For my part, I have
no doubt that if the unfortunate people of
that country endeavoured to act in a ICWal
manner-for instance, to follow the example Welshmen have set them-they would
soon obtain the sympathy not only of
England, but of every civilized nation on
ea.rth, in which case the redress .of their
grievances would he· greatly facilitated; I
would also ask why they don't in some way
express grateful appreciation of what has
been done in their behalf by the English '
statesman so often referred to during this
debate-I mean Mr. Gladstone? Certainly
conduct of the kind I indicate would do
more to assist them than the behaviour they
have indulged in, which is bound to retard
their progress, and alienate from them the
sympathies of the outside world. I am
satisfied that a good deal of wisdom fell
from the lips of the honorable member for
Emerald Hill, when he submitted that those
among them who profess to· be their
spiritual leaders might surely, if they have
any religious influence at all, teach them
to behave better. Indeed, the low tone of
their morality speaks volumes for the
religious training they receive. Still, I
hope· that bettor times for Ireland are

o£ things in Ireland.

M.r~ Davies.
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coming-that its eyes will be opened to its
true line of duty, when its wrongs will be
speedily put right-and I am sure we shall
.
all rejoice at the result.
Mr. LAURENS.-Sir, I wish again to
express my regret that the honorable member for Warrnambool proposed the previous
question on Tuesday night, and also to say
that I am £lorry that the honorable iUember,
when he discovered his mistake, was not
allowed to 'withdraw the motion. If the
previous question had been withdrawn, the
matter might have been dealt with on it:l
merits, and disposed of on Tuesday, instead
of engaging the attention of the House the
whole of another evening. We have heard
a great deal during the debate of the loyalty
of Englishmen, Scotchmen, and Irishmen,
and the last speaker has referred specially to
the loyalty of Welshmen. N ow ~ happen
to be the only member of the House representative of those small islands called the
Channel Islands which have been an appendage of the British Crown for many
centuries. . In fact, ever since the Norman
Conquest the Channel Islands have formed
part of the British dominions ; and I feel it
my duty to say that they have never laid
any grievances before the English Throne,
however great or small their grievanoes
might be, without having them attended to
and remedied. Hence it is that the loyalty
of the Channel Islands is proverbial. Iu
no part of the British dominions is there
greater loyalty than is to be found amongst
the small population who inhabit those
islands. As it seems to be somewhat the
fashion for honorable members to boast of
their loyalty to the Throne-loyalty to British
law and rule-I thought that I would not
be behind in showirig that I belong to a
community who cannot for a momeut be
suspected of disloyalty. Having said this
much, I must also remark that both the
motion and amendment now before u.s
seem to imply a censure upon the members who attached their signatures to
the document which has given rise to the
debate, and therefore it matters very little
whether we vote for the one or the other.
No doubt, those honorable members are
convinced, from the tone of the debate, that,
in signing the document, they adopted a
course which is offensive to a large portion
of their fellow colonists, and that they will
take eare not to do anything of the kind again.
I regret, however, that an understanding
cannot be arrived at by means of which some
resolution, not very dissimilar to either the
motion or the amendment, might be pas!ed
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by the House unanimously. If that course
were adopted, it would meet the views of
honorable members on this (the opposition)
side of the House, and would no doubt give
satisfaction to the people of this country as
well as to the Imperial authorities. Had
the five members who signed the document
expressed their regret at doing so when the
subject was first brought before this House,
I believe that the House, or, at all events,
the more moderate portion of it, would have
accepted that expression of regret, and a
'protracted debate would have been avoided.
As the case has gone so far, I think that
some arrangement ought to be made
between the two leaders who have taken the
matter in hanc1. The difference between
their propositions is not very great, the gap
between them is not so wide but that it
~ight be bridged over, and some resolution
submitted which the House would pass
unanimously.
, Mr. BLACKETT.-Mr. Speaker, I do
not think that there is any member of this
House who is at heart a disloyal man, but
it seems to be considered necessary that we
should do something to vindicate the corporate honour of the House. The debate
has reminded me of the old couplet-:-
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of Victoria. As Victorians, we have
always resented any interference by the
Imperial Government with our local affairs
or with our political institutions. For
my part, I would fight as strenuously, as
Mr. Higinbotham for the independence ,of
the Victorian Parliament. The adoption of
the amendment of the honorable member
for Geelong, though not intended to have
any such effect; might form a very bad precedent, which would involve grave constitutional questions. The members who signed
the document in question have'asserted over
and over again-some of them more explicitly
than the others-that, in signing it, they
did not intend in the slightest degree to
express any feeling of disloyalty; and I
think that we ought to accept the assevera~
tions of our fellow members, without casting
doubt upon them in any shape or form. III
my opinion, the motion of the honorable
member for Warrnambool may fairly be
supported by members on all sides of the
House, and I trust that it will be unanimously
adopted. I regret extremely that three or
four nights have been occupied over this
very warm and exciting topic. We all know
that when questions affecting races are the
subject of discussion-and particularly the
Irish race-they are always a source of exci te" Strange all this difference should be
'Twixt tweedledum and tweedledee."
ment. A debate of this kind is calculated to
I think that the motion proposed by the have a tendency to engender feelings of illhonorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. will between the English, Scotch, ancI Irish
Patterson) the other evening is the same in races in the colony j but it is very undesirspirit as that now submitted by the honor- able that any animosities should exist
able member for vVarrnambool. Although 'amongst the different classes of colonists.
the latter is couched in milder language, it Honorable members ought to wish to see
conveys the same meaning, and, in my all the people of this colony regard themopinion, its adoption by the House would selves as Victorians. We don't want them
be aU-sufficient. It is never well to use to be Englishmen, Scotchmen, Welshmen,
extreme language if we can avoid doing so. or Irishmen j we don't want them to be
I profoundly regret that any members of Normans, or Danes, or Saxons j we' want
this House should have appended their them to be Victorians-we want them to
names to the document which we are now devote all their energies to developing the
asked to condemn. The tendency of, such resources of the colony and promoting its
a document must be to have a demoralizing welfare. Though three or four nights have
effect upon the people to whom it is ad- been occupied iildiscussing this question, I
dressed, and I think those honorable mem- hope that the debate will at all events have
bers who signed it evidently did so either the result of clearing the political atmoswithout reading it or without understanding phere.
the full purport of its language. There
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-Mr. Speaker, I
are, I consider, grave, objections against feel grieved that I am compelled to record
adopting the amendment moved by the a vote which will pass censure upon a
honorable memberfor Geelong (Mr. Berry). gentlemail whom I have known persona:lly,
It proposes that this House shall send an and with whom I have been associated
address to the Prime Minister of England; politically, for many years. I deeply regret
but what right have we as a Parliament to the course that my friend, the honorable
do so ? If we adopt that course, we may member for Ripon, has taken in this matter,
have the Prime Minister of England giving and which places me in such an unpleasant
directions some day to the Government' position. 'In expressing that regret,l will
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tell the honorable member that no man
can sympathize with Ireland more than
I, do. Ever since I arrived at manhood,
or knew anything about the wrongs of
Ireland, I have felt deep sympathy for
that country. The honorable member
for Ripon left Ireland when he was a
young man, and since then he has had no
means of acquainting himself with the
state of affairs in Ireland except from such
sources of information as have also been
open to other honorable members. The
honorable member is certainly not justified
in saying that other members do not understand the wrongs of Ireland. I have lived
in Victoria for some 30 years, and during
that time I have mixed with all classes of
the community, and .some of my greatest
personal friends are Irishmen and Catholics.
Nevertheless, I feel it my duty, as a Member of Parliament, to condemn the action of
those honorable members who have signed
the document which has given rise to this
debate. I am surprised to find that the
first signature appended to it is that of the
honorable member for Dalhousie. The
honorable member, being a lawyer, must
have known the importance and significance
of the document; and, no doubt, on the
strength of his signature appearing, many
of the other gentlemen attached their names
to ;it. The hOllorable member for Ripon,
however, appears to have known what he
was signing, because he has the courage of
his opinions and says that he agrees to a
certain extent with the statements contained in the addresS!. The statement that
the five members who signed it did not do
~o ill their capacity as Members of Parliament is a mere subterfuge, and ought not to
have been urged in their defence. Afterreading the document once, I thought it was of
such a character that it was scarcely worth
reading again; but various articles have
appeared in the press about it, and consequently it has obtained a notoriety which
otherwise it might not have gained. The
matter having been prominently brought before the House, it is the duty of the House to
deal with it in such a way that it will not be
continually cropping up again. The motion
proposed by the honorable member for
vYarrnambool is wishy-washy-it is neither
one thing nor the other. It states that the
House regrets that" certain of its members"
signed the address; but that language is
very vague, and, if adopted, I or any other
member of the House may, at some future
time, be suspected of having signed the
address. I cannot vote for such a bald
Mr. Langridge.

Oond'uct of Jfembers.

proposition. I am sorry for one gentleman,
namely, the Premier.
Mr. BENT.-The Premier is all right.
Mr. LANGRIDGE;-I think he looked
very uncomfortable to-night. In my opinion, the action taken by the five members
who have signed the address will considerably injure the Premier, who has been doing
as much as any man in this country could
do to assist Ireland. The effect of his
efforts will be to a great extent destroyed
by what those honorable members have
done. I don't want to brand those hOllorable members in any way. I believe that
they have been sufficiently punished already;
and I would be willing to vote for any proposition which would fairly meet the requirements of the case. Not one of the five
members, however, has up to the present
time' expressed any sorrow or regret for
having signed the document; and, under
these circumstances, I think the House
would be justified in adopting the amendment proposed by the honorable member for
Geelong (Mr. Berry).
Mr. BOSISTO.-Sir, I certainly think
that this question should be settled as
unanimously as possible. I was prepared
to vote for the motion of the honorable
member for vYarrnambool, but, after the
remarks made by the honorable member for
Ripon, I think that something stronger is
required. The motion declares that the
House is satisfied with the assurances of
loyalty given by the members who have
signed the address. Four of those five
members have expressed their loyalty, and
I thoroughly believe what they have said;
but the honorable member for Ripon has
stated that, whatever resolution is passed
by the House, he will take no notice of it.
Instead of saying that he was sorry he had
signed the document, the honorable member has made matters worse by defending
its language to a certain extent, and discoursing as to the sufferings of Ireland.
Nobody denies that Ireland is suffering
under certain laws which ought to be
repealed ; but we cannot pass a resolution
declaring that we accept the asstu"ances of
loyalty of the five members who have signed
the address in question when one of those
members defies the House, and says he
will pay no attention to whatever resolution it adopts. I think we must stay our
hands before committing ourselves to that
course. I agree with the suggestion of
the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr.
Pearson) that a select committee should be
appointed to draw up such a resolution as
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will receive the unanimous assent of the matter deserves any attention at all-if it
House. If that cannot be done now, I
think the best course will be to let the
matter stand over until Tuesday, when
honorable members may be able to discuss
it in a calmer manner, and deal with it
sa tisfactorily.
Mr. FISHER.-Mr. Speaker, I am inclined to think that there is some force in
the suggestion of the honorable member for
Richmond (Mr. Bosisto). I certainly cannot
vote for the motion of the honorable member for Warrnambool. A good deal has
been said as to the motives which actuated
the honorable member in moving the previous
question the other night. I do not altogether approve of some of the motives attributed to the honorable member, but I will
call attention to the fact that May says"The previous question is an ingenious
method of avoiding a vote upon any question
that has been proposed."

I will not go further than attribute to the
honorable member for W arrnambool precisely what May attributes to the previous
question j but I think I will be doing the
honorable member no wrong if I say that
he and his party resorted to this ingenious
method of avoiding a vote which otherwise
would certainly have been arrived at.
I cannot support the present motion for
two substantial reasons. One is that I do
not approve of the motion as coming from
the honorable member for Warrnambool. I
do not know what position the honorable
member holds in this House. If the motion,
or something similar to it, had emanated
from the Premier-the leader of the Housel would in all probability have felt pleasure
in voting for it j but I cannot endorse the
sentiment of the honorable member for
Boroondara that the honorable member for
Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson), the honorable
memberfor Warrnambool, and the honorable
member for Belfast should have put their
heads together and framed a motion. I do
not think such a method has been pursued
on any past occasion. I think that the
course which should have been adopted was
for the leader of the House to consult with
the leader of the Opposition-the only two
leaders whom the House recognises-and
for the two together to frame a motion for
the concurrence of the House. I have not
heard the Premier say anything which would
preclude him from taking that course, and
I do not think it is too late to adopt
it now. Why should the honorable
member for Warrnambool or any other
honorable member interpose?
If the

is worth the consideration which has been
given to it for three nights in this House
-surely it is worthy of being taken up by
the leader of the House and the leader of
the Opposition. The second reason which
I have for objecting to the motion of the
honorable member for vVarrnambool is, in
my opinion, a very strong one. The honorable member alluded to the address which
has caused all tIllS commotion as a " floppy"
production, as far as the English of it is
concerned. The document may be "hifalutin," it may be a sort of prose-poetical
or poetical-prose rhapsody, but I scarcely
think that it is " floppy." The language in
which the motion of the honorable member
for Warrnambool is couched is, however,
decidedly" floppy"; it is not grammatical.
In fact, it is a piece of execrable English.
The motion says"That this House, while atronglydisapproving
of expressions contained in an address to the
Lord Mayor of Dnblin, and deeply regretting
that such should have been signed.-

What" such"? If the word means anything at all, it means the "expressions,"
but expressions can scarcely be " signed,"
The motion goes OIl"by certain of its members, accepts their
ances of loyalty."

a8Bur~

Whose assurances? Then comes the most
" floppy" part of the whole motion : "And this House takes the opportunitY' of
avowing its unswerving loyalty to Her MaJesty
the Queen."
.

Apropos of nothing in particular. And
this is the thing which· it is prnposed to
send to England by telegraph! I hope that
nothing of the kind will.. be done. The
whole country has been moved by the address which has been signed by five mem~
bers of this House. Perhaps an undue
amount of attention has been bestowed upon
the subject j but, as there is a strong public feeling on the matter, it is necessary for
the House to give expression to that feel.
hlg in a proper and forcible way. I have no
desire to be severe upon the honorable members who signed the address. I think that
they have been punished for their indiscretion-but it is necessary the House should
do something substantial in the matter.
If the House is not prepared to appoint a
select committee to draw up a resolution,
I shall vote for the amendment of the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), which
certainly proposes something substantial. I
do not say that the amendment is altogether
free from grammatical error, but it states in

620

The 11'ish Que8tion.

[ASSEMBLY.]

clear and forcible language the feeling of the
House and the country as to the address
sent to the people of Ireland.
Mr. OONNOR.-Sir, I think that this
debate has lasted long- enoug-h, and that the
House ought to proceed to.,deal with the
business of the country )vithout further
delay. In my opinion, the honorable member
for Oastlemaine (Mr. Patterson) did not
bring this matterforward purely from motives
of loyalty. I believe that he had ,some other
object in view than the one he professed to
be actuated by. I altog-etherdisagreewith the
sentiments expresse~ by the honorable men~
ber for Ripon, but I do not believe that the
honorable member entertains any feelings of
disloyalty to the Queen. The other honorable members who signed the address have
expressed their regret, and we ought to be
satisfied with their assurances of loyalty.
The language of the document certainly
cannot be justified, but I think that the
House should now unanimously agree to
accept the motion of the honorable member
for Warrnambool.
Mr. BENT.-Sir, I quite agree with the
honorable member for Mandurang (Mr.
Fisher) 'that the Premier and the leader of
the Opposition could have brought up a
proposal on this subject, but it )Cyill be recollected that the honorable member for
Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) jumped the
position, as he admitted himself to-night.
Honorable members talk about the loyalty
of this Governmelit, but, when the news
came to Victoria a short time ago of the
foul murders which were committed in
Phoonix Park, who were the first to express
sympathy and loyalty on the part of the'
people of Victoria? The Premier and the
Government took the very earliest opportunity of informing the world that they had
no. sympathy whatever with such proceedings. But because the Premier happens to
be a Roman Catholic must he have the
words "Loyalty, loyalty," pasted on his
back, and must the Government be continually protesting that ,they are loyal?
Has any member of this Ministry shown
any desire to be other than loyal to the
Orown of England and loyal to the best
interests of this great country? Must I,
as an Australian, be telling the people of
this colony night after night that I am a
Protestant, and that I am loyal? The profession of loyalty which I made in 1871,
when I first got into this House, defeating
the Hon. George Higinbotham, I repeat
to-night, but I say that we have no right to
introduce into this the fair land of our
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adoption wretched feuds existing in the old
country. Take the case of myself. On
one side of me lives an Irishman, and on
the other side an Englishman, and I have
friends coming to my house for years
whose country or whose creed I don't know,
and don't care to know. The honorable
member for West Melbourne (Sir C.
Mac Mahon) said to-nig-ht that I was using
this matter for party purposes, but he ought
to have known better. He was one of my
constituents, and he lmows that in the district
of Brighton, at any rate, there are very few
Roman Catholics. Moreover, when I stood
for that constituency, I stated on every platform that I would not allow a portion of the
public moneys to be given as a grant to the
Roman Catholics. I throw back the statement that I have ever done anything to sow
the seed of dissension among any section of
my fellow colonists. I can appeal to those
who know my career whether, in the public
offices I have filled, or as a private individual,
I have ever done anything but try to' cause
harmony and feelings of kindness to exist
between man and man. With regard to the
address, have we not already been told that
the honorable members who signed it did
not really know what they were signing?
How many members of this House have even
now read that wretched addref.s, of which
we have been talking so much? I venture
to say very few.
M'r. JAMES.-Would you allow it to
go unchallenged ?
Mr. BENT.-Unchallenged, no; but I
repeat that the honorable members concerned
have several times assured the House that
they ai'e loyal to the Throne. The honorable
member for Ripon, who seems to be singled
out in this matter, has repeatedly asserted
his loyalty to the Crown, and the other
members affected have done the same thing.
What more do we want? Do we want those
honorable members to go on their knees?
I think honorable members, instead of
wasting further time talking about the poor
people of Ireland, would do a great deal
better if they thought of the poor people of
this country, and proceeded to transact the
legislation which the Government have placed
before them.
Mr. :M:UNRO.-Who brought on the
matter to-night?
, Mr. BENT.-The intention of the honorable member for Warrnambool, in proposing
his motion,' was, as the honorable member
very well knows, that this question should be
settled in a kindly and friendly manner by a
unanimous vote of the House. I have not
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the slightest doubt, as I said the other night,
and as he himself has now admitted, that the
object of the honorable member for Oastlemaine in bringing forward his motion on
this question was to try and gain a point
on his former chief, the honorable member
for Geelong (Mr. Berry). If the leader
of the Opposition had brought forward
the motion for the purpose of giving
the Government a slight "touch," he
would have been fully justified in doing
so, but I do not believe he ,would have
done anything of the kind. What he
would have done would have been to consult
the Premier as to the best course to be
pursued under the circumstances. I was
asked to sign the document, but I told the
people who asked me that I did not know
where Ireland was. It is unnecessary to
occupy the time of the House any longer
with this matter. I hope the House will
adopt the motion of the honorable member for 'tVarrnambool, which surely shows
plainly enough that this Parliament has no
sympathy with anything but true loyalty to
the British Crown. I do not suppose that
the honorable member for Warrnambool is
very particular as to the precise ppraseology
of his motion, but to my mind it fully expresses the opinion of the House, and I
do not think we can do better than adopt it.
There will then be an end of the matter,
and we shall be a happy family again, and
I hope will proceed to pass laws which will
promote" peace, progress, and prosperity,"
in this fair country of ours. I trust also
we shall have no more of these resolutions,
which are calculated to excite feelings of
dissension, but that the people who have
come to live in this colony and their descendants will all dwell happily together,
and do their level best to render Victoria a
country inhabited by a free, happy, and
contented people.
Mr. ZOX.-I feel myself in a very
painful position in connexion with tIllS
matter. Four of the honorable members
who signed the address have expressed
regret for their action.
Mr. MUNRO.-Is it the fact that they
have expressed regret for their action?
Mr. ZOX.-As far as 1 am concerned, I
was only too glad to be assured, either by
implication or inference, that those honorable members, having committed a wrong,
were desirous of retracting their conduct.
But the case of the honorable member for
Ripon and Hampden is very different.. The
honorable member for Ripon and Hampden
has to my mind made his position far worse
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to-night than it was before. He has come
here after hunting up every authority he
could find, for the express lmrpose of
showing the great amount of wrong which
has been inflicted on Irela.nd. I, as a member of a nation which has suffered persecution and which is even now suffering it in
certain parts of the world, would ,be one of
the first to express sympathy with the people
of any country if I thought they were'sufferiug injustice. I would remind the honorable member for Ripon, however, that he is
now living in a British country where men
of all denominations and all nations are
on an equality, and where every position
stands open to any man who has the ability
and energy to obtain it. What, therefore, is the good of endeavouring to breed
dissension in a young colony like this?
'Vhy cannot those who come to live in
this country leave the prejudices of the old
world beillnd t~em, and join in building up
a nation of Australians-never for a moment,
however, ignoring the noble country from
which we sprang. The honorable member
for Ripon ought to be ashamed of himself
when he knows that he is sacrificing four
other .members who have endeavoured to
make the amende honorable to the House
for the fault they have committed.
Mr. vVILSON.-Deal with him separately.
Mr. ZOX.~I would be glad to deal with
him separately, and in such a way as would
make it a warning to honorable members
generally that they cannot utter such sentiments as he has expressed without rendering
themselves amenable to consequences. He
wound up his speech by saying that he cared
not what resolution was passed by the House;
he would treat it as the idle wind. How
can I subscribe to the motion of the honorable member for Warrnambool if the honorable member for Ripon persists in that
line of conduct? This is not a party question. I appeal to the loyalty and devotion
of every member of the House to throw
aside party, and give a thoroughly honorable and conscientious vote on tills question.
Weare bound by love and reverence to the
British Throne, and we are bound to do all
we can to maintain that Throne in its
entirety. As I said before, I sympathize
with Ireland to a certain extent, and, if
the Irish people fought in a constitutional
way to have grievances redressed, I consider
they would be perfectly justified; but blood.
shed and violence will never lead to any
successful issue. If the honorable member

for Ripon would only by any means lead th~
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House to infer that he regretted his conduct, I would be only too glad to vote for
the motion ; but, on the contrary, he seems
to set the House at defiance. If anyone
can show how we can accept the apologies
of the four other honorable members and
deal with the honorable member for Ripon
separately, I am quite prepared to take the
responsibility of adopting that course. This
country is, heart and soul, loyal and devoted
to the British Throne, and why should I
want to shield a man who has uttered such
expressions as he has? Why should I vote
for a resolution saying that he has expressed
regret for his unloyal feeling when he has
done nothing of the kind? I cannot do it ;
, and, while it is a matter of sincere regret to
me that the other honorable members should
suffer, I feel that I would not be doing my
duty as a representative of the large a.nd
important constituency of East Melbourne
if I did not, on their behalf, express my
loyalty and devotion to the throne and
persoll of Her Majesty. I only regret that,
in an Assembly like this, there should be
one man who could give expression to sentiments which are a disgrace to any British
Legisla ture.
.
Mr. MUNRO.-I must confess I never
heard a speech from the honorable member
for East Melbourne (Mr. Zox) which surprised me more than that which he has
just made. If the honorable member had
read the motion submitted by the honorable member for Warrnambool, he would
find that it does not contain a word about
any expression of regret by the five members for what they have signed. It merely
refers to their expressions of loyalty, and.no
honorable member has been so emphatic
in avowing his loyalty as the honorable
member for Ripon and Hampden. Over
and over again he has made that avowal, yet,
because he has had the manliness to stand
up and defend his action in other respects,
he is going to be singled out and dealt with
separately.. Honorable members know that
the honorable member for Ripon and myself
are not on speaking terms, but I believe in
justice tc;> any member of the House, and
I say that to single out that honorable
member, who, with the exception of the honorable member for Villiers (Mr. Toohey),
has been the only one of the five to emphaticallyi express his loyalty, would be
most ungenerous and unfair. Did the
honorable member for Ballarat East (Mr.
Brophy) in his speech the other night ever
say that he was loyal? (" Yes.") I venture
to say that if honorable members read
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his speech they will find he said nothing
of the sort. He said he was such a warm
friend of Ireland that he would disown his
own son if he did not forget that he was a
Victorian and remember that he was of
Irish descent. I am not blaming the' honorable member-I merely say that to single
out the honorable member for Ripon, who
has repeatedly asseverated his loyalty, for
peculiar punishment would be most grossly
unfair. In my opinion, the honorable member for Warrnambool brought on this matter again quite unnecessarily, and I venture
to say that whatever resolution we arrive at
this evening will be entirely unsatisfactory
both to the House and the oountry, because
whatever proposition is carried will only be
carried by a small majority. I think it
would be much better if a committee were
appointed to deal with the matter, or if the
debate were adjourned to allow honorable
members to come to some understanding.
(Cries of "Adjourn.") As it seems to be
the desire of honorable members, I beg to
move the adjournment of the debate.
Mr. DEAKIN seconded the motion.
Mr. WILSON.-I could agree with the
suggestion of the honorable member for
North ]\felbourne (Mr. Munro) that the
motion of the honorable member for Warrllambool should be remitted to a select committee so that its phraseology might be
made of such a character that it would express the loyalty of the House, and at the
same time not deal in generalities to too
great an extent. I cannot see, however,
what good is to be derived from an adjournment of the question.
Mr. DEAKIN.-To draw up a resolution
which will be carried unanimously.
Mr. WILSON.-If the House desires
that an adjournment should take place in
order that a.n arrangement may be arrived
at by which a resolution can be framed
which will meet with the general approval
of the House-expressing the loyalty of
the majority, and yet not being too severe
on those honorable members who in an
idle moment signed the addresa-I have
no objection to that course being followed.
Mr. WHEELER.-I am very desirous
of bringing this matter to a close to-night.
We have already spent two or three nights
over it, and, if the question is again adjourned, the probabilities are that this night
week will find us still discussing it. I wish
to record my vote at once, to show that I
do not approve of the action taken by the
five honorable members. No one can defend their action, and the honorable member~
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themselves have expressed their loyalty
with perhaps one exception. I would remind honorable members that we have now
been nearly two months in ses~ion, and
none of the business of the country has yet
been done. I fully admit the importance
of this question, but I do not see why it
cannot be settled to-night just as well as
next week.
Mr. DEAKIN.-There will not be a
unanimous vote to-night, and there would
be next week.
Mr. WHEELER.-I would very much
like to see a unanimous vote on the question.
This shollid not be treated as a party question, though I am afraid there has been a
good deal of party spirit exhibited in connexion with it. I disavow entirely any
desire to treat it in that light, and I shall
be very glad if any satisfactory compromise
can be arrived at. I think, however, we
are just as likely to achieve that object by
sitting a little longer to-night as we are by
adjourning the matter over to another week.
l\fr. DEAKIN.-The object with which
the adjournment of the debate was moved
-and certainly the object with which I
seconded the motion-was that, the leader
of the Opposition and the Pl:emier, and
perhaps one or two other honorable members,
might meet together to arrange some resolution or address which the whole House would
unanimously agree to. Such a meeting
could take place between this and Tuesday,
and a resolution or address could be brought
up on that day, and adopted much more to
the credit of the House than any resolution
carried by a party division such as we had
on Tuesday night.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Three nights
have been devoted to this subject, and I
would put it to the House that they ought
now to close this debate, and accept unanimously the motion of the honorable member for 'Varrnambool. Honorable members
have suggested something about committees
and consultations, but we know that all
that might come to nothing, and the
House be launched in a fresh debate on
Tuesday. It is perfectly useless to attempt
to get on with the business of the country
if the time of the House is taken up in
bandying subjects of this kind, which are
by-questions, from one side of the House to
the other. The motion of the honorable
member for 'Varrnambool would have been
put before the House on Tuesday night but
for a mistake, and the proposition would
then have been accepted by a large majority,
as an amandment on the motion of the

.

honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr
Patterson). Is the House going to stultify
itself to-night? What is there particularly
objectionable to the Opposition in the motion
of the honorable member for Warrnambool?
1\1r. PATTERSON.-I have not heard
it agreed to on either side.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Then let us go
to a division, and see ,vho agrees to and who
disagrees with it.
1\1r.MACGREGOR.-Idesire,inaspirit
of fair play, to protest against the suggestion
of the honorable member for East Melbourne
(Mr. Zox) that the honorable member for
Ripon should be singled out as a "black
sheep" from the other honorable members
who signed the address. Whatever is wrong
in the document all the five members are
equally guilty of, and because the honorable
member for Ripon has got up and spoken
on the wrongs of Ireland, on which he feels
strongly, that is no reason why he should be
punished and the rest let go free. Perhaps
if the honorable member for 'Varrnambool
excised that portion of his motion which
refers to 'the "assurances of loyalty," the
House generally could accept it, but I am
sure it will not be agreed to unanimously as
it stands. I think the best course would be
to adjourn the debate until Tuesday, so as
to ascertain whether some resolution cannot
be arranged which the House will adopt
unanimously.
Mr. GARDINER.-I am desirous that
the matter should be settled to-night, and
with that object I would suggest that both
the motion and amendment should be withdrawn, and the Pr.emier and the leader of the
Opposition consult together for a few minutes
with the view of submitting some resolution
which the House could unanimously accept.
Mr. FRANCIS.- This session commenced in April, and we are now in June,
without any progress whatever having been
made in legitimate legislation. I say that
, state of things is a disgrace to this House.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Who brought 011
this to-night?
Mr. FRANCIS.-As the honorable
member well knows, I offered to bring the
matter to an issue in any form on Tuesday
night, so as to have a settlement of it, but
that offer was rejected. I maintain that
we have no right, especially as stipendiary
officers, to play fast and loose with the
business of the country, and to occupy our
time in nothing but derogatory, if not
degrading, discussions. The tone and temper
in which the proposition I have submitted
was worded was with the view of this House
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NOES.
acting in as nearly as possible a parallel
Mr. Nimmo,
Mr. Bell,
spirit to that in which the House of Oom" . Patterson,
" Berry,
mons would treat a question of this kind.
.. Pearson,
" Deakin,
Dr.
Quick,
I would like the issue to depend to a great
" Dow,
MI'. Hees,
" Fincham,
extent upon the straight answer which I
" B.ichardson,
" Fisher,
know the honorable member for Ripon will
Major Smith,
" Gardiner,
Mr.
Williams,
give to the question I am about to put to
" Hall,
" A. Young.
" James,
him if he believes it is put from an honest
" McColl,
Tellers.
motive. I understood the honorable mem" Macgregor,
Mr. Davies,
" Mirams,
ber to say the other night that the Queen
" Langridge.
" Munro,
had no more loyal subject than himself.
PAIRS.
Was that so?
Mr. Burrowes,
Mr. W. M. Clark,
Mr. LONGMORE.-Certainly. I have
" R. Clark,
" A. '1'. Clark,
been very much astonished to hear that
" L. L. Smith,
" Barr,
" Wrixon.
" Cook.
some honorable members are under the imMr. MIRAMS proposed the addition to
pression that I did not give a decided voice
with reference to my loyalty to the Queen the motion of the following words : And its ardent desire to maintain the unity
and the empire. I did so when I first spoke,
I have reiterated it since, and I now do so and integrity of the British Empire."
Mr. MUNRO seconded the amendment.
a.gain.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY said that, in
Mr. FRANCIS.-After that declaration,
further discussion is simple idleness. As view of the favour with which the motion
to the motion I have submitted, I merely of the honorable member for Warrnambool
desire to say that it was drawn up in con- had been received, he thought it unwise to
junction with certain gentlemen on this append to that motion words about which
(the Ministerial) side of the House, and there might be a difference of opinion. At
without their authority I would not feel the same time, he strongly believed in "the
justified in altering it to the extent of the unity and integrity of the British Empire,'1
crossing of a "t" or the dotting of an" i." which could be maintained concurrently with
I stick to the motion as it stands; the the existence of a Victorian Parliament, or a
House can adopt it or reject it as it pleases; New South 'Vales Parliament, and, if Mr.
Gladstone thought proper to carry it, a
but let the business of the country go on.
The motion for the adjournment of the local Parliament in Ireland.
Mr. FRANCIS observed that the gentledebate was put and negatived ..
The SPEAKER put the question- men who were responsible with himself for
That all the words after" That," in the the motion were willing that the amendment
original motion (proposed to be omitted should be accepted, although they regarded
with the view to insert the words of Mr. the additional words as surplusage. .
Mr. BERRY stated t.hat he thought the
Berry's amendment) stand part of the
words not only unnecessary, but calculated
question.
.
to embarrass matters by raising a new
The House dividedquestion altogether. The addition would
Ayes ...
37
not make the motion any more acceptable;
Noes ...
24
and for the House to go out of its way to
Majority against the amendment 13
express an ardent desire for the maintenance
AYES.
of "the unity and integrity of the British
Sir C. MacMahon,
Mr. Anderson,
Empire" would really be to reduce matters
Mr. W. Madden,
\I
Bent;
to a farce.
" Blackett,
" Mason,
The amendment was agreed to.
.. Officer,
" Bolton,
Sir B. O'Loghlen,
" Bosisto,
The motion, amended as follows, was then
Mr. Orkney,
.
" Bowman,
carried without a division : Sir J. O'Shanassy,
" Cameron,

I

Ie

"
"
"
"
"
"
,;
"
. "

Connor,
Cooper, .
Cunningham,
Francill,
Gibb,
Grant,
Graves,
Harris,
Hunt,
JJ
Keys,
" Langdon,
" Levien,

Mr. Robertson,
" 'Valker,
" Wallace,
" Walsh,
" Wheeler,
" Wilson,
" Woods,
" C. Young,
" Zincke.
Telle1's.
Mr. Shiels,
". Zox.

." That this House, while strongly disapproving
of expressions contained in an address to the
Lord Mayor of Dublin, and deeply regretting
that such should have been signed by certain of
its members, accepts their assurances of loyalty;
~nd .this House ~akes this opportunity of avowmg Its unswe.rvmg loyalty to Her Majesty the
Queen, and ItS ardent desire to maintain the
unity and integrity of the British Empire."

The House adjourned at half-past eleven
o'clock, until Tuesday, June 13.
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LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
T~te8da'!J,

J'ltne 13, 1882.

Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill- Bankers'
Books Evidence Law Amendment Bill-County Court
Judges Bill.

, The PRESIDENT took the chair at twentyse,ven minutes to five o'clock p.m., and read
the prayer.
COUNCIL ELEOTIONS (1882) AOT
AMENDMENT BILL.
The amendments made in this Bill, in
committee, were taken into consideration.
The Hon. J. BALFOUR remarked that,
when the Bill was being considered in committee, he was under the impression that
there was an error in the schedule of the
Act relating to the course to be followed
by rate-collectors in making up the returns
respecting non-ratepaying property-owners,
which it was important to amend. However, upon looking thoroughly into the
matter, he found he was mistaken. The
case which he imagined the Act did not provide for could be met by the property-owners
concerned taking out electors' rights.
On the motion of the Hon. R. S.
ANDERSON, the Bill was recommitted for
the reconsideration of clause 2, which was as
follows : "The Legislative Council Elections for 1882
Act, and every act, matter, and thing heretofore
done or hereafter to be done in pursuance of the
said Act, shall upon the passing of this Act at
its second and third readings with the concurrence of an absolute majority of the whole
number of the members of the Legislative Council and of the Legislative Assem bly respectively,
and upon this Act, when so passed, and being
reserved for the signification of Her Majesty's
pleasure thereon, and upon receiving Her MaJesty's assent thereto, be taken to be as valid
and effectual as if all the provisions of section 60
of the Constitution Act had been complied with
in respect of such first-mentioned Act."

Mr. ANDERSON moved the omission of
the words from " upon" (line 4) to "taken
to " (line 12). He observed that to carry
the clause in its present form would be productive of serious inconvenience, inasmuch
as every person taking proceedings under
the Act would· have to prove that it had
passed through each and all of the stages
mentioned.
The amendment Was ::tgreed to.
The Bill was then reported with a further
amendment.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON mentioned that
it was very desirable that the Bill should be
passed by both Houses before the 20th inst.
He would, therefore, ask honorable members
to attend the House next day, so that the
SES. 1882.-2 x.
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third reading of the Bill might be ~ar~ied by
the majority required under the Constitution
Act.
BANKERS' BOOKS EVIDENOE
LAW AMENDMENT BILL.
The House went into committee for the
consideration of this Bill.
On clause 12, empowering" any judge of
a Oounty Court, or of a Court of Mines, or
of a Court of Insolvency," to exercise the
powers of a judge under the Bill,
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON moved the
addition to the words quoted of the words
" or the Ohairman of any Court of General
Sessions. "
The amendment was agreed to.
The Bill, having been gone through, was
reported with an amendment.
COUNTY COURT JUDGES BILL.
The debate on the Hon. F. S. Dobson's
motion for the second reading of this Bill
(adjourned from June 6) was resumed.
The Hon~ H. CUTHBER T.-Mr. President, I moved the adjournment of the debate on the second reading of this Bill not
because I was in any way opposed to the
principles embodied· in it, but in order to
afford time for their proper consideration by
the country at large, and for the expression
of any views against them that might be
entertained. However, as far as I can
ascertain, the measure is everywhere favorably received, the opinion, both in thiB
Chamber and outside, being that the status
of the County Court judges ought to be
altered, so that they should not standlonger
in their present precarious position. Their
duties are onerous, and they have a very large
and important jurisdiction. Indeed, when
acting as judges of the Oourt of Mines, they
often have to deal with questions not only of
extl'emeintricacy, but involving amounts of
practically unlimited extent. For instance,
I remember one Court of Mines case-a
kind of triangular suit between the Koh-ino or, Great Extended, and Band of Hope
Mining Companies-in which the amount
of property at stake was little under
£1,000,000. Under these circumstances I
think the gentlemen I refer to ought to
hold office not simply during pleasure, but
in such a way as to leave in their minds
the firm conviction that as long as they
perform their duties efficiently th'ey will be
entitled to retain their posts. The SolicitorGeneral, in introducing the Bill, said it was
his wish to place these high officials in a
position like that of the pommi~~ion.ers of
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Audit, but I cannot quite agree with that
view. I look rather to the way in which
the framers of the Constitution Act, desiring
to place the judges of the Supreme Oourt in
such a position of independence that they
could exercise their unfettered and unbiased
judgment without fearing the frowns or
seeking the smiles of any political party,
simply provided for their appointment during
good behaviour, with the condition that no
judge could be removed for any cause unless
an address praying for his removal was
adopted by both Houses of Parliament.
Seeing how well that provision has worked,
inasmuch as a quarter of a century has
passed without the aid of Parliament being
invoked to remove any Supreme Oourt judge,
I think it would be only proper to place the
judges who transact the greater portion of
the legal business of the country in a similar
position of security. Oertainly I do not
approve of giving to either of the Legislative Chambers of the colony the option of
removing a County Court judge, because an
arrangement of that nature would necessarily
be open to a large amount of invidiousness.
I propose, when the Bill is in committee, to
move an amendment in clause 3 which will
carry out this view. Again, I cannot say
that I agree with clause 4, which gives
power to the Governor in Council at any
time to suspend a County Court judge" for
inability or misbehaviour," and then provides that, in the case of such a suspension,
a full statement of the cause thereof shall
be at once laid before both Houses, and
that unless an address praying for the suspended .judge's restoration to office be
adopted by either Ohamber, in which case
he would have to be so restored, his office
may be declared vacant. What I object to
is that, after a judge has been suspended,
while one House might consider the causes
of suspension sufficient, the other might
hold a contrary opinion and present an
address, accordingly, because the consequences of such a state of things might
be very serious indeed. What might
happen? If one House desired the dismissal of a suspended judge, and the other
that he should be restored, the Governor
would be compelled under the clause ,to
abide by the views of the latter, and thereupon a collision between the Chambers
would almost certainly ensue. On the
other hand, if both Houses were required
to agree in the matter, there would be no
such ground for dissension between them.
With respect to the rest of the Bill, I quite
approve of it, for I think its provisions will
Hon. H. Cuthbert.

Judges Bill.

materially facilitate the transaction of busi.
ness. Especially do I commend the arrangement under which each County Court judge
will have jurisdiction over the whole colony,
so that when one judge has to perform the
duties of another there will be no need to
issue a fresh commission.
The Hon. R. S. ANDERSON.-Sir,
I concur very much with the views Mr.
Cuthbert has laid before us. I think it
would be much better if the County Court
judges had a more secure tenure, and were
removable only in the same way the Supreme
Court judges are, and that with the Brd
clause amended to that extent, and the 4th
clause struck out, the Bill would be greatly
improved, and decidedly acceptable. Ce1'-'
tainly one consequence of its adoption would
be that the more prominent members of the
bar would not have the same objections to
a County Oourt judgeship they have hitherto
expressed, and which lately occasioned the
Solicitor-General a good deal of trouble
in filling up two vacant judgeships. It
appears that several barristers of good
ability to whom he applied on the subject
absolutely refused to accept a post of the
kind under the law as it stands. Probably
'it was' the pressure that state of things
brought to bear on the Solicitor-General's
mind that induced him to introduce the
Bill, which I trust will, when amended in
the manner indicated, be speedily placed on
the statute-book.
The Hon. R. SIMSON.-Mr. President,
I will support the Bill, but I don't think it
goes far enough. I would like to see the
County Court judges not only placed in the
position of security occupied by the Supreme
Court judges, but enjoying a rate of salary
commensurate with that to which the latter
are entitled, and also, a similar prospect of
pension.
The motion waS agreed to.
The Bill was then read a second time, and
committed'.
On clause 1, which was as follows : "This Act may for all purposes be cited as
the County Court Judges Tenure of Office Act
1882, and shall be read with and construed as
part of the County Court Statute 1869."

Sir ,C. SLADEN moved the insertion,
after the word "purposes" (line 1), of the
words" connected with the County Courts."
His object was to prepare the way for the
inclusion within the terms of clause 3 of the
judge of the Court of Insolvency and the
Commissioner of Titles.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON said that owing
to the manner in which the Oouncil, on the
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f!econd reading of the Bill, expressed their
intention of dealing with it, the Government
would not oppose the amendment.
The Hon. N. FITZGERALD observed
that, in his opinion, the best course for the
. Government would be to withdraw the Bill
and introduce another measure which would
deal with the subject in a comprehensive
manner. He confessed he could see no object
in protecting the judges of the Oounty Oourt
from being removed by the Executive by an
arbitrary act if the Legislative Assembly
could still stop their salaries. It was admitted
on all hands that it would be to the best
interests of justice if the Oounty Oourt
judges were placed in a satisfactory position,
but he did not think that the Bill would accomplish the object which he felt sure the
Solicitor-General had in view. He would
suggest that the Government should withdraw the Bill in order that--he believed such
a proceeding could be anticipated-a measure dealing with the subject comprehensively
might be introduced and passed by another
place. The present measure, as the SolicitorGeneral would admit, only dealt with the subject in a very partial manner, and he thought
that, instead of having piecemeal legislation
on the question, it would be better for the
House to pass a measure which would deal
with the whole subject of the position of the
Oounty Oourt judges. Last session Parliament passed a Bill abolishing pensions. He
thought that, as far as the Oounty Oourt
judges were concerned, public opinion was
in favour of allowing them pensions and
placing them in an independent position.
He had no doubt whatever that the SolicitorGeneral brought forward the Bill with the'
intention of placing the judges of the
Oounty Oourt in a permanent and satisfactory position, but the honorable member
must see that the Bill only deaJt with the
question to a partial extent.
Dr. DOBSON stated that he agreed to
a great extent with the remarks which
had been made by Mr. Fitzgerald. The
Government were anxious to place the
officers now ill question in a satisfactory
position, but he thought it was possible to
go too far in the direction of making the
position of the Oounty Oourt judges a permanent one. Occasions might arise-he
admitted they were extremely improbable, when public opinion might be strongly
against the action of some Oounty Oourt
judge, and he thought the Executive should
be allowed to retain some controlling power.
It might be undesirable to ask both Houses
of the Legislature to adopt. ,the extreme,
2x2

Judges Bill.

627'

course of passing an address to the
Governor, asking for the removal of a·
particular officer, and yet the Government
of the day, he thought, as possessing the
confidence of Parliament, should have some
power of dealing with a troublesome officer.
Last session-much against his inclination
-Parliament passed a measure abolishing
pensions to Government officials, the
Oounty Oourt judges amongst others. His
honorable friend (Mr. Fitzgerald), at the
time that that Bill was passing through the
Oouncil, expressed'the wish that the Oounty
Oourt judges shotild be excluded from its
operation. He (Dr. Dobson) thoroughly
endorsed that wish, but he thought that,
Parliament having passed the Pensions
Abolition Act only last session, it would be
absolutely hopeless to ask the Assembly to
retreat so soon from the position it had
taken up on this question. There was no
doubt the country had been crying out for
years against pensions, and it was probably
on that account that the Bill of last session,
which was brought forward and persistently
advocated by the late Mr. Ramsay, was
passed by both Houses. The present
Administration knew it was hopeless to
ask the Assembly to reverse their action in
that matter, and therefore they had introduced the present Bill, with the object of
placing the Oounty Oourt judges in as
satisfactory a position as they could enjoy
under the circumstances. The salaries of
the Supreme Oourt judges were protected
by being placed in schedule D of the Oonstitution Act, and the Government were
desirous of, as far as possible, placing the
Oounty Oourt judges in a similar position.
If the majority in another place would
adopt this proposal, of course it would be
easy to appropriate the money for the
salaries of the Oounty Oourt judges for the
ensuing year, and subsequently to make
their salaries a permanent appropriation.
As a member of the bar, of course he would
be delighted if that suggestion were carried
out. In order to make permanent provision for the salaries of the Oounty Oou1;t
judges, however, it would be necessary to
alter the title of the present Bill, so that it
might be made a measure to endow those
officers, and, if there was any hope of the
Assembly agreeing to that course, he would
strongly recommend it to his colleagues. Of
course he could not say what determination
the Oabinet would come to on the subject.
The amendment was agreed to.
Discussion took place on clause 3, which
was· as follows :'
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"All persons now being judges of any County
Court, and all persons who may hereafter be
appointed judges under the County Court
Statute 1869, shall hold their offices during good
behaviour, and shall not be removed therefrom
(except as hereinafter provided) unless an address praying for such removal be presented to
the Governor by the Legislative Council or the
Legislative Assembly."

Sir C. SLADEN moved that, after the
figures "1869" in line 4, the following
words be inserted : " The present and every future judge of the
Court of Insolvency at Melbourne and the present and every future Commissioner of Titles."

The amendment was agreed to.
Sir C. SLADEN moved that all the
words after" behaviour" be struck out with
the view of inserting, instead, the following
words : "Provided always that it may be lawful for
the Governor to remove any such judge or
judges or Commissioner of Titles upon an address from both Houses of the Legislature."

He remarked that Mr. Cuthbert, when
speaking on the second reading of the Bill,
stated that the judges of the Supreme Court
could not be removed except on an address
from both Houses of the Legislature. He
thought the honorable member had rather
over-stated the case. The 38th section of
the Constitution Act Wl\S as follows : "The commissions of the present judges of
the Supreme Court and all future judges thereof
shall be continued and remain in full force during
their good behaviour notwithstanding the demise of Her Majesty or her heirs or successors,
provided always that it may be lawful for the
Governor to remove any such judge or judges
upon an address from both Houses of the Legislature."

It would be seen that this section provided
for two distinct modes of displacing a judge
of the Supreme Court. One was under the
common law procedure Which would attach
to the expression "gqod behaviour "-a
term which had been in use in the United
Kingdom for some .centuries and was well
understood. The second method was that
the Governor, on an address from both
Hoases, should be at liberty to suspend or
dismiss or remove any judge of the Supreme
Court. In the former case-of removing a
judge from his office, held under good behaviour-a different process would have to be
gone through. If an officer who held his position during good behaviour was attempted
to be removed, of course he would have in
the first place to be suspended, and then
he would immediately ask for the bill of
indictment against him. He would then
have an opportunity of :showing cause why
he should not be displaced. The clause as
it stood at present-requiring, as it did, an
address from both Houses of Parliament

before a judge could be removed-was likely
to tie the hands of the Executive to too
great an extent against possibly a refractory

officer. He thought the clause went beyond
even what was contemplated in the Consti~
tution Act with regard to the position of the
Supreme Court judges. He believed the
amendment would meet the difficulty.
The amendment was agreed to.
On clause 4, which was as follows : "The Governor in Council may at any time
suspend apy judge of ·a County Court from
his office for inability or misbehaviour; and
when and so often as the same happens, a full
statement of the cause of such suspension shall be
forthwith laid before both Houses of Parliament l
if Parliament be then sitting, but otherwise
within seven days after the commencement of
the next ensuing session thereof, and if during
such session or such next ensuing session, as the
case may be, an ·address be presented to the
Governor by the Legislative Council or the
Legislative Assem bly, praying forthe restoration
of such judge to his office, such judge shall be
restored accordingly; but if no such address
praying for the restoration of such judge to his
office be so presented, the Governor in Council
may confirm such suspension and declare the
office of such judge to be vacant, and the same
shall thereupon become and be vacant as if such
judge were naturally dead,"

. Mr. CUTHBERT stated that he thought
the clause was extremely objectionable for
the reasons he adduced when speaking on
the second reading of the Bill. He begged,
therefore, to move that it be struck out.
Dr. DOBSON observed that, after the
amendmeuts which had been made in the
preceding clause, he thought this clause was
unnecessary, and therefore he agreed to its
excision.
The clause was struck ont.
Formal amendments were made in clanse
8, and also in the schedule, to make it correspond with the alterations agreed to in
clause- 3.
The Bill was then reported to the HOllSC·
with amendments.
The House adjourned at eleven miuutes .
to six o'clock.
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OLD COLONISTS' ASSOCIATION
BILL.
Mr. ZOX brought up the report from the
select committee on this Bn!.
The report was laid on the table.
STATE FORESTS.
Major SMITH asked the Minister or
Agriculture if he had received a copy of the
following resolution, passed by the Ballarat
Mining Board : "That this board views with great alarm the
want of proper management of our State forests,
by which thousands of pounds' worth of timber
are allowed to go to waste, and suffer destruction yearly from fires, reckless cutting of young
timber, and wanton abuse of the old j anu, with
a view of remedying the evil, this board respectfully recommends that our State forests be
placed under proper local forest boards, so
as not only to preserve timber for mining and
all other purposes, but also to make State forests
a source of wealth to the country" ?

The honorable member also asked the Minister whether he intended to adopt the recommendations of the board; and, if not,
what steps he proposed to take to remedy
.
the evils complained of ?
Mr. C. YOUNG, in reply to the questions, read the following memorandum : " A copy of the resolution referred to has
been recently received. No reckless cutting of
young timber is permitted under the regulations
III force. No timber of les!! diameter than 18
inches is allowed to be cut within the boundaries
of State forests. Foresters and Crown lands
bailiffs have been instructed to strictly enforce the regulations. All possible precautions
against fires are taken. The experiment of local
forest boards was tried some years ago and
abandoned. The police were instructed by a late
Minister of Agriculture not to interfere with
persons who were cutting in the Creswick forest
timber of less diameter than specified in the
regulations. The present Minister has instructed
the police to enforce the law, and prosecute all
persons found cutting trees less than.18 inches in
diameter."

STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE.
Mr. WRIXON brought up the following report from the Standing Orders Committee : cc The Select Committee of the Legislative Assembly upon Standing Orders have the honour
to report that they have agreed to the following
resolutions, and recommend that the same be
adopted as standing orders by your honorable
House:" 1. A member moving or seconding the adjournment of the debate on any question shall,
whether the adjournment be carried or not, be
entitled to speak again on the main question,
provided he has not discussed thnt question in
moving or seconding the motion for adjournment.
H 2. No member, unless he be a Minister of the
Crown, shall be allowed, prior to eleven o'clock,
to move' That the House do now adjourn,' unless on his rising to make such motion six other
membeIs shall rise in their places and require
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the motion to be proposed. The member moving
the adjournment shall state the subject that he
proposes to speak to, and the debate shall be
strictly confined to the subject so stated.
. "8. No questions maybe put either to Ministers
of the Crown relative to public affairs, or to
other members relating to any Bill, motion, or
other public matter connected with the business
of the House in which such members may be
concerned, until after the notices of motion and
orders of the day. Government business, have
..
been disposed of.
"4. Every petition shall be lodged in the office
of the clerk before twelve o'clock noon on
the day on which it is to be presented to the
House."

The report was ordered to lie on the
table and to be printed.
THE POLICE.
. Mr. FISHER asked the AttorneyGeneral if he would take immediate steps
to relieve inspectors and sub-inspectors of
police from conducting prosecutions at
courts of petty sessions? The alteration
which the question suggested would not be
in the interest of the legal profession, but
it would be an advantage to the public. It
would be to the interest of the legal profession to let matters remain as they were, but
in the public interests it was desirable that
inspectors and sub-inspectors of police
should be relieved of the duty of conducting
prosecutions at courts of petty sessions. An
ordinary lawyer would he just as much out
of place in attempting to do the work of a
detective-in trying to discover the perpetrators of a burglary, or to enforce the
"move on" clause in Bourke-street- as
either inspectors or sub-inspectors of police
were in endeavouring to conduct a public
prosecution in a court of petty sessions.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he thoroughly
agreed with the views expressed by the
honorable member, but he did not see his
way to carry them out. He apprehended
that to give practical effect to them would
involve considerable outlay.
VACCINATION.
Mr. DAVIES asked the Chief Secretary if he had any objection to lay before
the House all papers and reports inconnexion
with the experiments made by the Central
Board of Health in animal vaccination at
the Model Farm ?
Mr. GRANT promised to p~ace the
papers in the Library.
MAGISTRATES.
Mr. REES asked the Attorney-General
if he would take steps to appoint one or
more justices of the peace for the Gordons
district?
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stated that there
were already 14 or 15 honorary justices in
the Gordons district, and a police magistrate
also attended the local court pretty often.
The Solicitor-General did not consider it
expedient to increase the number at present.
There were other districts which had far
stronger claims for the appointment of additional magistrates.
JUDICATURE BILL.
Mr. FISHER asked the AttorneyGeneral when the Law of Procedure Bill
would be proceeded with?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said a similar
question had already been asked and
answered. The Bill would shortly' be introduced in the Council.
.
LAKE TYERS.
Mr. ANDERSON asked the Minister of
Customs' whether he woUld re-impose the
original restrictions with reference to fishing
in Lake Tyers ? Some years ago fishing in
this lake, which was a small one, was reo
stricted to aborigines belonging to the station
of which it formed a portion, but the late
Minister of Customs removed the restrictions and allowed the general public to fish
in the lake. The result was that the lake
was now nearly wholly devoid of fish.
Mr. GRAVES said the statements made
by the honorable member were perfectly
correct, and it was the intention of the
Government to renew the former restrictions,
and thereby prohibit fishing in the lake by
~ll persons except the aborigines.
COUNCIL ELECTIONS (1882) ACT.
THE ROLLS.

Mr. BERRY said he desired, without
notice, to call attention to a. written opinion
of the Attorney-General, laid before the
House the prev~ous Wednesday, to the
effect that licensees under the 19th section of
the Land Act 1869 were not entitled, by
the Reform Act, to be placed on the roll
of ratepaying electors for the Legislative
Council. He would not dispute that
opinion, but it was quite contrary to what was
anticipated, and was understood, at the
ti1.lle that the Act was passed. There was
no reason why licensees under the 19th
section of the Land Act should be excluded
from the possession of the franchise. If the
Reform Act did not give them the fran9hise,
the omission was simply owing to some
technical defect in the phraseology of the
Act, and was contrary to its spirit and intention. He would therefore sugg~st that
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the defect should be cured either by the introduction of a clause into the Bill at present
before the Legislative Council for removing
certain doubts as to the validity of the
Council Elections (1882) Act, or by bringing
in a special Bill for the purpose of passing
it through all its stages at one sitting.
When the Reform Act was passed, it was
generally understood that every person whose
name appeared on the rate-book of any municipality as rated for property of the annual
value of £25 would have a vote for the
Council, and anything which fell short of
that would give rise to very great· disappointment and dissatisfaction. If the Attorney-General was convinced that licensees
'under the 19th section of the Act would
, not be placed on the rolls, it would certainly
be desirable for him to endeavour to get the
omission, which arose simply from inadvertence, remedied at once. The honorable
gentleman might introduce a Bill for the
purpose now, and ask the House to pass it
through, all its stages forthwith, as a measure of emergency. It was expected that
the Act passed in 1881 would be a settlement of the reform question for some time
to come, but it would be very disastrous if
it was found that a large body of selectors
-a class who gave the best guarantee that
they were entitled to the franchise--were
not possessed of votes for the Council. (Mr.
Mirams-" On what plea are they to be left
off the rolls?") He did not know. He
would be glad to hear the Attorney-General
explain.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN suggested that the
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry)
should give notice, and call attention to the
matter next day.
Mr. BERRY remarked that he was
afraid it would be almost too late to remedy
the defect before the first Council elections
took place under the new law if he postponed the subject until the following day.
It would be necessary, in fact, to get the law
amended before the following Tuesday. The
19th section of the Reform Act provided
that'0 Every such male person as aforesaid, if he
occupy as tenant any lands or tenements in any
one and the same province rated to some mUDlcipal district, or in the aggregate to some municipal districts, upon a yen.rly value of not less
than £25, shall be qualified to vo~e in the election
of a member or members for the province in
which such lands or tenements are situate."
Licensees under the 19th section of the
Land Act were rated. (Mr. Miram~-'" As
tenants or freeholders?")
They were
rated as occupiers. He would repeat that,
if the Attorney-General was correct in his
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legal interpretation of the Act, the Government ought at once to rectify the defect,
which was attributable merely to an oversight. If they would introduce a Bill for
the purpose, the House would no doubt
pass it through all its stages in ten minutes.
He begged to ask if the Attorney-General
would adopt the course suggested?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said the honorable member would lose nothing by postponing his question until the following day.
Personally he was just as anxious as the
honorable member was that licensees under
the 19th section of the Land Act should
have votes for the Council; but it seemed
to him rather too much to expect that
both Houses would at once consent to give
them votes, without taking any time to
consider the question. (Mr. Woods" Why? " ) The Government were perfectly willlng that those licensees should
have the right to vote, but it must be remembered that it required the consent
of two Houses to pass any Bill; and he
could not say what might be the view of
the other Chamber as to the course suggested by the honorable member for Geelong.
(Mr. Mirams-" Let us do our part.")
The honorable member would see that an
important question was asked without
notice, and if the Government acquiesced
in the course suggested without giving the
subject any consideration, they might find
themselves placed in a very false position.
He would ask the honorable member for
Geelong to renew the question next day.
BOILER INSPECTION.
Mr. GARDINER (in the absence of Mr.
W. M. CLARK) asked the Premier if he
would appoint a Government inspector to
examine steam boilers used in private
factories and other establishments?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said the subject
had already been brought under the notice of
the Government by the honorable member
for Footscray, in consequence of a fatal
boiler explosion having recently occurred in
that district. He (Sir B. O'Loghlen)
thought it was very desirable that an officer
should be appointed to inspect steam boilers,
but it was doubtful whether such an officer
would have any legal powers without an Act
of Parliament. The matter would receive
the consideration of the Government.
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
Mr. MIRAMS mentioned that a paragraph appeared in the newspapers that day
,to the effect that a young woman had
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attempted, by the offer of a bribe, to obtain
from the Government Printing-office a copy
of the papers to be used at an approaching
examination of trainees in connexion with
the Education department. He desired to
know what course the Minister of Public
Instruction intended to take in the case?
Mr. GRANT said he had given instructions for the matter to be placed in the hands
of the Crown Solicitor.
ADMINISTRATION OF JUSTICE.
THE POLICE.
Mr. McKEAN (who, to put himself in
order; moved the adjournment of the House)
said he desired to call attention to certain matters of great public importance, affecting the
administra tion of justice and also the management of the police force. It was well known
that the Police department was thoroughly
disorganized. The force wanted suitable officers-suitable sub-inspectors and sergeants
-and the number required to be increased in
order to carry out the law properly. It was
also well known that some of the decisions
of the police magistrates had not been satisfactory. (An Honorable Member-" Wait
for the report of the Police Commission.")
He did not think that report would be of
any avail whatsoever for the purposes for
which the commission were 'appointed.
The commission were not dealing with some
of the questions that they ought to deal
with. At present, the police force was
thoroughly demoralized, and, owing to the
introduction into it of young and incompetent men, it was likely to be still
further disorganized. It;seemed as if there
were neither regulations nor officers to
direct the men what they ought to do, and
they did not know what their duties were.
The previous day a police magistrate told
him that, while shaking hands with a
gentleman in Collins-street, a constable
directed him to move on. The" move on"
clause might be abused; bl1t at present he
would not allude further to this subject.
He desired to draw particular attention to
a statement made by Mr. Alley, police
magistrate, at the Collingwood police
court, that day week, in a case in which it
was alleged that a constable had improperly
arrested a young man named Moore. It
appeared that Moore had been very brutally
treated by the police, and the police magistrate stated that the police had a right to
arrest any person without a warrant, and
that the person arrested must go with the
constable, and afterwards, if improperly
arrested, he might bring an action against

£32

4dministmtion of J~t8tice~

[ASSEMBL Y. ]

the constable. Such a doctrine was contrary to law, and, publicity being given to it
. all over the colony, it was calculated to do
a great deal of harm. No policeman had
a right to arrest any person unless he found
the person in the act of committing an
offence, or unless he had a warrant for his
.apprehension, or unless the person arrested
was guilty of felony. That was laid down
in the English case .of Galliard v. Laxton,
L.J., vol. 31, p. 123. GaHiard was arrested
for misdemeanor, without a warrant, although there was a warrant in existence
against him at the time of the arrest, and
he assaulted the constable who arrested him.
· The judges of the Oourt of Appeal held
that Galliard was quite justified in offering
· resistance to and beating the constable, because the constable had arrested him for a
mif:idemeanor withollt having any warrant in
.his possession at the time. But Mr. Alley
said that, even where there was no warrant
in existence, the police could arrest a man
en any charge, and that the man was bound
to go with the constable to the lock-up.
· Within the last few weeks, a woman who had
been arrested by a constable, and locked up,
brought an action against the constable, and
he bolted-cleared out of the colony. The
· right to bring an action against a constable
was therefore no remedy for an improper
·arrest. Only the previous day a respectablelooking young man, who had been arrested
without a warrant, was brought up at the
Fitzroy police court, and it turned out
· that a mistake had been made, the police
having apprehended the wrong man. The
prisoner was discharged, and, when he asked
what compensation he could get for being
improperly arrested, he was told to clear out
· of court. Unless a man had committed a
felony, .or unless he was caught when perpetrating some unlawful act, or unless some
, person gave him in charge, he could not be
legally taken into custody by a police constable without a warrant; and if a person
was improperly arrested he might assault
the constable and even take his life. The
law was clearly laid down in the case of
Galliard v. Laxton. That case .occurred
as long ago as 1862, and the Court of
Appeal, in gjving their decision, said., The first question proposed to us is of much
p:ellEiral importance, inasmuch as it may arise in
cases where resistance to an arrest may be car-ried to the extent of wounding or even killing
the officer."

· In another portion: of their judgment, the
court remarked"We have already expressed our opinion that,
if requested, the officers were bound to produce
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the warrant; and, if so, the keeping in custody
after such request and non-compliance would
not be legal."

The decision in this case was confirmed by
the Appellate Divisional Oourt on the 28th
April, 1876, in the case of· William Cod v.
Alfred Cabe, which was a~ appeal by Ood
against a sentence of six months' imprisonment passed by a bench of magistrates for
an assault on a police constable. The latter
case was as follows : "On the 2nd of April, 1874, a summons was issued
against the appellant for trespassing in pursuit
of coneys. The appellant absconded. On the
6th of April, 1874, a warrant was issued for his
apprehension. The warraut was addressed' To
the constables of the parish of Stoke Gabriel in
the county of Devon, and to all other peace officers
in the said county.' In accordance with the
usual regulations when a warrant is issued by a
magistrate for the apprehension of a person, the
constables throughout the county were informed
through the chief constable for the county of
Devon that a warrant was in existence for the
apprehension of the appellant. On the 16th October, 1875, the respondent being in uniform, met
the appellant in the parish of East Portlemouth
in the county of Devon, and, having told him
he should apprehend him under a warrant,
endeavoured to do so, but the appellant resisted
him successfully, and, after having violently
assaulted him, escaped. There was no evidence
that the appellant made any demand whatsoever
to see the warrant, but the warrant at that time
was not in the personal possession of the respondent. On the 13th December, 1875, the appellant
surrendered himsel f, and,at t he petty sessions held
on the 20th December, he pleaded guilty to the
charge of trespassing in pursuit of coneys, and
was fined lOs. and costs. This was paid. He was
then charged with, and ultimately convicted of,
assaulting the respondent in the due execution
of his office and duty as a constable, and was
sentenced to six months' imprisonment with
hard labour."

B~ron Bramwell, .one of the judges of the
Court of 'Appeal, said"I am of opinion in this case that the conviction must be reversed, and our judgment must be
for the appellant. The case is, in fact, governed
in principle by Galliard v. Laxton. In a case of
felony, a man may be arrested without a warrant;
but in misdemeanors, and other similar cases, a
man when arrested has a right to demand to see
the warrant for his apprehension, and, unless it
is produced, may resist the arrest. In the absence of the warrant the arrest would be illegal.
In this case, therefore, the appellant was justified
in resisting the illegal act of the policeman when
he endeavoured to arrest him."

Mr. Justice Mellor said"I am of the same opinion. If the appellant
had been guilty of felony, the constable would
not have exceeded his duty in arresting him
without having the warrant in his possession,
but this was not a felony. Felony alone excuses the absence of the warrant. The principle
of Gallim'd v. Laxton is applicable to all cases
alike which are not felony, and this case is
governed by it."

Mr. Justice Denman remarked"I am of the same opinion. The conviction
here is for assaulting a constable in the due execution of his duty and office as a constable.
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As, however, he had not the warrant in his POS-l incompetent. for the positions they occupied.
session at the time of a,ttempting the arrest, ~nd As the honorable member for lVI:mduranO'
as the offence for WhICh the arrest was bemg'
,
,
b
made was not one for which the law allows a (Mr. FIsher) had stated, they went mto the
man to be arrested without a warrant, the police court and conducted cases there as
constable was not acting in the due execution of C "
lth O'h th
't' I
his duty, The law is clear and intelligible.
lown pIOsecutors, a ouo
ey POSl lve y
For felony a. man may be arre~te~ without a knew nothing of the cases and generally
warra~t. but m every other case,It IS absolut~ly
bunO'led them. He considered the matter
. essentIal that the warrant for hIS apprehenSIOn
b
' 1 .
should be in the possession of the person seeking should engage the attentIOn not mere y of
to put it in force before he can be justified in so the Police Commission, but also of the
doing. This !ul~ of law should ,?e made known Attorney-General and the Chief Secretary
to all the polIce III the country,
, ord er th a t th e publ'lC safet y mIg
'ht assure.
d'
m
What he (Mr. McKean) complained of, and He begged to add that the question had been
what the puh'lic had a right to complain of, discussed very freely throughout Melbourne
was that this rule of law was not made within the last two or three days.
Mr. McLEAN seconded the motion.
known to the police throughout this colony.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stated that he had
The police were in utter ignorance of it, and
so apparently were the police magistrates. seen no report of the case mentioned by the
At all events, Mr. Alley had propounded a honorable member for North Gippsland
doctrine which was totally at variance with (Mr. McKean) or of the observations of the
the law, and one which might lead to a great police magistrate referred to. It was
many illegal arrests, and to a number of possible that those observations were not
assaults on the police. As Mr. Alley's accurately reported. Moreover, a statedictum had received full publicity through ment of a police magistrate as to the law
the press, it was very desirable that equal was not exactly in the same position as the
publicity should be given to the fact that statement of a judge of the Supreme Court.
it was totally at variance with the law of vVhile the case of Galliard v. Laxton was
England and of this country. He hoped good law, it was the fact that there were
that instructions would be given to the police a large number of instances in which policeto observe the law in its integrity, and thus men had power to arrest; and probably the
avoid being led into mistakes by an expres- police magistrate was referring to some of
sion of opinion on the part of a police those cases. (Mr. McKean-" No, he was
magistrate. He had mentioned Mr. Alley's not.") Evidently that was the honorable
name with feelings of regret, because Mr. member's opinion; but probably the honorAlley was an amiable man-in every respect able member's report of the police magisa gentleman-and no doubt desired to do his trate's statement was open to some qualifiduty. Nevertheless, in defiance of the deci- cation. Certainly, the House was a bad
sions given by the superior courts in England court to appeal to on points of law. He
in the two cases to which attention had been did not attach the same importance that
called, Mr. Alley persisted in his opinion as the honorable member for North Gippsland
to the right of the police to arrest any person did to the statement of the police magisthey thought fit. vVith respect to the" move trate, because the law was not altered by
on" clause, Mr. Alley held that a police- the dictum of a police magistrate, though
man had a right to order a person to move it might be affected by a judgment of the
from one side of the street to the other if Supreme Court. (Mr. McKean-" But·
it so pleased him. Such a doctrine was how many magistrates may follow the false
outrageous in its very inception. It was a law of the police magistrate ?") He apdangerous doctrine, and would. not be prehended that tho advice of the police
tolerated even in the south of Russia. magistrate would be very good advice to the
Certainly it ought not to be tolerated in any generality of people who were arrested by
British community. The Chief Secretary, constables, because it amounted to this,
as Ministerial head of the Police depart- that persons arrested by police constables
ment, ought to see that proper instructions should go away with them peaceably and
were given. to the police as to how they quietly, inasmuch as, if they found out aftershould perform their duties. The police wards that they had been unjustly arrested,
force, he would repeat, was in a very dis- they had cause of action. If the statement
organized state. There was no book con- of the police magistrate was intended as
taining written directions as to what the advice, he was perfectly justified in giving
members of the force were to do. There were it.
no sergeants to properly instruct the conMr. MUNRO thought it very objectionable
stables, and many of the office;rs were. totally that the adjournment of the House should
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be moved in order that an honorable member
might be able to bring before the House such
a small matter as that which had been just
submitted; and he considered it still more
objectionable for the Premier to be the means of
allowing a discussion to arise on that motion.
The Premier should have remained silent,
and let the motion for the adjournment of
the House be put and neg,atived. Not to
do so was calculated to create the impression
that Ministers were disposed to encourage
honorable members in discussing all kinds
of matters on a motion for adjournment.
However, he (Mr. Munro) would take advantage of the opportunity which the motion
afforded to call attention to a case in which
he considered the pollee did their duty. He
referred to the case of the Orienta] Hotel in
Russell-street. For some twelve months
past the police had been watching that place
as a place where the proprietor deliberately
harboured prostitutes, and kept them· as
bar-maids behind his bar. The police brought
the matter before the police court, and the
police court inflicted a penalty. There was
an appeal to the County Court, and Judge
Cope decided that the conviction could not
be sustained, on the ground that a pllblican
had a perfect right to employ prostitutes
behind his bar. He (Mr. Munro) would like
the Attorney-General to ascertain whether
that was the law or not.
Mr. FISHER observed that he did not
think it wise for the House to adopt the
role of a court of review. He was pleased
to listen to the statement of the honorable
member for North Gippsland (Mr. McKean),
and to hear it endorsed by the Premier, although he scarcely approved of the Premier's
milk-and-water policy that the public should
subinit to every assault of the kind referred
to on' the part of the police or any
authority. At the same time, he considered
honorable members ought to speak with
considerable caution of the decisions of
judges of the Supreme Court and judgef:! of
the County Court. They ought not to do
anything calculated to undermine the
authority which judges should have in the
land. Of course, in the event of a wrong
decision, redress could be obtained by
appeal. However, the reason he rose was
to refer to the representation which had
been made by the honorable member for
Geelong (Mr. Berry) that a great number
of selectors would be deprived of their
votes for the Legislative Oouncil. He was
not quite satisfied with the Premier's
answer to that repr~sentation. According
to that answer, while freeholders, lease-
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holders, and tenants of a certain class would
be qualified under the Reform Act to vote
for members of the Legislative Oouncil,
selectors would not be qualified. He was
sure-as the honorable member for Geelong
had stated-that that was not the intention
of the framers of the Act or of the House.
He submitted that something should be
done immediately to remedy this glaring
defect. Certainly the Assembly could do
their part in the matter; and supposing
the Council chose to throw out any measure
which the Assembly might pass, upon the
Council would rest the onus of depriving
selectors of their just rights. He hoped
the Premier would more fully consider the
question.
ELECTORAL LAW.
Mr. WRIXON stated that he must join
in the regret expressed by the honorable
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro)
that the adjournment of the House had been
moved, but, as it had been moved, he would
take the opportunity of calling attention to
the fact that he had, on the notice-paper,
a motion declaring that any amendment
of the electoral law should be based
upon the principle of single constituencies. It was important that this matter
should be considered and dealt with, and,
therefore, he would suggest to the Premier
that it should be referred to a select
committee chosen from all sides of the
House, which committee should consider not
only the principle but also the means of
carrying it out, and should be prepared to
divide the constituencies fairly. He hoped
the Chief Secretary would think over the
matter, in order that a committee might be
appointed at an early day with a view to
the whole subject being dealt with before
the next general election.
Mr. MIRAMS suggested that provision
should be made in any Bill dealing with the
question of single electorates for the adoption of the French principle which di saIl owed
any person elected only by a minority of votes
to sit in the Legislature. This principle was
provided for in a Bill which had been
brought before the House of Commons by
Mr. A. W. Dilke. At present, in the case
of an election with two candidates on the
one side and one on the other, it was possible
that the successful candidate might have
only a minority of the votes polled; but in
such a case, under the French system, there
would be a second election as between the
two highest on the poll, the third man
standing out.
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The motion for the adjournment of the
House was put and negatived.
ADMINISTRATION OF
THE RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. NIMMO moved,

"That the report from the select committee
upon the conduct of the Commissioner of Railways be now taken into consideration."

Mr. McCOLL seconded the motion.
Mr. ~ FINCHAM.-Mr. Speaker, no
doubt honorable members who have read the
report of the select committee, but have not
read the evidence taken by that committee,
will imagine it to be my duty at once to
come forward and make a most abject
apologY' to the Minister of Railways for
having brought forward charges reflecting
upon him as an administrator, and perhaps if
I had not read the evidence I would be disposed to take such a course, which seems
a very natural consequence to follow such a
," white-washing" as the committee have
given the Minister. But it so happens that
I have read the evidence, and I desire to
inform honorable members that, in my
opinion, the report is an absolute contradiction of the evidence. Therefore l regret
to say that I cannot take the course, which
would afford me a great deal of pleasure if
I could take it, of coming down to the
House and saying that I was mistaken in
the conclusions which I drew, that the information I received was from an unreliable
source, and that I regretted the whole
proceeding. By some process which I cannot very well understand, a decision has
been arrived at which must have astonished
not only the Minister of Railways but his
colleagues in the Government; and I am
sure the members of the select committee,
when they come to reflect upon the character
of ~he evidence, must admit that, from some
cause or another, they have given a vcrdict
which is absolutely antagonistic to the
evidence.
Mr. ROBERTSON.-I rise to order. I
submit 'that the honorable member is not in
order in imputing motives to gentlemen
appointed by this House to act on a select
committee.
Mr. FINCHAM.-I hope no single individualmember of the committee will be so
thin-skinned as to suppose that I intend to
impute personal motives to him. I am
merely stating that, in my opinion, after
reading the evidence, the conclusions auived
at by the committee are utterly antagonistic
to the evidence; that, in fact, the report is
~ot a fair reflex of the whole case. I say,
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without fear of contradiction, that every
statement which I made is absolutely consistent with the evidence.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No.
Mr. FINCHAM.-If the Premier will
be kind enough to wait, I will be able to
cOllvince him that that is so. The first section of the report refers to the gravel qU,estion. Now, when the case first came before
the House, the Minister of Railways said
that the property belonged to his wife, that
he had no pcrsonal interest in it, and that
his wife was entitled to deal as she pleased
with her own property. On a subsequent
occasion, the Minister said that the whole
proceeding was engaged in while he was on
an official visit to Sydney, and that when he
returned, seeing the evil bearings of the position, he at once went to his agent, and told
him that he must not continue to supply the
gravel, and that immediately he stopped any
further deli very. Now I intend to show
that these statements were absolutely inconsistent with fact. The evidence discloses
,that the property on which the gravel-pits
existed was the L andcox estate, and that,
when the specifications for the duplication
of the Elsternwick and Brighton line were
drawn out and tenders were called for, the
Government papers contained the extraordinary information for contractors that
samples of the material might be seen on,
and obtained from, the Landcox estatethe place from which the whole, or nearly
the whole, of the material subsequently used
011 the line was obtained.
Mr. ANDERSON.-That is not in evidence.
Mr. FINCHAM.-It is in evidence.
Mr. Elsdon, in the course of his examination
with reference to the specifications, says" On the front page her~ is a note attached'Gravel as per sample can be obtained upon the
Landcox estate, about one mile from Brighton.' "

Then again, there was produced before the
committee a contract, dated the 27th May,
1881, for the purchase by Mrs. ElizaLeth
Bent "of sundry lots of land in the Landcox estate." vVe have it in evidence from
the Minister of Railways himself that there'
was a small patch of the Landcox estate
(about five acres) which contained the very
ma.terial.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Other lots contained gravel too.
'Mr. FINCHAM.-The Premier stated,
the other night, that I was not acquainted
with the facts; but it appears to me that
the honorable gentleman does not like to
hear facts.
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-What I stated
was that the honorable member was not
accurate as to his facts.
Mr. FINCHAM.-They appear to be too
accurate by half. The facts prove incontestably that the attention of contractors
was called to the circumstance that gravel
could be obtained from the Landcox estate,
and that gravel was so obtained. It appears
further that on the 21st December, 1881,
an agreement was signed by Mr. Thomas,
as agent for Mrs. Bent, to supply the gravel
-not in any limited quantity, but the whole
amount which might be required in C011nexion with the Elsternwick and Brighton
line-at the rate of Is. per yard, 10 per cent.
to be deducted from the sum total. Now
I wish to show that as much gravel as the
contractors for the railway required was
supplied from tlus place. The report says"Your committee find that about 8,600 cubic
yards of gravel were obtained by the contractors
from Mrs. Bent's land without the knowledge
of either Mr. or Mrs. Bent."
But I say this is absolutely incorrect. Mr.
Thomas, who was a witness before the committee, stated that Mrs. Bent did not know
of the agreement when it was made, but
that she knew of it within a fortnight, when
she was paid the deposit of £20 ; and do
honorable members think that any wife in
existence would keep a piece of such interesting information from her husband from
the 21st December until the 13th February,
because it was not until the 13th February
that the Minister of Railways went to
Sydney? The Minister stated that the
contract was entered into while he was at
Sydney, but the evidence shows that it was
entered into two months before. The
Minister also said that when he returned
from Sydney he put a stop to the arrangement, but the evidence shows that the arrangement was not stopped until the contract
was fulfilled. Indeed, Mr. Thomas stated
before the committee that he had to fulfil
the contract which he entered into. Furthermore, we were told that this was an
open quarry from which material could be
obtained at a given price. It was stated
in this House that the gravel was as open
for anyone to purchase as was sugar
at a grocer's shop. But the facts are
just the other way. During the whole
period 'not another soul was permitted to
have a shilling's worth of gravel from the
place, because the contractors bought the
absolute right to the whole. This proves
incontestably that my charge was well
grounded; and I say that no publiG man
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having any respect for himself, and becoming possessed of such information as
I did, could take any other course than
that which I pursued. I say that the
evidence amply justifies my action, in spite
of what may be said of me and my motives
by writers for the press-by" Timotheus"
and other adjuncts of the Al'gus-for whose
strictures I care nothing. I now come to
the question of the altered specification. It
is a most singular thing that the late
Engineer-in-Chief was not aware of any
alteration of the specification until months
after it was made.
When he became
acquainted with the alteration, he was
naturally struck with the position which he
occupied-he saw that his position llad
quietly been ignored; and he adopted the
wise precaution of taking a correct copy
of this extraordinary document. He produced his copy before the committee, but
the committee refused to recognise it, although he was prepared to make an affidavit that it was a true and correct copy.
Then all sorts of wlusperings went about
as to the original having been taken away
and destroyed, and injurious reflections were
cast upon the late. Engineer-in-Chief, because it was distinctly pointed out that the
document was in his possession the last
time it was seen. However, I am glad to
say that the document, though mysteriously
put away and withheld as evidence until
the committee properly demanded it, was
ultimately found.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Where was it
found?
Mr. FINCHAM.-The honorable gentleman ought to know where it was found.
Where was it put, I would like to know?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-That is what I
want to know.
Mr. FINCHAM.-May I ask the honorable gentleman if he knew it would be
found, because I consider the committee
were very lax in their duty i.n that respect?
The Minister of Railways confesses to some
portion of the writing on the document as
being his, but he distinctly repudiates the
erasures as his; and I say the committee
should not have rested until they had discovered the delinquent who made the alterations, and by whose orders he made them.
Mr. ANDERSON.-We did not.
Mr. FINCHAM.-Then I never knew
a more puny or insignificant effort to find
out information. I say that if the most
searching investigation possible under the
circumstances-the most exhaustive effort
to find out the delinquent-was not made,

Admirtz'slt'ation oj the

[JUNg 13.J

the committee failed in their duty. The
committee, instead of merely questioning
one or two high officials who could not
possibly be acquainted with the facts,
should have gone on searching until they
discovered the delinquent, and then we
would have known probably by whose authority the alterations were made. There
would then have been no stigma resting
upon the late Engineer-in-Ohief, which, in
my opinion, was part of a plan that evidently existed too long to do that gentleman an injury. I don't believe that he had
more to do with the matter than he had to
do with the preparation of the plans which
some of the witnesses attributed to him.
I never was more astonished in my life
than I was to see the nature of the
alteration in the specification. Here is a
true copy of the original specification:"The ballast to be best quality bluestone,
free from honey-comb, quarry toppings, screenings, and dirt, broken to a uniform gauge to
pass through a 2~-inch ring, and at all times
kept free from dirt; it is to be spread on first
in a coat which, when levelled and well beaten
down, shall stand at least 10 inches deep."

But how has this been altered? After
" The ballast to be" the words "approved
gravel or" are inserted, and the words
"best qua.lity," "free from honey-comb,
quarry toppings, screenings, and dirt,"
" and at all times kept free from dirt," and
" and well beaten down," are knocked out.
All I say is that the erasures are most
extraordinary ones.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-Who made them?
, Mr. FINOHAM.-Perhaps the honorable member knows; I don't. I would
very much like to know.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-Does the honorable
member mean to imply that the Minister of
Railways made them, because, if he does,
why will he not say so, like a man?
Mr. FINOHAM.-I will say what I
have to say and no more. Everyone who
knows anything about railway construction
must understand how important the erasures
are. I contend that the draft report brought
before the committee by its chairman is a
complete justification of my statement.
Mr. FISHER. - Has the honorable
member seen the draft report he refers to?
Mr. FINOHAM.-I have not. Is not
the copy of it set out in the" Proceedings
of the Oommittee " a true one?
Mr. FISHER.-The honorable member
is simply misleading the House.
Mr. FINOHAM. - The Premier said
just now that the 'Minister. of Railways did
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not alter the specifications, but look at the
following reply he made to the Ohairman : "You altered the second specification inconsequence of Mr. Elsdon's suggestions ?-Yes.'~

What need is there to go beyond that plain
confession?
Mr. ANDERSON.-Read further.
Mr. FINOHAM.-There is no occasion
to do so. Here is the Minister's confession
that he made some alterations in the specification, and, as to who made the others, I
think we may fairly suspect the only person
we know of who made any. No doubt the
committee were very anxious to deal with
the specific issues remitted to them in a
particular way, but I must say they rather
overdid the business. If they had kept
strictly to the text of the questions
remitted to them, I do not know that
I would have had much to say on the
present occasion, but they did not do so.
They have travelled,' outside their commission, and volunteered a statement which I
venture to say is unparalleled. I affirm
that nowhere in the history of any inquiry
of this kind can honorable members find a
parallel to the propositions made to the
committee by the honorable member for
Mandurang (Mr. Fisher), who, if he had
received ever so large a fee, could not have
been more watchful of the interests of the
Minister of Railways than he was. Here
is the last paragraph of the committee's
report :"Your committee, having made a searching
investigation into all the surroundings of the
inq,uiry remitted to them, also find that the
eVIdence has not disclosed any improper conduct
whatever On the part of the Commissioner of
Railways."

I say that, whatever construction you put
on the evidence taken by the committee, it
undoubtedly discloses that the Minister is
chargeable with highly improper conduct
which may have been caused by indiscretion,
or perhaps want of judgment. A man occupying the responsible position of adminiitra ..
tor of the Railway department ought, first,
to be carefully watched, and, secondly, never.
to be guilty of the gross improprietieE; and
grave indiscretions which are plainly traceable to the present Minister. I affirm that
every Minister ought to have more regard
to the responsibilities of his office than to
commit the gross improprieties and irregularities the testimony given before the
committee shows the Minister of Railways
has committed.
Mr. MIRAMS.-On what part of the
evidence do you base that statement?
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Mr. FINCHAM.-On the whole of it.
There is not a particle of evidence to justify
the last clause of the report. Why the
Minister said in this chamber that the
Cause of the late Engineer-in-Chief's leaving
the Railway department waS that "he was
took sick." Those were his very words.
But does not the evidence disclose that he
was not relieved from duty from any such
cause whatever? Do not the Premier and
every member of the Government know very
well that he was worried in such a way that
he may be said to have been worried out of
his position ?
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-Was he fit
for it?
Mr. FIN CHAM.-That raises a different
point. If he was not fit for his position, "
the Government ought not to have taken
the course with him they did. They ought
rather to have plainly stated to him how
the case stood, and then assumed all the
responsibility of dispensing with his services.
But they practically hounded him out of
office? Were he the greatest fool that ever
was, the Government had no right to get
rid of him in the pettifogging way they
adopted with regard to him. I don't like
to see any man trodden upon first and
knocked down afterwards.
As to Mr.
Elsdon's qualifications, it is only right that
the House and the public should know that
he graduated with a firm that has a worldwiae fame-Robert Stephenson and Sons.
Mr. BOWMAN.-But Mr. Elsdon was
only "a fitter there-never a railway engineer.
Mr. FINCHAM.-He might have been
only a common tea merchant for anything
I care, but the fact is what I state. The
House will see now that I did not enter
into this case without abundant evidence to
support it, and to justify the course I have
taken. I say that in spite of the condemnation that has been heaped upon me. Furthermore, that evidence is sufficient to warrant the
House in being extremely careful before it
adopts the committee's report. I am sure that,
if it is adopted, the fact will be a great wonder
to our successors long after we are removed
from this scene of trouble and turmoil, for
some reflective youngsters, when they compare the evidence the committee took with
the report they brought up, will be sure
to say to themselves-" Of what stuff were
our forefathers composed, when they made
black appear white, in the face of testimony
which went altogether the other way?"
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Sir, I was sorry
to hear the honorable member for Bal~
larat West (Mr. Fincham), from whom I
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expected better things, say what he has"
said on this subject. I think it would
have been well if, the committee having
unanimously acquitted the Minister of Railways, their report had been at once adopted
by the House. I wish to direct attention
to the fact that the two points specially
dwelt upon by the honorable member for
Ballarat West have no relevancy whatever
to the matter at issue. One was with reference to the notification respecting the
Landcox estate. But that estate was not
disposed of in only one allotment. It included several allotments containing gravel
beside the one particularly in question,
and gra vel has been taken from all of
them. The other point was with reference to the alterations made in the specification after tenders had been ,sent in
and not accepted. The document itself is
here for the inspection of honorable members, and it will be" seen that the words
erased in black pencil" were very inconsiderately struck out. Indeed, no one who
knows anything of the subject would have
struck out the words that are struck out.
I suppose the Minister of Railways knows
as much about gravel and ballast as any
man in his department, and therefore he
could never from his own judgment have
struck the words out. Furthermore, he
denied before the committee that he did
strike them out. What he wrote in blue
pencil was a very simple matter, namely,
three queries with resFect to three items in
the general clauses to which he wished to
dire~t the attention of the officer. For
instance, he queried "stone," underscored
" Footscray," and wrote" Stone from Footscray is not necessary"; and also he queried
"bricks," and asked "Is it wise to have
Hoffman's bricks?" Honorable members
will plainly see the difference in the handwriting, and that the fact of the queries
being in the Minister's hand-writing affords"
complete proof that the erasures were made
by 30me one else.
Mr. MUNRO.-Yet the" Minister says
the specification was altered according to
his direction.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I will read the
portion of the Minister of Railways' evidence
to which the honorable member alludes. It
is as follows : "By the Chairman.-Certain allegations have
been made b;y Mr. Elsdon regarding the treatment he reCeived from you which induced him to
resign. Among those allegations was one that
you had altered a certain specification. That
specification cannot be found. The committee

would like to have your evidence upon that 1- "
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After the tenders were in for the duplication of
the line from Windsor to Elsternwick, I had a
consultation with him regarding the acceptance.
I was in favour of accepting, because I was
anxious to get the line opened, and, from my
knowledge of the state of the labour market, I
thought it was good policy to do it. However,
he stated, from the tender being so much above
the departmental estimate, tenders should be
called for again. I then stated that, instead of
Hoffman's bricks, the bricks should be approved;
instead of Footscray stone, approved stone or
gravel; he had been told Brighton abounded
with that. He also informed me the original
line had been ballasted with gravel.
"The specification was altered, according to
your statement, with his concurrence ?-Yes,
and by my direction.
"By Mr. Croker (throughtheChairman).-Was
not there another alteration as to the extension
of time ?-Yes."
Then I ask honorable members' attention to
the following evidence given by the Minister
after the specification was found : "By the Chairman.-The committee understand that you wish to make a statement regarding this specification ?-The query in blue is in
my writing, but the words 'approved gravel
for' is not, and this striking out was not done by
me. Anybody to read it would see it is simply
ridiculous as it reads now.
" By Mr. Anderson.-It will not read at all ?
-No, it is simply nonsense; any person having
practical experience will see that.
"By the Chairman.-You did not make these
scores across these words ?-I did not. There
Itre three queries on the second page-a query
opposite' mason's work to be best.' The blue IS
in my writing, I think; 'or approved bluestone'
-somebody else has written 'approved'; you
can just see it faintly in red, and rubbed out
'Footscray.' Then at the bottom Ihave marked
No. 1. I say,-' Is it wise to have Hoffman's
bricks?' In the second Isay-' Stone from Footscray is not necessary.' A quarryman told me
they would get as good stone from Brunswick
as they could from Footscray, and I said why
should they be limited?
"Then you did not make these erasures ?-I
did not.
"The scoring out of those words about the
sand and the ballast you did not do ?-I did not.
The ballast that has been placed on that line
does not possess 8 per cent. of sand in it. This
is different to the Mordialloc ballast altogether;
it is worth 40 'Oer cent. at least more than the
Mordialloc ballast; there is hardly any sand at
all in it.
"By Mr. Croker (through the Chairman).Who brought that specification to you ?-Mr.
Elsdon; he consulted me.
"He suggested those alterations?-Yes, because the first tenders were so high. That bears
out my statement that these alterations were
made several days after the tenders were ad vertised for, for the Windsor and Brighton line.
The other was advertised on the 23rd August,
1881, and this is 7/9/81.
" By the Chairman.-Then I understand that
you deny having made the alterations in the
specifications ?-1 do, most distinctly.
"You showed Mr. ]~lsdon that specification
before you wrote those blue things upon it?Mr. Elsdon was the General Manager at this
time and the Engineer-in-Chief, and on the 6th
he brought me the tenders, advising me to call
for fresh tenders, as he admitted the other day.
It appears that on the 7th he brought me this
specification. I could not get it unless he brought
it to me; he had sole charge of it.
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"He suggested those alterations?-Yes, because the estimate was so high. 'l'hey had estimated £4,000 over the tendered price. I wanted
to accept the original tender myself. It occurred
to me that, if they could do it in thirteen weeks,
the increased traffic on the line would pay for
the increased cost of the work. As he sltid, I
was anxious to get the summer traffic."
Further on, quite at the conclusion of the
inquiry, the Minister gave the following
evidence : "By the ChairD;lan. - The speCification has
been altered, but you deny havmg made the alteration ?-I do.
"You wanted to accept the first tender, but
Mr. Elsdon wanted to advertise for fresh tenders ?-Yes.
" You altered the second specification in consequence of Mr. Elsdon's suggestions ?-Yes.
" By Mr. Brophy.-Have you any idea whose
handwriting it is ?-I do not. On Saturday I
came to town; as I called in at the Rltilway
office, Mr. Labertouche informed me this had
been found. In coming up the street I saw Mr.
Purbrick. I said-' Mr. Purbrick, I understand
those specifications have been found; where are
they?' "fhey are gone up to the committee.'
I said~c Do they bear out what has been said
about me?' He said-' No, there is "approved
gravel" in somebody's writing, but it is not
yours.' That is all I know about it.
"By the Chairman.-You see, according to
these alterations, I could not understand it; it
would have made nonsense ?:"""'You know that it
reads nonsense.
" Could you not identify whose writing that is, ,
'approved gravel' ?-No, I cannot. I may say
that since this inquiry took place I have only
been to the office twice, and have never spoken
to a soul about it; I would not speak to anyone
about it."
Honorable members cannot fail to observe
the extreme unlikelihood of the person
who altered the specifications querying his
own alterations. It is obvious that the
Minister merely asked Mr. Elsdon for
information as to the course which ought
to be pursued. Again, I think, if honorable members turn to the evidence given
before the committee by the honorable member for Ballarat West, they will be able to
come to a very distinct conclusion with
respect to it apart altogether from the questions involved in the report. In fact, it
may be thought that the action of the
honorable member in bringing up these questions in the first place was something in the
nature of a vendetta-that his conduct was
prompted, by revenge for something that
had gone before. The honorable member
told in a remarkably minute way what appears to me a very comical story of a difficulty which arose between him and the
Minister respecting a locomotive shed' at
Ballarat. It seems he then considered he
had a good grievance against the Minister;
that, being full of it, he went to the En-

,gineer.in.Ohief for information to strengthen
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his views; and that, having got more of what
he asked for than he expected, he forthwith
rushed to the House with charges which he
brought forward at the first opportunity.
His statement was as follows : "Shortly after the present Government came
into power, the pres en t Commissioner of Rail ways
visited Ballarat with a view of making himself
personally acquainted with the requirements of
the district. The locomotive shed there was a
matter that occupied a prominent position in the
investigation,and he determined, after his arrival
in town, to depute an architect outside of the
official staff of the Railway department to visit
Ballarat and draw out -plans and specifications
for a portion of this bUIlding. That was done,
the Commissioper promising me, shortly after
this, that when the plan was done he would send
to me, and give me an opportunity of seeing it
with the view of my making an announcement;
that was the view 1 formed of it, and to this
extent he certainly kept his promise, for, when
the plans were prepared, he mtimated to me, 1
think it was in the House, that if 1 would come
down the following morning I should see the
plans. I did so, and an elaborate plan of this
locomotive shed was exhibited for my inspection,
and he asked me to intimate to the public, 1
think purely in my interest at the time-I believe
that was his object-to the Ballarat people, that
this was to be done as a great improvement to
the district. However, subsequently, some weeks
had elapsed, and tenders which had been invited
had been withdrawn, and then a sub-article appeared in the Sta?' newspaper reflecting upon the
want of attention of the local members for
neglecting the wants of the district, and this
sub-article reflected upon the apparent neglect
of the local members In not looking after their
requirements, for they had it upon most reliable
authority that this elaborate shed which had been
promised had now been abandoned, that the
existing shed was to have one put alongside of
it-l think to the best of my recollection-constructed of temporary articles, such as iron, or
wood, or something of that sort. 1 immediately
made it my business to proceed to the department.
1 felt very much annoyed at what ·1 considered
an unjust reflection, and certainly may have
expressed myself rather warmly to the Commissioner upon the matter. He said that it was
a breach of confidence in some way or other,
that such information should not have got out,
that, in fact, it had not been done. However, he
made a remark to me that-' Why should r be
expected to spend large amounts of money for
Ballarat that were not justified? I find it would
cost more money than was allowed for the purpose, and, therefore, Ballarat no more than any
other place was entitled to it.' That proposition
seemed to me fair, butl said to him immediately'That may be perfectly right and equitable, but
why was not it seen before, and if it is improper
to expend money in carrying out works intended
at Ballarat, which will cost more money than was
intended' for Ballarat, why should works of
greater cost of money be carried out in other
places'-referring to the Geelong station. Some
angry words were exchanged. Mr. Bent, the
Commissioner, then stated that 1 had better
bottle up my wrath, or something of that sort,
until that place opened where I had a right to
speak, and then if 1 had the courage of my
opinions I could discuss the matter. I then certainly sought to obtain the necessary information
from the ex-Engineer-in-Chief as to whether 1
was correct in regard to the Geelong station, and
I found-that is how Mr. Elsdon, whose name I
have now given, and who is my informant, came
into the matter."
Sir B. 0'Loghlen.

Yet, in the honorable member's imputations
against the Minister of Railways, we heard
nothing about the locomotive shed.
Mr. FINCHAM.-I beg your pardon.
The charge about the locomotive shed was
one of the first I made.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Idon'tthinkthe
House heard much about it. It seems that
the honorable member, in his discussion with
Mr. Elsdon, wandered from one subject to
another until he came finally to the matter
upon which he made up his tremendous
charges; and that now, those charges having
exploded, and the Minister being acquitted
to the general satisfaction of the House, he
still clings to his grievance, and wishes to
fret and fret about it all over again. I am,
however, of opinion that, instead of discussing
the affair further, the House would act
reasonably if it proceeded at once to the
adoption of the report. That report is fully
borne out by the evidence, and the whole of
the press ·of the colony, including even the
newspapers that previously found fault with
the Minister of Railways, endorse the conclusions arrived at.
Mr. JAMES.-It is plain the Premier
has not seen the Ballarat papers of to-day.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I have not, but
I know that, when a Ministry is attacked
through one of its members, it is very rarely
that some opposition paper or another will not.
seize any chance of keeping up the skirmish,
no matter how the rights of the case stand.
I account in that way for the course pursued
by the papers the honorable member for
Ballarat East (Mr. James) refers to, and for
some of tIle articles in other newspapers.
At the same time the press of the colony
generally endorse the report, and I think
the House will ~ct wisely to do the same
thing.
Mr. NIMMO.-Sir, there appears to bQ
a little misunderstanding in the minds of
some honorable members as to the specific
duties of the committee. But those duties
are clearly defined by the motion upon
which the committee were appointed, and
at an early period of their proceedings they
consulted the highest authority they knew
of, namely, May's Parliamenta1'Y Practice,
as to how they should guide their proceedings. The following is what is laid down
in May on the subject:-"A select committee is composed of certain
members appointed by the House to consider
and inquire into any matter, and to report their
opinion for the information of the House. Like
committees of the whole House, select committees are restrained from considering matters
not :speciaUy referred to them by the House.
When it is thought necessary to extend their
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inquiries beyond the order of reference, a special
instruction from the House gives them authority
for that purpose, or, if it be deemed advisable
to restrict or direct their inquiries, an instruction
may be given by the House prescribing the
limlts of their po"ers."

Now the motion by the Premier upon which
the ,committee was appointed is extremely
plain in its terms, which are as follows : "That a select committee be appointed to
inquire into and report whether or not the Commissioner of Railways has been guilty of any
corrupt conduct- (1) In connexion with the
sUJ?ply of ballast to the contractors for the
BrIghton and Elsternwick Railway duplication
contract; or (2) in connexion with the alteration of the specification of the Windsor and
Elsternwick Railway duplication tenders; or (3)
in connexion with the disputes about the ballast
supplied on the Caulfield and Mordialloc line of
Railway; or (4) whether any such corrupt conduct was the cause of the retirement of the late
Engineer-in-Chief, Mr. Elsdon."

Upon these matters the committee proceeded
to take the very best evidence they could
obtain. With respect to the first chargenamely, as to the gravel, they inquired
from Mr. Thomas, Mrs. Bent's agent,
whether the Minister of Railways was originally cognizant of the fact that railway gravel
was being taken from Mrs. Bent's land,
and it was quite clear from his evidence
that neither he nor Mrs. Bent was aware
of the arrangement entered into between
Mr. Thomas and the contractors, Messrs.
Noonan. The following is an extract from
Mr. Thomas' evidence:"There was no conversation between you and
them as to who was the owner of this paddock
from which the gravel ,vas taken, for which you
were agent ?-None whatever; in fact, neither
Mr. nor Mrs. Bent knew anything at all about
it. Mrs. Bent did not know anything of it till a
fortnight afterwards; and the first time I knew
Mr. Bent knew anything about it was in the
latter end of February, when he returned from
Sydney. He then called in and spoke rather
sharply to me about it, but i said I had entered
into a contract with Noonan, and I would not
back out of it.
" The contractor furnished the committee with
a written agreement between you and him for
the supply; 'TaS this written agreement entered
into before Mr. Bent came back from Sydney?
-Yes, I think so; I think it was in December.
"By Mr. Anderson.-It was made at the time
Mr. Noonan came in ?-Yes j I will show you a
copy of it, if you like.
H By the Chairman.-Yes, if you
please?-:[The witness produced and handed in a paper.]
H By Mr. Bell.-Did Mr. Bent object to your
sending any more gravel to Messrs. Noonan?Certainly he didj but, having given a guarantee,
I could not back out of, my word with Mr.
Noonan. But since that I haye told Mr. Noonan
he was not to take any more off the land.
"By the Uhli.irlllan.-¥ou told him what ?That he was not to take any more off the land;
he is not to work the quarry any further.
"After Mr. Bent spoke to you ?-After Mr.
Bent spoke to me.
"Did he take any more after that ?-None
but what he has already paid labour for taking
out; that I could not prevent his taking out."
SESe 1882.-2 Y
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I think it will be clear to the House fro,m
that evidence that neither the Minister of
Railways nor Mrs. Bent was aware of the
contract entered into between Mr. Thomas
and the contractors. The paragraph of the
committee's report dealing with this matter
is as follows : "That 'in connexion with the supply of ballast to the contractors for the Brighton and
Elsternwick duplication contract,' your COIDmitteefind that about 3,600 cubic yards of gravel
were obtained by the contractors for this section
of the raHway from Mrs. Bent's land without the
knowledge of eith~r Mr. or Mrs. Bent, and, as
soon as Mr. Bent ,,.as informed that the abovenamed gravel was being used for railway purposes, he at once ordered Mrs. Bent's agent to
stop any further supply; therefore, in the
opinion of your committee, the Commissioner of
Railways has not been guilty of any corrupt
conduct in connexion with this contract."

That stateme'nt is clearly borne out by
the evidence not only of the agent but of
the contractors themselves. I will not
delay the House by going into the evidence, but I think it is right to state that
the testimony of the witnesses fully bears
out the conclusion arrived at by the committee that in regard to any corruptionand that was really the issue the committee
had to try-Mr. Bent is not guilty. As
Chairman of the committee, I exonerate
him entirely from any charge of corruption,
and I am quite sure that honorable members, when they have read the evidence taken
by the committee, will do the same. It is
very gratifying that the committee have
been able to arrive at this decision, because
had the charge been in any way sustained
it would not only have reflected dishonour
on Mr. Bent, but also upon this House. I
agree with the report of the committee
with the exception of the last paragraph,
which I think is quite superfluous. The
question submitted to the committee was
simply one of corruption or no corruption,
and I think it was quite unnecessary for the
committee to travel beyond that issue.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I think I am bound
to do an act of simple justice in this matter.
'Vhen these charges were first brought forward by the honorable member for Ballarat
"Vest (Mr. Fincham), they were stated with
such an amount of solemnity and circumstantiality that I thought an impartial
inquiry into them was required. I persistently pressed that view, and I am glad
to say that the Minister of Railways was
from the first most anxious that an inquiry
should take place, differing in that respect
from some, if not the majority, of his
colleagues.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Hear, hear,
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Mr. FRANCIS.-I am aware that the and for my part I novel' thought for a moment
Premier was opposed to an inquiry in the that the Minister of Railways, of whose
first instance, but I persistently endeavoured personal integrity I entertain a high opinion,
to obtain the appointment of an impartial had been guilty of any corrupt conduct. The
committee which would command the ap- real question was whether the Minister of
proval of both sides of the House; and I Railways and the Premier had not been
think, now that such an inquiry has been guilty of irregular and reprehensible conduct
held, the Government must be glad that it with regard to the late Engineer-in-Ohief.
has taken plnce. I have known the Minister The report of the committee concludes with
of Railways .for many years, and I have the following paragraph : been quite prepared. to tell him of his faults,
"Your committee, having made a searching
but I must say that I have been satisfied investigation into all the surroundings of the
inquiry remitted to them, also find that the evifrom the first that, although' this inquiry dence has not disclosed any improper conduct
was demanded, the Minister would come whatever on the part of the Commissioner of
out of it quite exonerated from any impu- Railways."
tation of cqrruption. I feel sure that the That assertion is not endorsed by the OhairHouse al\d the country would not have been man of the committee, and I must say that,
satisfied if the inquiry had not taken place, in li'stening to his remarks this evening, I
and therefore, when I heard that objections was rather surprised not to heal' him attempt
were entertained to the inquiry, I asked the to defend in any way his own draft report.
Premier, as a personal favour, to allow it to To my mind, the evidence given before the
go on. I have no doubt that the House will committee shows conclusively that both the
affirm the decision of the committee that Minister of Railways and the PremieI' have
the Minister of Railways has not been guilty been guilty of gross irregularities and of
of any corruption, and I hope the report most unjustifiable interference with the late
will be accepted without our wasting another Engineer-in-Ohief.
Mr. ANDERSON.-Where is that in
week in a useless discussion.
Mr. JAMES.-Sir, I think, if the select the evidence?
Mr. JAMES.-I refer the honorable
committee had brought up the report drafted
by the Ohairman, we could. have adopted it member to question 95 of Mr. Elsdon's
unanimously. I consider, however, that to evidence, which is as follows : ask the House to agree to a report that is
"By the Chairman.-What was the nature of
not in accordance with the evidence is the interference ?-One of the reasons of my
retirement from the service was on account of
rather too much, and I must say that I the
Commissioner's interference with me in the
am rather astonished at the course taken . discharge of my duties as sole arbitrator."
by the leader of the constitutional party in I think that shows unmistakably that there
this matter.
was an interference with the late EngineerMr. FRANOIS.-I am satisfied with the in-Ohief. I will also read the answer to
report, and I know my motives.
question 99, which is as follows : Mr. JAMES.-Thehonorable gentleman
"By Mr. Anderson.-WhichIine?-Messrs.FaImay be satisfied with the rcport, but I under-· kingham and Bunn, they entered the Minister's
stood that in times gone by the constitutional room to see him, apparently by appointment, as
Minister at once informed me as to the bnsiparty in this House always made a great point the
ness the contractors had in view-namely, the
of standing by the public officers of the various ballast upon the line between Caulfield and
departments .. On this occasion, however, MOl'dialloc. I asked the Commissioner not to
in any way, the contractors contending
the honorable member for Warrnambool interfere
that he shonld. Seeing Mr. Bent desirous of
appears to be prepared to sacrifice anyone interfering. and that he was likely to do so, I
outside in order to save the Government. was obliged to inform him that he had no power
in the matter, and that it was a subject solely
'Vhen the Premier brought forward his motion for the Engineer-in-Chief, wh~m he repliedfor the appointment of this committee, several 'Then I may as well sit here with my hands in
my pocket.' I replied-' No, Mr. Commissioner,
honorable members objected to the scope of far
from that-there is plenty of work to do for
the inquiry being limited to the question both;' and that I fully acknowledged him as
whether or not the Minister of Railways had the head; bnt that, as far as contracts were conand this case in particular, it was entirely
been guilty of corrupt conduct. That honor,. acerned,
matter for the Engineer-in-Chief, and that
able member had never been charged by the it would be unwise for him to interfere in any
House with corruption. Even the honorable way."
member for Ballarat vVest (Mr. Fincham), In fact, the whole tenor of Mr. Elsdon's
who first brought this matter under the notice evidence is that, from beginning to end, he
of the House, stated again and again that had a chronic grievance with regard to un~e did not accuse the Minister of corruption, justifiable interference on the part of the
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political head of hi~ department. The
answer to question 111, which is too long to
read, will show that Mr. Elsdon's complajnt
was thoroughly well founded. How can the
professional head of a department like the
railways properly discharge his duties if he
is to be interfered with by the Minister,
who is a non-professional man ? Of course,
I admit that the Minister is entitled to give
general directions to the Engineer-in-Chief,
but he has no right to interfere with him in
the discharge of his professional duties.
That there was such an interference was
admitted by the Premier himself in his
remarks this evening. He stated that, in
his opinion, the Minister of Railways was as
good a judge of gravel as any man in the
Undoubtedly the
Railway department.
Minister of Railways is a man of good
general practical knowledge, but while there
are many other men who can lay claim also
to possess a good deal of general knowledge,
there nre very few could claim to have an
accurate and thorough knowledge of the
material generally required in the construction of a railway line. Mr. Elsdon's evidence
shows that the Premier persistently went to
the Railway department ,vith the object of
harassing the late Engineer-in-Chief, and of
getting him to do something which he said
he could not do as a matter of conscience
and right.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Mr. Speaker,
I rise to a point of order. The honorable
member has accused me of doing what I
have already distinctly denied, both in the
House and in my evidence before the COlTImittee. The honorable member has no
right to repeat a charge which I haye
denied.
Mr. .J AME S. - Notwithstanding the
honorable member's protest, I have a right
to read the evidence and to comment upon
it.
The SPEAKER.-The honorable member has no right to say that an honorable
member has done something which he has
already denied having done.
Mr. JAMES.-Mr. Elsdon has given
the following evidence:"Sir Bryan O'Loghlen on two more occasions
referred to the ballast in the same strain a!'! before, and added on the last occasion that I might
take two persons, experts, with me to inspect,
and remarked that if it had to be reduced by
half-a-crown to reduce it."

Was not that an unjustifiable interference
with the professional head of the department?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Read my evi-
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Mr. JAMES.-I charge the Premier
. with being far more guilty in regnrd to this
matter than the Minister of Railways.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I again rise to
order. The honorable member still persists
in making a charge which I have denied in
tbis House and in my evidence before the
committee. I submit that the honorable
member has no right to charge me with
conduct which I have already denied.
The SPEAKER.-No honorable member is justified in asserting that another
honorable member is guilty of an act which
he has denied. That is the law, and the
honorable member for Ballarat East (Mr.
James), who has been Chairman of Committees, ought to know it.
Mr. JAMES.-I have no intention of
being offensive, but I think I am perfectly
justified in criticising the evidence which is
placed before us for adoption.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Read my evidence.
Mr. JAMES.-I have read the honorable
gentleman's evidence, and I find that the
only excuse he could make for his interference WitS that the late Engineer-in-Chief
had" lost his head."
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-His statement
was not correct.
Mr. tTAlVIES.--In other words, the late
Engineer-in-Chief would not place himself
in accord with the Minister, and, therefore,
he had to be replaced by some one who
would be more pliant. I havQ read the
evidence carefully, and, while I thoroughly
exonerate the Minister of Railways from
any corruption or intention to be corrupt,
I think that both the Minister of Railways
and the Premier were guilty of a mO'st
unjustifiable interference with the late
E ngineer-in-Chi.ef.
lVIr. DEAKIN.-Mr. Speaker, when.
this question was last before the House, I
stated that I refused to believe that the
Minister of Railwa,ys had been guilty of
any censurable conduct, although I thought
an inquiry into the circumstances was
demanded. I stated also, however, that if
the investigation was made into charges
which had never been brought, of course a
verdict of not guilty would have to be 1'etnrned. That has been the result, but I
think the evidence shows plainly enough
that the facts which were alleged have been
proved. The report presented to the House
. is not a unanimous report. I think the
draft report, submitted by the Chairman to
the committee, was a fair and just report,
and ought to have been the report presented
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to this House. I have read the evidence
carefully, and I must say I think it diametrically contradicts the last clause of the
report, which says that .the Minister of
Railways has not been guilty of any improper conduct whatever. I admit that the
Minister has been fully cleared from any
charge of corruption, but I think it has
also been proved that he was guilty of
improper interference with the late Engineerin-Chief. The draft report says"Your committee would respectfully direct the
attention of the House to those portions of Mr.
Elsdon's evidence in which he complains of
having been subjected to improper treatment.
From the evidence referred to, it is manifest to
your committee that the relations existing between the honorable the Minister of Railways
and the late Engineer-in-Chief were such as to
militate against the efficiency of the public
service in the Hailway department. In the
opinion of your committee, no Minister of Railways should either :tIter specifications, or give
instructions to subordinate officers in the Engineer-in-Chief's department, as such conduct is
directly subversive of wholesome discipline.
"In the opinion of your committee, the late
Engineer-in-Chief was not treated with that
courtesy that was due to the high and responsible
office he held; and his evidence proves conclusively that he retired from the position of
Engineer-in-Chief under the impression that
he had been subjected to indignity by the present
Minister of Railways."

I think the evidence fully bears out that
conclusion, and if the committee had adopted
the draft report I believe their course would
have been unobjectionable. The committee,
however, went outside of their province to
express an opinion which they were not asked
to express, and not only that, but an opinion
entirely opposed to the evidence.
Mr. ROBERTSON.-No.
Mr. DEAKIN.-I admit that the charge
of corruption was not proved, and I never
held it to be proved. On that point, however, I would remark that, as there was a
l,awyer on the committee, I have been rather
surprised to notice that no evidence was
taken on two of the cardinal points of the
question, namely, as to where the money
came from which enabled Mrs. Bent to
purchase this gravel property, and as to
whether the rents and profits were paid to
the wife, and kept entirely distinct from the
accounts of the husband.' I only mention
this to show that the evidence was not
taken in the systematic manner it ought to
have been. The House is now deliberately
challenged by the committee to say that
the evidence taken at: this inquiry did not
disclose" any improper conduct whatever"
on the part of the Minister of Railways.
But if the evidence given by Mr. Elsdon as
to the interference of the Minister did not
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disclose very improper conduct I am very
much mistaken. According to that evidence
the Minister of Railways introduced totally
new principles into his control of the department, and if his conduct is to be endorsed
by the House the administration of the
public departments will, in the future, have
to be very different from what it has been in
the past. I would call attention to the
passage in Mr. Elsdon's evidence in which
he replies to the Chairman's question why he
retired. He said~
"I was driven into this very strange position
bv the interference of the Commissioner with
my professional duties. I was obliged to sign
certificates before any expenditure could be
made. I felt it to be very wrong for the Commissioner to order works to be constructed without first consulting me, as I was responsible for
signing those certificates, and by my signing such
certificates I placed myself in a. very strange
position with the Audit Commissioners. They
at times were brought to me in a 'hurry, and it
was only right I should know those things by
heart, so as to be aware I was signing proper
certificates. There was a large amount of work
in the department, and by signing those certificates, not knowing them by heart, I might be
placed in a very strange and false position.
Through the Minister ordering those things
behind my back, I could not exercise the proper
control over the expenditure of the department."

That evidence shows that the Minister of
Railways was gujlty of a most irregular interference that might have had consequences
which would place the late Engineer-inChief in a very serious position with the
Commissioners of Audit. Another instance
of the persistence of the Minister in the same
coutse of procedure is afforded in the following passage in Mr. Elsdon'sevidence : "In the specification from Elsternwick to
Brighton, had it also the' gravel'-bluestone was
not in it-is not that so ?-Yes.
"Was that contract or specification seen by
you before the contract was let ?-No. it purported to be based upon the altered one between
Windsor and Elsternwick, as I said yesterday."

Mr. WOODS.-He said he did not draw
the specifications for the Geelong station.
Mr. DEAKIN.-I admit he said so, and
I will deal with that point before I have clone.
I would also draw attention to the following
passage in Mr. Elsdon's evidence:" The third reason is the interference by the
Commissioner with my duties as Engineer-inChief., As regard~ the specifications for the
duplicating of the line on the Windsor and EIstern wick line, I should like the committee to
produce the first specification uuder which the
first tenders were sent in, also that specification
where the alterations are shown, also the specification after the alterations had been made
under which the second tenders were accepted,
of which I did not approve. The fourth reason
was with regard to the appointment of gangers by
the Engineer-in-Chief-tbat is gangers over the
lines, keeping the lines in repair. It had been the
custom, prior to my beingEngineer-in-Chief, for
the Engineer-in-Chief to appoint those ga~gers ..
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I wanted to keep the custom up, namely, the
appointment of gangers by the Engineer-inChief. The Commissioner wished to appoint
those men himself. It is very necessary that
those men should be good men, and that they
should graduate from a common labourer with
pick and shovel to being aganger. Iappealed tothe
Commissioner to allow me to do so. He would
not do so. I put a memo. on the papers to the
effect that I feared the Commissioner did not
sufficiently grasp the position of those men. I
assured hilli it was very desirable they should be
good men, know their duty well; nothing but experienced men should· hold this position, as the
safety of the public ina great measure depended
upon their carefulness and abilitl,. The reply of
the Minister was to this effect- I shall appointthose men as long as 1 am here.' The papers are
in existence pertaining to the matter. I would ask
the committee to let me have them."

There is no doubt that that was an improper
interference with the late Engineer-in-Ohief
in the discharge of his duties. As to the
gangers, the Minister of Railways gave tIllS
evidence :"With respect to gangers, that is a matter of
the policy of the Government to make appointments; but I never made any appointments
which I did not subject to the approval of the
officers under whom he has to work."

This sounds· very well, but I will direct the
attention of the House to the evidence given
by Mr. Lunt, wmch is as follows : "Is it usual for the Minister for the time
being to appoint those men without consulting
with the :Engineer-in-Chief ?-Tbe present Minister has only appointed one ganger during the
time he has been there.
"Was that ganger recommended by you ?-I
do not think he was.
"Whom was he recommended by?-I could
not say.
"Do you know the man ?-I believe he is a
very good man.
" Do you know him ?-No.
"Do you know if he was employed before
thaton the line, and had the necessary experience?
-I believe he was."

So that here we have a second instance of
the Minister's improper conduct, for a
principle is as much involved in the appointment of one ganger as in the appointment of a hundred. (Laughter from the
Ministerial benches.) That laughter would
not even do credit to an opera chorus. The
leader had to start it, and then other honOI·able members followed. Even if it is
reported in the newspapers, I do not suppose that it will mislead the public. The
case mentioned by Mr. Lunt happens to be
the only one brought to light, but how
many more appointments may there not
have been made without the responsible
officers of the department being consulted
by the Minister? The evidence shows
several cases of Ministerial interference with
the permanent head of the departmentnumerous instances of the late Engineer-inOhief not being consulted in matters &bollt
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which he ought to have been consulted. In
regard to the stations on the Mordialloc
line, Mr. Elsdon distinctly states that he
was set aside without being consulted.
Not only were plans that he had authorized
set aside, wmch proceeding might be a
matter of policy on the part of the Minister,
but new plans altogether unallthorized by
Mr. Elsdon were taken up and acted on.
The plans for the North Brighton station
were made by a gentleman who received his
orders direct from the Minister, " without
in !lny way," to quote the evidence of Mr.
Elsdon, "consulting or speaking to me."
With respect to the plans for that station,
and to the plans for the proposed station
at Point N epean-road, Mr. Elsdon says" Both those plans were prepared without my
consent, advice, or knowledge."

In fact, various station sites were chosen,
station sites were altered, and other departmental work was done by the Minister over
the head and behind the back of Mr. Elsdon.
I desire to notice another extraordinary
thing, about which I think that the public
are entitled to receive some information,
and I hope that the Minister of Railways,
when he addresses the House, will offer
some explanation on the subject. Referring
to the Jolimont accident, Mr. Elsdon says
in his evidence"I wrote a very long report at the request of
the Minister upon that very thing. • . • That·
report has been suppressed."

The J olimont accident is a matter of great
moment to the public, and yet a report upon
it written by the late Engineer-in-Ohief, at
the request of the Minister, has never been
laid before this House.
Mr. ANDERSON.-The committee had
nothing to do with that matter.
Mr. DEAKIN.-I do not say that they
had, but I would like to know why the
report has been suppressed. The cause of
the Jolimont accident is a matter of so
much importance that a committee has recently been appointed in another place to
inquire into the circumstances connected
with the catastrophe. I will call the
attention of the House to the following
evidence given by Mr. Elsdon as to the
alterations at the Geelong station : "The simple question put is, did you agree
with those Ueelong station alterations ?-No, I
tell you, it waR the order of the Minister-the
speCification I had a hand in.
".For instance, in this specification mortar
would be provided; was there any proportion of
sand and lime specified ?--I could not tell you
unless the specification was produced.
"At all events we understand that you did
not approve of the specification originally until
YQu licked it into shape ?-It was a bulk sum
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specification, and I lent a helping hand to get
the matter out of a mess.
"Did you not seek the assistance of Mr.
Hindley for the purpose of preparing this plan?
-No, the Minister applied to the Chief Secretary
for the loan of those men.
"Not on your recomlllendation ?-He did it
himself.
"Did you ask him ?-No; we had a hard
push at the time, no doubt. The works were
carried on quicker thau I should desire to prepare the plan properly .
•• Did you instruct Mr. Bindley to prepare the
plan ?-,-No.
"Did VOIl instruct him to prepare plans in
respect of any station ?-No.
"You did not approve of his plans for the
Geelong station ?-l'hey were left entirely to
the Minister."

Mr. ANDERSON.-But read on alittle
further.
Mr. VV ALSH. - Read Mr. Bindley's
evidence.
Mr. DEAKIN.-Mr. Bindley gave the
following evidence : . ClWhenwereyoufirstcommuuicatedwithabout
prepari II g plans for th e Geel on g station ?-A bout
the middle of Au¥ust, I think about the 23rd.
"From whom dId you receiv1e the communication ?-Icannot tell; I ought to have brought the
letter, but I have not.
U Was it the Secretary ?-I think U was, but I
do not recollect.
"Did you receive any instructions rel!1tive to
the nature of the work you were to prepare
plans for; were you to prepare trial planR out of
your head ?---Entirely from Mr. Elsdon.
UDiq he put them in writing?-No.
"What was the nature of the instructions?It was to go to Geelong, and look oyer the
station with the idea. of increasing the accommodation and widenin g the platform and roofing in
the whole station.
"Those ";vere the instructions you received from
Mr. Elsdon?-Yes.
"And you prepared a sketch ?-Yes."

And so on. This is only a partial contradiction of Mr. Elsdon, and does not alter
the fact that the plans were prepared by the
direction of the Minister, and approved of
by the Minister.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-Read question 649, and Mr. Bindley's reply to it.
Mr. DEAKIN.-I will read that and
some of the following questions, with the
answers given by Mr. Bindley:" Who ins~ucted you to prepare those plans?
-I had instructions from Mr. Elsdon.
"Did you submit the plan to him after you had
prepared it ?-Yes, and a report.
"Did he make any alteratlOus ?-A fterwards.
"When you submitted them ?-Not at the
time; after a time he made some n.lterations.
" Did those alterations tend to increase or decrease the cost of the work ?-Increase.
"Subject to those alterations, did he approve
of that work ?-I suppose so; of course he did.
He directed me to make certn.in alterations, and
I went on with the drawings."

And so on. What does this amount to ?
It does not amount to more than a partial
contradictioLl of whn.t l have previously
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read; and, if it is only a partial contradiction, it proves no more one way than the
other. It does not affect the fact that the
Minister, according to other extracts I have
read, interfered improperly with the Geelong
station and with four or five other stations.
I have quoted instance after instance of
interference by the Minister with tho functions of the permanent head of the department-interference with the appointment
of gangers, and interference with station
sites and station plans. The permanent head
was continually set aside and overridden.
His recommendations were disregarded,
· and the Minister acted entirely on his own
responsibility and judgment, perhaps with
the advice and assistance of subordinate
officers. If we allow such conduct to go to
the country with the endorsement of a committee of this House, all I can say is that
the committee have endorsed a view of
Ministerial responsibility which has never
yet been promulgated or defended either in
the House or outside of it. It has been
asserted both in the House and in the press,
time after time, that the acts of a Ministerand especially those of the Minister of a
department like the Railway departmentought to be confined to questions of policy,
and that he should interfere as little as
possible in mere matters of management.
That doctrine has been enunciated, not
once, but a thousand times, during the last
four years by honorable members opposite,
who are now giving their endorsement to
an entirely opposite theory. The new
theory is that a Minister ought to have
absolute power in his department-that,
because he is responsible, he, to use the
words of the Premier, can do what he
pleases. The Premier, in fact, contends
that the Minister of Railways, because he
is the person responsible to Parliament, can
interfere with the selection of employes and
with the working and management of the
railways, and that he can override all the
advice tendered to him by tlie permanent
head of the department. Such interference
· also is justified by the report of the select
committee. If this House is prepared to
endorse that view, it is prepared to endorse
· an entirely ncw departure.
Mr. lVIcINTYRE.-Sir, the committee
, were appointed at the instance of the honorable member for Ballarat West (lVIr.
Fincham), and their sole object, as I understand, was to inquire ,,,,hether or not the
Minister of Railways was guilty of any
corrupt conduct. I do not think the
committee can be said to have consisted of

!1dmini8tration oj the

[JUNE 13.J

Railway Department.

~47

D;lembers very favorably disposed towards
the Minister, and yet they have brought up
a report entirely exonerating the honorable
gentleman. The report says-

before the select committee?
evidence : -

months before the Minister of Railways
was in office. This was stated by the
honorable gentleman when the matter was
first brought under the notice of the Housp.,
and the statement was corroborated by the
late Mr. Ramsay, then honorable member
for East Bourke. The honorable member
for Ballarat 'Nest accused the Minister of
Railways of the grossest corruption.
Mr. FINCHAM.-I have denied repeatedly that I ever charged the Minister
with corruption.
Mr. McINTYRE.-If there was no
charge of corruption, the whole thing has
been a farce from beginning to end. The
honorable member for Ballarat VV cst occupies a most humiliating position. When he
made his charge's against the Minister 'of
Railways, he told the House that they were
based on information given to him by Mr.
Elsdon, but wh~t did' Mr. Elsdon say

Mr. FINCHAM.-Hear, heal'.
Mr. McINTYRE.-I am sorry that the
honorable member seems to defend the
course which he has pursued-a position
which is utterly indefensible. The whole
watter is in a nutshell. The Minister of
Railways has been hQnorably acquitted by
the committee, after they have made an
exhaustive investigation into the whole
circumstances of the case, and the House
ought not to have the slightei3t hesitation
in adopting the report. Any impartial
person who reads the evidence must be
convinced. that the committee conducted the
inquiry very carefully, and. tha.t their report
ought to be unanimously adopted. The
remarks made by the honorable member
for West Bourke as to Ministerial interference with officers of the Railway department are altogether beside th~ question.
There seems, however, to be a disposition

He gave this

"Are we to understand that you did not
volunteer any information to Mr. Fincham, or
he get the information from you in answer
"Your committee, having made a searching did
to questions ?-He asked me about this ballast.
investigation into all the surroundings of the He
had heard a good deal in his own district
inquiry remitted to them, also find that the about
the ballast coming from certaiu land. I
evidence has not disclosed any improper conduct told him
that of my own knowledge 1 did not
whatever, on the part of the Commissioner of know.
.
Railways."
"Will you say' yes' or 'no' ?-I am saying
Mr. DEAKIN.-They don't all say that. he asked me.
"You did not Tol unteer information ?-No.
The draft report does not say so.
"This is one statement Mr. :Fincham made in
Mr. McINTYRE.-vVe have nothing to the House :-' The Minister of Railways derived
a personal benefit out of the ballast used on the
do with the draft report. AU that we have line from Caulfielll to Mordialloc.' That is unto deal with is the report which is submitted true ?-As far as I know.
"You neTertold Mr. Fincham that?-No.
for the consideration of this House. I
"Did you when you saw Mr. Fincham speak
cannot understand what the Opposition are to him about the ballast, or did he speak to you
driving at. They appointed. their own a.bout the ballast ?-1 met Mr. Fmcham one
morning in town, and he began speaking about
committee.
the ballast on the Brighton line, and told me
lVIr.lVIUNRO.-Noj itwas a Government that he had heard it a good deal spoken about
in his own district, and he asked me. 1 said of
committee.
'
my own knowledge I did not know, and 1 do Dot
lVIr. MoINTYRE.-At all events the know now, but 1 believe it was correct-that is,
that
it came from that particular land; I was
Government acted very fairly in the matter.
pretty confident that it did.
They gave the Opposition a majority on the'
"You did not state on that occasion that you
committee. The honorable member for thought Mr. Bent derived any benefit from it?
could put his own construction on it.
West Bourke (Mr. Deakin), in dealing -He
"You did not say that the Minister was inwith the report, has gone outside the matters terested in the supply of ballast to the Caulfield
which were referred to the committee. The and Mordialloc line through his wife ?-1 am not
of the Minister, or anyone connected with
real question remitted to the committee was aware
the Minister, supplying any ballast on the Caulwhether or not the Minister of Railways field and Mordialloc line; and there 1 think the
was guilty of corrupt conduct in con- thing has been jumbled up, through Mr. Fincham
understanding thc matter.
nexion with the supply of gravel to a not"He
goes on-' It would require more than
railway contractor from land. belonging to ordinary fortitude on the part of an officer to
!lay
that
tlie ballast wa~ not in accordance with
his wife. The honorable member says that the specification'
?-1 am not respousible for
the committee did not inquire where Mrs. everything a Member of Parliament says in the
Bent got the money to buy the land; but House.
Mr. Fincham had not spoken to you about
would the committee have been justified in the" If
ballast, you would not have introdt1;ced the
making such :all inquiry? The fact 'was subject ?-1 do not know. 1 cannot fore&tall
that the land was pnrchased by Mrs. Bent even my own thoughts."
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on the part of some of the members of the
Opposition to delay the business or the
country by every means they can possibly
resort to. That appears to me to be their
real purpose in raising objections to the
report; but I hope the report will be
adopted without rurther waste or t.ime.
Mr. FISHER.-Mr. Speaker, under
ordinary circumstances I would not trouble
the House with any remarks on this occasion,
as I was one or the members or the select
committee appointed to inquire into the
charges made against the Minister or Railways. I do not think there ~hould be any
necessity for any membCl; of the committee
to say anything on the subject, but I feel
it my duty to offer some observations in
consequence of statements which have been
made by some honorable members sitting
in this (the opposition) corner. ' The honorable member ror West Bourke (Mr.
D.eakin) says that he is perfectly satisfied
wIth the first rour parts or the verdict which
has been returned by the committee but he
objects to the 5th paragraph, whicil deals
with the very question that the committee
wi th one exception, believed was the real issu~
submitted to them. During the debate on the
motion for the appointmellt of the committee,
the honorable member ror Oastlemaine (Mr.
Pearson) stated that the Minister of Railways
was not charged with corrnpt conduct but
with improper conduct, and the hon;rable
member fo~' Rodney (Mr. Gillies) said that
the comnllttee would no doubt inquire as
to whether the Minister had been guilty of
any impropriety. In fact, it was declared
on all sides of the House that the Minister
of Railways was accused of improper conduct, but not of corruption. Therefore, if
the committee had confined their report
simply to returning bald answers to the
four specific heads of the inquiry set forth
in the motion passed by the House, they
would have seriously failed in their duty.,
The late Engineer-in-Ohief distinctly repudiated any imputation of corrupt conduct
on the part of the Minister of Railways
nor did ,he even allege that the honorabl~
gentleman was guilty of improper conduct.
vVhat he did say amounted to this: he
thought that his dignity had been touchedthat some indignity had been cast on him
'-?e.cause he was not consulted by the
MUllster upon mutters about which he
considered he ought to have been consulted.
As to the:~gangers, Mr. Elsdon was asked
if he had not too many things to do without looking .after the gangers, but he said
th~t he thought he ought to have been
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consulted as to the appointment of gangers,
and that the Minister had nothing to do,
with them. In fact, from the eviden~e of
Mr. Elsdon, it seems as if he considers the
Minister of Railways an individual of but
secondary importance in the departmentnothing at all in comparison with the
Engineer-in-Ohief. But even Mr. Elsdon
did not support the statements made in
this House by the honorable member for
Ballarat vVest (Mr. Fihcham) before the
committee was appointed. I will call the
attention of honorable members to the following extract from Mr. Elsdon's evidence:"There was evidently great confusion in the
House with regard to the Windsor and .l£lsternwick, and :Elsternwick and Brighton, aDd the
Mordialloc lines. An utter confusion, and I
may say that I read Mr. Fincham'S speech over,
and he undoubtedly appeared to be lost in the
whole case in regard to that, because he was
applying the other specification between Elsternwick and Brighton instead of that between
Windsor and Elsternwick. He evidently did
not know sufficient of the subject to guide him.

apparently."
Mr. FINOHAM.-If you read the speech
you will find that precisely the opposite is
the case.
Mr. FISHER.-The honorable member
for Ballarat vVest,' instead of coming before
th~ con~mittee in a straightforward way, and
rClteratmg the charges he had made in the
House, 'said that he declined to be the prosecutor. He refused to take the lead in the
inquiry in any shape or form. The honorable member has presumed to criticise
the report of the committee, but he withdrew from the committee-room, and therefore
he is not capable of fairly judging of the
evidence. The perusal of the printed report
of the evidence is not sufficient to enable the
honorable member to form a full and correct
OpllllOll. The appearance of the witnesses
and the manner in which they give their
evidence are important elements in enabling
any committee to decide what weight ought
to be attached to the testimony which is adduced before them. The honorable member
said that the conciusions drawn by the committee were antagonistic, but there is no
antagonism whatever between them. Each.
finding of the committee is consistent with
the others. If the honorable member means
to say that the inferel~ces drawn by the committee from the evidence are untrue, he is
egregiously mistaken. I will call attention
to another portion of the examination of
Mr. Elsdon : "You read that speech concerning the ballast?
-Yes; at least a good portion of it, and it appeared to me that Mr. Fincham was entirely lost

in the matter. For iustance, Mr. Fincham said
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that the specification, that is the altered one, pertained to the contract between Elsternwick and
Brighton-it was not so. The altered specification pertained to the contract between Windsor
and Elsternwick."

Mr. FINCHAM.-That is exactly what
I said.
Mr. FISHER.-Mr. Elsdon, I think, has
anything but good reason for being grateful
to the honorable member for bringing the
matter before the House in the way he did.
However, in his evidence before the committee, he gave the honorable member some
severe trouncings, of which the following is
a specimen : "Yon did not say that the Minister was interested in the supply of ballast to the Caulfield
and Mordialloc line through his wife ?-I am not
aware of the Minister, or anyone connected with
the Minister, supplying any ballast on the Caulfield and Mordialloc line; and there. I think,
the thing has been jumbled up, through Mr.
Fincham not understanding the matter."

And yet it was upon information given by
Mr. Elsdon that the honorable member for
Ballarat West ventured to rise in his place
in this House, and make charges against
the Minister of Railways. Sir, some reflections have been thrown on the committee. It has been said, for instance,
that they have not given a unanimous verdict. I, however, maintain that they observed to the letter the true constitutional
practice in their mode of procedure. The
Chairman certainly brought up a draft report, and that draft report was considered,
certain portions of it being adopted and
other portions rejected. The whole of the
fiudings of the committee, as contained in
the report which they have submitted to the
House, were agreed to unanimously, with
the exception of the last, from which the
Chairman dissented. I would not have referred to this exception if it had not already
been. mentioned by the Chairman. The
verdict of the committee, in short, is similar
to that of a British jury; and who ever
sought to go behind the verdict of a British
jury, and inquire how they arrived at their
decision? To endeavour to ascertain how a
jury arrived at their verdict is a most improper thing to do. The honorable member
for Ballarat West has said that he was
prevented from making a full statement to
the committee, but who stopped him?
Mr. FINCHAlVI.-You did.
Mr. FISHER.-I only did so in order to
get the honorable member to explain himself,
and make his meaning clear to the committee.
vVill the honorable member say that he was
stopped in such a way that he was unable to
give his evidence properly?
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Mr. FINCHAM.-I assert most plainly
that it was so.
Mr. FISHER. - Does the honorable
member imply that he was stopped from
saying what he had a right to say to the
committee? If he does, his statement is
not consistent with the facts of the case,
for the honorable member had every latitude.
The committee wished him to bring any
witness he thought fit, but the honorable
member said he did not wish to interferehe did not desire to take any part in prosecuting the inquiry. But the honorable
member's witnesses came after him. Mr.
Elsdon, his chief witness, did not confirm
the statements which the honorable member
had made in the HOl1.Se; and, moreover, on
important points the evidence of Mr. Elsdon
was contradicted by his own officers.
Mr. FINCHAlVI.-Of course, because
they were acting in opposition to him.
Mr. FISHER.-Is the honorable member
not satisfied with what has been said and done?
Mr. FINCHAM.-Indeed I am not.
Mr. FISHER.-Then I will say that,
before the honorable member preferred a
charge of corruption or of improper conduct
against the Minister of Railways, he ought
to have known what evidence he could
produce in justification of his accusation.
Mr. FINCHAM.-Every statement I
made is fully borne out by the evidence.
Mr. FISHER.-Can any honorable
member who has read the evidence support
that assertion, or say that the Minister of
Railways has been guilty even of impropriety "in connexion with the supply of
ballast to the contractors for the Brighton
and Elsternwick Railway duplication contract" ?
Mr. FINCHAM.-Yes, of gross impropriety.
.
Mr. FISHER.-I venture to say that
the honorable member has not read' the
evidence.
lVIr. FINCHAM.-Indeed I have.
Mr. FISHER.-Then the honorable
member ought to be ashamed to make
such an assertion. The evidence given by
the contractors, by Mr. Elsdon, and by the
officers of the Railway department all contradict anything of the kind. It has been
proved as clearly as possible that Mr. Bent
knew nothing about gravel for the line
being supplied from his wife's gravel-pit,
and that the first intimation he obtained
of it was from seeing the gravel carts
pass backward and forward. Every charge
brought against the Minister has fallen to
the ground. With reference to the 3rd
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charge, as to "the disputes about the
ballast supplied on the Caulfield' and
lVlordialloc line," the evidence shows that
the late Engineer-in-Chief was dictatorial,
that he usurped functions which did not
belong to him, and rode rough-shod over
the Minister and everybody else. The
4th count on which the committee were
asked to give a verdict was whether any
corrupt conduct on the part of the Minister
of Railways "was the cause of the 'retire~ent of the late Engineer-in-Chief." Mr.
Elsdon would not say that it was. vVhat
he did say was that he 'was worn out by a
great deal of work, and that he thought
some indignities had been put upon himthat he had ~t been consulted about some
stations, and about the appointment of
gangers, or Bome other trifling matters,
which, if he had had any regard for his own
dignity, he would have considered it beneath
him to have anything to do with. l\ir.
Elsdon took offence at the Minister because
he thought he had been ignored in these
things, and yet the Minister was the' very
man who had raised his salary, aUll who
always consulted him on any question on
which it was necessary that his advice
should be obtained. In fact, I reminded
Mr. Elsdon that, when I went to see the
Minister of Railways about a particular
line I was interested in, the honorable gentleman would not answer me a question
until he sent for Mr. Elsdon. I asked Mr.
Elsdon, when before the committee, if such
was not the case, and he was forced to
admit that it was. With regard to the
missing specification, I wonder whether the
honorable member for Ballarat West has
seen it.
Mr. FINCHAM.-Yes.
Mr. FISHER.-As one accustomed to
weigh evidence, I would have said, even if I
had not heard the evidence of the Minister
of Railways at all, that the document itself
was a sufficient justification of the Minister.
The inference to be drawn from the paper
is that the Minister did not make the corre~tions. There are two sorts of writing on
the paper-the one in black, and the other
in blue; and any one accustomed to interview
the Minister of Railways knows that the
memoranda which he makes on, documents
are made in blue pencil, and in a particularly
big serawling hand. They are made in
such a way that I could swear to them in any
court of law. As soon as I saw the paper,
the whole thing was as clear as daylight.
But there was 'the Minister's evidence.
'Yhen before the committee, th:e Minister
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was closely pressed by the Ohairman as to
the ins and outs of every part of that paper,
with the result that the Chairman was
satisfied. The honorable member for Ballarat vVest has talked about the puny and
insignificant attempts on the part of the
commit,tee to find the specification.' But
what more could the committee have' done
thali ,they did? Everything in the shape
of evidence, whether from man or from paper,
the 'C-ommittee tried to obtain; and, I think,
they were most successful in getting everything calculated to throw light on this
particular case. With regard to what the
honora ble member for Ballarat West has said
about irregularities, I am not aware that
the evidence disclosed any. One member of
the committee was certainly of opinion that,
in some matters, the Engineer-in-Chief
ought in a manner to override the Minister
of Railways, but the other members of the
committee were of a different opinion; and
that one member did not hold out that
there was anything improper about the
conduct of the, Minister of Railways.
Therefore, lookil~g at the whole thing,
and in view of the remarks which have
been made to-night, I am somewhat at a
loss to understand what there is to answer.
The honorable member for West Bou.rke
has talked about the committee's negligence in not finding how Mrs. Bent became possessed of the money to buy the
gravel-pit property; but the documents
produced before the committee showed that
a very small portion of money was forthcoming at the time of sale, because the
property was bought" on terms." Yet the
honorable member says he has carefully
perused the evidence. The honorable member for Ballarat West talks of my having
touched up and perfected a sort of work of
,a.rt. The honorable member borrowed that
phrase from a c~rtain public journal, which
censured me a fortnight ago for running
away from my duties on the committee in
order that I might pay a visit to my constituents. The fact is that, ten days before
the committee were appointed, arrangements
were made whereby I was to visit my district and address certain of my constituents.
Although appointed to the high duty of
acting on the committee, I felt that I must
keep faith with my constituents, and. keep
faith with them I did, and yet I came Lack
to Melbourne in time 'to see even the
beginning of this investigation.
The
journal I refer to censured me, in the first
place, for running away from my duty, and,
secondly, for perfecting a particular work of
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art. The latter obnoxious pkrase was
repeated by the honorable member for
Ballarat West this evening. I don't think
I deserve it. I am only conscious of having done my very best to perform a somewhat disagreeable duty-a duty involving
considerable pecuniary loss to myself, and
also the loss of a certain amount of prestige,
because my absence from my profession
not only means that I do not receive certain briefs, but that I get a bad name for
being away when wanted for certain work.
In performing my duty I did not act as a
partisan. No member appoin~ed on a select
committee to investigate the conduct of a
brothel' member, and still less the conduct
of a Minister of the Crown, ought to act as a
partisan. 1I1ay lays it down that on a select
committee there are supposed to be strong
partisans on either side. That applies to
certain kinds of select committees-for
instance, a select committee on the tramway
question; but in a case involving the honour
of an honorable member, or the honour of
a Minister of the Crown, no member with
a due sense of honour could go on a select
committee to act as a partisan. I did not
act as a partisan on this committee, nor
have I acted as a partisan on any committee
on which I have had the honour to sit. I
say the honorable member who was the
means of initiating the charges against the
Minister of Railways is very much to be
blamed, not only for initiating them, but,
still worse, for his singular bad taste in
still holding to what he said, in spite of the
evidence brought to contradict him. Not
satisfied with failing to substantiate his
charges, notwithstanding his statements
were contradicted by the very person upon
whom he relied to support them, he must
now throw mud. upon the committee-the
jury that dealt with the whole question.
That appears to me to be in singularly bad
taste. I can scarcely think of the conduct
of the honorable member for Ballarat Vifest
without recalling the scene from Shakspeare
in which Portia says"Tarry, Jew;
The law hath yet another hold on you.

*

*

*

*

For it appears by manifest proceeding,
That indirectly, and directly too,
'l'hou hast eontriv'd against the very life
Of the defendant; and thou hast incurr'd
'1'he danger formerly by me rehears'd.
Down, therefore, and beg mercy of the duke."

And I say that" down" should the honorable member for Ballarat West go, and" beg
mercy" of this House for having forced on
an investigation which has been attended by
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the loss and waste of so much time, and,
worst of all, for having made assertions
which led to an imputation of d.ishonour
. being cast upon an honorable member who
is also a Minister of the Crown. Such
accusations should not be lightly made, and,
having been made, they ought to be proved.
An honorable member who makes such
charges from his place in thie House ought
to have the courage of his opinions, and
come forward and prove his case. The
honorable member for Ballarat West refused
to do tha t. But if he was justified in making
the statements he did, he ought to have
acted as prosecutor. The honorable member
was wrong in not looking thoroughly into
the matter before he brought any charge
against the Minister of Railways; he was
wrong in being the cause for the appointment of the select committee; he was
further wrong in throwing mud. at the
committee after they had fulfilled their
duty; and, worst of all, he was wrong tonight, in the face of the evidence which has
been taken, in maintaining that he is right
and that the whole House is wrong.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-Mr. Speaker, I
don't think anything which has been said
during this debate can justify the speech
which has just been delivered. No one else
suspects the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr . Fisher) of acting as a partisan
upon the committee. Why, then, should
he suspect himself? Why should he attempt
to put it into the mouths of honorable
members that it is possible for him to act
as a partisan? Why should the honorable
member assail the honorable member for
Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham) without
some sufficient reason? I venture to think
the honorable member has entirely misapprehended the powers and functions of the
committee he has been sitting upon, and
the reason why it 'was appointed. The
honorable member asks-" 'Vho ever thinks
of going behind a jury?" But, surely, the
honorable member does not suppose that
the committee was a jury? The honorable
member should look at the circumstances
under which the committee was appointed
before he comes to the conclusion that he
occupied the place of a juryman. The
committee was appointed to inquire into
certain charges, and to report upon those
charges to this House. The committee
has submitted its report; this House is
now considering that report; and where is
the offence of which the honorable member
for Ballarat West has been guilty in criticising the document? I say that it is not
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only the function but the duty of honorable
members to criticise the report, and, if they
differ from it., to state the reasons why.
The honorable member for Mandurang has
laid great stress upon the supposed charge
of corruption made against the Minister of
Railways. But the honorable member for
Ballarat West did not make that charge,
nor did any honorable member on this (the
opposition) side of the House. vVhy
honorable members on this side, almost
without exception, when the motion for the
appointment of the committee w'as uB.der
consideration, refused to believe that any
charge of corruption lay against the lVIinister of Railways. At the same time they'
considered there had" been a case of maladministration, and it was upon that question
that opinions ",vere expressed. The charge
of corruption is one which ought never to
have been made-which there was no evidence
to support. But there was evidence outside
that charge which the committee should
have reported upon. I venture to say that
the Minister of Railways sees in that evidence something which ought to be remedied, but the committee took no notice of
it, and yet we are told that the action of
the committee ought not to be criticised.
Ample evidence as to the demoralization of
the Railway department was given by the
late Engineer-in-Chief, and it is quite
possible that the Minister of Railways feels
that the department is demoralized. With
regard to the ballast on the Mordialloc
Railway, it appears by the evidence that
that ballast was accepted by Mr. Madden,
the inspecting:engineer, and Mr. Richmond,
an inspector of permanent way under him,
and afterwards, on the reports of those
officers, it was accepted by Mr. Ford. Yet
the late Engineer-in-Chief condemned the
baUast, or, at all events, made some remark
to the inspecting engineer that the ballast
was not up to the mark-that it was not
according to specification. I think there
is evidence of a minute on the papers, by
the Minister of Railways himself, that the
ballast was not up to specification. But
notwithstanding this, Mr. Madden wrote
notes to the contractors telling them that
he approved of and would pass the ballast
which the Engineer-in-Chief had condemned.
Those notes, I believe, were afterwards sent
by the contractors to the late Engineer-inChief, and thus the Engineer-in-Chief was
brought into controversy with the contractors. Now, I think, itm).lst be admitted that
it is impossible for the public works of this
country, and especially railway works, to
Mr. Richardson.
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be conducted properly with such insub~
ordination and demoralization prevailing.
It appears that Mr. Madden was so dissatisfied with the condition of things that
he asked the Minister of Railways, first, to
have an inquiry, and then to dismiss him.
It appears also that the late Engineer-inChief was so beset with difficulties that it
was impossible for him to do his work, or
to get work done, as it should be done.
vVith regard to the specification for the
duplication of the Windsor and Elsternwick
line, it appears that tenders were invited for
a certain date. Tenders came in, but it was
considered that they were too high. After
some consultation between the Minister of
Railways and the late Engineer-in-Chief,
the specification was altered so as to provide
that the ballast should be either of gravel
or bluestone, instead of bluestone only, and
frcsh tenders were called for. Now the
late Engineer-in-Chief states that, although
the specification was drawn in September,
it was not until the following January that
he knew the alteration had been made.
Mr. BENT.-He recommended the tender that was accepted.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-But he made the .
recommendation WitilOut knowing the change
in the specification which had been effected.
The alteration was made by some oneapparently by a subordinate engineer. lVIr.
Elsdon presumes that, in some conversation
which the Minister of Railways had with a
subordinate officer, instructions must have
been given for the alteration of the specification. But it is extraordinary if specifications can be altered in this way in the
Railway department without anyone being
held responsible. Here is where the demoralization exists." I certainly think,
notwithstanding the denial of the Premier,
that that honorable gentleman had an
intention" of interfering with the late
Engineer-in-Chief. I think the Premier
was to blame for the course he pursued
towards lVIr. Elsdon. Mr. Elsdon was dealt
with in a way in which no Engineer-in~
Chief ought to be dealt with. If Mr.
Elsdon was not capable of performing his
duties, he ought to have been displaced, and
some competent person ought to have been
appointed in his stead. I think there will
have to be a radical change in the Railway
department before it can be managed with
satisfaction to the Minister of Railways, to
this House, and to the country. I would
not like to draw the line between what the
Minister should do and what the professional
head of the department should do. According
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to the evidence, the late Engineer-in-Chief
supposed that in passing work, and signing papers for progress payments, in connexion with the Mordialloc line, he was
placing before the Audit Commissioners
works which he himself had approved of,
but with which, it turns out, he had nothing
to do, and which he did not approve of.
But that is a position which an Engineerin-Chief ought not to be placed in. vVith
regard to all professional questions, I think
the Engineer-in-Chief ought to have a
necessary amount of latitude; he ought to
be the judge, and to take the responsibility
of his judgments. I don't approve of the
course which Mr. Elsdon took in some
matters-in matters in which he sought to
overrule the Minister. I think the Minister
was perfectly right in asserting his opinion
in connexion with several things in which
he did assert his opinion. However, I am
afraid that in all the departments we are
getting accustoined to decide almost everything from a political point of view. Professional men are overruled, because it is
sought to decide everything from a political
stand-point. But, I would ask, how far
should questions' be decided in that way?
Ministers have gradually entered upon a
course which leads them from their propel'
sphere to go and decide professional questions on political grounds. In saying this,
I am not seeking to attack this or that
particular Ministel'-I am only speaking
about the system which is gradually obtaining. In conclusion, I say that the evils
which the committee, by the evidence they
have taken, have revealed, ought l~ot to be
permitted. I believe the Minister of Railways, until he has thoroughly re-ol'ganized
the engineering branch, so that the officers
employed in it may be control·led by some
one, will never be able to work his department with any satisfaction. If the department is to be, conducted as it has been
hitherto, there will be constant collisions
and difficulties. It is the duty of the
House to see that such a state of things
does not continue, and that it is removed
as speedily as possible.
Mr. BELL.-Sir, as one of the members charged with not doing their duty on
the committee, I think it only right to say
a few words in defence of the report which
the committee have brought up. My honorable colleague (Mr. Pincham) talks of
the committee having resorted to the
" white-washing" process, and he has made
some very severe remarks about the Minister of Railways. Indee'd he has intimated
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that the committee were incapable of understanding the evidence laid before them, and
that, in consequence, the conclusions they
arrived at were such as the evidence could
not justify. The honorable member has indulged in a piece of special pleading worthy
of a member of the legal fraternity, but I
am not going to find fault with him on
that ground. Indeed I am on the very
best of terms with him, and I wish to continue so. I don't think I need ,say much
with reference to the supply of ballast to
the contractors for the Elsternwick and
Brighton duplication line. I b~lieve the
Minister of Railways is perfectly guiltless,
in every respect, so far as that work is concerned. With reference to the a.lteration
of the specification for the Windsor and
Elsternwick duplication line, I may mention
that I and others really thought, for some
time, that there was something strange in
connexion with that matter; but, when the
specification was produced before the committee, I saw at once that ,the Minister of
Railways had not been guilty of any impropriety. I know ,something of these
matters, being an old contractor, and it
frequently occurs, when tenders are too
high, that the specifications are altered, so
that, by the omission of expensive items,
the work may be brought within the original estimate. But the question is-Who
made these alterations? The lat~ Engineerin-Chief said the Minister made them, but,
although we had no sufficient evidence on
the subject before the original specification
was found, when it was found it proved
conclusively that the Minister did not make
,them. Noone can now charge him with
having made them. Who it was that
changed that specification I, for one, would
very much like to know. The alterations
a.re not in the Minister's hand-writing, as
anyone can see who examines them, and Mr.
Elsdon denies having had any hand in
them. The point upon which I wish most
to speak is that respecting the ballast on
thelVlordialloc Railway. For my part, I don't
believe the Engineer-in-Chief has any right
to be perfectly absolute in judging of any
work done under him, and one of the first
things I tried to do, after I became a member
of the House, was to procure some alteration
of the clause in the conditions of contract
in connexion with the Railway, Public
VV orks, Educa,tion, and other departmentR
-it was originally introduced by Mr. T.
Higinbotham-which gave absolute authority to the Engineer-in-Chief, and also to
the officers in eonuexiol1 with the other
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departments who held a similar position.
There was no appeal from any such officer
to the Minister above him, or to the judge
of any court. He was supreme, his will
was absolute, and what he said no one could
possibly get over. I think that too much
to allow to any man. Moreover, because
the Government adopted that condition,
every architect in the country felt bound to
do the same thing, and what contractors
suffered under the arrangement no one,
except themselves, really knows. 'VeIl,
directly I got into Parliament I began about
that, but matters went on as they were until
a. committee of which I was a member-I
forget its name-brought up a report recommending that the clause should be
altered, and altered it was, arbitration clauses
being introduced in its stead. And now as
to the ballast laid on the Mordialloc line.
. In the first place, it was approved of by
three engineers of the Railway department,
subordinate of course to Mr. Elsdon, every
one of them giving it the highest character.
They spoke of it as being the best ballast
that could possibly be got for the work.
Time went on, and, at last, nine miles of
the line having been laid with the material,
it was disapproved of at head-quarters.
Just as the railway was about to be opened,
Mr. Elsdon got Mr. Ford to send a letter
to the engineers of the line saying the ballast
was all condemned. Now was that fair to
the contractors? It is all very well to talk
about a responsible engineer having freedom
of action, but how about the contractors under
him? Why the act I speak of was calculated
to ruin the contractors for the Mordialloc line.
A most gross injustice was done to them.
If their ballast deserved condemnation, it
ought to have been condemned before it
was laid. The contractors should have
been told in writing that it was not up to
the conditions. As a matter of fact, two
progress payments at the full price had
been passed for the ballast, when Mr. Elsdon came on the ground himself, walked
over the completed portion of the line, and
finally went back to Melbourne without
saying a word against the material used.
Furthermore he subsequently allowed two
more progress paym~nts at the full price
on account of ballast, before any real com~
plaint from him on the subject was heard.
Not until notice Was sent round that the
line Was ready to be opened did it come out
that the ballast was deemed not fit, and
must either be removed or paid for at a reduced price. I say it is impossible for that
sort of proceeding to be justified. If any
Mr. Bell.

fault ought to be found with the Minister
of Railways for interfering, it should be
found on the ground that he did not interfere quite in the right way. I think, too,
that the Premier should be censured for
what he said to Mr. Elsdon about the ballast. He said-" Fix your own price; do
anything you like, and whatever your decision is the Government will support you in
it." I maintain he had no right to say that
when there was an arbitration court to refer
to. The contractors prayed Mr. Elsdon to
submit the matter to arbitration, but he
refused to do so. I put the question myself to Mr. Elsdon, but he replied t·hat his
decision was absolute-that no one had any
power but himself. He stated plainly that
he could, if he chose to do so, hinder any
contractor under him from having a board
of arbitration. I don't think that is the case •
it is, the Government ought to alter the
system at once.
Mr. BENT.-It is not the case.
Mr. BELL.-Certainly I have not been
actuated by any feelings against Mr.
Elsdon. 'Vhen I went on the committee
I was, if anything, biased in his favour,
and nothing ever surprised me more than
finding his evidence so weak and feeble, and
that he contradicted himself in almost every
particular. I attribute that to his being in
a very nervous condition. He seemed so
sensitive to little interferences as to let them
rob him of his nervous power.
Mr. JAMES.-The Premier said Mr.
Elsdon lost his head.
Mr. BELL.-That is a. figurative expression, but it means pretty much the
same thing. As for Mr. Elsdon resigning
his position because of the Mordialloc bal.
last business, I say he ought to have done
nothing of the kind, but simply to have
allowed the contractors a board of arbitratOl'S. I will not say much more upon the
subject. I fully agree with tho finding of the
committee, and if th:e honorable members
who sit with me on the opposition benches
differ from me on that point I cannot help
it. I believe that X have been as impartial
and honest in the matter as a man could be,
and I cannot give up the convictions I have
arrived at. Some little feeling has been
expressed that I was not a proper man to
put on the committee, and I notice that the
, A.ge was inspired to say the same thing.
In its issue of the 24th May, that newspaper stated that three honorable members
appointed to the committee ought not to
be upon it. One was the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr. Fisher), I forget
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who the second was, but the third was
declared to be unfit because he was a particular friend of the Minister of Railways,
and had a son who had a good deal to do
with Government contracts. I thought
when I first saw that article that I would
give up my place on the committee, but
when I mentioned my feelings to my friends
they insisted upon my letting the thing
pass by. I may as well, however, say a
word or two now to clear myself. It is well
known I was referred to, although I ha.ve
no more intimacy with the Minister of
Railways than I have with any other honorable members of the Chamber, and I think
I am personally acquainted with all of them.
As for my son, I will say that I have
nothing, directly or indirectly, to do in the
slightest degree with a ny of his contracts.
I went on the committee desiring to perform my duty impartially, and I think I
have done that. I acted to the best of my
ability, and I have no reason to regret any
portion of the result.
Mr. ANDERSON.-Mr. Speaker, there
are one or two points in connexion with
this matter that I feel bound to refer to.
"'V hat was the main charge brought against
the Minister 'of Railways? That he altered
or ordered-the alteration of the specification
for the ballast of a particular railway line
80 that gravel might be used instead of
bluestone, the inference thrown out clearly
being, although it was not expressly stated,
that it was intended that the gravel ballast
employed should be obtained from certain
land belonging to Mrs. Bent. But upon
iIwestigating the matter very closely-I
may say I think the committee travelled a
little beyon.d their province-they found that
the charge was altogether unfounded, inasmuch as the alteration that was made referred to a line of railway different from the
one immediately in question. Hence I was
not at all surprised at Mr. Elsdon stating
to the committee that the honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham) had
evidently got "fogged." That was the
expression he used, although I don't find
it in the printed evidence. In fact, Mr.
Elsdon distinctly and emphatically declared
that he did not for one moment believe that
the Minister of Railways had any COfl11pt
motive, or did any corrupt act, or that anything corrupt was at all attachable to him.
It appears indeed, from the statement of
the honorable member for Ballarat West,
that we would have heard nothing whatever
of the matter he brought up but for the refusal of the Minister of Railways to carry out
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som,e very expensive improvements at the
Ballarat station. Upon receiving that refusal, the honorable member went to the
late Engineer-in-Chief to find out what alterations were being made at the Geelong
station, and that officer told him that,
surprising as the alterations going on at
Geelong were, he could tell him what
would astonish him a great deal more.
The honorable member declares that the
late Engineer-in-Chief volunteered this remark, but the latter asserts on his side that
he was, in the first place, pressed for information on the subject. There is, indeed, a.
considerable conflict of testimony between
these two gentlemen, and the one to be
believed is difficult to find out. At the
same time there is one fact staring us in the
face-namely, that a great many of the
statements made to the committee by Mr.
Elsdon, against whom I don't wish to say
a single word, were not borne out by' the
documentary evidence, in the shape of letters
and other papers, placed before us. I regret
. honorable members cannot see some of the
letters I refer to, especially one which constitutes the basis of a charge brought by
Mr. Elsdon against the Minister, that he
refused, in rather an insulting manner, to
appoint certain assistant engineers. But
if honorable members could read that letter
they would find in it-what? A statement
by the Minister of Railways that the late
Engineer-in-Chief had been relieved of the
general management of the railways especially in order that he might be better able
to attend to their engineering management.
Surely there was nothing insulting in saying
that. Mr. Elsdon was also asked whether he
had had the aid of resident engineers when h9
was general manager as well as Engineer-inChief, and he had to reply "No." To my
mind, the letter which Mr. Elsdon described
as insulting appears to be, on the contrary,
particularly reasonable. Thealterations in
the ballast specification ofi a particular line
have been frequently referred to; and I may
remark that they show, in a special way, how
important it was for the committee to obtain
the original document relating to them. We
have been told to-night that the committee
had no right to refuse to receive the
copy of those alterations, made by himself,
'Which the late Engineer-in-Chief tendered
to them; but, had they acceptcd it, of what
value would it have been? It would have
been misleading in the extreme, inasmuch
as it was the manner ,in which the specification was altered, and not the alterations
themselves, that showed that the Minister
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of Railways was not guilty of the charge
levelled against him. The copy would
doubtless have set forth the various erasures
and insertions made in the document, but
.everything would have been in one handwriting, whereas the original document
showed at once in the plainest way, by the
differences in the hand-writing, what the
Minister wrote, and also what we may
naturally· infer the late Engineer-in-Ohief
wrote. I repeat that it is a very natural
inference that, the queries marked on the
document in blue pencil being in the
Minister's hand-writing, it was the late
Engineer-in-Ohief who wrote whatis written
in black-lead pencil. Unquestionably the
latter told the committee that he had the
document .locked up in his drawer for a
length of time, and that he took a copy of it
-the particular copy which was tenderedlest·the original should go astray. We may
also look at the affair of the alterations at
the Geelong station. We have the direct
statement of Mr. Elsdon that he had
nothing to do with them-that he did not
alter, and did not instruct the architect
to prepare plans.
I~l fact, he repudiated the whole business, founding his
statement oil the circumstance that his
signature was not attached to the plans.
Well, the plans were produced, and what
did they show? I t is true his signature
was not upon them, but it proved to be
equally true that alterations he had ordered
were upon them. The gentlenian who prepared those alterations said he did so in
accordance with Mr. Elsdon's instructions.
Also more than one officer in the Railway
department stated that Mr. Elsdon did not
put his name to a great many documents
which had been prepared at his instance.
The most charitable construction is that he
had altogether too much to do. No single
individual could carryon the work of
managing the Railway department in detail
even to the appointment of a ganger. That
must be more than anyone man' could
possibly grasp. Yet it was part of Mr.
Elsdon's complaint that the Minister of
Railways appointed gangers, and at the
same time it is in evidence that the Minister
appointed only one ganger during the whole
tIme he and Mr. Elsdon were together in
the department, and that that man was
well qualified for the office allotted to him.
vVe know that the late· Engineer-in-Chief
was worried, but I believe he was more
worried by himself than by anybody else.
He has a nervous excitable temperament;
he found his work too much for him, and
Mr. Anderson.
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his physical condition led him to distort
almost everything into an insult to himself.
The evidence discloses clearly, not only that
the Minister raised his salary in a way that
made a material difference to his retiring
allowance, but that, so far from him not being
consulted with respect to affairs, he was
pretty well the monarch of all he surveyed;
so that, everything considered, I think there
can be no doubt that ill-health, which was
the cause he assigned for his retirement,
was also the cause of his' feeling towards
the other officers of the department and
towards the Minister of Railways. I think
it will be seen that several of the points I
have called special attention to well deserve
consideration.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Sir, I would not
have risen but for the statement of the
honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr.
Bell) that he stands alone on this (the opposition) side of the House-that no honorable member here holds the views on the
present subject that he does. I think that,
considering the information that had been
given to him, the honorable member's colleague (Mr. ,Fincham) had some justification for bringing these charges forward,
and I fancy the main object he sought to
gain to-night was to show that, but certainly what he told us did not go further.
There can be no doubt it is rather an unhappy thing for the Minister of Railways
that the gravel in question was ever touched
by him. It would have been better for him
if he had never seen it.
But I think we
must accept the finding of the committee,
who went into the question very minutely.
To my mind, taking affairs at the worstsupposing he did something where he vows
he did nothing-the Minister cannot be said
to be guilty of more than an indiscretion.
I thought at one time that perhaps something might be said on behalf of the late
Engineer-in-Ohief, but glancing over the
evidence makes it plain that Mr. Elsdon
took up a position which simply meant that
it must be either him or the Minister of
Railways-that 'one or the other must
retire. It was quite impossible for any
gentleman with an independent mind to
take responsible charge of the Railway
department and submit to Mr. Elsdon's
demands. His charges were that the Minister interfered with his prerogatives, but I
say the Engineer-in-Chief has no prero~
gatives independent of his Ministerial head.
I hold that the Minister of Railways has
a perfect right to alter the specifications of
a work if he does so in the presence of hiij
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officers, and to demand that his alterations
should be carried out. At the same time, I
may remark that we have not heard a word
to the effect that he made the alterations
now in question in private, or that they
constitute something done collusively between himself and the contractors. To my
mind, a Minister would be unfit for his
position if he could not strike his pen
through conditions of specification which
he regarded as calsulated to unnecessarily
increase the cost of an intended work.
Why had I, when I was Minister of Railways, refrained from taking a course of that
kind, we would never have had the cheap
railways we now have. The lines would
have cost one-and-a-half as much again.
Is a Minister of Railways to be such a
puppet that he may not appoint even a
ganger? I regard the action of the late
Minister of Railways in handing over the
patronage of his office to a servant of the
department as an insult to honorable members generally.
Mr. BENT.-He did not hand it over.
He merely said he had handed it over.
Mr. LONGMORE.-That makes the
case ten times worse. After all, it is not a
great favour to an honorable member to allow
him to get a man employment. I see no
great compliment in granting a privilege of
that kind. Every Minister has the right to
appoint any officer or his department, so
long as he does so with discretion and due
attention to fitness. I hope this discussion
will now come to an end. The Minister of
Railways has, ever since he entered office,
worked as hard as mortal man could work,
although perhaps there have been times
when he has not shown perfect discretion,
and he should have been supported instead of
thwarted by the superior permanent officers
under him. I don't think he ought to be
expected to carry the whole weight of his
department on his back. Altogether, I am
very glad he has passed through the ordeal
of the committee without being scathed to
anything like the extent that some honorable members expected. It is a calamity
to find so many honorable members trying
to find weak spots in each other's armour.
Surely there ought to be more esprit de C01'}J8
among them-lllore of a general desire to
prevent Parliament from being maligned as
it has been. I hope that will be the case
for the future.
Mr. WHEELER.-Mr. Speaker, I am
glad to notice the tone adopted by the last
two speakers on the opposition side of the
House. Indeed I will pay the honorable
SES.
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member for Ripon the compliment of say..
ing that his speech was one of the most
sensible I have ever heard in the House.
His views accord with mine, which are
that the Minister of Railways ought not to
be a complete puppet, and have no voice in
the management of his department until
the Engineer-in-chief has spoken. I am
also pleased to find all round the House a.
desire to shuffle out of the implied charges
of corruption against the present Ministerial
head or the Railway department which wer~
formerly so freely indulged .in; and that
now it is only attempted to fasten on him,
by a sort of circular sailing method, imputations to the effect that he has unduly
interfered with his department. But I hold
that the evidence discloses that he interfered not too much, but too little. Nothing
illustrates my argument more truly than
the action of the Railway department with
respect to the Daylesford railway station.
When the honorable member for castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) was Minister of
Railways, he had plans and specifications
preparett for a wooden railway station
at Daylesford, but the intended. building
was not larger than a mere wayside station,
and eventually the remonstrances of the
inhabitants procured the substitution of
a brick structure of larger dimensions,
although the accommodation it provided
was miserably short of the requirements of
the district. By-and-by the latter circumstance became so painfully evident that
steps were taken to get the station enlarged,
and at last Mr. Elsdon, in company with
the present Minister of Mines and Minister
of Public Works, visited the place to see
what could be done for it. Well, Mr.
Elsdon consentelt to enlarge the station,
but to what extent? He proposed to add
two small rooms, which would approach so
near the outbuilding as to offend common
decency. What followed? Mr. Bindley,
the architect of the Railway department,
drew up plans for the new rooms, but he
refused to sign the station plans connected
with them. Why? He said he would sign
for the two rooms, but not for the station
as a whole, because it was unfit. That produced a further agitation, and what was
the final consequence? That the Minister
of Railways himself visited Daylesford, and
at once gave orders not only for a fit
station, but that it should be erected on
the proper side of the line. I ask, what
would Daylesford have done but for the
Minister's interference? Even now the
station is without anything in the shape of
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a goods shed, and all the goods brought
there have to lie at the owners' risk. In
conclusion, I beg to say that I heartily
agree with the committee's report, especially
tho last paragraph of it.
Mr. ~OX.-Sir, I am quite sure that, if
honorable members arc not tired of this business, the country is. I am astonished at so
much public time being wasted over the subject. An impartial committee have entirely
exonerated the Minister qf Railways of any
offence, although they may almost be said
to have gone out of their way in order to
fial matter against him, and yet honorable
members keep on discussing the whole
question. For my part, I think the present
debate is an insult to the committee. Indeed I laboured under the impression that
no debate whatever on the question was
required. I know that in future I will be
extremely careful before I consent to the
appointment of a select committee without
giving it full power to act. 'Vere the honorable member for Ballarat West (Mr.
Fincham) present in the chamber, I would
say a few words in his hearing, but in his
al:t§ence I will only. remark that from first
to last he has mixed the matters he brought
forward in a most perplexing way. Thero
are a number of important subjects, including the Budget, awaiting the discussion of the
House, alld yet forsooth honorable members
are occupying time by debating a matter
that ought not to be debated at all. "Yhen
the select committee was appointed, I, among
others, expressed the opinion that the Minister of Railways would pass through the
ordeal without any taint 011 his reputation,
and I think the report of the committee
};tas fully borne out that opinion. I am
very pleased to be able to congratulate the
honorable gentleman upon having come
through the inquiry in a manner that must
not only be satisfactory to himself, but also
to the House and the country. I hope we
will now proceed to the business of the
country, and not waste any further time
over the matter.
Mr. OFFIOER.-Sir, a remark fell from
the honorable member for Ballara t West (Mr.
Fincham) which, I think, requires notice.
The honorable member stated that grea,ter
latitude was allowed in cross-examination to
the counsel who appeared on behalf of the
Minister of Railwa,ys than to the counsel
representing Mr. Elsdon. I beg, as a member of the committee, to give that assertion
a distinct denial. It was the desire of the
committee to have the fullest examination
of every witness, aucl thel'e was no prejudice
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whatever 011 our minds with regard to the
matter committed to us to investigate. I
will also do the Chairman of the committee
the justice of stating that he exhibited the
utmost fairness throughout the whole inquiry. The honorable member for Ballarat
West expressed surprise that the committee
should hltve come to the conclusions they
have arnved at. I think it can be very easily
seen by the House why the committee arrived
at conclusions so different from what the
honorable member expected. The committee
entered upon their inquiry with minds perfectly unbiased-they had no predilection
one way or the other. Their intention was
to do justice, and to ascertain whether or
not the Minister of Railways had been guilty
of any corrupt conduct, or, in fact, of any
impropriety whatever. I do not think that
a similar fairness of feeling can be ascribed
to the honorable member for Ballarat West.
According to the honorable member's own
evidence, he was very much annoyed with
the Minister of Railways because he did not
act exactly as the honorable member expected
him to do in the matter of certain railway
accommodation at Ballarat, and I think that
had a good deal to do with the honorable
member's subsequent action in this matter.
The honorable member pretended to be
actuated by a great deal of righteous indig-·
nation with regard to the treatment of Geelong as compared with Ballarat, and hence
the charges preferred by him against the
Minister of Railways. As to the last paragraph of the committee's report, that, to my
mind, is its best fea,ture. Had we confined
ourselves to inquiring simply into the question of "corrupt conduct "-and I. Illay
point out that Mr. Elsdon himself stated
there was no "corrupt conduct" on the part
of the Minister-we would have given a decision which would have been unsatisfactory
to the House, to the Minister concerned, and
ip the country. In other words, we would
only have given the Scotch verdict of " not
proven," and I think that would have been
extremely unfair. I must say to the honorable member for Ballarat "Yest that he will
only do what is due to himself, to the Minister of Railways, and to the country whose
time he has wasted, if he makes an ample
a,pology for the way in which he has slandered
the Minister.
lVIr. PEARSON.-I do not wish to detain
the House any further over this question,
but I think if the debate has been protracted
to a great length the circumstance is not
due to the Opposition, but to the Ministerial
side of the House. As to the charge of
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corruption which the Premier insisted upon
expressing in such forcible words, I think
the Opposition are quite prepared to oongratulate the Minister of Railways upon
his acquittal upon that charge. In fact, as
far as I know, the Opposition never attempted
to sheet home any charge of corruption to
the ~inister of Railways; and, had the
comnuttee adopted the draft report submitted by the Chairman, I think the House
would have accepted it almost without discussion. I cannot say I think the inquiry
was unneeded. In my opinion the honorable
member for Ballarat West (Mr. Fincham)
was amply justified in bringing before the
House the circumstances which had come
to his knowledge. W 0 must be all glad to
find that those circumstances were so
thoroughly explained before the committee;
but, at the same time, I think that during
the course of the inquiry it was thoroughly
demonstrated that the Minister of Railways
had interfered with the independence of a
responsible officer under him. We have
heard so much of the importance of maintaining the independence of civil servants
from that (the Ministerial) side of the House
that I think Ministers should consider
whether this is not a matter demandinO'
their immediate and earnest attentio:'
There is no doubt that such conduct towards
responsible officers as this inquiry shows
the Minister was guilty of is calculated to
endanger the whole public service.
Mr. McCOLL.-Mr. Speaker, I desire
to join in the general congratulation of the
Minister of Railways upon the result of this
inquiry. I expressed the opinion, before the
investigation was held, that the honorable
gentleman would come out of it with a clean
sheet, and I am glad to find that such has
been the case. In my opinion, the disclaimer
given by the Minister should have been
accepted at the time, and no more should
have been heard of the affnir. I hope the
honorable gentleman will maintain his
supremacy in his department, and not be
such a slave to his subordinates as some
other Ministers have been.
The motion for tho consideration of the
report was agreed to.
:rvrr. NIMMO moved that the report be
adopted.
The motion was carried without a division.
SANDHURST PUBLIC BUILDINGS
SITES BILL.
Mr. BURROWES m~ved"~hat a Bill to. provide for adding' certain
portIons of Pall Mall, Sandhurst to Rosalind-
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park,. and for setting apart portion of Pall Mall
as a site for a post-office and other public buildings, be treated as a public Bill."
H~ observed that he proposed the motion
because the Speaker had decided that the
Bill :vas a private one. He had already
explamed to the House the object of the
measure, which was thoroughly understood·
and approved of by a public meeting of the
citizens of Sandhurst.
Dr. QUICK remarked that his views
with respect to this Bill, which he explained
to the House when the measure was last
before it, had been grossly misrepresented by
a section of the Sandhurst press; It had
been stated that he obstructed the Bill when
it was previously before the House, whereas
the fact was that he endeavol1red to persuade
the Speaker that the Bill was a public one,
as would be seen from the report of his
r~marks in ~fIan8ard.
He thought it was
dIsgraceful for any portion of the press 10
attempt to cast odium upon him by making
a false statement of his action in this
matter. He had always endeavoured, sinee
he had been a. representative of Sandhurst, to abstain from mixing himself
up with local questions. Some time ago
he presented a petition to the H01!l.se in
connexion with this question, but he felt
he could not take any step which would
delay the passage of the Bill, and therefore
he did all he could to secure its adoption by
the House. He trusted the Minister of
Mines would exonerate him frOni the charO'e
which had been levelled against him.
b
Mr. BURROWES stated that, so far
from the honorable member obstructinO' the
Bill, he spoke in favour of it on both the
occasions it was before the House.
Mr. FISHER observed that he also
wished to remove the impression that he
opposed the Bill when it was last before the
Ho.use. He simply expressed the opinion,
whICh proved to be correct, that the Bill was
a private measure, but at the same time he
distinctly stated that he approved of the
object of the Bill.
Mr:McCO~Lremarkedthat,ifhethought

the BIll was hkely to be of the slightest advantage to the people of Sandhurst, he would
offer no objection to it. He believed however, that so far from being any ben~fit it
would, if passed, inflict a direct injury' on
the city, and therefore he would oppose it.
At the very least, the passage of the Bill
should be delayed until a poll of the ratepayers was taken on the question.
.
Mr. R. CLARK expressed the hope that
the hOllQr~ble membol' for Mandurang (Mr
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McColl) would not persist in" stone-walling"
the Bill. He (Mr. Clark), as a member of
the City Council of Sandhurst, urged the
desirability of taking a poll of the ratepayers,
but he was overruled by a large majority,
and he accepted that decision.
The motion was agreed to.
Mr. BURROWES moved that the Bill
be now read a third time.
Mr. McCOLL stated that he was under
the iillpression that the Bill would not be
further proceeded with until a plebiscite of
the ratepayers had been taken. The people
of Sandhurst were thoroughly opposed to the
course proposed in the Bill. He thought an
understanding should be come to between
the Sandhurst City Council and the .Board
of Land and Works, so that the land
should be jointly vested in the two bodies
with power to lease it. The people of
Sandhurst would then be enabled to derive large sums of. money' in the shape of
rents from ground which was at present
utterly valueless to them. He hoped the'
Government would not attempt to pass the
Bill without allowing the people of Sandhurst to express ail opinion on the site
selected for the proposed public buildings.
Mr. BURROvVES observed that the
people of Pall Mall held allotments fronting
a four-chain street, and the Government could
not sell any portion of the street according
to a decision which had been given by the
Supreme Court. A permanent injunction
had been registered in the court against any
such course being taken.
Mr. R. OLARK stated that the three
members for Sandhurst united in supporting
the Bill, and surely they represented the
opinion of the citizens on the question.
For many years the people of Sandhurst
had been trying to obtain the erection of
proper public buildings, and he hoped the
honorable member for Mandurang (Mr.
McColl) would 'not attempt to defeat their
achieving that object. As he had already
said, the local council decided, by a large
majority, that a poll of the ratepayers was
unnecessary, and that the land in question
was the proper site for the proposed post
and telegraph offices. He hoped the honorable member would, therefore, withdraw
any further opposition to the Bill.
Dr. QUICK said he hoped no further
steps would be taken to stop the passage
of the Bill, as it was of vital importance
to the people of Sandhurst. The only
weak point connected with the measure was
that a poll of the ratepayers had not been
taken, but, in the' absence of any public
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demonstration against it, he did not feel
justified in offering any opposition to the
Bill. He hoped, therefore, the honorable
member for Mandurang (Mr. McColl) would
not seek to prevent it passing into law.
Mr. WILLIAMS said he would give the
Bill his hearty support. He believed the
site selected was a most eligible one. He
thought no opposition should be offered to
the measure, so that the erection of the
buildings might be proceeded with as soon
as possible.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was then read a third time and
passed.
The House adjourned at eight minutes
past eleven o'clock.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Wednesday, June 14, 1882.
Bankers' Books Evidence Law Amendment Bill-Sandhurst
Publio Buildings Sites Bill-County Court Judges BillCouncil Eleotions (1882) Act Amendment Bill.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at sixteen
minutes to five o'clock p.m., and read the
prayer.
BANKERS' BOOKS EVIDENCE
LAW AMENDMENT BILL.
The amendment made in this Bill, in
committee, was considered and adopted.
On the motion of the Hon. F. S.
DOBSON, the Bill was read a third time
and passed.
SANDHURST PUBLIC BUILDINGS
SITES BILL . .
This Bill was received from the Legislative Assembly, and, on the motion of the
Hon. F. S. DOBSON, was read a first
time.
COUNTY COURT JUDGES BIlL.
The amendments made in this Bill, in
committee, were considered and adopt~d.
On the motion of the Hon. F. S.
DOBSON, the Bill was read a third time
and passed.
COUNCIL ELECTIONS (1882) ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
On the order of the day for the adoption
of the report on this Bill,
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON said-Mr.
President, I regret exceedingly that there
is not an absolute majority of the House
present, and that this important measure
must, therefore, be further postponed, as the
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third reading will require to be carried by
the vote of a majority of the whole 30
members of the Council. It is absolutely
necessary that the Bill should be IJassed
without delay, and I am, therefore, reluctantly compelled to ask honorable members not only to make a House to -morrow
but to attend in sufficient numbers to form
a statutory majority. I beg to move that
the order of the day be postponed until tomon-ow.
Sir C. SLADEN.-I am afraid thatthe
Solicitor-General will be disappointed. I,
for one, cannot attend the House to-morrow,
and it is with considerable inconvenience
that I have been present to-day. The
difficulty of securing the attendance of an
absolute majority is an illustration of the
inexpediency of granting leave of absence to
honorable members for a long period, as has
been done in one case this session. I believe that the present Bill has been postponed two or three times in consequence of
an absolute majority of the House not being
present. It is not treating the House with
proper respect for honorable members to
absent themselves when a measure of this
kind requires their attention. I think that
an honorable member in charge of an important Bill ought to take steps to have a
call of the House if he experiences any difficulty in securing the necessary attendance
of members, so that some reflection or censure may be passed on those members who
do not attend. It is very hard that those
members who make a point of attending,
perhaps at considerable personal inconvenience, should be asked to come and
come again simply in consequence of the
negligence of other honorable members.
The Hon. J. MACBAIN.-I exceedingly
regr~t that Sir Charles Sladen cannot make
it convenient to be present to-morrow, and
also that the neglect of other honorable
members should have prevented this Bill
being passed through its remaining stages
to-day. Certainly the honorable gentleman
. is not to blame, for no one attends to his·
parliamentary duties more regularly than he
does. I think, however, that some honorable members are not altogether free from
blame on account of their absence to-day.
The measure is of considerable importance,
and, if not passed into law before the 20th
of this month, a very serious difficulty will
arise with reference to the tenure of the
seats of some honorable members. The
interests of the country ought to be considered by honorable members in preference to their personal convenience. There
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are some members now absent who could
have been here to-day. I asked several
honorable members to attend, and I had
promises that more than I6-an absolute
majority-would be present. If country
members cannot stop more than one day
per week in town, it is time that the Reform Act came into operation. I .trust that·
honorable members will recognise the importance of attending to-morrow in sufficient
numbers to pass the Bill by the necessary
majority.
.
The Hon. R. SIMSON.-I would suggest
to the gentlemen who represent the Government in this House that a circular should be
sent to each honorable member whenever an
absolute majority is required to deal with a
Bill. If a public company desires the attendance of its shareholders on any special
occasion, it is usual to issue a circular,
which generally accomplishes the end in
view.
The motion was agreed to, and the order
of the day was postponed accordingly.
The House adjourned at twenty-two
minutes past five o'clock.

LEGISLATIVE A·SSE1\1:BLY.
Wednesday, June 14, 1882.
Import Duty on Barley-Medical Act: Prescriptions-Legislative Council Elections Act: The Rolls-Representation
of East Bourke : New Member-Bankers' Books Evidence
Law Amendment Bill-County Court Judges Bill-Petty
SellSions Court at Gun bower - Railway Department:
Essendon Trains: Station Omnibuses: Shed Accommodation 110\ Bullarto-Police Stations-Melbourne Harbour
Trust Act Amendment Bill-Melbourne Tramway and
Omnibus Company'll Bill: Second Reading: Second
Night's Debate-Debate on the Budget: Third Night:
Mr. Francis' Amendment.

The. SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
BARLEY.
Mr. HALL asked the Minister of Customs whether he proposed taking any action
upon the recommendation of the Tariff
Commission relative to the repeal of the
import duty on barley as an encoura.gemellt
to the malting industry?
Mr. GRAVES stated that he had received. a communication from the Tariff
Commission on the subject of the import
duty on malt, but the only way in which
that duty could be repealed was by Act
of Parliament. In the present state of
affairs, the Government <.litl not see their
way to take any action in the matter.
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THE MEDICAL ACT.
PRESCRIPTIONS.

Mr. DAVIES asked the Premier whether
he would consider the advisability of amending the Medical Act so as to provide an
efficient check upon medical men who dispensed their own prescriptions? If a medical
man gave an overdose of strychnine to a
patient, and death followed, there was no
means of ascertaining, as in the case of.a
dispensing chemist, what medicine had been
prescribed. Several cases had been pointed
out to him of life, endangered by an overdose given by a medical man, being saved
by the care of a dispensing chemist.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN stated that this
subject had not been brought under the
notice of the Government, and he was' not
aware of any movement with respect to it on
the part either of the medical profession or the
public. If the honorable member for Grenville (Mr. Davies) had any facts to submit,
he would be happy to give them his best
attention; but it would be utterly impossible
to propose any legislation on the subject
this session.
COUNCIL ELEOTIONS (1882) AOT.
THE ROLLS.

Mr. DEAKIN.-Mr. Speaker, in the
absence of the honorable member for Kara
Kara, I beg to ask the Premier whether he
will take steps to enfranchise licensees under
the Land Act so that they may have votes
u.nder the Legislative Oouncil Act 1881?
After the remarks which were. made last
night, it is unnecessary for me to say anything in explanation of the question; but
I may, perhaps, be allowed to recall to the
recollection of the Premier that during the
debates on the Legislative Oouncil Act
1881, better known as the Reform Act, it
was stated by those who framed the measure
that licensees under the Land Act would
be enabled, under the new order of things,
to vote at the election of members of the
Legislative' Oouncil.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Sir, I really am
not aware what understanding prevailed in
this House as to the effect of the legislation
on reform; but I am aware that certain
amendments were made by the Legislative
Oouncil in the Bill which passed the Assembly, and that those amendments excluded licensees. I don't think the matter
is of so much importance as honorable
members seem to consider, for the reason
that a licensee, to be qualified to vote, must
be rated ail £25 per year, which means
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Is. 6d. per acre; and I believe a large
number of licensees are rated above that
annual value .. But, whatever may be th~ personal wishes of the Government, it is utterly
absurd to suppose that any legislation on
this great question could be carried between
this and the 20th June, and particularly as
any amount of difference of opinion on the
subject prevails even in this House. ( " No.")
At all events there is some difference of
op1111On. I am aware of the fact from hearing the views of individual members; and
I also know that different views on the
subject are entertained by members of the
Legislative Oouncil. Under these circumstances, it is utterly absurd to suppose that
this matter can be rushed through between
now and the 20th. I may add that the
Government have not the slightest intention of re-opening the question of reform.
That was settled this time twelve months.
Whether the honorable member for West
Bourke (Mr. Deakin) and some other honorable members were under an error in
what they did, I know not, but the law is,
perfectly olear. In fact, the provisions
enacted, last year, at the instance of the
Legislative Oouncil, were merely copies of
sections which had been in force years before, and those sect.ions gave no power to
licensees to vote. If honorable members
labour under the idea that a defect exists, I
must remind them that that defect cannot
be cured at the last moment. It is perfectly useless to suppose that this House
and the Oouncn would agree upon this
question in five or six days, or rather in two
days, for I believe there are only two sitting
days-to-morrow and Tuesday-before the
expiration of the time in which anything
can be done. I repeat that it would be
only waste of time to attempt anything in
that direction, because the question of reform is so far laid on one side that it must
remain undisturbed for the present. It
may be desirable to re-open the franchise
question on some future occasion, but it
cannot be dOlle now. For my part, I decline
to re-open the question of reform which the
country considers settled, at all events for a
few years.
Mr. BERRY.-Perhaps I may be allowed to say a few words in reply to the
Premier.
The SPEAKER.-Does the honorable
member intend to conclude with a motion?
Mr. BERRY.-If I must move the adjournment of the House, I will do so. I
think the Premier misunderstands, and has
misstated, the whole case. I don't think
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anyone wants the question of reform reopened. In fact, the re-opening of that
question at present is a matter of impossibility. What the Premier is asked to do
is to treat this matter of the enfranchisement of agricultural licensees as one of
urgency, and to bring in a Bill of a single
clause to do for those licensees what it was
expected the Act did-namely, to put them
on the same footing as their fellow colonists.
If it should turn out that the Legislative
Council will not agree to that remedial
measure, we can do no more. It seems to
me most unfortunate that the Premier should
shelter himself behind a purely legal interpreta tion of the terms of the Act. The honorable member says that under the old Legislative Council Act licensees did not vote, but
I would remind him that when that Act was
framed agricultural licensees, as we know
them, did not exist. The Legislature has
inaugurated a system of agricultural settlement which did not exist when the Constitution Act came into force. Therefore,
what was unnecessary then has become necessary now. I think that when the Council
elections come round, and the country
really understands that men who have been
anticipating they would have votes are,
under the legal opinion of the AttorneyGeneral, excluded from the rolls, a very strong
feeling will arise.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I cannot do
impossibilities. I cannot make or untnake
the law.
Mr. BERRY.-I am aware of that, but
the honorable member expresses his unwillingness to do what he can do.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-No.
Mr. BERRY.-The honorable member
says he does not wish to re-open the reform
question, but he has re-opened it. The
Government have now a Bill before the
Legislative Council.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It is merely a
Validating Bill. .
Mr. BERRY.-And the measure we
want is as much a Validating Bill as the
Bill now before the Legislative Council.
The object of that measure is to rectify a
mistake, and why cannot the two mistakes
be rectified together? I don't believe honorable members on the Ministerial side are
less anxious to have the matter settled than
we are.
Mr. L. L. SMITH. - You know the
Upper House would not pass such a Bill as
you want.
:Mr. BERRY. - Let us try. I rose
chiefly to show that the thing can be done
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if the Government are willing to move, but,
of course, if the Government are unwilling,
it cannot be done. However, it is unfair to
say it cannot be done until a trial is made.
If the Premier is opposed to the proceeding,
of course we shall know where we are; but
I never before knew of a Government hesitating to do what they could to rectify such
an error when it was pointed out. It is
only a mere technical error in terms which
can be rectified within the lines of the settlement arrived at twelve months ago. Will
any honorable member say that it WttS not
understood that every person who was an
occupier, and whose name appeared on the
ratepaying roll for £25 and upwards, should
have a vote for the Legislative Council?
(Cries of. " Yes" and " No.") There was
a clear understanding that not a single individual who occupied a house rated at
£25 a year should be excluded from the
franchise.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The Council
stood out for lessees and tenants.
Mr. BERRY.-What the Council stood
out for was the difference between freeholders
and occupiers-the amount being £10 in
the one case, and £25 in the other.
Sir. B. O'LOGHLEN.-In the case of
tenants.
Mr. BERR Y.-" Occupiers" is the word
used, and that was supposed to cover all
occupiers who are not freeholders. Common
sense . would point out that the term
" occupiers" would cover licensees. The
term" licensees" was not omitted, because
it was not in the Reform Bill to omit. The
Premier cannot say that the question as
now raised was ever raised or settled during
the passage of the measure.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN. -=-- In the Bill
which originally passed this House the term.
used was "occupying tenants," but the
clause containing that term was struck out
in another place, and a clause from the old
Legislative Council Act was substituted.
Mr. BERRY.-" Occupying tenant" i:b
a term of the Act now in force; and if
licensees can be accepted as " occupying
tenants," they are entitled to votes. I
would like to know what they are if they
are not tenants-tenants of the Crown?
Are they freeholders? Surely they. must
come under the one head or the other?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-They are licensees.
Mr. BERRY.-They are something
more. They are occupiers. They have to
perform certain conditions to be entitled to
remain in possession of their holdings, and
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what is the difference between conditions as
to rent and conditions as to improvements?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The fault lies
with the late Government.
Mr. BERRY.-Supposingit does, is that
any reason why the present Government
should not rectify it? The present Government have inherited a great many things to
their own advantage from the late Government. I think it should be clearly known
that there will really be no difficulty in
remedying this defect if the Government are
willing.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It is impracticable.
Mr. BERRy.-Itis not. Scores of defects in connexion with matters of far
less importance have been remedied. The
Premier says that only very few~ licensees
will be affected.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-There can't be
many.
Mr. BERRY.-Thousands; and many
of them are rated at 5s. and 6s. per acre;
at all events, at more than Is. Gd. per acre.
I don't think there is a single 320-acre
selector who is not rated at over £25 a year.
Why did not the Premier get his colleague,
the Minister of Lands, to supply him with
information on the subject? I must express
my surprise and regret that the head of the
Government, when askcd,as a matter of
urgency, to settle the difficulty in order
that the Council elections which take place
a few months hence may be what ~hey were
intended to be-a fair and just settlement
of the question-should shelter himself
behind the plea of impracticability, or of his
inability or unwillingness to deal with the
matter. The consequence will be that when
the elections take place-when it is too late
-there will be a large amount of dissatisfaction in the country ·districts. I beg to
move that the House do now adjourn.
Mr. FISHER.-I beg to second the
motion. I regret very much that the
Premier seems to be forgetful of the liberal
tendencies with which I have always credited
him. I do think that a strong effort ought
to be made to see that the selectors, who, in
some parts of the country, are by far the
largest number of voters, are not deprived
of their votes for the Legislative Council.
If they are so deprived, the proceeding will
be in the highest degree unjust. The
defect in the law can be remedied. At all
events we can do our part towards providing
the remedy; and, if the Upper House
should throw out the Bill, we shall have the
/Satisfaction of knowing that we did what
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we could in the matter. However, I believe
that the Oouncil-wishing, as they do, that
they may be more widely representativewould not reject any measure of the kind.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I cannot allow
the observations which have bee~ made to
pass without some reply. The honorable
member for Mandurang (Mr. Fisher) must
be aware that not merely to selectors, but
even to men who are rated much lower, I
am decidedly in favour of giving votes for
the Legislative Oouncil. But there is no
use in raising again the question of reform.
The country has ·settled the question, and
why should the settlement be disturbed if
the country is satisfied with the compromise
which this House and the other House arrived at ?
.
Mr. FISHER.-It is an unsettling settlement.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member for Mandurang may not be satisfied, other honorable members may not be
satisfied, I myself perhaps am not satisfied,
but, a compromise having been arrived
at, and the country being heartily sick of
the reform question, I willllot be any party
to re-open it. But the question will be roopened if, by any action on the part of the
.Assembly, a conflict is brought about between this House and the other Ohamber.
The matter has been most ingeniously submitted to this House, as if it were the fault
of the Government that the present difficulty has arisen. It strikes me that it has
been brought forward simply to make a
point against the Government. Honorable
members know that, supposing a Bill were
introduced to-day and carried through this
House as a matter of urgency, it would be
useless to expect that the measure would get
any consideration from another place before
Tuesday.
Mr. ~fcCOLL.-They would meet
specially.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
. member is very hopeful; but experience
ought to cause him not to be so hopeful,
particularly with regard to matters in politics which are looked upon, by a great
number of gentlemen, as organic. The
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry)
holds as liberal views as I do as to those
who should have votes for the Legislative
Council, and, if he was seised of the subject
at the time the compromise was arrived at,
he should have taken steps to have the point
covered. Since last night I have carefully
looked through the records of the conference
between the two Houses on the reform
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question, and I find there is nothing in those
records about licensees.
Mr. BERRY.-Because it was thought
they were all included.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I find no questions asked-no statements made; but I
find that the honorable member for Geelong
accepted the provisions embodied in the
Reform Act by the Legislative Council;
and those provisions have not been changed
since. The honorable member says he
thought the Act covered licensees, but will
the honorable member tell me that such an
important point escaped his cons,iderationthat he did not consult his legal' advisers,
or take a legal opinion outside the Government if he wanted one, as to what classes
were covered and what classes were excluded by the technical terms of the sections
borrowed from the Legislative Council Act
and embodied in the Reform Act? The
honorable member ought to have known that
no licensee would be entitled, simply as a
licensee, to vote in the election of members
of the Legislative Council.
Mr. BERRY.-No one knew till your
opinion came out the other day.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member can speak for himself. This time
twelvemonths I heard the matter discussed.
I heard legal men discuss the effect of the
sections introduced by the Council- as
to whether licensees would have votes or
not. Anyone acquainted with tho terms
of the Act from which tho [sections were
taken knew that licensees w~uld not have
votes. In the absence of any provision
making the term" occupying tenant" cover
licensees, licensees are simply licensees.
They may have a strong title, but, as licensees, they have not votes for the Legisln;tive Council. They are not occupying
tenants.
lVIr. DEAKIN.-Why are they not?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-If they were
occupying tenants, they would be entitled
to votes. It is a mere question of the construction of legal words. No AttorneyGeneral, by giving an opinion, can make or
unmake law. I gave the question consider;:ttion, and my opinion has been laid before
the House. That opinion mayor may not
be right. If the House wishes, I will be
glad to take an opinion outside the Government. But this Chamber is not a place
where law points can be satisfactorily dis.
cussed. However, to come to the practical
point, let me ask whether the Government
have now any chance of rectifying what
honorable members opposite have alluded to?
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(Cries of "Yes" and" No.") I say they
have none. To assert that there are any
practical means of rectifying the defect at
present is a mere misleading of the public;
is is mere clap-trap. Why there are two
opinions about the matter even in this House,
and I am sure that no measure dealing with
it could be introduced without provoking a
long debate. Then again, I would be glad
to know what member of the Legislative
Council would take charge of such an
amendment. I am not aware of any honorable member of that House who would
consent to do so. I say that the question
of reform was settled for some time, for
good or ill, twelve months ago; and I don't
think there are many persons anxious to
re-open the question. I, for one, decline to
do so. I don't see why we should be again
sent adrift on a sea of political troubles.
Cannot honorable members be content with
the ReforlIl Act for a time, even though
there are many defects-important defectsin the measure?
Mr. vVOODS.-It is all defects.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member may be right. But is the House
prepared to begin the discussion of the whole
measure over again?
Major SMITH.-We only want this one
defect remedied.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-The honorable
member for Ballarat West (Major Smith)
is very acute and very astute; and perhaps he
thinks that it would be an advantage to himself and those with whom heis associated ifhe
were able to proclaim from the public platform,
as I suppose he will do now, that the
Government are Ulnyilling to give the selectors a vote for the Legislative Oouncil.'
However, I hope it will go far and wide that
the Government would be perfectly willing,
if there was any reasonable prospect of the
thing being accomplished, that not only
selectors, but ratepayers with a lower qualification than is at present provided for, should
have votes for the Legislative Oouncil.
The honorable member for Ballarat West
would like to go on the public platform, and
say the Government are unwilling; and I
want, before such a statement can be made,
my words to go forth that the Government
are not unwilling, but that they consider it pel'fectly impracticable, at the present moment,
to have the question re-opened and successfully settled. It is because they consider it
impracticable that the Government will not
re-open the question of reform.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-Al'e you preparing
for a dissolution?
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I don't know
what l)rompts the honorable member to put
such a question. I believe the honorable
member is very anxious to bring about a
dissolution. But I would ask whether it is
likely, if such an event occurred, that the
country would be satisfied with the conduct
of members of this House who, during the
last seven 01' eight weeks, have constantly
moved motions for adjournment and prolonged debates?
Mr. MUNRO.-And you have spoken
to them all.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-The course of
moving motions for the adjournment of
the House, and so provoking unprofitable
debates, night after night, may not be a
course which will be approved of by the
electors of this country.
Mr. MUNRO.-But you encourage it.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member knows that the question put to me
by the honorable member for West Bourke
(Mr. Deakin) I a.nswered fully, and that
afterwards the leader of the Opposition
moved the adjournment of the House, in
order that he might make a series of statements to which I felt bound to reply. I
wish a full statement of the position of the
Government to go forth to the country so
that, when honorable members in opposition
appear on the public platform to denounce
the Government as unwilling, the country
may know that the Government are perfectly willing but that they believe it to be
impracticable to carry out, at the present
tinle, the particular matter which has been
pressed upon them. As for the honorable
member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson), I
can only conclude that the honorable member,
in harping upon the question of dissolution,
is only following the dictation of a certain
journal which has been urging honorable
members not to leave the Government in
power a week, a day, an hour; and I may
tell the honorable member that the Government are perfectly ready to meet him
whenever he thinks fit to table a hostile
resolution.
Major SMITH.-Sir, I confess I am very
much surprised to hear the Premier tell this
House that he is perfectly ready to do what
he is asked, when he knows full well that, in
less time than" the present discussion has
occupied, the necessary measure could have
been brought forward and passed through
this Chamber. For my part, I cannot
understand why one section of the selectors
are to be deprived of the franchise for the
Legislative Council while all the rest enjoy
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it. There is no justification for that proceeding. The Government ought to have
brought forward the slight amendment
necessary to enable licensees to be placed
in the same position as the rest of the
selectors.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-How many
of them are there?
Major SMITH.-Thousands. I venture
to say that there is not a single 320-acre
selector who ought not, by right, to have a
vote for the Legislative Council. There
need really be no difficulty about the matter
if the Premier is sincere, as he pretends to
be; but I don't believe he is sincere. The
honorable member has shown an utter unwillingness to do justice to the licensees.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No.
Major SMITH.-Why, then, does not the
honorable member bring forward an amending measure? If he does not do so, I will
denounce him from the public platform.
Mr. LEVIEN.-The fault is with your
own Act.
Major SMITH.-No matter whose Act
it is, I was as utterly unconscious as the
leader of the Opposition that licensees would
not have votes for the Legislative Council
until I saw the Attorney-General's opinion.
(" Oh! oh!") I naturally thought that if
mere tenants-those who pay rent for the
land they occupy, "\yith no prospect of ever
owning it-were to be put upon the electoral
roll, surely the licensee selectors, whose
payments in the shape" of rent are simply
so many instalments of the pUl'chase money
of their holdings, would at least be placed
in the same political position. I assumed
that the larger would cover the lesser. But
it now appears that that is not the case,
and the Government say they will make no
attempt to remedy the wrong. What is
their plea in the matter? They assert that
for them to do what we ask them to do is
not practicable. My reply is that, if they
would only introduce the necessaryamendment of the law, there is not an honorable
member in opposition, and I doubt if there
are many on the Ministerial side, who would
not support it. Indeed, if the Government
do not (pass the measure they are now
wanted to pass, I doubt if they will be
allowed to pass anything else. We, in
opposition, have been accused by the honorable member for Richmond (Mr. Smith)
and by the Premier, of obstructing business,
but will anyone tell me that, when the
honorable member who now leads the Treasury bench sat in the opposition corner, he
did not more persistently and continuously
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obstruct the late Government than all the
other opposition members put together?
Why his roarings against the late Ministry
could be heard half-way down Bourkestreet. I say the Opposition have treated
the Government with the greatest possible
consideration. We have discussed every
measure they have brought forward on
its merits, and have offered no unfair
obstruction to them. No Government sitting on the Treasury bench during the last
twenty years ever received as much consideration from their opponents as the present Government have received. It does
not lie in the mouths of Ministers to say
that this omission of the Reform Act cannot be put right, and that the fault rest~
with the Opposition. It is entirely the
fault of the Government that the last seven
weeks have been wasted. They sit there
utterly powerless to carryon the business
of the country, and they know it. They do
not bring in a measure that is not useless.
Every honorable member is conscious· that
the request we make to the Government to
amend the Reform Act in order to enfranchise the licensee selectors is a most fair,
just, and reasonable one; and I have no
hesitation in saying that, if it is persistently
refused, Ministers will have to meet in the
future a very different opposition from that
which they have met in the past.
Mr. R. OLARK.-Sir, I do not rise to
take part in the debate, but to protest
against the way in which its subject-matter
has been pressed forward. It ought to have
been introduced at the proper time, and not
during the only portion of the week in which
private members' business can be dealt with.
Night after night we have the adjournment
of the House moved in order that some
honorable member may ventilate the particular grievance he has taken in hand, and
then hardly anything else can be attended
to. I certainly think honorable members
generally have great cause for complaint
on this score.
Mr. BERRY.-How could the present
matter be ventilated in a different way?
Mr. R. OLARK.-Honorable members
could have waited until to-morrow evening.
At all events, the time allotted to private
members' business need not have been taken
up. Besides, what is the use of ventilating
a grievance in a way that gives no chance
of remedying it? How can anything practical be done on a motion for the adjournment of the House? At the same time, I can
fully corroborate what the last speaker said
about the gross injustice committed by the
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Government in not taking steps for the
enfranchisement of the licensee selectors.
Under the law as it stands, a large portion
of Mandurang will be literally disfranchised.
If the Act is not amended, thousands of
farmers will lose their votes. Undoubtedly
the intention of the framers of the Act was
that every ratepayer above a certain amount
should have a vote, and the sooner that
idea is completely carried out the better.
Only it is unfair to force on the question,
on a Wednesday evening, before half-past
nine o'clock.
Mr. KERFERD.-Mr. Speaker, I regret
that so much warmth has been displayed
about a mere matter of law, but no doubt
one speech begets another, for it i~ only
natural that, when a strong statement is
made on one side, it should be replied to by
the other. I understand the Premier to
have expressed the belief-1 was not in the
House at the time-that a large class of
persons whom it was not intended the
Reform Act should exclude from the Oouncil
franchise will be excluded from it, and,
under these circumstances, I can quite
understand the House taking the popular
view of the subject, namely, that persons
who are in the position for three years of
licensee selectors ought to be regarded at
least as occupying tenants, and, as such,
entitled to a vote. But, after all, that view
of the case is at present only a matter of
opinion, upon which I, for one, would not
like to pass judgment without giving the
matter full consideration. I think, however,
there is at least one thing the Government
might have done with the question. They
might have had it tested before the Supreme
Oourt upon an application by a licensee
selector to have his name registered as an
elector. On the other hand, they might
have taken advantage of the Bill they have
now before the Legislative Oouncil for removing doubts as to the validity of certain
Council elections which have to take place
this year. It seems' the case with all Acts
of an important character, such as the
Reform Act, that, in the session following
their passing into law, it is found necessary
to introduce legislation in order to carry out
the intentions of Parliament in their regard.
That brings us to the question-What was
the intention of Parliament under that Act
with regard to selectors occupying under
licences? VVas it intended to draw a distinction, which would appear to be necessarily
a very fine one, between the licensee of
to-day and the lessee of to-morrow? Has
not a person who has taken up 320 acres of

6.68

CO'll/neil Electz'ons Act.

[ASSEMBLY.]

The

Roll8~

purposes, he ought to be treated as one. I
sincerely hope the Government will move in
the matter in the way I suggest, and I am
satisfied'that, if they do so, they will be'
warmly supported by the House.
Mr. PEARSON.-Mr. Speaker, I think
the Premier a little underrates his own influence in another place, and also a little
exaggerates the unreasonableness of honorable members there. It seems to me that
they have not of late manifested the
irrationality he desires to impute to them.
For instance, they passed the Loan Bill of
last session, which involved the borrowing
of no less than £4,000,000, through all
its stages at one sitting, some time after
midnight, and when less than a quorum of
members were present. Surely if they could
show that mark of confidence in a conse1\vative Ministry, we may fairly hope that,
if the same AdministratIon proposes the
amendment of the Reform Act which has
now become so obviously necessary, a similar
result will accrue. Besides, the Council may
fairly complain if, it being shown that, by
an accidental omission in the Reform Act,
the right of over 20,000 persons to vote at
Council elections is injuriously affected, no
attempt is made to remedy the evil.
Mr. RALL.-Sir, I find that some
thousands of my constituents are deeply
interested in the matter now under consideration. It is all very well for the Premier
to say the people are satisfied with the
Reform Act, but I beg to point out to him
that they will hardly be content when they
find that it disfranchises a very considerable proportion of the community. If he
is willing that the licensee selectors should
be able to vote at COllncil elections, why does
he not prove his willingness by endeavouring to secure to them the exercise of that
power? He has had plenty or time to take
action in the matter, and, if he W6re unsucNo.
cessful, at all events the blame of the failure
Lessees under section 20, Land Act
would not lie on his shoulders. Now, how1869
26,269
ever, that he declines to do anything, the
Licensees under section 19, Land Act
blame will rest with him.
1869
15,707
Licensees under section 49, Land Act
Mr. McCOLL.-Mr. Speaker, in view of
1869
7,558
the large number of my constituents whose
ability to vote at the ensuing Council elecThat shows a total of 23,265 persons who
will be disfranchised under the Reform Act tions depends, we are told, upon steps being
promptly taken to remedy the fault in the
unless it is alter~d. And the injustice of
Reform Act which has just been discovered,
the disfranchisement becomes all the more
I feel bonnd to say a word or two. In the
obvious when we remember that a large
first place, I have ascertained to-day, from
number of the above-mentioned licensees are
a barrister, that he puts a construction upon
already entitled to become lessees, only their
leases have not yet been issued. For my . the Reform Act different from that of the
Premier. Secondly; I beg to urge the Prepart, I regard a licensee as practically a
fl'eeholdcr; and I think th~t, for political
mier to take good heart,' and not be afraid,

land given thereby such evidence of his
stability and sincerity as a settler in the
country as to entitle him to have the Council
franchise conferred upon him? My impression is-I may be wrong-that the
intention of Parliament, in passing the
Reform Act: clearly was that the class who
have, in the way I have mentioned, proved
their bona fides as colonists and residents
on the land, should be unquestionably one
of the classes entitled to vote for members'
of the Council. It has to be borne in mind,
also, that the licensee selectors of the country
are rather numerous, for I am informed they
constitute a body of at least 20,000 persons.
Under these circumstances, surely the
Government might easily make certain that
the views of Parliament on the subject
would be carried out, by inserting a clause
to the desired effect in their validating Bill ;
and I think the head of the Government
ought at once to test the feeling of the
Rouse as to whether that course should be
followed.
Mr. MASON.-Sir, I think I would be
doing a gross injustice to a large proportion
·of those who sent me to this Chamber if I
let the present occasion pass without expressing my strong desire to assist the
Government in enfranchising the licensee
selectors who, under the Reform Act as it
now stands, will have no vote for the Council.
I am convinced that the Assembly would
never have assented to that Act if they had
had any idea that it would exclude occupying
licensees from the Council franchise. Indeed, one of my strongest reasons for voting
for the measure was that it would give a vote
for the Council to the numerous licensee and
lessee selectors of South Gippsland. Perhaps it will be interesting to honorable members to know the contents of a return I have
recently obtained from the Lands department. It is as follows : -
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seeing what the Council did for the Loan Bill,
to ask them to do something without deln.y
to give votes to the licensee selectors.
Mr. 'VRIXON.-Sir. I don't quite understand the hesitation of the Premier in
this mn.tter, becn.use it would be en.sy to embody a clause remedying the grievances now
complained of in the Bill to remove certn.in
doubts with respect to the Council Elections
(1882) Act which is before anotherpln.ce. In
fact, we have the matter almost in our own
hands, for at this moment the Oouncil are only
waiting for a statutory majority to be present in order to pass the Bill, and when it
comes to us we can quickly insert in it a
provision to meet the case that has arisen.
I apprehend there will be no difference of
opinion in either House as to what ought to
be done, and that the only ques,tion is how
to do it.
The motion for the adjournment of the
House'was put and negatived.
REPRESENTATION OF EAST
BOURKE.
The SPEAKER announced the return
of a writ issued for the election of a member
for East Bourke (in the room of Mr. Robert
Ramsay, deceased), showing thn.t Mr. Robert
Harper had been duly elected.
Mr. Harpel' was afterwards introduced and
sworn.
BANKERS' BOOKS EVIDENCE
LAW AMENDMENT BILL.
This Bill was received from the Legislative Oouncil, and, on the motion of Sir B.
O'LOGHLEN, was read a first time.
COUNTY COURT JUDGES BILL.
This Bill was receiyed from the Legislative Council, and, on the motion of Sir B.
O'LOG HLEN, was read a first time.
GUNBOWER.
Mr. FISHER asked the AttorneyGeneral when the Government would take'
steps to establish a court of petty sessions
at Gunbower? He stated that the courts
of petty sessions nearest to Gunbower were
held at Durham Ox, which was 35 miles off,
and at Kerang, which was 60 miles off.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN replied that the
Solicitor-General was making inquiries on
the subject.
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. DEAKIN asked the Minister of Railways if, now that a duplicate line of rails
was laid to Essendon, he would place the
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same number of trains on the line as were
running on the other suburban railways?
He said the Essendon district was rapidly
increasing in population.
Mr. BENT stated that the Railwn.y department had no carriages to spare for the
purpose mentioned. In spite of the attention
thn.t hn.d been drawn to the subject of manufacturing railway carriages in the colony, new
ones were not even now being supplied.
Mr. vVHEELER n.sked the Minister of
Railways when goods-shed accommodn.tion
would be provided at Bulln.rto?
Mr. BE NT said the accommodation would
be supplied as soon as the Railway estimates
were adopted.
,
Mr. WALKER drew the attention of the
Minister of Railways to the clrcumstancc
that the omnibuses formerly running between
the South Yarra station and Toorak had
been suddenly taken off the road, because
the contract between the owner of the
omnibuses and the Railway department
had expired without the latter renewing it.
In consequence, very considerable inconvenience had been experienced by many
persons. He (Mr. Walker), for one, was
compelled the previous evening, after leaving
the House, to walk oyer two miles and a half
from the station to his residence.
Mr. BENT said he was not previously
aware that the omnibus line referred to had
been knocked off. He was under the impression that an arrangement was made
months ago to continue the service.
Mr. DEAKIN asked the Minister of
Railways if he would insert a clause in every
future conti'act with suburban omnibus proprietors, rendering the contract void if the
horses employed were unfit for the purpose?
Mr. BENT replied that the Railway department at the present time secured to itself
power to remove from any vehicle admitted
to a railway station any horse that was unfit
for work, and also, in case further action was
needed, to cancel any contract it might haye
with the owner of the vehicle. If the persons
who noticed horses in cabs and omnibuses
plying to any railway station that were not
fit for their work would, instead of writing
~ to the press, communicate with the Railway
department, he would take care that the evil
should be quickly remedied.
POLIOE STATIONS.
Mr. DAVIES asked the Chief Secretary
if he would consider the desirability, or
otherwise, of causing a light of uniform
colour to be placed at night outside each
police station in the colony?
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great business capacity and energy, and the
measure is therefore deserving of every respect and consideration at our hands. One
salient point in connexion with the Bill is
the probable profits of the undertaking. The
company offer to share with the municipalities all profits after a dividend of 10
per cent. per annum has been paid to
the shareholders and 2! per cent. added
MELBOURNE HARBOUR TRUST
to the reserve fund. I am, therefore,
ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
justified in assuming that the lowest
The CLERK, pursuant to the standing estimate which they make of their profits
order adopted by the Assembly onthe 22nd is 12~ per cent. That calculation is no
December, 1881, laid on the table the Mel- doubt based upon the present population
bourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment Bill of the city and suburbs; but in 21 years,
which was read a first and second time in the the period for which the Bill proposes that
the powers applied for shall be in operafirst session of the present Parliament.
tion, the population will have enormously
The Bill was ordered to be considered in
increased. In 1871 the population of Melcommittee of the whole on vVednesday,
bourne and the suburbs was 206,780, but
June 21.
at the last census it was 282,947, or an in-.
MELBOURNE TRAMWAY AND
crease of 37 per cent. If it increases in the
OMNIBUS COMPANY'S BILL.
same ratio during the next two decades, it
The·debate on Mr. Gillies' motion for the
will be 387,000 in the year 1891, and
second reading of this Bill, and on Mr.
531,000 in 1901, which is two years before
Gardiner's amendment that it be read a the expiration of the period for which it is
second time "this day six months" (adproposed that the operations of the Bill
shall extend. This, in my opinion, is an
journed from June 7), was resumed.
Mr. V\T ALSH.-Mr Speaker, I intend important factor to bear in mind in conto discuss this question with a due regard
nexion with the measure. If the profits of
for the interests of the community, and
the company amount to 12~ per cent. per
without allowing my mind to be swayed by
annum with a population of 280,000, they
any remarks for or against the promoters
will probably be 20 or 25 per cent. when the
population is upwards of half a million.
of the measure. First, are we to have
tramways or are we not? I think there
Of course the growth of population will
can be little doubt that tramways are an
increase the traffic in the streets, and
absolute necessity in Melbourne. All the
that is an argument in favour of tramways,
great cities of Europe, every town of any imbecause they will greatly relieve the traffic,
portance in the United States, and the prin- inasmuch as one tramcar will carry 40 or
cipal cities of the two neighbouring colonies
50 passengers at a time, whereas three
are laid out with tramways, Melbourne standomnibuses, or about ten cabs, are required
to convey the same number. The next
ing out as the only exception to the rule.
Even if we look only at Sydney, and conpoint to be cOllsidered is whether or not the
Government should. undertake the construcsider the enormous tramway traffic there is
in that city, we see a demonstration of the
tion of tramways, and work them as an
fact that tramways [Ira a great public conaddendum to the suburban railway system.
venience. The tramway system in Sydney
There is some force in the Premier's reis a success beyond the most sanguine anmark that the tramways would to a certain
extent enter into competition with the
ticipations. It was commenced, I believe,
suburban railways. As the suburban railby private enterprise, but was afterwards
taken under the control of the Government, .. ways are not paying 5 per cent. on their
cost, and as tramways are likely to yield a
who now manage it. Assuming that this
House considers that tramways ought to be
very large profit, I am not at all surprised
constructed in Melbourne and the suburbs
that the honorable gentleman should, in the
-and I imagine the House will be in favour
interests of the Government, desire the
tramways to be in conjunction with the railof that proposition-the next question is
whether the construction of tramways ought
way system. Against this view, however,
to be intrusted to a private company. The
I would point out, in the first place, that
promoters of the Bill have shown, in conneither the present nor any previous
Ministry have ever shown any disposition
nexion with the ~unning of omnibuses, vel'y

Mr. GRANT stated the Chief CommissiOller of Police had reported that the use
of such a light was not necessary, and that
the advantage derivable from it would not
be commensurate with the expense it would
entail. He (Mr. Grant) would, howevei·,
bring the matter again under the Chief
Commissioner's attention.
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to undertake the construct,ion of tramways.
It must also be remembered that though in
Sydney the tramways are managed by the
Government, the circumstances of the case
there are very exceptional, because Sydney
has no suburban railway system. The next
question is-Should the municipal councils
construct the tramways? I think there is
a good deal to be said in favour of their
being made by the municipal councils rather
than by the Government. The roads and
streets are the property of the municipalities,
and have been constructed with the ratepayers'money. To lay down a tramway on a
road already formed and macadamized is a
very simple undertaking, and not costly. If a
tramway system will realize the large profits
anticipated by the promoters of the Bill, it
would be a grand thing for the ratepayers
to have it taken in hand by the municipal
bodies, because the revenue thereby derived
would enable a reduction to be made in the
municipal rates, or provide a fund for beneficial local improvements. No doubt the
municipal councils would be able to borrow
the requisite capital for the establishment
of a tramway system at a low rate of interest-say 5 per cent.-so that there would
be a wide margin between the profits of
the undertaking and the interest to be
paid on the borrowed capital. I do not
remember, however, that even the municipal
councils have hitherto shown any disposition to construct tramways. It is only since
the Bill was brought before the House that
it has been suggested that there is any desire on the part of those bodies to undertake
the work. In passing, I may remark that it
has been stated, on behalf of the promoters of
the Bill, that the measure is an exact transcript of the general Tramways Act passed in
England, but in one very impOl;tant particular there is a difference between the two,
inasmuch as the English Act gives power to
the municipal bodies to lease tramways, and
to levy tolls in cOllnexion with them. There
are certainly two or three good features in the
Bill as distinguished from the tramway SY3tern in operation in Sydney. One is that
the tramways shall be worked by horses in
pl'eference to steam power. In Sydney,
where steam power is employed, the tramway' system has been singularly unfortunate
in the destruction of human life. There is
a fatal accident there nearly once a week on
an average, and altogether about 60 persons
have lost their lives. There have also been
numerous tramway accidents in Sydney not
a,ttended with fatal results. But, notwithstanding that the Bill contains some good
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points, there is no denying that it will
create a great monopoly. I must use that
word. The measure proposes to grant the
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company the exclusive right to construct tramways on certain lines of road, and to give
them control over the traffic on those lines.
If the company obtain the powers they ask
for, it is not likely that any persons will be
in a position to establish a rival company or
to construct other tramways in the vicinity
of Melbourne than those contemplated by
the Bill. Further, the routes proposed
by the promoters are, in my opinion, most
objectionable. Although they follow the
present omnibus routes, I cannot overlook
the fact that the existence of tramways in
the main arteries of the city, such as
Bourke-street and Elizabeth-street, will be
a serious evil, especially a few years hence,
when those streets will be still more crowded
with traffic than they are now. One provision of the Bill, upon which the honorable member who moved the second reading laid great stress, is that, at the expiration of 21 years, the municipal councils may,
if they think fit, purchase the tramways.
Supposing that £1,0~0,000 is expended on
the tramways in the course of the 21 years,
and that they are then paying 20 or 25 per
cent. profit, how much will it cost the muni.
cipal bodies to purchase them?
Mr. GILLIES.-It is provided that the
amount to be paid shall be the then value
of the property.
Mr. W ALSH.-I am aware that a conference was held. between the promoters of
the Bill and the representatives of the
municipal bodies, and that the latter succeeded in getting better terms than the company originally proposed; but it is matter
for consideration whether, even though
it is proposed to give them the right to
purchase at the end of 21 years, at the then
value of the property, it would'not be better
for the local bodies to construct the tramways themselves. The matter presents
itself to my mind in this way: if it would
be advantageous for the municipal bodies to
purchase the tramways at the expiration of
21 years, how much more would it be to their
advantage to construct the tramways themselves and to reap the benefit of them in
the meantime? This is a point upon which,
probably, a good deal of light will be thrown
if the Bill goes to a select committee. I
would like to know also whether, if the
second reading of the Bill is agreed to, the
House will be committed to this company.
"Vill the select committee have power to
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deal only with the details of the measure?
Although the promoters of the Bill profess
to be acting in the most liberal spirit towards
the municipalities, we cannot shut our ears
to the rumours which are floating about.
One of those rumours is that another company are prepared to offer a very large bonus
for the privilege of laying down tramways.
Under the circumstances, I think it will be
the duty of honorable members to look very
closely into the provisions of the Bill, and
ascertaiu whether a fair compact has been
entered into between the municipalities and
the promoters. I am informed that the
tramways in Dunedin were constructed by
the municipal corporation, but that they
are now leased to a private individual, or to
a company. I do not see why the municipal councils of Melbourne and the suburbs
should not construct tramways, and lease
them to a company, or to several companies,
and thereby obtain a good revenue. I am
not speaking in antagonism to the promoters of the Bill. I think, as I have
already said, that those gentlemen are
entitled to every consideration for the way
in which they have conducted their omnibus
business; but I am bound to consider the
interests of my constituents, who, I believe,
are not getting all that they are entitled to
obtain from the promoters of the measure.
n the Bill passes its second reading,
and is referred to a select committee,
it is the intention of the Melbourne Corporation to be represented by counsel
before the committee, and I hope that
other municipalities will also be represented
by counsel, especially as, according to the
standing orders, the committee will consist
of members who have no personal interest
in the matter, and who therefore probably
will not be fully acquainted with the
wants and requirements of the metropolitan
districts. After carefully thinking over
the subject-and I have given it a great deal
of consideration-I have come to the conclusion that the best course to adopt, if it
could be done, would be to refer the general
question of tramways, rather than this
particular Bill, to a select committee. By
that means much valuable information might
be elicited. For my part, I must confess
that, though I have seen tramways, I am
in great ignorance as to their cost, their
earnings, and other details connected with
them. The general Act in operation in
England gives the local authorities power to
make by-laws to regulate the traffic on the
tramways, but the present Bill proposes
that the company on whose behalf it has
Mr. Walsn.
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been introduced shall have the exclusive
control of the traffic-in fact, that they are
.practically to have sole power over the portion of the roads which will be occupied by
the tramways. I regret. that it is not in
my power, at this stage, to propose, as an
amendment, that the general question of
tramways be referred to a select committee.
I intended to do so, but I am informed that
such a proposition will not be in order until
the amendment of the honorable member
for Carlton, that the Bill be read a second
time this day six months, is disposed of.
n the measure is read a second time, and is
remitted to a select committee, I shall watch
its progress with a good deal of anxiety.
I reserve to myself the right of voting
against the third reading, if the Bill comes
from the select committee in a forin that I
cannot approve of.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-Mr. Speaker, I
stand, as I dare say my honorable colleague
in the representation of Richmond does, in
a very peculiar position in regard to this
Bill. I have had a large number of letters
sent to me warning me of the opposition of
the cabmen if I support the measure, but I
trust I will be able to show that I am not
afraid of anything of the kind. It is my
duty to do what I consider is for the benefit
of the district which I represent. I have
had my attention called to a copy of resolutions in opposition to the Bill passed at a
meeting recently held at the Town Hall,
Richmond; but the meeting does not appear
to have been a public one in the ordinary
acceptation of the term, for the heading of
the copy of the resolutions sent to me states
that it was a meeting of "persons opposed
to the Tramway Bill." On the other hand,
I have had sent to me a copy of a resolution
passed by the Richmond City Council,
desiring me to support the Bill; and, I
think, I am bound to take the decision at
which they have arrived on the question as
a reflex of the general opinion of the district.
The cabmen of Melbourne and the suburbs,
as they had a perfect right to do, lately
formed themselves into a union, and determined to promote meetings in all the suburbs
against tramways. I think it will be
admitted that they have effectually, and
very properly, carried out their intention;
but I may rfmark that the cabmen raised
the same objections to omnibuses, when those
vehicles "were first started, that they now
urge against tramways. They said that
omnibuses would ruin the cabs; but they
have since found that their business, in.
stead or diminishing, has increased. Some
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persons supposed that the omnibuses would
have a prejudicial effect on the, suburban
railways, but the railway traffic to the
suburbs has very largely increased since the
omnibuses commenced to run. A great many
persons, however, tr'avel by omnibuses, and
the, Omnibus Company pays large dividends to its shareholders, though both the
railway traffic and the cab traffic have increased. No doubt this increase is partially
'attributable to the growth of population;
but it may be laid down as a settled thing
that the increase of facilities for transit
between the metropolis and the suburbs
ind uces more people to live in the suburbs,
and also in various ways causes persons to
travel to and fro more frequently than they
otherwise would do., In the opinion of the
Premier, tramways will compete seriously
with the suburban railways, but I take a
different view of the matter, and the Bill is
treated as an open question by the Cabinet.
It must be remembered that the speed of
,travelling is much greater on the railways
',than it will be on the tramways, and this
alone will cause many persons to prefer railway travelling. While railway trains run
between 20 and 30 miles an hour, tramcars
will only run seven or eight. Certainly I
will be willing, in order to prevent accidents,
,to bind the promoters of the Bill not to run
the tramcars at a greater speed than eight
miles an hour. At one time I was inclined
,to oppose the measure, but, on mature con,sideration, I feel it my duty to support it. ,
, One thing w.hich commends it to my favour
, is that the propelling power is not to be
.steam, but is to be horses. I believe that
'nearly all the tramway accidents that have
occurre~ have been caused by the use of '
steam power.
Mr. WOODS.-There are no accidents
, in Adelaide.
Mr. L, L. SMITH.-I certainly think,
that no person who has seen the working of
the tramway system in Adelaide would object to its introduction in Melbourne and the
suburbs. Of course the honorable member
for Carlton, in moving that the Bill be read
a second time this day six months, was not
at all actuated by the fact that cabmen are
opposed to the measure; but I will point out
to him that tramways will be a great benefit,
even looked at from a working man's point
of view. By the expenditure of the large
, sum which the company propose to expend
, -something like half a million of moneyemployment will be given to a vast number
'of artisans, such as masons, quarrymen,
.. c{trpenters, carriage-bUilders, painters, ironI
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workers, and others. If the argument which
so many honorable members have employed
against this Bill-that the proposed tramways would compete with the railwayswere carried out to its legitimate issue, the
Government would have to purchase the
Geelong steam-boats because they compete
with the railway to Geelong. Se~eral
honorable members have also objected to
this company constructing trnmways, because, 'they say, it would be a monopoly.
As far as I understand the meaning of a
monopoly, it refers to a company which is
under no control, but it must be evident
that such an expression cannot properly be
applied to a company which will be subject
to the restrictions imposed on the Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company
in this Bill. Moreover, the conduct of the
company will be carefully watched, and
there will be no chance of any irregularity
escaping observation. All their fares and
rates are subjected by the Bill' to such
thorough control that no monopoly, in the
meaning in which the term has been used
by honorable members, can possibly exist.
Again, as I have already pointed out, if
this company spend the large sum of money
which will be required to carry out their
oper:ations-something like half a million'of course a great many trades will necessarily share in the expenditure of that
'money, and the cOl!lmunity generally will
be benefited thereby. The company too, it
must be remembered, will take all the risk
of the success or non-success of the under,taking, and the taxpayers of the colony
will have to pay no interest on the money
involved in the venture. Besides that, thlil
Bill provides that after the lapse of 21
years the company will be bound to
sell their property at a valuation, without
any charge for good-will, if the municipalities
desire to purchase it. Another advantage
is that the company agree to divide their
profits over a certain percentage with the
ratepayers. I think that, if the railways of
the colony had been conducted by private
companies under similar restrictions to those
which will be imposed on the tramway company by the Bill, we should have had fewer
complaints of mismanagement and less
pecuniary loss than there have been in COllnexion with them. It surely cannot be said
that it is to the advantage of the taxpayers
to have to pay the interest on heavy loans
obtained by the Government for the
purpose of constructing public works if a
private company will give them advantages
equally ,great without imposing such-a
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heavy drain on their purses. It has been
said that this proposal is" rushing" the
public-that the public have had no notice
of it and have made no demand for it. The
very fact that twelve municipalities have
held a meeting at which they agreed upon a
nnmber of restrictions which were to be imposed on the company shows, however, that
the public are fully alive to their own interests. It has been said that a certain
party has offered £20,000 for the privilege
of constructing and rupning tramways, but
I venture to say that the company who are
proposing this Bill would gladly give
£40,000 or £50,000 for the same privilege
if they were not bound down by the restrictions imposed in the measure. Honorable
members must see that there are great
restrictions, and one very important one is
that the company cannot divide more than
10 per cent. of the profits among the shareholders. The tramways proposed to be made
will, I think, prove feeders to the railways
rather than injure them. The books of the
Omnibus Company show that during the year
1881 the company carried 10,000,000 persons, and that, out of that number, 7,500,000
were carried to and from the railways. I
think that one fact is sufficient to show that
the omnibuses really feed the railways, and
the tramways will act in the same way. In
my opinion, only private enterprise can deal
properly with this question. The municipalities have had every opportunity of
taking up the matter themselves, but they
have shown no disposition to do so. The
same remark applies to the Government.
Besides, there is the important fact that
twelve of the municipalities hlwe met and
agreed to the Bill.
Mr. McKEAN.-How many shares in
the company are held by councillors of the
various municipalities?
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-Iam not aware that
they hold any. Certainly, if they do, they
could not vote on the question.
Mr. W ALSH.-Are the municipalities
unanimous?
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-I can only say that
the· Richmond Corporation are quite in
accord with the Bill, and have asked their
representatives to advocate the tramway system in this House. I have already pointed
out also that there was a meeting of twelve
municipal councils which agreed to the Bill
with certain amendments, andil think honorable members are entitled to "take the broad
view that the municipal councils represent
the municipalities. Members of municipal
cou~cil$ &1'e· elected by the ratepayers after
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giving their deliberate opinions on local
questions. I am aware that some meetings
have be~n held by persons wb.o do not wish
to see tramways, but I do not think those
meetings can be held in any way to represent
the feeling of the municipalities on the
subject.
Mr. GARDINER.- Public meetings
have been held in all the districts against
tramways.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-I do not know
what was done in the honorable member's
district, but I know what took place in
Richmond. There was an anti-tramway
meeting held at Richmond, but that it was
not a public meeting may be gathered from
the fact that a lady who rose to express a
view opposed to that generally held by those
present was hissed down, and other socalled public meetings against the Bill have
been of a similar character. Considering
the rigid character of the restrictions contained in the Bill, I hope honorable members
will take a broad view of the question and
allow the measure to pass. I will vote for
the second reading of the Bill.
Mr. LA URENS.-Mr. Speaker, I desire
to point out in the first instance that the
present Bill does not raise the question of
simply tramways or no tramways. The
Bill can scarcely be presented to us in that
light. Very great stress was laid by the
honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies)
on the fact that the various corporations
had withdrawn any opposition to the Bm,
and had given thei1 assent to its introduction in Parliament. I think, however, the
honorable member in making that statement
scarcely represented the full facts of the
case. I would remind honorable members
that a short time ago a contested municipal
election took place at Hotham, and each of
the four. candidates who presented themselves openly announced himself to be against
the Bill. Not one of them was bold
enough to state that he was in favour of the
measure which was about to be introduced
into Parliament. Moreover, shortly before
the municipal election, there was a meeting held at Hotham-I was not present,
but the newspapers reported that it was a
large one-at which three resolutions were
passed protesting against the action of
the majority of the town council in giving
a monopoly for 21 years to this tramway
company. Strangely enough, too, the four
gentlemen who afterwards came forward for
election to the council took a prominent
part in moving and seconding the resolutions. Another meeting was also held, a
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few nights ago, in Carlton which passed
resolutions to the same effect. It is further
worthy of note that, although the Hotham
Council passed a resolution in favour of
allowing this Bill to be introduced into Parliament, two of the councillors who voted
for that resolution have since repudiated
the idea that they are in favour of tramways,
although as a matter of formality they voted
for the resolution. The honorable member
for Rodney, in moving the second reading
of the Bill, expressed the opinion that it
would be very wrong to leave the matter of
constructing tramways in the hands of the
local bodies, as they had shown by their want
of energy with reference to the establishment
of a metropolitan board of works that they
could not unite for any purpose. The
honorable member, however, scarcely stated
the facts of the case. Several years ago,
the councils of Melbourne ~nd the suburbs
met at a conference in the Town Hall of
Melbourne, and tried to bring into existence a metropolitan board of works, but
there was no Act of Parliament which
enabled them to unite for such a purpose.
The local bodies waited on the Government,
and asked them to pass a Bill through
Parliament containing provisions which
would bring about such a body. Owing to
some cause, however, no Bill could be introduced that session, and the consequence
was that no Bill has been passed at all. It
was manifestly unfair, therefore, to blame
the local bodies for not doing what they,
were unable to do. The same remark applies to the construction of tramways. Two
years ago, there was a conference which attempted to obtain a measure which would
have enabled them to unite for the purpose
of constructing tramways. A deputation
waited on the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), who was then head of the
Government, but he raised a variety of objections to the course that was proposed to
be taken, and nothing came of the matter.
The present Government, also, I believe,
have been approached in a similar manner,
and have refused a similar Bill, so that it is
scarcely fail' to bring forward as a reason
for the present Bill the fact that the local
bodies have not done what they had no
power under the existing laws to do, and
have been refused powers to accomplish.
The Melbourne Omnibus Company has been
managed by business men who have conducted the company to their own advantage
and also to the advantage of the public.
But tramways are different to omnibus lines.
The company have a practical monopoly as
3A 2 '
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to omnibuses, for they can practically crush
out any competition. Still anyone who can
obtain a licence has a right to run a cab or
omnibus, but it would be very different if
the company were allowed to construct tram~
ways as proposed in this Bill. The question
raised in the Bill is not, as I have already
said, whether tramways should or should
not be constructed, but rather whether the
Melhoume Tramway and Omnibus Company
shall have the entire control of portions of the streets for 21 years. I do not
wish to even use the word "monopoly,"
because that expression has been taken exception to by the honorable member for
Rodney; but if this Bill were passed, as it
is proposed, the company would not even
be bound to lay trams, or at any rate, if so
bound, they can fix their own terms. The
company consists of shrewd business men,
and they foresee that in all probability it is
only a question of time when trams will be
run in the streets where their omnibuses now
run, and that, if they do not come into the
field, rival companies, or municipalities, or
the Government, may construct tramways.
But under the Bill, if the company do not
lay down tramways for 21 years, they secure
for that time, at any rate, the tenure or
monopoly, in one sense of the word, of the
streets, so that if they do not make terms
with the various local councils at all events
they will be safe from any other parties laying down trams. This Bill therefore, instead
of promoting trams, may, if passed, have the
very effect of" preventing them from being
laid down for 21 years. It looks a very
strong proposition to set forth that this
Bill may really have the effect of postponing the introduction of tramways for
several years, but I think honorable members will see on consideration that my argument is a sound one. The honorable member for Rodney pointed out that the local
councils are in reality co-operating in this
affair, because he said they were to have a
share in the profits of the company over
and above 12t per cent., but that provision
really amounts to nothing, as we know that
audits and reserve funds can be manipulated
to any extent so that there is no security
whatever for the local bodies getting any~
thing. With regard to the fares, we find that
the company would be empowered under the
Bill to charge 3d. per mile for 21 years.
Mr. HARRIS.-One penny per mile.
Mr. LAURENS.-I would point out that
there is to be no charge less than 3d., no
matter how short the distance may be. In
this country, fiQ.ctuations a~e so rapid t~at it
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would be very hard to say that what is the
proper fare to-day will be the proper fare 21
years hence. Things might be so greatly
changed in 21 years that before the end of
that period the charge of 2d. might be quite
as dear as 3d. is to-dny.
Mr. GILLIE S.-Threepence is the maximum.
Mr. LA URENS.-But we must remember that, if we pass this Bill, the company
will enjoy an immunity from any rivalry so
far as regards trams for 21 years.
Mr. GILLIE S.-Some maximum charge
must be fixed. It is the same in England.
Mr. LA URENS.-But the company,
having secured an immunity from rivalry,
could maintain that maximum chnrge of
3d. for the period of 21 years, no matter
how short the distance travelled. Now
while the fare of 3d. may be, to-day, a fair
charge, everything considered, it may not
be a fair charge 21 years hence. When I
was in New Zealand, I sold oats at £3 per
bushel, and, when horse feed costs that
'amount of money, it is only natural that
the proprietors of public vehicles should exact
higher fares than when oats can be obtained,
as they have been since in the same colony,
for 10d. or Is. per bushel.
Mr. GILLIES.-But there must be
some maximum.
Mr. LAURENS.-I don't blame the
COmpany for fixing a maximum chnrge. I
don't believe they could do otherwise. I am
only showing' that, once this Bill is passed,
the company - being secured from any
rivalry for 21 years-will have the right to
maintain that maximum charge. Under
all the circumstances, I am inclined to agree
'with the honorable member for East Mel"bourne (Mr. vValsh) that the prudent course
,for the House to take would be to appoint a
'select committee to make the fullest inquiry
into the whole matter of tramways.
Mr. vVRIXON.-Mr. Speaker, I desire
to state briefly the reasons which induce me
to vote for the second reading of this Billthat is to say, for voting for the Bill going
to a select committee, and for affirming the
principle that tramways may be made by a
company that is willing to make them.
'With regard to the point raised by the
honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr. Laurens) that the fare may be fixed
at too high a figure-Mr. LAURENS.-I did not say it was
,too high.
Mr. WRIXON.-I understood the honorable member's argument to point inferen,tiany to that. I understood him to object,
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to the privileges sought for by the company
being granted for so long a period as that
named in the Bill, lest under altered circumstances the fare now proposed might become
too high. That, however, is a matter for
the select committee to deal with. Another
point which the honorable member raised,
and which is certainly entitled to consideration, is that the company will not be compelled by the Bill to construct tramways in
the directions specified, and may be merely
securing a monopoly. But that is also a
matter for the select committee carefully to
inquire into and to set right. There can be
no doubt that the Bill, if passed, will confer
great powers and privileges upon the company-powers and privileges which, in one
sense, amount to a monopoly. They will
have the use of the public roads. That is a
great concession to make, and I quite agree
with the honorable member that the concession should be carefully guarded in order that
the public may in every way be protected. I
say further that if, when the Bill comes back
from the select committee, we are not satisfied
with the protection which is given to the
public, we should incontinently throw out the
Bill. The only question we have to consider
now is whether we are prepared to affirm the
principle of tramways being made by a
company. I certainly am prepared to do so.
I totally differ from the view put forward by
several honorable members that a matter of
this kind ought to be in the hands of the
Government. It would be a great pity if
such works were in the hands of the Government. It is quite a false policy for the
Government to undertake to do what private
enterprise is willing to do, and what private
enterprise is able to do effectually. I even
go so far as to say that jt was a mistake for
the Government to acquire possession of the
suburban railways. The only true policy
wit.h regard to railways on the part of
the State is that the Government should
construct the great trunk lines which
private enterprise is not expected to construct, and which must be constructed for
the sake of opening up the country. That
is an intelligible duty for the Government
to undertake. But it is not wise policy for
the Government to have possession of the
suburban railways. However, the Government are not satisfied with having the
suburban railwayS'; they would go further
and prevent private enterprise from providing means of communication from street
to street. But, if that be legitimate, they
ought to take the ortmibuses into their own
hands. The idea of the Government having
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tramways in their own hands is founded
which would attend the management of
upon a totally false view of the functions of
tramways running through half-a-dozen
Government. My feeling is in favour of .municipalities. I have not examined the
encouraging private enterprise in every way
Bill very carefully, but I find it provides
possible. Let private enterprise do every- that before tramways are laid in any muni~
thing it can. It is better for the public- cipality a poll of the ratepayers on the
it makes the. public more independent- subiect may be demanded, so that not only
and it relieves the Government from a duty do the municipalities approve of the Bill
which ought not to be imposed upon them.
~eforehand, but they can veto it afterwards.
Therefore, it seems to me rather gratuitous
As to the view put forward by the Premier,
:which several honorable members seem to
for the Legislature to step in and sayagree with-that because the Government
"Oh! we won't allow a company to make
possess the suburban railways with which tramways, because it is possible the
the proposed tramways might compete,
municipalities will want to do so." The
therefore tramways must be opposed- main thing we have 'to look at is whether
.surely that is a very unsatisfactory position tramways will serve the public. If tramto take up. If the public will be better ways will make travelling more easy and
served by tramways, why should not the 'comfortable for the public, it is not for the
.public have them? Why should they be Legislature to put difficulties in the way .
The best proof possible that the public will
forced to travel by railway if they prefer to
travel by tramway? It is said that we
be properly served is that people are ready
ought to put a stop to any enterprise that .to invest their capital, to a large amount, in
the undertaking. I believe that half a
will interfere with the profits of the State.
.But that is a position I altogether deny. million or more of money will be invested
In many respects, private enterprise com- in the tramway enterprise, and· if shrewd
business men-as the honorable member for
petes in different ways with State enterNorth Melbourne (Mr. Laurens) charac.prise. For example, the steam-boats that
.go to Portland compete with the Melbourne .terizes tp.e promoters"':'are willing to spend
that amount on the undertaking, we have
an~ Portland Railway. They take goods
in that fact a pretty clear proof that the
.and passengers which otherwise would certainly go by railway. But will anybody say tramways will serve the public. If it be an
advantage to the public to have this cheap
that steam-boats should not be allowed
and ,ready mode of conveyance, no matter
to run simply because they compete with
what the Government or the municipalities
the State railways? That is a view
may say, we ought not to listen to them,
altogether unworthy of a Legislature to
take. It has been said that the munici- because the public interest is that which
should be considered. I know it is said that
palities ought to make the tramways, and
though tramways may be a convenience to
certainly, if the municipalities were ready
the public, that convenience can be afi'ordecl
to undertake the work, I don't see how the
only by injury to cab proprietors and cab. Legislature could refuse them the necessary
men. That surely is a short-sighted and
powers. But if the municipalities are not
unsound view. The whole history of this
ready to undertake the work, I don'~ see
matter of conveyances and travelling shows
why they should object to private enterprise
nothing more clearly than that traffic begets
undertaking it.
traffic, that the more you carry the .more you
Mr. GILLIES.-They approve of the
will carry. It was said, when the omnibuses
introduction of this Bill.
were first established, that the cabmen would
Mr. WRIXON. -The majority of
them?
be driven from the roads. Yet there are
more cabs than ever. Whether it is that
Mr. GILLIES.-The whole of them.
Mr. WRIXON.-I was not aware of · the convenience afforded by the omnibuses
has got people into the way of riding, and
that. Certainly the municipalities have
made them less williI;lg to walk, it is 'an un,never shown any disposition to undertake
the work, and, I think, for a very good · doubted fact that there are now, on every
road, more cabs than there were when the
reason. Municipalities cannot be expected
to co-operate with regard to an enterprise · omnibuses were first put on. I quite disbelieve that this Bill, if passed into law, will
which must be carried on by unity of management. Why one of the greatest diffi- interfere with the industry of any cal?man.
It is said that, by the introduction of tram:culties connected with a boundary road
ways, carriage communication will be better
between two municipalities is the managemallaged~ and will be cheaper and readier
~ meut; and~h~t is nothing to ~he,difficulties
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than it is at present. If that is so, who
will gain? Why the general public. If a
particular class of men have to strive somewhat with increased competition, owing to
the introduction of tramways, the gainers
will be the majority of the people, and it is
the duty of the Legislature to look after that
majority. While I thus clearly express my
opinion in favour of the principle of tramways being made by a private company, I
am sensible, as I have said already, that it
is a large concession to grant to any company
to allow them to use public streets in the
way proposed; and, therefore, the public
interest ought to be watched in every possible
respect. We ought to look to 'the select
committee to perform that duty for us, and,
if we are dissatisfied with the way in which
they perform their functions, we ought to reject the Bill when it comes before us again. I
don't profess to share the fears which some
honorable members express, that the company will develop itself into some injurious
monopoly, because I think the interest of
the company will always be to serve the
public. If they don't serve the public, their
enterprise won't pay.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Sir, I am in favour of
the Bill going to a select committee, and
therefore I intend to vote for the second
reading. I have not heard, in the course of
this debate, a single attempt to disagree
with the principle of introducing tramways,
although many objections-technical and
frivolous objections-have been offered to
the Bill. One objection is that tramways
ought to be made by the Government or by
the municipal bodies through whose streets
they run; and another, raised by the honorable member for North Melbourne (Mr.
Laurens), is that the Bill will give to the
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company
the control of the streets specified in the 1st
schedule for a period of 21 years, and that,
having got that control, they may prevent
anybody else constructing tramways along
those streets, even though they may not
undertake the work themselves.
Mr. LAURENS.-Unless they are allowed to lay the tramways upon their own
terms.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I have been looking
through the Bill, and I don't think that the
.honorable member is warranted in his conclusion. Clause 4 says that"If the tramways respectively consented
.to-

That is by the local body first, and the
ratepayers afterwards.
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"shall not be completed and opened for public
traffic within the said period of two years or any
such extended period as aforesaid, then on the
expiration thereof the powers by this Act granted
to the company for constructing the same or
otherwise in relation thereto shall cease, except
as to so much thereof as shall then be completed."

And clause 5 provides that.. The company shal1, within twelve months
after the passing of thi~ Act, apply to the local
authority of every city, town, or borough through
or in which any tramway or any part thereof is
by this Act authorized to be constructed, for its
consent to such construction, and thereupon
such local authority shall cause a poll to be taken
of all ratepayers who desire to forbid the construction of such tramway or part thereof."

Thus it appears that the company are
compelled to ask the consent of the municipal body within twelve months, and that
if, having got the consent, they do not carry
out the tramway within two years, their
power over the streets with respect to which
they obtain consent will cease. Where then
will be the harm to anybody? But if it be
desired that the provisions I have read
should be made more stringent and conclusive, that is a matter for the consideration
of the select committee. There is no reason
why the House should object to read the
Bill a second time unless the proposal contained in it is objected to on principle. I
don't understand honorable members expressing approval of the principle, and then
trying to find frivolous reasons for not
reading the Bill a second time. Ii appears
to me as if that course were taken for no
other purpose than to keep up an appearance
of being in favour of the proposal as a
whole, while the intention is to oppose it in
detail in order to please or placate a certain
section of the community. I think that
position unworthy of gentlemen who occupy seats in this House. I think the
honorable member for Portland answered
that position very clearly when he said that
our duty is for the general public.· Many
of my friends in my own constituencyshopkeep~rs and other people engaged in
business-have a notion that tramways
will interfere with the business of the streets
through which they are taken. I differ
from them on that point. I don't think
they are correct. But, if they are right, I
ask whether I am to think only of one
section of my constituents and not the
whole? Representing as I do some 25,000
people who will benefit by these tramways
being brought close to their doors, I cannot
allow the feelings and opinions of a section
to interfere with the duty lowe to the
whole of my constituents and to the country
generally. Even supposing the whole of
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my constituents objected to the introduction has not shown itself capable of properly
of tramways, I could not, as a representa- conducting the Hobson's Bay Railway. On
tive of the people beyond Collingwood, the other hand, this work is to be underobject to the second reading of this Bill, taken by a company which, as everyone
for the reason that the measure does not knows, has proved itself in the past well able
force tramways on Collingwood, Fitzroy, to conduct its affairs in the interests of the
or any place that objects to them. If the public and in the interests of its shareBill passes as it stands, it will be open to holders. If there is any honorable member
my constituents, if they object to tramways, in the House who really believes that these
to say they will not have them. Moreover, tramways would be injurious to the public
the majority of the ratepayers who vote are interest to the extent of decreasing the
revenue of the suburban railways, I think he
to deCla.e where a tramway may run.
should be prepared to give some proof of
An HONORABLE MElIIBER.-Wherefore?
Mr. MIRAMS.-I think it is not neces- his statement. A mere general assertion is
sary to explain the wherefore, but the fact not sufficient to satisfy the House on such a
is beyond dispute that such a provision is point. Take my own constituency for instance.
to be inserted in the Bill as soon as the Suppose this Bill is passed, and tramcars run
forms of the House will allow. In fact, the to and from the railways on the same route
Bill provides every machinery for the people that the omnibuses now do-up Nicholsonsettling the matter themselves, and on that street, down Gertrude-street, and along
Smith. street-I ask, would those tramcars do
ground alone I would support it, because I
have always believed in the people in the any more harm to the traffic of the Alphingvarious localities governing themselves in ton and Richmond Railway, supposing it to
their own local affairs. We have given be completed, than the omnibuses are likely
them the opportunity in the Act dealing to do? I confess that I cannot understand
with local government of deciding on great how the one mode of conveyance is likely to
questions of public interest, and I believe in be mOle injurious to the railway traffic than
the same principle being adopted in this the other, and.I think it is incumbent on
Bill. Should my constituents desire to buy those who take that view to produce facts
the tramways constructed in Oollingwood and figures to support it-to point out
under the Bill, they will have every facility which lines of tramway will interfere with the
for doing so. It has been suggested that railways, and what loss is likely to occur
the Government should undertake the work from such interference. If they did that
of constructing tramways in preference to a we would have something to go upon, but
private company, but I thoroughly concur it is mere child's play to tell us in bare
in the opinion that the Government should words that, if we agree to the tramways as
not interfere in any matter which private proposed in this Bill, we shall be indirectly
enterprise is able and willing to undertake.
robbing the State. I do not believe it for
We have had such an experience of one moment, but, even if such were the case,
Government interference in the matter of it must be remembered that, when the State
suburban traffic and the carrying of a large
bought the Hobson's Bay Railway, it was
number of persons for short distances that with the full knowledge that this company
I, for one, do not desire to see the Govern- was in existence running omnibuses and
ment saddled with another undertaking increasing their number every week; and,
which would be likely to land them in moreover, with the knowledge that Parliaanother muddle like the Hobson's Bay ment was liable to be asked at any moment
Railway. ·V{e have there an immense un- to agree to the construction of tramways by
dertaldng carried on by the Government at tIns company, which has always existed
a loss to the public, and do we want a net- under the name of the Tramway and Omnibus
work of tramways conducted by the GovernOompany. The State purchased the railway
ment in a similar way? I venture to say with its eyes open to the fact that it might
that if the Jolimont accident had happened at any time have to compete with tramways.
under a private company, about half the
But, as the circumstances stand at present,
money paid in compensation would have , there is nothing to prove that tramways, if
sufficed. In the same way, if the tramways constructed under this Bill, will lower the
were in the hands of the Government, the revenue of the State railways. In fact, the
latter would be a landmark for damages, and
argument of those who, in this House,
I, for my part, have had sufficient experience supported the purchase of the Hobson's Bay
not to intrust another complicated underEailway went in the direction of ;new lines
taking to the hands of a Government which of omnibuses being likely to incl'!3ase the
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revenue of the railways. They· contended'
that the more you increased the facilities for
carrying people further away from the centre
of Melbourne the more families went to reside
out of town, and the more persons cop.sequently travelled to and from the centre of
business. If that be true in relation to
omnibuses it must also be true in rel~tion to
tramcars, 80 that, according to the argument
of those honorable members, tramways,
instead of interfering with the railways',
should increase their traffic. The Hou.se has
also been told that the local bodies themselves should be empowered to undertake the
work. The local bodies have had the chance
.of doing so for ten years past, but they took
no action until private enterprise sought to
supply the public requirements. One other
.objectionwhichhasbeenurgedisthatthecom-·
pany will, under this Bill, retain control of the
roads for 21 years; but honorable members
who advance that argument must know
that the company will not have possession
of all the streets. If they do not treat the
pUblic fairly, there will be nothing to prevent another company from obtaining power
to run tramcars along parallel streets.
Again, should the local ~odies· really be
anxious to get the tramways into their own
hands, they will be able to purchase them
in 21 YQars at their then present value, this
·company having in the interim, at their
own risk, tested the financial success or
otherwise of the enterprise. For these
reasons, I intend to vote for the second
reading of the Bill, and, when it goes to a
select committee, every precaution can be
taken for the protection of the interests of
the public.
Mr. MACGREGOR.-Sir, according to
the view of the last speaker, the object of
this Bill should be to serve the interests of
the public; but,in my opinion, the people are
very well served at the present moment by the
trains, omnibuses, lmd cabs which connect
Melbourne and the suburbs, and there is therefore no necessity for the introduction of tramways. The city of Glasgow, which has a populationof 600,OOO,nodoubthastramways,but
has it railways like Melbourne? Sydney also
has tramways passing through it, but, if it
had the network of suburban railways which
Melbourne possesses, there would have been
no necessity for tramways there. We have
railways starting from the centre of the city
in every direction, at very short intervals,
and, with the additional facilities offered by
cabs and omnibuses, I confess I cannot see
any public necessity for the construction. of
tramways •. Visitors from all parts of the,
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. world have'complimented us in Melbourne
.on the splendid facilities we possess for
travelling in and around the city. I think
the method of locomotion proposed by the
Bill cannot fail to affect the revenue derived
from the suburban railways, which were
purchased at so great a cost, and that it
will also seriously injure the vested interests
.of the cabowners. Why, I ask, should we
destroy that very large interest unnecessadly? The capital invested in Melbourne
and the suburbs in cabs and waggonettes, which number 1,042, is valued at
.£84,360; 2,084 horses are employed in
connexion with them, ,~alued at £29,176 ;
and the harness in use is estimated to be
worth £8,336. There is thus a total
capital employed in connexion with cabs
and waggonettes of no less than £121,872.
It will be admitted that that is a very large
capital, which should not be lightly interfered
with. The annual expenditure in connexion
with these vehicles also amounts to a vast
sum. The yearly e~penditure of the persons
who own these cabs is estimated to be as
follows :-General repairs to conveyances,
£12,504; fodder for horses, £62,859;
shoeing, £6,773; repairs to harness, £1,302;
proprietors' and drivers' licences, £2,4:22 ;
stable utensil $ , £521-making a total annual
expenditure of £86,380. There is no doubt,
also, that· the cabs and waggonettes are
doing good work as feeders for the railways
in Melbourne, and are we to do away with
this large vested interest, by allowing the
construction of tramways by this company,
which would drive the cabs off the streets
.to the byways and outskirts? Moreover,
in my opinion, it would be very bad policy
to allow tramways to be laid down in such
streets as Collins-street, as they would
certainly injure business. The honorable
. member who introduced the Bill stated that
the company would make the local corporations their partner a to a certain extent, as
the corporations, after the company had
. paid a dividend of 10 per cent. to jis shareholders, and placed 2! per cent. to its
reserve fund, would receive a share of any
. surplus profit. I am afraid, however, that
if we consider all the local bodies would be
likely to get under that proposal,' and also
the depreciation in the value of property in
the main streets through which the tramways
would pass, the net return receiv~d by the
local councils for the right given to the
company wOl.:ud be practically nil. I am
informed that in Elizabeth-street, in Sydney,
.through which tramways pass, business is
not .' anything. like what it Jorm.er~y . w~s
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,We have heard a great deal about the'
municipalities having agreed to the Bill,
·but recently a public meeting of the inhabitants of Emerald Hill was held, at which
re.solutions condemning the Bill were passed
·wIth only two or three dissentients, and
,when Emerald Hill has taken that course I
think I am bound to do so likewise'.
, At this stage, the time allotted for giving
-precedence to private members' business
having expired, the debate stood adjourned
.until Wednesday, June 28.
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·by the honorable the Treasurer,' and pending
the report of the Royal commission now investigating the operation and working of the Tariff,
it is, in the opinion of this House, inopportune
and undesirable to make the remissions proposed
by the Government."
.

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Amotionofwant
of confidence.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I think I shall be able
to show, by parliamentary authorities far
,higher than the authority of any member of
this House, that the amendment ought not
constitutionally to be accepted by the Go·vernment as a motion of want of confidence.
DEBATE ON THE BUDGET.
I have fortified myself on this point, otherwise I would not have moved it. Of course,
THIRD NIGHT •.
if the Treasurer chooses to insist that it
, On the order of the day for the House to
mUFlt be a motion of want of confidence,
.resolve it~elf into Committee of Supply, for
notwithstanding all I may say. to the con,the purpose of continuing the debate (adtrary,
I cannot help it. I have assured
JOUl'ned from Wednesday, June 7) .on the
him personally that I do not mean it as
: Budget submitted by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen
such. I have endeavoured in every way in
on, Tuesday, May 30,
my power to point out to him that he should
Mr. FRANCIS said-Mr. Speaker I
,~hink it is better in .all things, and especi;lly ,not regard it in that light, and have told
111 matters of great Importance, that, when a . him why I cannot support the remissions
he has proposed-namely, that I consider
'decision has been come to, it should be stated
without fear of what the consequences may · them not only inopportune, but against the
best and soundest interests of the combe. I must say, therefore, that I feel it to
·be my duty-and I approach that duty with ·munity. If, then, I am pressing the motion,
it is not that I am not desirous that the
a sense of emotion-to inform the House
·that it is impossible for me to allow it with- · Treasury bench should still continue to be
occupied by the gentlemen who now sit on
out c~allenge to waste time by going into
it. I am prepared to say that that is my
'C?mmlttee when I at once affirm my concluwarm desire-in fact, I have reiterated
·SlOn that I cannot agree with the financial
proposals ofthe Treasurer. (Cries of" Oh !") , that over and over again-but, on the other
hand, I think a man would be less than a
·It must be plain that I declare that conscien:
man
if, entertaining strong convictions
tiously. I cannot agree with the remissions of
on certain proposals, proposals which he
duty he has proposed,. and it is my intention to
thinks would be fraught with the greatest
'submit an amendment, in order that I may
,accept the responsibility of my position, and · possible dangeli to the community, he did
· that the House may understand clearly what ,not invite judgment regarding that view.
I think what has occurred lately in the
·I mean. It would be idle for me to say that
House as affecting myself must have shown
~ have not, before taking this step, con'sulted others. I can safely affirm, however, · honorable members that I, at any rate,
that, when I first read the Budget proposals · cannot be considered as actuated by any
ambition to displace and replace the Trea·the morning following the statement of the
surer or any of his colleagues. I cannot
· Treasurer, it struck me that they went far
regar~ myself as an aspirant for office, and,
· beyond what. my better judgment and the
even If I were, I shall prove unmistakably,
.little e::x:perience I claim, as well as what
from .precedents which cannot be gainsaid,
· sound sense I can give myself credit for
that ~t would be contrary to parliamentary
, could coincide with. I have had experienc~
practlCe for the Government to treat this
as Treasurer, and also as Minister of Customs
amendment as a motion of want of confi·and I feel that, as the senior member, o~
dence. But, however that may be, I am
very nearly so, on this (the Ministerial) side
of the House, I cannot allow the proposals · bound, whatever may be the risk, to speak
honestly my conscientious convictions. I
.of the Treasurer to pass, without being unjust
have no notion as to what may be the
to myself and to the responsibility which I
outcome of my action in this matter,
~ claim the right to exercise. I therefore beg
but I trust there will be a reasonable
· to move the following amendment : and ra tional acceptance of sound sense
i . '~~hat'j in !iew of t~e improbability of any
· and argument. My first impressions o~
:·c.onslde~.a\>le survl~s: be~Dg·.r~ali?,e.d, as es~imated
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the proposals of the Treasurer are recorded
in some pencil marks I made on the margin
of the Arg'llS of bthe 31st May-the issue
containing . the report of the financial
,statement. I expressed my feelings of
surprise with regard to the proposed remis.
sions, and regretted that I had not had an
opportunity of having some conversation
with the Treasurer, although I am well
aware that no duty was imposed on the honorable gentleman to announce to me or ,any
one else outside the Government what his
Budget proposals were going to be. I do
not complain that neither I nor any of my
friends were taken into consultation on the
question, but I do say that the country did
not require or expect these remissions. I
thought when I first saw the proposals, and
I think so still, that it would have been
much wiser and sounder finance if the
Treasurer had paused until he had an
unmistakable and respectable balance in
hand. Most of the estimates are based on
the results of the past year, which was an
exceptional and unprecedented one. The
Treasurer, however distinguished as a politician and a lawyer, can scarcely expect,
from his limited experience of finance, the
House to accept submissively-I might say
almost abjectly-these remissions of taxa·
tion which the country did not demand,
which there was no indication outside were
desired, and which moreover are framed and
based on a margin so narrow that, instead of
realizing the full benefit expected. they would
be fraught with serious difficulties to the
country. I took no measures, minatory or
otherwise, to show at the time these proposals
were submitted that I intended to adoptany
adverse action, and I am sure that the Trea.
surer will acquit me of having exhibited any
desire to embarrass the Government. But,in
face of the facts as to our present and prospective condition, I now feel absolutely compelled by the sense of responsibility I feel to
propose the amendment I have submitted to
the House. vVe are proposing early next
year, if not at the end of this year, to go to
the London market to borrow four millions
of money for our present and partially
pledged necessities. We desire to receive
in the London market the highest
possible price for our loan, and I am sure
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) will confirm the statement that there
are rings or syndicates in London who
would desire nothing better than to get the
loan all into their own hands, for the purpose of retailing it out. If it should happen
that the estimates which the Treasurer has
Mr. Francis.
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submitted to the House are not realized,
the facts as to how these estimates are
framed would not be at all explained in
London; it would not be made clear that
their non-realization did not necessarily show
a real falling off in the condition of the
country. Honorable members are aware,
however, that the estimates upon which
they are asked to sanction the proposed re..
mission of taxation are based upon the
returns of a year which was exceptionally
prosperous-when money was literally nUlning about the streets, and when the
revenue was very much greater than in
normal years. Men were able to spend at
a scale previously unknown, and therefore
the receipts were comparatively enormous.
Besides, it is indisputable-and the honorable member for Geelong will not charge me
with irony in making the statement-that for
two or three years there was a succession of
annual increases of taxation, of wInch the full
results did not come into effect until recently.
The year has, therefore, been an exceptional
one from that point of view. One thing in
connexion with it is that large amounts of
money have been brought out to be invested
in new companies, loans on stations or other
property, and mortgages of all kinds-in
short, in every profitable way. Consequently,
to regard the year as an ordinary one, and
to compute the transactions of the succeeding
year on the same basis, is scarcely what I
call sound finance. I would rather call it
rash finance. Indeed I would think it indicated almost avariciousness of a condition of
continuing prosperity. Not that such a
course is not in many aspects a very excusable
one. Most Treasurers are, as a rule, apt to
over-estimate their expected revenue returns,
and the temptations to them to do so are
very strong. I am sure the officers of
Customs will confirm me in saying that in
all my Treasury calculations I was, as a man
of considerable experience from a mercantile
point of view, careful to avoid any overestimate. Air the present juncture that
quality is in more than ordinary requisition.
I feel, therefore, that I cannot support the
Treasurer's estimate. I would go a long
way to do so, if only to fulfil the promises
I have made in writing, as well as in this
Chamber, that I would always give the
Ministry the preference- on matters of
comparatively minor importance, or upon
which there was anything like a general
consentient feeling; but to pledge myself
to the present rate of prosperity continuing
for the next twelve months, in view of what
has to happen during that period, would be
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for me to go too far. What has to occur
during the next six or nine months? We
have to look not only to the realization of
our £4,000,000 loan, but to meeting national
obligations amounting to £3,800,000, which
will then arrive at maturity. If we don't
achieve a good price for that loan, will
not our prospects respecting the loan that
will inevitably follow be a most serious one?
What must the next loan amount to?
Practically, altogether, to £8,000,000.
And, recollect, we cannot choose our time
for borrowing the money. For us there will
be no waiting for the money market to recover its tone. Our debentures must be
paid when they arrive at maturity, and we
must provide ourselves with the means of
paying them. Therefore, unless we find
favour with the London money market, on
which we have chiefly to depend, we shall
not be pleasantly situated. vVhere, indeed,
shall we be? There will be no going to
Russia for the money. Under these circumstances, being myself almost overpoweringly anxious in the matter, I have
striven, and I will still strive, to convince
the Treasurer that he will unquestionably be
acting improperly if he accepts my motion
as one of want of confidence. Surely he
can do what Gladstone, Cornewall Lewis,
Sir Charles Wood, and Palmerston-to say
nothing whatever of other precedents-have
done during the last fifty or sixty years.
With such eXflmples before him, cannot he,
too, in obedience to the wish of the House,
amend his Budget proposals, and refrain
from regarding the expression of that wish
as condemnation of the Ministry, and to be
necessarily accepted as a vote of no confidence in them? If I cannot establish the
point I am now trying to maintain, I will
be willing to withdraw my proposition, because I am convinced that about the last
thing the country wants is to change the
Ministry. But, on the other hand, I cannot
get quit of the responsibility I feel with
respect to our financial future-a feeling
which I find simultaneously endorsed by a
great many, if not ail, the gentlemen with
whom I am co-operating. I most seriously
assure honorable members that the Ullfavorable views of the Budget proposals
which I entertained while I lay on a sick
bed considering them have "been completely confirmed by reflection, inquiry, and
the digest of many years of experience.
It must be remembered that I personally
like subjects of the kind, that I have for a
very long period taken special interest in
them, and that they are, consequently, not
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without a certain familiarity to me. If I could
have managed to accept the offer that was
handsomely made to me some time since
by the present Government, I would have
been proud to go to London, and do my
best with respect to, not only the next loan,
but the succeeding one. I would have taken
pleasure in the business. I imagine I may
claim at least equal authority with the
Treasurer in matters of finance. I don't
think he will be offended at my saying so.
Certainly, I am very far from wishing to
offend him; but, at the same time, I desire
to speak with all frankness, because I don't
believe honorable members are to be con..
vinced by mere rhetoric. I am satisfied the
House will accept my statement that to
convince is all I care about. 1£ I do not
reach their judgment, I do not want them
to vote with me. Indeed, I don't want
them to vote with me at all, because I
would greatly prefer that the Premier should
follow Mr. Gladstone's example, and accept
my proposition.
Mr. BURROWES.-Would you do it?
Mr. FRANCIS.-Give me the position
of the present Treasurer-that is, give me
the position in which I would be called upon
to judge, and also act-and I would un..
hesitatingly follow sound opinions wherever
I found them. For example, if, as the
Treasurer of the present moment, I knew
what I have only known lately, that the
authority on which these estimates were
framed was such as I could not rely upon
in contradistinction to the estimates of
better, maturer, and more experienced
authorities-in a word, if I found that my
conclusions were not confirmed by the judgment and conclusions of others-I would
unquestionably withdraw, or modify, or
greatly aIter the items of my Budget. Let
me-w?t merely bandy words in this matter.
If I found, as the Treasurer has found, that
the most experienced men of business in the
community were of opinion that my estimates
were not to be trusted, as being at any rate
too buoyant and sanguine, because based
upon the receipts of an exceptional year like
the one just closing, I would unhesitatingly
take such views into earnest consideration.
Surely no honorable member would declare
any estimate to be infallible. Will not the
Treasurer himself admit that his estimates,
for which I do not wish to hold him unduly
responsible, are based on a set of circum..
stances which may operate to make his
future receipts as largely deficient as his
present receipts are in excess? Therefore,
I say, we have to exercise the best judgment,
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Rnd to be guided by the highest know- from 14s. to 16s. per day. What do these
men care for a reduction on tea which
ledge on the subject to which we have
access. On last Thursday night there was,
amounts to about a halfpenny per week?
as probably the House saw, o.n honest and
What difference would it make to them?
,earnest desire on the part of the Treasurer
The Treasurer's colleague, the Minister of
to join with me in endeavouring to get at
Public Works, proposes to extend the time
the opinions of the best possible authorities of the contract for the new Yan Yean
in the city as to whether his estimates are works-why? Because, even at 7s. or 8s.
,reliable or not, and'my proposition was that per day, the contractor cannot get ordinary
,he should take a turn with me among the labourers. What requisitions have come
foremost business houses, and bring with !I). showing the desirability of remitting the
Jrim his ~olleague, Mr. MacBain, who knows duty on tea, or 1d. per gallon of the duty
a thing or two, and will not willingly go on beer ? None. I am convinced the reupon a wrong track. A good Scotchman missions are not wanted. Certainly they
,will be as canny as you can want him to be. will not meet any popular demand, or allay
,My view was to let the Treasurer see how any popular irritation. One of the largest
,far the ideas of the' great business houses
brewers in the colony said to me to.dayran in the current of his own. I said to
"We don't care an atom for the reduchim-" I am one of those old fogies who have tion j" and last week I called on another,
left active business, and consequently. my
who remarked-" If you take off ld. per
,opinion of the immediate past and future
gallon, you may as well take off the whole
'is perhaps not quite so reliable as it was
2d. per gallon, for it would make no differ,formerly, but if we go to the firms who are ence to us." . What has been our average
doing the largest businesses in Melbourne, annual income from the duty on tea during
,and whose reputation for sobriety, intelli- ,the last ten years? About £75,000, or, to
:gence, and honesty is unimpugnable, we be inside of the truth, let us call it £80,000.
,shall get something from them upon which
Well, what" is our population? About
you can go without much fear." I suggested ,800,000, of whom, counting children and
,that he should select two firms, while I
so forth, some 150,000 do not take tea.
,would select two others, and that we should Last year the revenue from tea was £84,000,
also go to any of the banks he chose in
which means about 2s. per head from our
,order to ascertain whether money 'is not adult population. What sort of burthen is
at the present time what is called "hard- ' that? It cannot be felt. It is not surening "-in fact, whether the banks, which prising, therefore, that we have heard of no
,were a few months ago 1001dng with a1- 'excitement against the tea duty, except,
most contempt upon the depositors of 'perhaps, among the old ladies. So far the
money, for which nothing was to be paid,
proposed remission may be popular, but its
,are not now only too glad to receive it.
popularity goes no' further. On the other
,I speak in the presence of the honorable hand, the amount of revenue involved in it
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro), is important, and our position as a colony
who knows how matters stand. He knows
is in question. It is with us that when the
that the building societies have not now an bell rings we must answer it. When the
exuberance of money, and also that they are date of our debentures is reached, they
'not now in receipt of the large and frequent
must be redeemed, no matter what price we
building applications that were made to
pay for the money we redeem them with.
them a little while ago-applications which
I do not want to give the financiers of
,mean, as every honorable member must be ,the London market a chance to' make us
,aware, an increased demand for timber,
sweat before we can meet our obligations.
which is dutiable, for glass and ironwar~,
I assert with all truth that what I am
stating now is only what I have previously
,which are dutiable, and also for labour,
which we may almost call dutiable, because .expressed over and over again to the
Treasurer. I am sure he will bear me out
:the more the laboring classes get the more
,they spend in goods which bear customs in saying that I have repeatedly warned
duties. Look' at a few leading lines of
him of the necessity there is that when our
debentures have to be met the Treasury
'labour. For some time past carpenters
should be well filled.. Because, if his esti,have been getting 13s. and 14s. a day, with
mol'e for first:..rate hands; bricklayers have 'mates of revenue are not realized, what will
,been receiving from 12s. to 13s. per day-I
those financiers assume? As sure as anything can be, they will put it abroad that
speak from personal experience of one trans(action-and'
plasterers
have
been
earning
there is a fallil,lg off in our prosperity-that
l
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we have ceased 'to be a progressive colony.
On the other hand, look at the position of
New South Wales, with its rising Treasury
receipts, and easy financial po~ition. vVhat
was it enabled to practically say, the other
day, to the London money market? In
effect as follows :-" We have upwards of
.£3,000,000 borrowed money lying unexpended on' our hands, and, if you don't
choose to let us have the £2,000,000 we are
now asking for on our own terms, we can
simply commence our works and go on without it; therefore, if you offer us money
below our minimum-that is to say, at less
than 102 or thereabouts-we will not take
it, not needing to care two straws about the
matte~." However, we in this colony seem
always to apply to the London money mar'ket with the understanding that our debentures are bound to fetch something below
par. There is nothing like going to a
banker ,who knows you are a good markthat your pockets are full of mouey. It has
been said that honorable members in this
(the Ministerial) corner have exercised or
try to exercise all undue, dominant, and
obnoxious influence upon the present Government.
Mr. MUNRO.-No. The objection is
tha t the Ministerial corner keep the Government alive.
Mr. FRANOIS.-If I have given the '
'Government advice, it has not been the offspring of motives of personal ambition orof
'a factious character. It has always been
.given to the best of my judgment, and according to my honest convictions as to
what is right. I have always left it to others,
to judge of my motives, but I dare swearif the fact were otherwise I would never set
foot in this Ohamber again-that I neTer
gave the Government a-suggestion or a recommendation that I could not conscientiously endorse with a pen in one hand and
the Bible in the other. Of course it does not
follow, because I have convictions, that I
should express them to the House, whether
they are bad or good, but those that I am
expressing now I declare to be perfectly
honest, and I urge the Government to allow
themselves to be guided by them. Well, I
went with the Premier to a number of business houses. I had said to him-" You select two houses, I will select two others, and,
while Mr. MacBain will advise you on the
'one hand, I am willing to let the mercantile
men speak on the other." At half-past
twelve o'clock on Monday we got into a cab,
and commenced our visits, which extended
to three firms. It is not necessary for me '
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to name those firms, and I don't suppose
those connected with them desire in the
least that they should be advertised by me
as strikingly leading or representative in
their character. ,We went to these three
houses, and, except with regard to one of
them, respecting which we had been previously informed, when an indication was
given that the Treasurer and I were coming to ascertain their Tiews as to trade
prospects, that we would not be able to
do 'so, we accomplished our object. We
got opinions 'on the subject upon which
we were searching for information, 'and
I am sure, if I named the source from
which they were obtained, they would be
treated everywhere with the greatest respect.
What did we find? That while there were
exceptional items or lines here and there,
there was no dreaming that the business of
the year commencing on July 1, would
exceed that of the year now finishing, or that
the results of the current' financial year by
any means encouraged the expectation that
the Custom-house would realize as much in
1882-3 as in 1881-2. That was my origina;l
impression, and what we gathered went to
confirm it. We had to stop prematurely,
because the Treasurer had to keep an
appointment which he had not anticipated;
but, there being another large house which
it would be well to visit, I went there alone.
I knew that the evidence I might obtain there
wo uld at least be reliable. It was mail day, and
the 'English mail had just been delivered. I
found that the local head of the firm was absent
,in England, but I met the presiding partner in
company with his two walking dictionariesthat is to say, the two gentlemenlooldng after
the two departments of the establishment.
Now my experience is that men in the latter
position, after being' some fifteen or twenty
years with a firm, and familiarized with
every line that comes in or goes out, often
know more than their principals. I said I
very much regretted that I did not briI.1g
the Treasurer with me, and I mentioned the
reason, adding that I was simply searching
after truth. What did they assure me?
That they were very much afraid that they
had largely over-imported, and that they
deemed it a misfortune that the head of the
firm was in England, because it if) well
known that persons in that position-I
'think it is especially the. case with soft
goods and hardware-are subjected to un':'
usual pressure. They are supposed to have
a maw fQr everything, and, if they are not
ex<;:eedingly careful, they only realize their
,position when they have to pay the hill.
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I may mention that this house deals largely
in the details connected with the building
trade that is now so prosperous. There is
another important matter connected with
the proposed remissions. I am not going
to argue the point as to whether a former
Administration with which I was connected
did or did not, in the course of certain
political events, more than once promise
what is called a "free breakfast table," that
is to say, to abolish the tea duty and
extinguish or lessen the duty on sugar. I
may be charged with having been the
colleague of a Minister who made such a
promise, but if he did make it-I Willllot.
say he did, or that the charge is in any way
true-I accept the responsibility.
. Mr. WILSON.-You are older now.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I am, perhaps, wiser
than I was. But there is no demand now
for such remissions. The tea trade don't
want the proposed remission on tea, and
the community have not in any way urged
it. I will say again that the main duty of
the Treasurer and of the House, under
existing circumstances, is to have a respectable surplus, and we cannot rely on
one if we take the Treasurer's estimates as
our basis of computation. I cannot incur
the responsibility of letting that state of
things pass. Those estimates are only
estimates, although the Treasurer is so
sanguine that he actually expects them to
be exceeded.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Hear, bear.
Mr. FRANCIS.-Well, I cannot agree
with him, or my instinct would be to sup. port him. I would like to agree with him,
but I am unable to do so, and my obligation is to say why that is the case. The
Customs officers who make up estimates of
Customs revenue are very careful, but they
cannot avoid going to a considerable extent
on the "two-and-two-makes-four" principle. They add up columns and columns
of the receipts of the last few years without
taking into full consideration the main point,
namely, that this year we are, as it wereI apologize to the honorable member for
Carlton for using that phrase-on the top
of the wave. It is to be borne in mind
that during those years we bad "burning"
questions continually before us, and that
our customs returns, not being satisfactory,
had to be kept up to the mark by the repeated imposition of new taxation. Are we
not· aware that the Ministry in office during
most of the period was, and ·is to this day,
called " the Ministry of Taxation"? The
. honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry)
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knows that, from the first, when he was
the Treasurer of the Duffy Administration,
I objected as a protectionist to his heavy
protective duties on the ground that he was
giving the community too much of a good
thing. To that view I still adhere, and I
am as firm a protectionist as ever I was.
The experience of those former year3 being
that the falling off of Customs revenue in
one direction led to fresh taxation in another,
in order that the new impositions should
bring the revenue to the climax of the preceding twelve months, how can estimates
based on such a state of things be a saf.e
basis to go upon with respect to 1882-·3?
I don't say those increases of Customs
taxation were absolutely wrong, but I cer-'
tainly await with interest the report of the
commission appointed by the present Government to inquire into the working of the
existing Tariff, with a view to such alterations
in it as may be shown to be desirable. That
inquiry is of itself a reason why we should
not tamper with remissions of duty. U ndoubtedly we ought, before we enter upon
any course of the kind, to wait until that
large, competent, and-in a parliamentary
sense-influential commission has achieved
its purpose, and sent in its report. I say
the Treasurer ought to hold his hand, and
withdraw his proposed remissions, until he
has shown the world a really good credit
balance. If there is to be any special feeling with respect to customs dutiel:!, it ought
to be in favour, for the present, of sustaining the revenue. Under existing circumstances, it is best that we should have a
balance-sheet with something very material
to our credit-that we should be trying for
safety, rather than to sail so close to the wind
as only to be able to show for 1883-4 a credit
balance of £36,000. And by what means will
that balance be gained? By carrying forward
a credit balance from 1881-2 of £73,000.
I know the Treasurer expects the revenue
for the last three weeks of this year to exceed his estimate by some £30,000, so as
to bring the balance in favour of 1882-3 up
to £100,000, but how far would that excess carry him? As a matter of fact, his
Estimates for 1882-3 practically involve a
deficit of some £40,000. The receipts will
not equal the expenditure by that amount,
or something near it. I don't want to
press my point to within £30,000 or
£40,000, but I must call a spade a spade.
I am prepared to sink again into private
life, but I don't want to do so· with the
feeling that I have been afraid to speak my .
mind" even though by so doing I gave
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offence in certain quarters. At all events
I have no wish to give offence. I repeat
that my present action is not prompted by
any unfriendly feeling towards the Government. My great desire is that they should
take what I do as quite the opposite of
unfriendly. I will give my reasons why
I think they ought to follow the course I
urge them to follow. What is the constitutional position of the Government with
regard to questions of the kind? I well
remember the occasion in England, on
which a former Gladstone Government
got a terrible scolding, and were most
ridiculously satirized, because they proposed to supplement the revenue by a tax of
id. per box on matches. At first a thin
House adopted the new duty. The Gladstone interest was so dominant that the
proposition was carried by a kind of fluke.
But as soon as the country began to think
over the matter, and the case of the matchboys and match-girls came prominently
forward, there was a great hubbub.' The
late Earl of Beaconsfield, then Mr. Disraeli,
tabled a motion not altogether dissimilar to
mine-it was almost 0'1. all fours with i t Mr. MUNRO.-Mr. Gladstone had a
party behind him.
Mr. FRANCIS.-It may be the duty of
a member of the Opposition to be a harsh
critic, but just now I am in no mood of the
kind. What was the result of Mr. Disraeli's
motion? Although the tax on matches had
been proposed by the Chancellor of the
Exchequer, and carried by the House of
Commons, it was withdrawn without the
position of the Ministry being touched. The
Imperial Hansard of the period sets forth
the grounds on which that withdrawal was
made. The whole case is almost exactly at
one with the present state of affairs with
ourselves. The next authority I will cite
in support of my position is Todd's Parliamenta?"!) Govemment in England, a work we
all respect, and to which I refer in order to
show that for a long period it has not been
the constitutional. custom in England to
consider a motion like the present as necessarily one of no-confidence, and that the
Treasurer will fail in his duty as the head
of a constitutional Government-in one sense
I may be using the term" constitutionnJ "
incorrectly-if he treats my proposition as
anything of the kind. It is under the cover
of what I find in Todd that I take the course
I am taking. As I have told the Treasurer
before, I think it my clear duty to avoid, as
far as possible, any action calculated to throw
the country into confusion, which a dissolution
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or the retirement of the Ministry would
inevitably do. I would go a long way to
escape reaching that point. Todd says"In the exercise of their constitutional functions the House of Commons not infrequently
dissent from the financial propositions of
Ministers. In 1767, on a proposal to continue
the land tax of 4s. in the £1 for one year, an
amendment, to reduce the tax to 3s., was carried.
This was the first occasion since the Revolution
on which a Minister had been defeated on any
financial measures. Throughout the French
war the 'Commons, with singular unanimity,
agreed to every grant of money and to every
new tax and loan proposed by successive Ad..
ministrations. But in 1816, after the close of
the war with France, when the Government
were desirous of continuing the property tax
for a longer tern;l, in order to get rid of a portion
of the burthens occasioned by that protracted
struggle, the feeling of the House was so
strongly opposed to the continuance of war
taxes after peace had been obtained that the
Chancellor of the Exchequer was ·defeated on
the 18th March, in Committee of Ways and
Means, upon his motion for the renewal of the
property tax. After this he voluntarily abandoned the war duties upon malt, amounting to
about £2,700,000. Altogether it has been computed that the Government lost on this occasion
about twelve millions of anticipated revenue.
"It is somewhat remarkable that the great
Ministerial defeat recorded in the preceding
paragraph was so quietly accepted by the Government, and did not lead to a Ministerial
crisis. But the true doctrine on this point is
that which was expressed by Lord John Russell
in 1851, after the Government had sustained a
defeat on some financial proposition. He remarked that' questions of taxation and burthens
are questions upon which the House of Commons, representing the country, have peculiar
claims to have their opinions listened to, and
upon which the Executive Government may
very fairly, without any loss of its dignityprovided they maintain a sufficient revenue for
the credit of the country and for its establishments-reconsider any particular measures of
finance they ha ye proposed.' To the same effect,
Mr. '1'. Baring, the Under-Secretary for War in
Lord Palmerston's Administration, said, in 1861,
after the rejection by the House of Lords of the
Bill for the Hepeal of the Paper Duties-which
formed part of the financial measures of Government for that year-' I am happy that we
live at a time when experience has shown that
a Budget may be modified or rejected without
any change in the position of the Ministry. I
am glad that we have seen Budgets ,vithdrawn,
and fresh ones introduced. We have seen taxes
remitted, or taxes the remission of which, when
proposed, has been rdused, without any effect
upon the Ca.binet. In fact a change of the
Budget does not involve a change of Ministry,
and I rejoice that it is so, because I think it
would be most unpardonable obstinacy on the
. part of public men to adhere to the terms of a
Budget which was opposed to the wishes and
feelings of Parliament. It would be unfortunate for the free exercise of the judgment of
this House if the rejection of any portion of a
Budget were to be construed into a vote of want
of confidence.' "

I will skip over some passages, and read what
is said about the Budget of 1850:" The Budget of 1850 was brought forward by
Sir Charles Wood on March 14.. It included a
proposal for the revision of the· stamp duties,
which, although intended to reduce this tax !\Ail a.
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Bill for the ,repeal of the attorneys' certificate
duty was again introduced notwithstanding the
resistance of Go\'ernment, but it was defeated at
a subsequent stage. In other respects the financial measures of the Government were passed
through the House of Commons without much
difficulty."
I have only one more precedent to quote,
and I want the Premier seriously to consider
it, because it points out to him, clearly and
constitutionally, his obligation and our duty.
I have a feeling of regard for the honorable
gentleman and for the course he has pursued
since he has been the head of the Administration, and nothing would hurt me more
than to find that I had been the instrument
'of his dethronement-if I may use the expression-because I believe that the country
will be better satisfied if there is no confusion at the present time, and no replacement of the existing Government by honorable members whom it might be inexpedient
to have as their successors. Todd further
says"In 1862 the Budget propositions were again
included in one Bill, which was probably- the
largest' Money Bill' that had ever been mtroduced into the Imperial Parliament, as it dealt
with between £22,000,000 and £23,000,000 of
public taxation. On this occasion no attempt
was ml,Lde to alter- the form of procedure,
though It was severely commented upon in both
Houses. The only alteration that was made in
this Budget was by the introduction in the
House of Commons, on May 12, of an amendment in respect to beer and spirit licences to
which the Government gave theIr consent. 'rhe
Budget of 1863 contained two proposals which
encountered serious opposition within and without the walls of Parliament. Of these one was
a proviso to subject charities to the operation of
t~e income tax, from which they had been preVIOusly exempt. Mr. Gladstone defended this
item of his Budget with great skill in an elaborate argument. Nevertheless he declared at
once that the Government had no wish or intention to press its acceptance upon the House' by
the means which the Government may exert.'
'.I;he ' House must be responsible for its rejectIOn.' After a full debate, in which no independent member declared himself favorable to
the scheme, Mr. Gladstone withdrew this proI next come to the course of conduct pur- vision without taking the sense of the committee
upon it."
sued by Mr. Gladstone, whose authority I am
This is what I want the present Governsure honorable members will respect : ment to do. I think I am not divulging
"On April 18, 1853, Mr. Gladstone, as Chancelany confidence when I say that the Premier
lor of the Exchequer, introduced his first Bndget.
Though fnll of startling conceptions and new
counted upon getting 20 votes from the other
financial ideas, it was received on the whole with
side in support of his proposed remissions of
considerable favour. In one or two particulars
taxation. I, however, heard the leader of
.h!>wever, Mr. Gladstone was compelled to modify
hIS scheme. A proposition for the revision of
the Opposition assure him that while, under
lictmces upon certain trades, though not rejected
ordinary circumstances, he would be favorby the House, met with so much opposition out·
able to the remissions, he considered that
of-doors that it was ultimately abandoned. Mr.
Gladstone was also unsuccessful in his endeavour
the present time was inopportune for
to effect a re-adjustment of the advertisement
duty. . Before the Budg~t was brought in, a' making them. I had previously expressed
resolutIOn ,had b~en carned, in opposition to . the same view in writing, and forwarded
, the q-overnment, III favour of the total repeal
my opinion to honorable members who
, of thIS duty. In consequence of this defeat
. the Government were obliged to give way and' . were going to consider the proposals of the
, consent to the abandonment of this duty. 'The: Government iIi a committee room of this
Mr. Francis.
whole, would have the effect of increasing it iu
certain cases. In consequence of the opposition
which this part of his financial scheme encoun~ered, the Chancellor of the Exchequer was
mduced to agree to a material reduction of his
proposed rates; but this concession failed to
satisfy his opponents, who carried an amendment
for a further reduction of the duty. After this
defeat the Government took no more steps in the
matter for about a month, when Sir Charles
Wood stateil. that they were prepared to proceed
with the Bill, with a small advance on the proposed rate, as amended. This arrangement was
,accepted by the House. Besides their defeat on
this question, the Government were defeated in
,respect to two other questions of taxation, by the
introduction of Bills for the repeal of the duty
on attorneys' and proctors' certificates, and in
relation to the duty on bonded spirits in Ireland.
The.first-m~ntioned ~ill was ?arried through to
a thIrd readmg, notwlthstandmg the opposition
of the Government, but was finally thrown out
'at this stage. The other Bill did not proceed
beyond a first reading, owing to the lateness of
the session. Both these measures were again
brought forward in the following session but
through the exertions of the Government:wer~
,finally rejected.
, "Next year the Budget was introduced on
'February 17, 1851. It met with an unfavorable
'reception from the public. February 21 was
fixed upon for its discussion in committee but
before that day arrived the Government' sus·
t~ined ~ de~eat on ~r. Locke King's. County
] ranchlse Bill, and resigned office. TheIr retirement was, however, attributed, at least in part,
to ~he unpop~lari.ty of their financial policy.
,Owmg to the mablhty of the consen'ative :party
to form an Administration, the late Mimsters
resumed their places. On April 4, Sir Charles
Wood again brought forward his Budgetin nearly
the same shape as before. But on May 2 Mr.
Hume succeeded in carrying an amendme~t to
limit the duration of the Income tax to one y~ar
instead of three years as proposed in the Budget:
He afterwards obtained the appointment of a
select committee to inquire into the mode of
assessing and collecting this impost. Twice
during this session the Ministry sustained defeats
upon a .motion of Lord Naas respecting the mode
of levymg the duty on home-made spirits when
taken ou~ of bond.. But. 8;t a subsequent stage
they retrIeved theIr pOSitIOn, aud succeeded in
negativing the Bill introduced by Lord Nans to
carry out his project. Notwithstanding these
defeats, the Government remained in office until
their final overthrow in February, 1852, when
they were replaced by a conservative ~inistry."
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House. Therefore, if the leader of the Opposition and myself have arrived at identically the same conclusion, it is not because
there has been any concert .between us. I
understand that the honorable member for
Collingwood (Mr. Mirams) also holds the
opinion that the l)rOposed remissions are
inopportune. If a delay takes place in
making the remissions, we shall be assured
of a satisfactory balance-shee~. If it should
then turn out that we don't want the money
·-that we can dispense with £200,000 of
revenue without difficulty, and without
material alteration in the carrying out of
public works-I am not prepared to say that
I will not join in supporting the remissions.
The extract which I .was reading continues
.·as follows : "The other obnoxious recommendation in this
·Budget was a proposal to impose a licence duty
upon clubs. In deference to the re1uests that!
were made to him 'from all quarters, Mr. Gladstone consented to withdraw this item. The
financial proposals of the Government contained
in the Budget of 1864 were adopted substantially as they were submitted to the House of
'Commons. The Budget of 1865 contained propositions affecting the stamp duties, income tax,
and the duties on tea and on fire insurances.
These were severally agreed to by the House of
,Commons. But a question arose in regard to
the time when the proposed reductions of the
duty on tea should take place. The Government proposed that the new duty should go into
operation on May 6, but a strong case was made
out for delaying the time until June 1; and,
although opposed on general princiPle to the
amendment, the Chancellor of the Exchequer
finally consented to the adoption of a proviso,
to be added to the resolution-' That, on special
grounds, the said reduction shall not take effect
until June 1, 1865.'"

With reference to the" great match case,"
as it has been called; I may remark that
the Chancellor of the Exchequer who proposed the duty on matches was Mr. Lowe,
formerly an Australian colonist. The proposition brought down upon him great
ridicule.
The boys and girls selling
matches in the street were the heroes of
the occasion; they thrashed the Chancellor
of the Exchequer, and the proposal was
\vithdrawn. A motion condemning it was
tabled by Mr. Disraeli, the great leader in
opposition to Mr. Gladstone. If Mr.
Gladstone had been a weak Minister, or a
weak man, he would have refused to withdraw the tax, but being a strong man he
could afford to withdraw it, and he did so.
I say to our pr~sent Premier-" Go thou
and do likewise." I think I have already
mentioned that the last place of business
I went to with the view of making inquiries
to test the correctness of the estimates of
revenue was an establishment whose reputation is unquestioned, and the success of
SBS. 1882,-3 B
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which is based on the good judgment of the
proprietors. From that firm I subsequently
r€)ceived a communication stating that they
had gone into the estimates in detail, and
that they considered the Treasurer's expectations would not be realized by £160,000.
That is the opinion of one of the best business houses in Melbourne-of men noted
for their good judgment and their high
standing in the commercial world. I think
that weare compelled to accept the
opinions of such authorities rather than
those of Customs officers, who inform the'
head of the Customs department, and who,'
in his turn, guides the Treasurer. The
opinions of the firms I have alluded to ·were
got withQut special solicitation, and without .
.any desire to lead them to express an
opinion one way or the other against their
convictions. It well behoves the Treasurer,
who is an eminent and a successftu lawyer,
and who has deservedly reached a high
political position, but who cannot claim
to be a financier in the ordinary acceptation of the word, to take these
eBtimates and these opinions into his most
careful consideration. There never was a
year,and there never will be another, in
which this colony ought to stand in a
higher and more unimpeachable positio\l in
the London money market than the year
now under consideration. vVe are proposing to borrow money to the extent of
£12,000,000, or more than half our present
national debt. Whether the proposed new
loan of £4,OOO,00() is floated or not, we
have to payoff £8,000,000, and therefore
we shall be compelled to borrow that amount,
whatever price we may have to give for it.
I desire also to say that at the present
moment, with the Tariff Commission still
sitting, it would be undesirable to tinker
with the Tariff; so that either a decrease
of revenue, by the proposed remissions of
taxation, 01' an increase, by an alteration of
the Tariff, WQuld, in my opinion, be injudicious under existing circumstances. Though
estimates of revenue and expenditure are
dry reading, I must say that they are of
more interest to me than any yellow-covered
novel.
I have gone carefully into. the
Estimates which have been submitted to
us, and the conclusion I have arrived
at is that, under all the circumstances, it
will be wiser for the Treasurer to follow
the precedents which I have quoted. I will
repeat that I have proposed the amendment
because I considered it my duty to do so,
and because I felt that I could move it
safely, constitutionally, and properly, and
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from a friend's point of view. I may
be laughed at and sneered at by the
opposition members, but I have done my
duty. It is the province of the Opposition
to be severe critics. It is only under the
blazing sun of political differences that the
truth is evolved. There is nothing overt or
covert on my part in the step I have taken.
Whatever lllay be the Treasurer's decision
in the matter, I repeat that I think he
ought to be guided by the precedents I have
read. The honorable memberfor Mandurang
(Mr. Fishel') has just called my attention to
a passage in the 2nd volume of Todd, page
403. It is as follows ~" No Government could be worthy of its place
if it permitted its }~stimates to be seriously resisted by the Opposition; and important cbanges
can be made therein only under circumsta.nces
which permit of the raising of the question of a
change of Gonrnment."

(Laughter from the Opposition.) I give
the honorable member all the advantage of
his catch. What I have said is that the
Budget is the only mat\er upon which the
House has omnipotent power, and that the
Government are free to accept alterations
in it, and are not bound to regard any proposed alteration as a motion of want of confidence. The quotations which I previously
read fully bear out this doctrine. The
passage to which my attention has been
called by the honorable member for Man(h~rang applies only to estimates of expenditure. I have not in any way referred to
the estimates of expenditure, and I do not
desire to take up the time of the House by
alluding to them, for there will be ample
opportunity of discussing them in detail in
committee.
On the motionof Sir B. O'LOGHLEN,
the debate was adjourned until the following
day.
The House adjourned at five minutes to
eleven o'clock.

LEGISLA.TIVE COUNCIL.
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J~tne

15, 1882.

The Political Situation: Oouncil FJections (1882) Act
Amendment Bill.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at a
quarter to five o'clock p.m., and read the
prayer.
THE POLITICAL SITUATION.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON.-Mr. President, I have to thank honorable members
for their attendance to-day, and also to

Situation.

express my regret that it should be in vain.
As honorable members are aware, an amendment on the Budget proposals was moved
last night by the honorable member for
Warrnambool, in another place, and the
Government, after due consideration, have
unanimously arrived at the decision that
they are bound, in honour, to treat it as a
direct motion of want of confidence. The
Premier will move the adjournment of the
Assembly this afternoon, and I am instructed by the Cabinet to submit a similar
motion in this Chamber. I therefore beg to
move that the °House do now adjourn.
The Hon. G. F. BELCHER.-Sir,
with the permission of the House, I desire
to refer to the remarks made last night
reflecting on members of the Counoil for
not attending in their places in sufficient
numbers to pass the Bill for the amendment of the Act relating to the Council
elections for 1882. On behalf of the
country members I may say that, as a rule,
they are most regular in their attendance,
and often at considerable personal inconvenience. I would suggest that in future
the representatives of the Government
should send a telegram or circular to members on any occasion when they desire an
absolute majority to be present.
The Hon. R. S. ANDERSON.-Sir, I
do not think that the dictum which the
Solicitor-General appears to lay down is
one that should invariably be acted upon.
There are 16 members now present, and I
believe that they will all vote for the third
reading of the Council Elections Aot
Amendment Bill. I therefore think that
we should pass the measure, and let the
responsibility of any delay in it becoming
law rest on another place. The Ministry
have taken the country and their friends by
surprise by the comse they have adopted in
regard to the motion submitted in the
Assembly by Mr. Francis; but, having
taken that action, it is not unnatural that
they should decline the responsibility of conducting any further Government business
in Parlia~nent until the motion is dealt with.
However, under the peculiar circumstances
in which a number of members of this
House are placed, it would not be wrong, I
think, for the two members who represent
the Government to join with other honorable
members in passing the third reading of a
Bill which is of a very exceptional character.
If it is not passed, the seats of certain
members or the Council will be vacated in
August next, without there bEing any
immediate provision for their re-election, or
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for the election of their successors. The
result will be that the Oouncil will for a
time be deprived of its proper number of
members under the new Reform Act. It
is most desirable that the Bill should become law by the 24th of this month, that
being the last day on which it can ~e passed
so as to allow the first elections for the
Oouncil under the Reform Act to go on as
intended. It would be improper for any
honorable member to move the third reading
of the Bill if the honorable members who
represent the Government intend to walk
out of the Ohamber, and leave less than
an absolute majority of members present,
but, if the measure is not passed, the labour
of years, resulting in the recent Reform
Act, will be rendered invalid for a considerable time-how long, we cannot exactly tell.
Those honorable members whose tenure expires in August will either have to give up
sitting for some months or run the risk of
being prosecuted for sitting illegally. H
the honorable members who represent the
Government will not stop in the House
while the Bill is proceeded with, we cannot
help it, but I submit to them that they
ought to do so under the peculiar circumstances of the case. There is one alternative, which I may point out to the House.
H those honorable members determine not
to remain, the House might adjourn for
half-an-hour, and by that time perhaps two
or three other members will arrive, so that
there will be an absolute majority without
the representatives of the Government.
The Hon. J. MAOBAIN.·-Mr. President, no honorable member regrets more
than I do the unfortunate circumstances
in which the House is placed; but Mr.
Anderson, who has had a long parliamentary experience, and has been a Minister of
the Orown, must feel that the SolicitorGeneral has adopted the proper and constitutional course in moving the adjournment
of the House. I am satisfied that the
honorable member, if he had been the representative of the Government, would have
taken exactly the same course.
Mr. ANDERSON.-This is a most exceptional case.
Mr. MAOBAIN.-Two nights ago, I
went round and asked honorable members
to attend in their places yesterday evening,
so that there might be a statutory majority
to pass the Oouncil Elections Act Amendment Bill. :lVIr. Anderson promised to be
present, but unfortunately he forgot, I believe, and was not in his place. If there had
been an absolute majority in attendance last
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night, the present difficulty would not have
arisen. Last night a motion was submitted in another place by Mr. Francis,
with protestations that he did not intend it
as Ol1e of want of confidence in the Government, but of course it was for the Oabinet
to decide whether they would regard it in
that light, and they have felt it their duty
to do so. There is, therefore, a constitutional difficulty in the way of proceeding
with business, and I appeal to Mr. Anderson
not to insist upon this Bill being gone on
with, and thereby place the Solicitor-General
and myself in the false position of having
to walk out of the House. Whatever my
private views may be as to the expediency of
getting the Bill passed forthwith, I shall be
obliged, if the honorable member persists ill
the course he has indicated, to retire from
the chamber, along with my colleague, the
Solicitor-General.
The Hon. R. SIMSON.-I regret very
much the course adopted by the two honorable
members who represent the Government ill
this House. The country will be put to
serious inconvenience if the Oouncil Elections
Act Amendment Bill is not passed through
its remaining stages this evening. I will
only add that, if the Government are smallminded enough to accept the motion which
has been proposed in another place as one of
want of confidence, I sincerely hope that, if
they go out of office upon it, not one of them
will come back again.
The Hon. ,J. BALFOUR.-I deeply regret that anything in the shape of a political
crisis has arisen. After the explanation
made by Mr. MacBain, I feel that the House
can do nothing else than agree to the proposal of the Solicitor-General; but I am
extremely sorry that the motion proposed in
another place has been accepted by the Government as one of want of confidence.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at five minutes to
five o'clock, until Tuesday, .June 20.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Thursday, June 15, 1882.
The Political SituaUon: Mr. Francis' Amendment on the
Budget: Attitude of the Ministry.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
MINISTERIAL EXPLANATION.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said-Mr. Speaker,
before the House proceeds to business, I
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desire to call the attention of honorable
members to the present' position of public
affairs. A motion was brought forward
last night, and the honorable member who
brought it forward stated that he did not
propose it as a motion of want of confidence
in the Government. As it was late at night,
the Government wished to maturely consider
the terms of the motion, and ascertain what
it was aimed at, and, after ~onsidering the
terms of the motion, the Government have
come to the conclusion that it must be treated
by them as a motion of want of confidence.
We cannot treat it in any other light, because
the motion evidently displays a want of confidence in the Treasurer, and in the general
policy propounded by the Ministry. I t is
pretty evident that in one respect the motion
is not in order. If it were intended as a
friendly motion'-:"as a motion which the
Ministry could accept-it would have been
brought forward in Committee of Ways
and Means when the particular resolutions
necessary to carry out the proposed remissions would be dealt with. The motion
refers to "the remissions proposed by the
Gl)vernment," but the proposals of the
Government with regard to those remissions
Ilave only been mentioned to the House. It
has merely been stated that, in Committee
of Ways and Means, the Government would
propose certain impositions and certain remissions of duty; and, therefore, I say
that, if the honorable member wished to
submit his, motion in a friendly spirit, and
ill order that the Government might be
guided by the sense of the House as to
their financial proposals, the time for him
to have submitted it would have been when
those proposals were brought, in turn, llnder
the notice of the proper committee-the
Committee of vVays and Means. It would
then have been for the Government to consider what action they would take if the
House disagreed with them as to any particular item of impositions or remissions of
taxation. That course has not been followed, and I say that from the way in which
the motion has been brought forward-as
an amendment on the motion that the'
Speaker do leave the chair-it can result,
if carried, in nothing but a cessation of Government business. Therefore the Government can regard it as nothing but a motion
of want of confidence. However, I wish
before the matter comes to be discussed, to
make the House fully acquainted with the
views of the Government with regard to the
remissions of taxation. The Government,
having regard to the various representations
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made to them, have agreed to modify tIleir
propositions to a small extent. For instance, they propose that the reduction of
postage shall come into operation on the
1st January, 1883, instead of the 1st July,
1882, by which arrangement the revenue
for the ensuing financial year will be saved
an estimated loss of £28,000. They propose also, having settled that the remission
of the tea duty shall come into operation on
the 1st January next, to impose a registration fee, not of £1 per ton as originally
contemplated, but of ide per lb. That will
save another £15,000, making in all £43,000.
I may also mention that the amount of the
surplus at the close of the current financial
year will probably be £20,000 or £30,000
over the estimate already submitted. to the
House; and thus the balance to be carried
forward from 1882-3 to 1883-4 will be
something like £108,000. I put the HOllse
in possession of this modification of our
financial proposals in order to show that the
Government do not remain wedded absolutely to their own views. They have made
these minor modifications in accordance with
the opinions expressed by various members
of the House that the estimated balance of
£36,000 from 1882-3 to 1he following year
does not show a sufficient margin. Honorable members will see the advantage of retaining a registration fee of ide per lb. on
tea. If at any other time a future Treasurer
desires to increase the amount, it will be
easy enough for him to do so.
Mr. LONGMORE.-It would be easier
to dispense with the ~d. altogether.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN. - Something is
required to cover the expense. of examination
and weighing at the Customs. The trade
desire that the use of ~he Customs weights
shall be continued', and it is also necessary
that the tea should be examined byauthorized inspectors as a guarantee that the
article which goes into consumption is sound.
It is to cover the expenditure necessarily
incurred by these arrangements that the registration fee of ide per lb. will be imposed.
I explain these matters in order that honorable members may be seised of the position
of the Government before they come to discuss the motion of want of confidence. In
conclusion, inasmuch as a number of honorable members were unaware last night or today that the Government were going to treat
the motion as one of want of confidence, I
beg to move that tIllS House do now adjourn.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at twenty minutes
to five o'clock, until Tuesday, June 20.
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LEGISLATivE COUNCIL.
Tuesday, J'ltne 20, 1882.
The Political Situation: Council Elections (1882) Aot
Amendment Bill : Adjournme~t of the House.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at twentythree minutes to five o'clock p.m., and read
the prayer.
DECLARATION OF
QUALIFICATION.
The Hon. T. Bromell delivered to the
Clerk the declaration required by.the Act
No. 702.
THE POLITICAL SITUATION.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON.-Mr. President, I regret that I have to inform honorable members that the state of political
affairs which I announced to the House
last Thursday as then existing still continues.
The fate of the Ministry still
hangs in the balance, and I mnst ask honorable members to adjourn until next week.
I deeply regret the action I and my honorable colleague feel obliged to take, but
the line we propose is the one universally followed under similar circumstances.
In fact, it is the course laid down for us by
the highest constitutional authorities. I
may add that the Cabinet are unanimous on
the point that it would be improper for the
Government to proceed under existing cir.·
cum stances with al~y business, even the
order of the day relating to a measure of a
highly important nature, affecting the constitution of this Chamber. It will rest with
those who have thought fit at the present
juncture to throw the country into great political turmoil to answer for the consequences
of that Bill not being pressed through its
final stages.· At the same time, I don't
suppose that if we went on with it forthwith, aud sent it promptly elsewhere, the
proceeding wo·uld have any practical effect,
because, were the measnre pushed forward
to the utmost, it would have scarcely any
chance of being carried by another place in
time to be of any use. I hope therefore
honorable members will act in the matter as·
considerately as they did last Thursday.
I beg to move that the House, at its rising,
adjourn until Tuesday, June 27.
Sir C. SLADEN.-Sir, I am exceedingly
sorry the Solicitor-General has informed
the Honse that it is not the intention of,
the Government on the present occasion to
go on with any business whatever, seeing
SE8.
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that we have before us a matter of the ut~
most importance, in the. shape of a Bill
affecting the work of the session to a very
material extent. I am inclined to regard
business of that sort as routine business,
and not as an ordinary matter of politics.
The object of the Bill is to remedy a defect
in the law relating to this Chamber that is
patent to everyone; and wllich no one at-·
tempts to dispute. What, I ask, will be
the case with us on the nh August, when
a number of honorable members will havo
to retire for the purpose of the periodical
Council elections?
-Dr. DOBSON.-I am one of them.
Sir C. SLADEN.-Thim the honorable
member will probably have a holi~ay for
three months from that date unless he
chooses to l~un the risk of becoming a butt'
for anyone ,villing to make a little money
by suing him for sitting here illegally. It
seems to me most unreasonable that the
House, having got the Bill I refer to into
what it conceives to be a proper shape,
should be denied the privilege of sending it
to another place, or, at all events, of placing
on record that, whatever happens from the
Bill not passing into law, the fault does
not lie with this Chamber. In fact, not
passing the measure will probably affect
the proceedings of Parliament asa whole,
because, for want of certain legislative provisions, the upper branch of the Legislattll'e will be absolutely mutilated. The
case resolves itself into this, that, unless
we are allowed to do our part in connexion with the Bill, we shall incur. some
of the odium as well as the responsibility
attachillg to cutting short the session on the
7th August. The Solicitor-General will see
that I am not referring to the introduction
of any fresh matter, or to dealing with any
business of a political nature, but to the
application of a cure for a legal defect which
is calculated to render the session nugatory.
There is a statutory majority of members in
the Chamber at this moment, and I think
it will be a great pity if we do not take
advantage of it. I say this with the greatest
respect, and with the sincerest wish to see the
Ministry carry their measures, which I am
quite prepared to assist them to do. But I
feel that, by following the course proposed
to us, we will place ourselves in a false position. It may be very true that, if we passed
the !Bill, we would be no further towards
carrying it into law in time, but how can
we make sure that that would be the case?
I say let lIS, at all events, play out part ill
the matter. Let not honorable inembers

T~e

Political Situation.,

[COUNCIL.]

elsewhere be able to say to us hereafter'.' Why did you not do your. share, and
leave UflI to do our share?" I cannot help
~xpressing the opinion-I know it is that
of only one individual, but, nevertheless, he
has some experience-that we are going
now to do a wrong thing.
'.
The Hon. J. MACBAIN.-Mr. Speaker,
I assure Sir Charles Sladenand the House
generally that the blame attached to my
colleague and myself in this matter does not
properly lie with us. Weare only members of the Cabinet, and the Cabinet as a
whole has decided that the motion before
another place shall be treated as one of want
of confidence, and that consequently, until
it is disposed of, all public business shall
be stopped. Indeed, so far as I and my
colleague are concerned, we will both individually suffer from the Bill referred to not
passing, because our term expires in August,
and we will not afterwards be able to take
our seats in this Chamber except at the risk
Sir Charles Sladen has mentioned. Consequently, no one in this House or in the
c'ountry can regret existing circumstances
Ipore: than we do.
."Tlie, Hon.. R. SIMSON.-I say let the
Solicitor:':'General and Mr. Mac Bain forget
the· Cabinet, arid do their duty as members
of the House.
Mr. MACBAIN.-The honorable member has a sense of honour which I confess I
q.on't quite share. If, when a Cabinet felt
forced to adopt a particular course, two of its
members elected to follow a different one to
~uit themselves, they would deserve to be
kicked out of not only office, but the Chamber
of which they were members. What, in
fact, does Mr. Simson ask us to do? To say
that because we cannot get our own waysupposing our own way to be in question-we
are prepared to throw the country into confusion. Let honorable members notice the
line the Government have strictly followed
since they have been in office. I challenge
anyone to show that we have, in a single
instance, attempted to place the slightest
obstacle in the way of the Council, or sought
in the least to foment a quarrel between the
Houses. For myself, I may say that my
connexion with the Cabinet, and also my
interest in .politics, arise solely from my
desire to promote the welfare and best
interests of the country. The present
Ministry, like other Ministries, have their
faults, but' we are not so bad as some
honor8.ble members seem to wish to mnke us
ont to be. I would not have offered these
remark~ bu~ for the charge Mr. Simson,

. Alleged Dummyism.

, impliedly brought against my colleague and
myself when he told us that we ought to
. do our duty irrespective of the Oabinet of
which we are members. I am perfectly
satisfied that, whatever may be our personal
feelings, we are bound to treat the decision
, of the Cabinet as obligatory. As long as I
have been a member of this Chamber, I have
always regarded myself not as a member of
a political party, but rather as one who acted,
. in a judicial capacity in order to protect the
interests of the entire community.
The motion was agreed to.
The House adjourned at ten minutes to
five o'clock, until Tuesday, June 27.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Tuesday, June 20, '1882.
Lands Department: Alleged Dummy Cases - Collingwood
Electoral Registrar-Railway Extension to HeathcoteSt. Kilda Railway-New Law Courts: Gas FittingsKelly Reward Fund -Administration of the Education
Department: Personal Expla.nations: Mr. W. M. Clark:
Ma.jor Smith- Water Supply: Yan Yean and Coliban
Systems-Remission of Duties: Mr. Francis' MotionSupply: Waterworks in the Northern AreILs: Ra.ilwlL1
Department: Defence of the Colony.
The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
LANDS DEPARTMENT.
Mr. McCOLL asked the Minister of
Lands when he would make known his decision with reference to the alleged dummy
cases dealt with by the land board which
lately sat at Echuca?
Mr. W. MADDEN stated that he would
deal with the cases as soon as he received a
transcript of. the Shorthand Writer's notes
of the evidence taken before the board.
COLLINGWOOD ELECTORAL
REGISTRAR.
Mr. Mc KEAN asked the Chief Secretary
if he would appoint an electoral registrar
resident in Collingwood, for the Darling
Gardens division of that district, as the
present registrar resided at N orthcote ?
Mr. GRANT replied in the affirmative.
RAILWAY EXTENSION.
HEATHCOTE.
Mr. DUFFY asked the Minister of
Railways when the survey of the railway line
from Lancefield to Heathcote would be Ulldertaken?
Mr. BENT stated that at the very
earliest opportunity, when the department
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had surveyors disengaged, he would fu,lfil
his promise to have a survey made of a lme
from Lancefield to Heathcote.

Educqtion Department.

6.95.

pupil in the school, and recomfilended by the'
teacher The nominee appointed was recommended' by Mr. Clark, M.L.A."

He had a letter from the teacher in which
that gentleman distinctly. stated that the
ST. KILDA RAILWAY.
pupil teacher in question was recom~ended
Mr. NIMMO asked the Minister of to him by two other head teachers ~n the,
Railways whether it was true that the site district, and on their recommendatIOn he
of the proposed railway station between
(Mr. Clark) requested the depart~ent to
Albert-park and St. Kilda was ~o be make the appointment, and the appomtment,
altered; and if he was aware that It was
was made accordingly. He beg~ed t? ask
shown on the plan of certain Government the Minister of Public InstructIOn if he
land recently offered for sale, and notified would lay the papers connected with the ca:se
in the newspapers, and afterwards stated
on the table of the Library?
by the auctioneer at the time of the sale,
Mr. GRANT promised to do so.
that the land to be sold was immediately
Major SMITH remarked that he was
south of the proposed railway station?
reluctant to take up the time of the House
Mr. BENT said he was not aware that
by referring to the proceedings of the C0111a promise had been made to erect. any
mission but he felt it his duty to call atten-,
station between Albert-park and St. KIlda. tion to' one statement concerning himself,
He had not made any alteration of the made before the commission, the previous
kind indicated by the honorable member's
Thursday. The statement, which was made,
question.
by the Secretary of the Education department, was that he, when Minister of Public
NEW LAW COURTS.
Mr. MUNR 0 asked the Minister of Instruction, appointed a great many teachers,.
Public Works if he intended to call for at different schools, in excess of the staff
tenders for the gas fittings required in the that was required. It frequently happen~d
new law courts, as was done in connexion that, owing to the outbreak of an epIdemIC,
with Government House and the new public the attendance at some of the larger schools
fell off, a~d consequently for a time the,
offices?
number
of teachers was in excess of what
Mr. C. YOUNG said it was not intended
to invite tenders for gas fittings for the new was actually required. It was in instances
law courts, 8.S the contract for the building of that kind where he differed from the
officers of the department. He did not
included the supply of gas fittings.
accept their recommendation to break up
the teaching staff of schools in cases where
KELLY REWARD FUND.
he knew that in a few weeks the average
Major SMITH stated that he had received attendance of scholars would be again up to'
a letter from Mr. Curnow, schoolmaster, the old standard. He would simply add
complaining that he could not get the that a return which he laid on the ta~le of
amount awarded to him by the board which the House on the last occasion on which he
dealt· with the Kelly Reward Fund. He referred to' the proceedings of the commisbegged to ask the Premier when the sum sion showed that, during the period that he
would be paid?
was'Minister of Public Instruction, he disSir B. O'LOG HLEN said he appre- pensed with the services of more superfluous
hended that, if Mr. Curnow applied to the and incompetent teachers than all the rest
Chief Secretary, there would. be no obstacle of his predecessors put together.
in the way Df the payment of the amount
WATER SUPPLY.
awarded to him.
Major SMITH remarked that Mr. CurMr. WALSH moved.. That there be laid before this House a return
now had already applied, but unsuccessfully.
ADMINISTRATION OF
THE EDUCATION DEPARTMENT.
Mr. W. M. CLARK said he desired to
call attention to the following statement
made before the Education Commission,
the previous Thursday, by Mr. Brown, the
Secretary of the Education department : "A t Yarraville, the nominee for a pupil teacher's
vacancy recommended by the department was a

3c2

showing-l. The total expenditure on the construction and maintenance of the Yan Yean
system of water supply up to 30th June, 18.81.
2. The total expenditure on the constructIOn
and maintenance of. the Coliban system of water
supply to 30th June,1881. 3. The net amount
received into the consolidated revenue for the
Yan Yean water supply during the 1~1st fi~an
cial year. 4. The net amount receIved mto
the consolidated revenue for the Coli ban water
supply during the last financial year."

Mr. ZOX seconded the motion, which
was agreed to.
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REMISSION OF DUTIES.
MR. FRANCIS' MOTION.

On the order of the day for the resumption of the debate (adjourned from vVednesday, June 14) on Mr. Francis' proposition
declaring it to be "inopportune and undesirable to make the remissions proposed by
the Government," moved as an amendment
on the order of the day for going into Committee of Supply,
..
The SPEAKER said-I desIre to mform
the House that a doubt has arisen in my
mind as to whether the amendment of the
honorable member for Warrnamboolis strictly
in order. The general rule· is that any matter
may be discussed on the question-" That
the Speaker do now leave the chair," but there
are certain exceptions, which exceptions,
according to lrIay, are as follows : "That a member may not discuss any previous
or intended votes of the Committee of Supply,
or items in the ]~~stimates, nor any resolution to
be proposed in the Committee of Ways Il;nd
Means' nor any other order of the day, or motIOn
of whi~h a notice has been given."

'Remz'ssio» oj DUties•.

to take such interest in, and possess such
knowledge of, parliamentary forms and proeedure as to entitle my opinion on a question
of practice to any great weight. I simply
desire to place myself under the protectIOn
of the House, and nothing will please nl'e
better if I can meet the objections which the
Premier has to my motion by proposing it
in committee, than to adopt the suggestion
which has been made. I believe that the
course I have taken is consistent with the
practice of the House, but I am willing, as I
have said, provided that mY' motion c~n be
submitted in committee, to agree to the suggestion of the Speaker, and accept his interpretation of the rules.
Mr. GILLIES.-Mr. Speaker, I do not
propose to discuss the question you have
raised because to do so would probably lead
to an' unnecessary waste of time; but the
, course you have suggested appears to me
to be a departure from the practice which
has obtained in this House, and I am certain
that it is different from the practice which
has been adopted in tIle House of Commons
on several occasions. The honorable member for Warrnambool, however, is willing to
accept your suggestion; and, perha~s, a
great deal of time may be saved if It be
acquiesced in by the House. But the question of practice is. of such· importance that
probably it will be, wise ultimately to ,refer
it to the Standmg Orders CommIttee.
Though I do not de~ire to occup~ ti~e in
discussing the questIOn now, I WIll direct
your attention, Mr. Speaker,' very briefiy,.to
one or two matters which may have escaped
your notice. May says that it is irregular
to anticipate the discussion of resolutions
intended to be proposed in committee on the
question that th~ Speaker do nO\~ leave ~he
chair, but there IS a sort of provlso, whIch
.
is as follows :....,-

It is also contrary to rule for proceedings in
committee to be discussed in the House until
the report of the committee has been received.
The debate on the Budget originated in
Committee of Supply, and, in my opinion, the
amendment of the honorable member for
'tV arrnambool ought to have been proposed
in that committee. I put the amendment
tHe other evening inadvertently, withol).t
remembering this rule; but I would suggest
to' the House that the proper course now to
adopt 'will be for the honorable member to
submit his proposition in Committee of
Supply.
Mr. FRANCIS.-Sir, 1 think I made
it. sufficiently nlanifest the other evening
that I was. not desirous of pressing my
amendll),ent, or insisting on any mere matter
of .form or practice, if the abstract principle
" But when an amendment is proposed affirmfor which I contended could be given effect ing principles udv,ers,e to t,ue ~ntelldQd resoluto in any other way. If it is· not tren~h~ng tions, the sound pnnClple of thls rule cannot be
on the privileges of the House, I am WIllIng observed,"
to accept the suggestion of the Speaker, The general principle which underlies the
provided that I can absolutely make the rule laid down by .llfay is that, when prosame motion at an early stage, if not the posals are submitted in committee of the
earliest stage, in Committee of Supply .. M~ whole House, the House is not officially in
desire simply is to obtain an expreSSIOn of possession of any information con?ernin,~
the opinion of honorable members as to the them ·until the report of the commIttee IS
remissions proposed by the Government. received, and that therefore the House canIt may be said that, the matter having gone not deal with them in the meantime. But
so far, it would be inexpedient to retrace the practice of the House of Commons, as
. the action which has been taken ; on the I have already intimated, does not bear out
other hand, it may be contended that ~he the argument that proposals c?ntai~ed in a
proper course is for me to submit my motI?n Budget which has been submItted III comill Committee of Supply. I do not clalln mittee cannot be debated in the House
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t1l1til after the committee has reported. In
1841, the Chancellor of . the Exchequer
~ade his Budget statement in Committee
of Ways and Means. It included proposals for the remission of certain sugar
duties, which proposals were unsatisfactory
to. a large number of honorable members,
and Lord Sandon afterwards too~ the first
opportunity of proposing an amehdment on
the motion for the Speaker to leave the
chair, in order that the House might go
into Committee of Ways and Means, condemning the very proposals ,vhi"h had
been submitted in that committee. If the
House could in that way be asked to
express an opinion upon proposals which
had been submitted in Committ!3e of
'tVays and Means, but not reported to the
House, I venture to assert that the· same
step could have been taken if the Budget
had been submitted in Committee of Supply.
I will also call attention to a later case.
In 1864 exactly the same course was adopted.
The Chancellor of the Exchequer submitted
his Budget in Committee of Ways and
Means, and it inchided -proposals with reference to a reduction of the duties on fire
insurance .. On a subsequent evening, on
the motion for the Speaker to leave the chair,
with the view to the House going into Committee of Ways and Means, an honorable
member, Mr. Sheridan, moved an amendment condemning the proposals which had
been submitted in that committee, although
no report had been presented to the House
from the committee. In this House the
same practice 11as been followed. However,
as I have already remarked, the question is
one of such importance that probably it will
be wise to refer it to the Standing Orders
Committee on a future occasion; and perhaps time will be saved by adopting the
suggestion that the honorable member for
Warrnambool should submit his motion in
Committee of Supply, as the Speaker says
that the honorable member can propose it in
that committee.
l\Ir. KERFERD.-Sir, I desire to offer
an observation or two on the question of
practice which has been raised by the ruling
you have given. I remember when the
present practice in this House in regard to
the mode of submitting the Budget was
adopted. Formerly Budget statements used
to be made in the House, with the Speaker
in the chair. That course was found to be
inconvenient, because very frequently the
Treasurer of the day was interrogated· in
regard to particular items in his Budget;
and an arrangement was Come to, which has
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been followed. ever since, that the Budget
statement should be made in Committee of
Supply, and that the decision of the com.
mittee on the first item of the Estimates
should be regarded as a test vote-as determining whether or not ·the House approved of the financial proposals contained
in the Budget. The question at present
before the Committee of Supply is that
£'1,475 be voted for the Legislative Council,
and, under ordinary circumstances, the
Ohairman of Oommittees would rule that
the motion of the honorable member for
Warrnambool could not be moved as an
ltmendment on that question. However,
the uniform practice for the last 16 or 17
years has been to discuss the' whole of the
Budget proposals on t.he first item of the
Estimates, but our practice'is -iIi some respects at varia~ce with that of .the HOllse
of Commons. Nevertheless, on various
occasions, after the debate on the Budget
has proceeded in committee for several
evenings, an amendment condemning the
whole of the Budget proposals has been
. proposed on the motion for the Speaker to
leave the chair, in order thn,t'the Hottse
might go into comniittee. This has been
done, I say, over and over again. It was
done as recently as 1875. The course,taken
by the honorable member for 'Yarrnambool,
in proposing an amendment on the motion
for the Speaker to leave the chair, is therefore strictly in accordance with our practice.
1\11'. WRIXON.-Mr. Speaker, it seems
to me that there is a somewhat important
principle involved in the question which lias
been raised, and that it would be well to
make it matter of reference to the· Standing Orders Oommittee. If the proposition
of the honorable member for ",Varrnambool
cannot be submitted as an amendment Oll
the motion that the Speaker do now leave
the chair, it appears to me that no proper
opportunity will offer itself for raising 'in
committee the general question of whether
or not we approve of the financial proposals
of the Government as a whole. The hOllorable member for Warrnambool objects to
the remissions proposed by the Government, but those remissions will not involve
any motion either in Oommittee of Supply
or in Committee of 'Vays and Means, and,
therefore, it will be rather inconvenient- to
have the discussion in committee. Certaitily
it will be much more in accord with the genius
and instinct of parliamentary proceedings to
debate the proposed remissions in globo without going into committee. It is contended
th~t what occurs ill committee cannot be
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debated in the House except on a report
from the committee, but I apprehend that
that rule does not apply to a Minister's
statement, because there is no means by
which the House can become officially
acquainted with a statement made by a
Minister in committee. While I by no
means assent to the doctrine that the
House is not entitled to discuss the whole
of the Budget proposals which have been
submitted by the Treasurer in Committee of
Supply, if it is the desire of the House
that the motion of the honorable member
for Warrnambool shall be proposed in com~ittee, I have no objection to that course. .
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Sir, I do not
think that the cases referred to by the honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) are
to the point. It is useless to allude to what
was done by Lord Sandon, in the House
of Commons, in 1841, for, unless we had
the Speaker's ruling and the full particulars
of the case before us, we could not form an
accurate opinion about it. Moreover, the
course which appears to have been followed
in that case is at variance with the later
practice, which, I submit, ought to guide
this House. The proposition of the honorable member for Warrnambool would be in
order, as an amendment on the motion that
the Speaker do now leave the chair, if it
stated in general terms that the financial
proposals of the Government do not meC'l1
with the approbation of the House. The
parliamentary rule, as laid down in May, is
as follows : " W hen notice has been given of resolutions
intended to be proposed in committee, it if»
irregular. to anticipate the discussion of them on
the question that the Speaker do now leave the
chair, as the House can have no cognizance of
them until they have been reported by the committee. But when an amendment is proposed
affirming principles adverse to the intended resolutions, the sound principle of this rule cannot
be observed."
.

Does the amendment come within 'the rule
laid down by May? What does it say? In
the first place, it says"In view of the improbability of any considerable surplu8 being realized, as estimated by
the honorable the Treasurer,-

Where and when were the Treasurer's estimates of revenue submitted? In Committee of Supply; and the House can have
no official knowledge of what occurs in
Committee of Supply until a report is presented from the committee. The amendment
goes on to say"and pending the report of the Royal commission now investigating the operation and
wQrkin~ of the Tariff, it is, in the opinion of this
House, lllopportune and undesirable to make the
remissions proposed by the GovernmeIlt."
.
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If the amendmeut had simply asserted that
it was undesirable to make any remissions,
pending the report of the Tariff Commission,
that would have been a general proposition,
and would have come within the rule allowing
an amendment to be moved on the question that the Speaker do now leave
the chair; but it goes beyond that,'because
it refers to remissions to be proposed in
committee. The recitals which it contains
clearly make the honorable member's motion
out of order as an amendment on the
question that the Speaker do now leave the
chair. The Treasurer will have to bring
down resolutions in committee relating to
the tea, beer, and tobacco duties, and when
those resolutions are berore the committee,
honorable members can negative them,
amend them, or do what they like with them.
Mr. MUNRO.-Those resolutions will
have to be submitted in Committee of Ways
and Means.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-They mayor
they may not be. I do not think that they
need necessarily be submitted in Committee
of Ways and Means. The Estimates having
been laid on the table, the House has
official knowledge of them, and may even
pass a resolution ordering them to be taken
back and recast, before they are considered
in committee at all; but the amendment proposed by the honorable member ror Warrnambool is too wide in its terms. It does
not meet the case in which an amendment
can be submitted on the order of the day for
going into Committee of Supply. It asserts
too much, and therefore oversteps the parliamentary rule. I submit, with great
respect, that we should not establish a precedent of this kind.
The SPEAKER.-The House can pass
any resolution it desires.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Of course the
House can do anything it likes, with exceptions which I need not mention. I am not
going into the merits of the case, but I will
suppose that we establish a precedent. Supposing we are half-way through the business
of the Committee or Supply or the business of
the Committee of Ways and Means, having
devoted two or three months to it, and that
then an honorable member proposes, in the
full House, such a motion as we have now
before us, the natural conclusion is that if
one honorable member can do this another
can do so also, and thus the sittings of
Parliament might be indefinitely prolonged.
Under such a state of things a few members:
of this Chamber might become as obstruc,tive as certain members' of the House of
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Commons, and the proper carrying on of
public business would be rendered impossible.
Mr. Speaker, I am merely arguing that we
aught to support the view which you have
taken. As precedents have beeh cited, I may
mention that, in 1852, the then Chancellor
of the Exchequer (Mr. Disraeli) submitted
a scheme of taxation which included one
item-an inhabited house tax-that was
peculiarly objectionable. In Committee of
Ways and Means, that item was rejected, and
thereupon the Government resigned, being
followed by a coalition Ministry which lasted
three years. This shows that there has
been such a thing as a Government staking
their existence on one single item of their
Budget; and, therefore, I say that the
present Government cannot escape their responsibility in committee if they choose to
press 'their proposals.
Mr. BERRY.-Mr. Speaker, I don't
understand you have ruled that the motion
proposed by the' honorable member for
Warrnambool is out of order. I understand
that you have simply called attention to the
practice of· the House of Commons, and
expressed the opinion that it will be more
convenient to discuss the points raised by
the honorable member for Warrnambool's
motion in committee than in full House.
As far as I can gather from the quotation
from May, made in the first instance by the
honorable member for Rodn·ey (Mr. Gillies),
and subsequently by the honorable member
for Belfast, it is quite in order to submit a
motion condemning proposed remissions of
taxation on the question that the Speaker
do leave the chair; and I propose to ofTer
a few observations as to the convenience of
that course. I submit that a motion condemning the entire Budget proposals can
be discussed far more convenientlv in the
House than in committee. In" the first
place, one inconvenience in connexion with
the transaction of business in committee, as
the honorable member for the Ovens (Mr. '
Kerferd) has pointed out, is that ·one thing
may be proposed and another debated, as in
the present case, because the question before
the Committee of Supply is the vote for the
salaries of the President and Chairman of
Committees of the Legislative Council, and
yet, if the House goes into Committee of S upply, the question debated will be certain remissions of duty, and thus honorable members
will be called upon to vote against a proposition to which they have not the smallest
objection in order to ~ffirm some other proposition which is not before them at all. I
understood the honorable memberfor Belfast

to argue from the passage which he quoted
from May, that it is permissible to move,
in the House, a motion condemnatory of
the principles underlying the Budget proposals, and that his objection to the niotion
of the honorable member for Warrnambool
arose from the fact that it related·to matters which have not yet been reported to
the House. It appears that the honorable
member had no part in the wording of the
motion of the honorable member for Warrnambool; and I don't think anyone will
expect the honorable member for Belfast to
approve of 1\ motion which he neither proposes nor concocts. 'Ve have had some
illustrations drawn from the Imperial Parliament; but I will cite a colonial precedent,
the leading spirit connected with which was
the honorable member for Belfast. In
1861, after the financial statement had
been made by the then Treasurer in Committee of Ways and Means, a.nd before any
report had been submitted to the House, the
honorable member for Belfast interposed
with a motion couched in the following'
terms : .. That this House having maturely considered
the estimate of income for the year 1862, submitted by the Government, is of opinion that it
is unreliable and unsatisfactory. It is further of
opinion that the inconsistent policy upon which
such estimate is founded ~ives no·assurance of
raising the country from Its present depressed
condition; and this House, therefore, declines
to enter upon its consideration."

The "estimate of revenue)J referred to in
that motion had only been laid before the
Committee of Ways and Means, a.nd, if I
understand aright the contention' of the
honorable member for Belfast on this occasion, it is that this Hou~e has, at present,
no knowledge of the statement already submitted to the Committee of Supply.
.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-What I have
stated to-night is that, estimates having
been laid on the table, this House has
official knowledge of them, and can pass a
resolution ordering them to be taken back.
That is a very different position from that
which the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) is contending for.
.
Mr. BERRY.-The course which has'
been taken by the honorable' me'mber for :
Warrnambool is exactly in accord with that
pursued by the honorable member for Belfast '
in 1861. The financial sta,tement was then
submitted in Committee of WaYE!a~d'~eans; .
and, before any report could be rri~de by that,:
committee to the House, the" hO-nO'rablc, "
member for Belfast interposed with it 'motion' ,
condemning the financial statement and
affirming general· principles similar to those l ;
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embodied in the motion of the honorable
member for W~rrnambool. Why the one
motion is It. copy" almost word for word, of
the other.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Not at all.
Mr. BERRY.-But, passing from that
point, I may mention that the present
motion, having been submitted by the honorable member for vVarrnambool in an able
speech, was treated by the head of tl~e Government as it motion of want of confidence,
~nd the House was asked on Thursday, on
that ground, to adjourn without doing any
business. But what will be gained by this
proceeding, how will the public convenience
be served, if-supposing the honorable member for Warrnambool cannot go on with the
motion in full House-he intends to submit
identically the same proposition in committee? I am not sure whether the honorable member can submit identically the same
proposition in committee.
Mr. FRANOIS.-I had an interview
with the Speaker, in' order to ascertain
whether I could s~lbmit the proposition in
committee, and his opinion was. tlul.t I
could.
Mr. BERRY.-Assuming that a change
of front has been made only to the extent
of discussing the motion in Committee of
Supply instead of in the House, I think
there are grave doubts as to whether a
sweeping motion of the kind can be discussed in committee on a vote for salaries.
I am disposed to believe that the Chairman of Oommittees. would rule such a
motion out of order. I desire to observe
that in the case of a debate calculated to
strike at the very root of parties it is most
dignified, and more convenient in many
ways, for it to take place when the Speaker
is in the chair. When the Speaker is in
the chair, debates are generally more orderly,
more precise, and far more satisfactory than
when the House is in committee.
Dr. MADDEN.-Sir, wit.h regard to
the question of practice, I desire to offer a
word or two on the contention that your
present ruling is not correct, because the
course indicated is inconvenient and not in
accordance with parliamentary practice.
During the session of 1875-6, the Government of wbich Mr. Service was Treasurer
proposed the remission of certain duties on
ironmongery and hardware,and, in order to
meet the deficiency expected to result from
tha.t remission of duties, .they proposed
further an increase of the duty on spirits.
That proposal was met by an amendment by
the honorable melll~er ~9r North Melbourne
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, (Mr. Munro) affirming the desirability of ~
duty on bags and bagging.
Mr. MUNRO.-No.
Dr. MADDEN.-Perhaps I am wrong.
Anyhow the House debated, in committee,
the whole Budget upon the first item of the
scheme of taxation then submitted, which
was the increased duty on spirits. So that
the practice is not as the honorable member
for the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) recollects it,
but otherwise. And if this mode of dealing
with the Budget has been found satisfactory
in 'the past, I submit that it would be well
to adopt the same course in the future.
Mr. LONGMORE.-A direct vote of
want of confidence is the proper thing.
Dr. MADDEN.-That may be what the
honorable member means, but it is not what
the party that sit behind and around the
Government mean. What that party desire
least of all is that the motion of the honorable member· forvV arrnambool should be
regarded as a vote of want of confidence in
the Government. Certainly, so far as the
practice of the House is concerned, no inconvenience or violence will be done in taking
the course guggested by the Speaker.
Mr. vVILSON.-'Vith all due deference
to the constitutional knowledge of the honorable member for Sandridge, I think he
somewhat misapprehends the position which
the Kerferd-cwn-Service Government took
up with regard to their Budget proposals.
During the progress of the debate on those
proposals, which took place in Committee
of Supply, the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) interposed, in the full House,
with a motion of want of confidence. That
motion was negatived by a large majority.
, But simply because the division took some
honorable members by surprise, the Ministry
of the day consented to a second test vote on
the first item of the Tariff proposals when
it came before the Oommittee of Ways and
Means. The itenl was carried by a majority
of only one, and, in consequence of the
majority being so small, the Ministry
tendered their resignation. I am sure there
is no desire on the part of either side of the
House that parliamentary rule should be in
any way tampered or trifled with. vYhatever is the correct precedent to follow, we
are most anxious to follow it. I have not
heard that the Government, who have accepted the honorable member for VYarrnam~
bool's motion a.s a ll1.Otioll of want of confidence, have thought proper to object to the
terms in which it is framed; and I presume
the Premier is prepared to sa.y that he will
or Willllot accept it in tbat light if, instead

,
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of being dealt with in the House, it is dealt
with in Committee of vVays p,nd Means. As
has been pointed out, if the question has to
be discussed in committee, the discussion
may be interminable, for the reason that, in
committee, an honorable member ,may rise
half-a-dozen times to speak to a question j
and, as I am anxious that the matter should
be disposed of as quickly as possible in order
that the business of the country may be
gone on with, I think the more' desirable
course is to discuss the motion while the
Speaker is in the chair.
Mr. MUNRO.-I merely wish to correct
the honorable member for Sandridge with
regard to a statement which he made about
myself. The honorable member for Ararat is
quite correct in the statement that, while the
Budget of the Kerferd-cum-Service Government was being debated in committee, the
~onQrable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry)
intervened, in the full House, with a motion
disapproving of the proposals of the Government. That motion was supported' by only
2,2 votes, because of the action of certain
honorable members who left the chamber
when the division took place. The Government after,vards agreed that the proposal
to increase the duty on spirits should be
taken as a test vote when the House was in
committee. That was simply an act of courtesyon the part of the Government, because
of the misunderstanding in connexion with
the previous vote.
Dr. MADDEN.-It was to enable you
to raise the question of a duty on bags.
Mr. MUNRO.-It was nothing of the
sort. I never proposed any duty. I acted
differently altogether. I did not want to
see the then Government turned out. I
went to members of that Government
privately, and appealed to them to giveprotectionists a little fair play. I said-" We
will assist you to remit £230,000 of. duties,
if you will only put on £15,000 of duties to
recognise the principle of protection." However, the Ministry of that day were stubborn
as Ministers are nowadays, and they had
to resign. vVith regard to the question
immediately under consideration, the point
to be decided is which is the most convenient course for the House to pursue; and,
in view of the precedents, which have been
cited, I really think that the better course
is to go on at once with business.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Sir, the honor.
able member for Ararat has appealed to me
to state what, in the opinion of the Government, is the most convenient course to take.
Last Thursday, I called attention to what

I considered to be a want of order in' con.'
nexion with the motion of the honorable
member for 'tVarrnambool; at the same
time I stated that I did not wish to stand
on technicalities. If the honorable member
wishes a further elucidation of my views, I may
mention that the Ministry are not at all stubborn, as alleged by the honorable member for
North :M:elbourne (Mr. Munro). They are
amenable to reason, and they consider that,
in conducting the business of this House,
the wisest course is to follow closely the
pra,etiee of the House on similar occasions.
I think that if the honorable member for
Warrnambool adopts the suggestion of the
Speaker, and withdraws his motion, the
: Government should be the very last persons
to object. I think it is more convenient
that the whole matter should be discussed
in Committee of Ways and Means. The
Government propose, as a lllatter of form,
to go into Committee of Supply. The next
step they propose is that the House shall
go into Committee of Ways and Means, in
which committee the re-imposition of the
beer and tobacco duties and the remission
of the tea duty must be proposed. If the
House does not re-impose the beer and
tobacco duties, of course the remissions
contemplated by the Government cannot
be made. By considering these matters in
Committee of 'Vays and Means, every
member has the opportunity of rising more
than once and expressing his views upon
any particular point that may arise; and it
is only constitutional that, in a financial
debate, every honorable member should have
that right. Certainly the most convenient
and practically the best course to be adopted
is to let all financial questions be dealt
with in Committee of 'Vays and Mea~s.
If the honorable member for Warrnambool
wishes to move in that committee a general
resolution dealing with the whole of the
remissions, the Government will raise no
technical objection to the course, but the
honorable member's object will be att~ined
if he allows the Government proposals tobe dealt with in the order in which they are
submitted.
Mr. _LONGMORE. - Mr. Speaker, I
think there is a considerable difference between what is proposed now and what
happened in 1875, when the Kerferd-cmnService Government were in {)ffice. At that
time the proposal was to iliel'ease taxation,
and the House must necessarily go into
Committee of Ways and Means to do that.
At the present moment, it is proposed that
we shall go into Committee of Supply. It

[ASS~MBtY.]
is not necessary to go into Committee of
Ways and Means.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It is.
Mr. LONGMORE.-It is not. It is
within the power of this House to remit
taxes by Bill without going into Committee
of Ways and Means. May says, "It must always be borne in mind that the
House can entertain any motion for diminishing
a tax or charge upon the people; and Bills are
frequently brought in for that purpose without
the formality of a committee."
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floor of the House of Commons. I will not
contend that a. motion to the effect that
this House should disagree with the whole
of the Budget proposals wQuld not have
been in order. I find that, in 1852, when
Mr. Disraeli was the Chancellor of the
Exchequer, Mr. Thomas Duncombe moved
- " That the House disagree with the
Budget proposals." That motion was submitted as an amendment on the question
that the Speaker do leave the chair, but it
was negatived. Howe!"er, the HOl~se, when
it got into committee, disagreed with on. e
of the first items of the Budget. I think
the course which ought to have been pursued
by the honorable member for Warrnambool
is some such course as that taken by Sir
Robert Peel in 1841. vVhen Viscount
Sandon submitted his resolutions on the
sugar duties, Sir Robert Peel said he would
not interfere with the Ministerial proposals;
he would not offer them any factious opposition. But, while he could not support those
Budget proposals, he intimated that afterwards he would move a vote of want of
confidence in the Ministry. In due time,
he acted according to that intimation, and
carried his vote. If the honorable member
for Warrnambool had taken a similar course,
he 'Would have acted in accordance with
English precedent and practice. '
Mr. BENT.-I desire to call attention to
the fact that the excise duties on beer and
tobacco expire on the 31st August, and that
it is absolutely necessary to take steps to reimpose those duties. Under these circumstances, I am at a loss to understand how a
hostile motion to the Government can be
submitted at this stage, unless it be a motion
of want of confidence. I may mention that
on the 21st July, 1875, the present Speaker
took, as a private member, a similar course
to that which he has 'suggested this evening.
The head of the Government (Mr. Kerferd)
intimated that if the honorable member for
Geelong (Mr. Berry) wished to move a vote
of want of confidence he could do so. Accordingly, the honorable member for Geelong
moved-

I say that the proper course for the honorable member for Warrnambool is to submit
his motion in Committee of Ways and Means,
or not at all. To submit it in Committee
of Supply would be simply an interference
by this House with the proposals of the
Government. I contend that it is not a motion
of no-confidence.
Mr. FRANCIS.-Hear, hear.
Mr. LONGMORE. - The honorable
member for Sandridge has suggested that I
might possibly bring forward such a motion,
1ut I don't consider it a portion of my duty
to do anything of the kind. I shall oppose
the motion of the honorable member for
Warrnambool, because I am determined to
support the Government in taking off the
duty on tea. In 1875, the then Treasurer
(Mr. Service) consented to accept the discussion on his proposal to increase the
spirit duty by 2s. per gallon as a discussion
upon the whole Budget, simply because a
complaint' prevailed that the House was
taken by surprise with regard to the test
question previously raised by the honorable
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry). Mr.
Service stated, as the Premier has stated,
that no mere matter of form would induce
him to stand in the way of having a motion
of no-confidence dealt with. However, if
the honorable member for Warrnambool
desires to displace the Government, the best
course for him to take is to bring a direct
motion of want of confidence against them.
It would appear that that is not the honorable member's desire, and that he is willing
to accept the Speaker's suggestion.
Mr. FISHER.-Mr. Speaker, to my
mind, your ruling is strictly in accordance
cr That, in the' opinion of this House, the
with English' constitutional practice. It financial proposals of the Treasurer are un-,
satisfactory."
appears that this House has drifted away
from English precedents and practice, and, Tha.t proposition was debated and negatived.
I think, the sooner it returns to a regular Several members intentionally absented
course the better. I think that, in submit- themselves from the division, and, when
ting his motion the other night, the honor- they re-appeared in the chamber,one of
able member for )Varrnambool was decidedly them-Mr. Langton, who then represented
out of order in referring to particular items W est Melbourne~asked that' they should
of the Budget. At all events, he would have the matter over again. They did have
hare been out of order had ,he stood on the it over again, and the result was that, on a
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divisio'n, the then Ministry had a majority
of one only. The honorable member for
Warrnambool says his motion is not one
of want of confidence, and that assurancecoming, as it does, from a friend-the
Government are willing to accept. Therefore, according to precedent, we are bound
to go into committee j and, if the com.
mittee do not think fit to re-impose the
duties on beer and tobacco, as a matter
0f course we must retire from ofiice.
But· whereas the Kerferd Government
brought in new proposals altogether, the
present Government have an existing law
to face, which the House must either continue or allow to lapse. The cases, therefore, are altogether different. Of course, if
the proposition of the honorable member
for Warrnambool came from the Opposition
-from the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry)-it would be, necessarily, a
motion of want of confidence, but, coming
as it does from a friend in the Ministerial
corner, I do not see that the Government
are bound to play into the hands of the
honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr. Munro), who would turn them out, no
matter what their proposals were. I contend that the Speaker's ruling to-night is
exactly similar to the opinion he gave on
the occasion I have referred to.
Mr. MIRAMS.-He has given no ruling
at all--<>nly made a suggestion.
, Mr. BENT.-Even if it is only a suggestion, I think it should be accepted by the
House, and the Government are willing to
accept it in a friendly way.
Mr. DEAKIN.-The amendment of the
honorable member for Warrnambool has been
moved on the order of the day for the House
to go into Committee of Supply, and it is
perfectly plain that the Committee of Supply·
can neither increase nor remit any duty, nor
deal with this question at all in a satisfactory
way. In fact, the Premier advances quite
a different theory from that put forward by
the honorable member for Warrnambool
as to the manner of dealing with this
question. While the honorable member
for Warrnambool desires to deal with the
proposals. of the Government as a whole,
the Premier wishes to have them. dealt
with in detail, and, of course, if they are
dealt with in detail, honorable members will
exercise their judgment, and vote accordingly, on each item. Those, however, who
disagree with the financial proposals of the
Government in toto can only express their
dissent by supporting som~ such proposition
as that brought forward. by the., honorable

RemiS8tOn of Dutie8.

torr

member for Warrnambool. If the questions
are dealt with in detail, honorable members
will find that their dissent from particular
items will not make any difference in the
general result. I have a suggestion to make
with regard to the point of order, which, I
think, will meet the views of the honorable
member for Warrnamboo], who simply
wishes to express his dissent generally from
the proposed remissions, and which will
bring his amendment entirely within the
rules. The suggestion. is that the first
words of the amendment, namely"In view of the improbability of any considerable surplus being realized, as estimated by
the honorable the Treasurer, and pending the report of the RO'yal commission now investi.gating
the operation and working of the Tariff,"

should be omitted, retaining the following
words, which really contain the whole sense
of the amendment. The amendment would
then read as follows : " That it is, in the opinion of this House, inopportune and undesirable to make theremisslOns
proposed by the Government."

I think the proposition in that shape clears
away what may be called the explanatory matter of the amendment, and at the same time·
meets the objection of the honorable member
for Belfast, and also the suggestion of the
Speaker. The whole matter would then be in
a nutshell, and those who are utterly opposed
to the proposed remissions would have
an opportunity of expressing their dissent
generally.
Mr. BOWMAN.-I hardlythinkthesuggestion of the honorable member for West
Bourke (Mr. Deakin) advances· the matter
in any way. No doubt there is great disappointment felt by several honorable members
:l. t not having an opportunity of voting against
the Government, but I would point out that
it is quite withiu the power of any honorable
member, however humble, to propose a mption
of want of confidence in the Ministry at any
time. The whole evening has been \yastcdwhy? Simply because it was thought there
was going to be an amalgamation from that
(the Ministerial) side of the House and this
side. After this waste of time, I hope we
will now proceed to business.
The SPEAKER.-I think honorable
members have misunderstood the observations I made. The amendment of the
honorable member for Warrnambool, with
some alteration in the direction of, though
not exactly identical with, that suggested
by the honorable and learned member
for West ~ourke (Mr. Deakin). would,
ibe quite in order.; but I do not think
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that it is desirable, no matter what object may be in view, to' infringe the rules
of Parliament. If this rule be broken
now, it will be difficult for me hereafter to
enforce it against any individual member
who, for his own purposes, may wish to
discuss in the House any item in the Estimates, or any proposition submitted in
Committee of Ways and Means. I think
tha t would be a most undesirable state of
things, and I would ask the House to pause
on this occasion, especially as, in my
opinion, it would be quite in order in Committee of Supply, where the Budget has
been discussed, to propose an amendment of
this kind. I will read the amendment moved
by Sir James McCulloch on Mr. Berry's
Budget in 1875. It was as follows:"That this committee. whilst affirming the
principle of direct taxation on property. is of
opinion that any such measure should be general
in its applica~ion and be a?companied .by proposals for rehef from certam burthens Imposed
on the people through the Custom-house, and
therefore disapproves of the proposals of the
Treasurer."

That amendment was proposed in Committee of Ways and Means.
Mr. BERRY.-But we are not in Committee of 'Vays and Means.
The SPEAKER.-The Budget on that
occasion was discussed, in Committee of
Ways and Means, but it may also be discussed in Committee of Supply. Howe~r,
it would make the road perfectly clear if the
honorable member for Warrnambool, with
the consent of the House, were to alter his
proposition in some such way as the honorable and learned member for 'Vest Bourke
has indicated-so that it would not refer to
what is to be proposed in Committee of
Ways and Means, or to the propositions of
the Government at all. If he made the
resolution entirely general, it would then be
quite in order.
Mr. GILLIES.-Do I understand you,
Mr. Speaker, to say that if the House re:'"
solves itself into Committee of Supply, the
Treasurer"s Budget statement having been
made in that committee, the honorable
member for W arrnambool would then have
an opportunity of moving his proposition?
The SPEAKER.-'l'hat is my impres-'
sion. If the honorable member thinks
differently, I shall be glad if he will raise
the question.
Mr. GILLIES.-I have no wish to do so.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I wish to say
that, if the House will allow, the Government are quite ready to go into Committee
of Ways and Menns to-morrow.
Major SMITH.-Why not now?
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-- Simply because resolutions have to be prepared to set
the business going, and they are not yet
drafted. If the House' thinks proper, we
can even go into Committee of Supply
after the refreshment hour for half-an-hour,
and then go into Committee of Ways and
Means.
Mr.GILLIES.-And each of the resolutions will be put separately.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.---Well, as I have
suggested, the House can go into Committee of Ways and Means to-mor~ow night,
and in the meantime an arrangement agreeable to honorable members can be made
with regard to the submission of the resolu ..
tions. I can assure honorable members that
the Government do not wish to play any
trick on the House. Whatever the Assembly
decides in Committee:of Ways and Means,
the Government will accept as the decision
of the country on a matter of finance, and
they will not treat that decision as a vote of
want of cl)nfidence. Whatever is decided
on any particular resolution by the Committee of Ways and Means, the Government will accept that decision, and, although
the Government have been charged with
stubbornness, it will be found that they are
not stubborn in that matter.
Mr. FRANCIS',-Mr. Speaker, when
you did me the honour to intima.te to me
that you were somewhat in a difficulty as to
whether you ought to allow the debate to
proceed on my amendment, I told you that
I had the greatest respect for the chair on
all occasions, and that I would be perfectly
ready to submit to your ruling provided that
I did not thereby reduce the quality of the
position which I have advanced a.s my right
on this question, and the right of those who
supported me in coming to the conclusion
stated in the amendment. If I can move an
identical proposition at the earliest stage in
Committee of Supply, or evenin Committee
of Ways and Means, and therety avoid infringing the rules of the House or formil!g
a precedent which might prove obnoxious on
somo future occasion, while, at the' same
time rendering my proposition more acceptable to the Government, I am quite
willing to take that course. I a.m willing, in
fact, to submit the whole question in any
manner the House chooses, provided that I
do not sacrifice any of the, merits of my
position. I have gone in for a principle,
and I do not believe in that ~inciple being
sacrificed in detail. I remember the motto" United we stand; divided we fall."
.
Major SMITH ...-AIid ydu :will fall.
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Mr. FRANOIS.-I cannot say wllether .
I shall fall or not, but I trust I shall never
be elevated unduly. All I desire to say is
that I object to remissions until we have
a fI:ee and full balance-sheet., which will
command the approbation of the world. I
'will not under any circumstances allow the
remis~ionS to be proposed separately, as my
desire is to intercept the Government proposals. I am not prepared to allow the
issue to be raised whether or not a tea tax
is a desirable tax, or whether, at this moment, it is desirable to reduce the postage;
what I contend is that the ensuiiJ.g year is
one in which we must show a full and fair
balance-sheet and put our best foot forward.
In whatever form it is proposed, I intend
that the Assembly shall divide upon my
proposition as a whole, by however few it
may be :supported. If that object be
achieved, I am quite willing to accept the
suggestion of the Speaker, and to submit the
amendment in any form that may render it
less offensive to the Government. I have
acted ca.ndidly, honestly, and impartially
throughout this matter, and I mean to be
consistent in my position. I repeat in the
House an expression I used outside of itthat I did everything short of going d6wn
on my blees to them, to induce the Government to. accept this amendment in the
spirit in which it was submitted. I say
once more that if you, Mr. Speaker, rule
that I can bring forward this identical proposition in Committee of Supply or in Committee of Ways and Means, on that clear
understanding I will consent to withdraw
the amendment. (Cries of "'Vithdraw.")
I will not withdraw the amendment until I
receive that asslirance.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Sir, I think there
is the same difference between the honomble
member for vVarrnambool and the Premier
that has existed during the whole week.
The proposal of the honorable member for
Warrnambool was to deal with the remissions
in one act, while the Premier, during the
whole of the week, has been trying to get
the honorable member to submit to the remissions being dealt with in detail, and to
recede from the position he had taken up.
If the honorable member for vVarrnambool
attaches any very great importance to the
principle involved in the remissions as a
whole, then he will decidedly lose his case if
they are submitted in detail by the Chairman
of Committees. That is the clear state of the
case. The honorable member for Warrnambool should take up his position now in the
most convenient place-the House, where
o
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members can speak but once, and then come
to.a vote on the whole question. I think
it would be much more straightforward on
the part of the Premier if he would just say
this:"'-" I will agree to everything the honorable member for W arrnambool has asked
to be done." If the proposition of the hOllorable member for Warrnambool is submitted in the House, it will undoubtedly be
carried, but, if the remissions are to be put .
one at a time, I question-Mr. BENT.-Mr. Speaker, I wish to
know if every honorable member is to be
allowed to speak on the general question at
this stage? If so, I shall want to make a
speech in reply.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-I am speaking to
the point that has been raised. It has not
been shown from any authority that it is
out of order to propose the amendment in
the form in which it has been submitted.
Indeed, the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) has quoted a precedent to show
that a similar amendment has been proposed
in this House before; and certainly the
House is the most convenient place to decido
on such a proposition as whether or not
this is a wise time to make the remissions
proposed.
After adjourning over last
Thursday, we have met for that purpose.
The Premier announced last week that
he would receive the amendment as a motion
of want of confidence. Now he asks for
more time, but, seeing that the honorable
member for Warrnambool is anxious to
remain in the position which he has taken
up, I would ask the Premier what is to be
gained by adopting the course he now
proposes?
The SPEAKER.-If the House decides
that this amendment ought to be put, of
course I will PU\ it.
Mr. P .L\.TTERSON.-My object is to
bring the House up to the point of deciding
whether we shall discuss the amendment
now, or whether, on a mere side ruling, we
shall put the que::;tion aside. The h<tnorable
member for Warrnambool will have no
chance of carrying his proposition unlessMr. L. L. SMITH.-I rise to a point of
order. If the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) wants to make a
speech, why does he not take the amendment
and move it himself ?
Mr. COOPER.-Sir, I trust the House
will hesitate before expressing an opinion
contrary to your ruling. It will lead to
very unpleasant and very unfortunate circumstances in the future, if, after the
Speaker has carefully looked into a case and
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announced his opinion, the House, without
due deliberation, overrides his decision.
Mr. MASON.-Wait until the occasion
arises.
Mr. COOPER.-Certain honorablemembers have indicated their desire to bring the
House up to the point of distinctly asking
the amendment to be put against the ruling
of the Speaker.
Mr. MIRAMS.-The Speaker has not
.
ruled.
Mr. COOPER.-He has indicated what
the rule of Parliament is, and I trust the
House wjU pause before asking the Speaker
to take back his ruling, and put an amendment which he believes it would be contrary to the rule of Parliament to put. If
such a course is followed on this occasion,
what is to prevent it from being adopted on
any future occasion, when, for the convenience of some honorable member, the
Speaker must again override the rule of
Parliament?
Mr. MIRAMS.-Mr. Speaker, I would
point out that the whole of the argument of
the honorable member for Creswick (Mr.
Cooper) is cut away by the fact that you
have given no ruling, but merely made a
suggestion. If you would undertake to
rule the amendment out of order, then, of
course, the House would either have to
accept your ruling or adopt a resolution
disagreeing with it; but you hav:e carefully
abstained from committing yourself to that
position. In fact, the whole discussion, so
far, has been irregular and out of order, as
there has been no question before the House
on which the discussion could terminate;
and, in order that honorable members may
come to a definite decision as to what they
mean to do in this matter, I intend to submit a motion, before I sit down, that the
House proceed with the business as it appears
on the notice-paper. There is a very strong
opinion in the House that the amendment is
in order, and I think it comes clearly within
the pre~edent laid down in May, which has
been already quoted, that a proposition of
this sort, in which the whole principle of the
Budget is involved, is an 'exception to the
general rule. Moreover, we have the practice
of this Parliament in support of the view
that the amendment can be put. In 1861,
as the honorable member for G.eelong (Mr.
Berry) has pointed out, the present honorable member for Belfast moved an amendment on all fours with this ono.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Not at all.
Mr. MIRAMS.-The honorable member's amendment was cou<::hed in almost
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the identical language of the present one.
rt was as follows : "That this House having maturely considered
the estimate of income for 1862, submitted by
the Government,-

And have we not the estimate of income
referred to in the amendment of the hon'::
orable member for Warrnambool? In
fact, the ground taken by the honorable
member for Belfast in 1861-that the
estimate of income was not likely to be
realized-is exactly the ground taken by the
honorable member for Warrnambool. The
amendment continued"is of opinion that it is unreliable and unsatisfactory. It is further of opinion that the
inconsistent policy upon which such estimate is
founded gives no assurance of raising the
country from its present depressed state; and
this House, therefore, declines to enter upon its
consideration."

Now, if it was proper for the honorable
member for Belfast to move that proposition couched in language almost identical
with the terms of the present amendment,
how can it be improper for the honorable
member for W arrnambool to move his
amendment?
The SPEAKER.-But was it proper?
Mr. MIRAMS.-We have been told that
this HOllse is the master, and not the servant, of. its own rules, and that it can
establish a precedent if it likes. If the
amendment of the honorable member for
Belfast did nothing else, it established
a precedent for our guidance, and, jf we
follow the precedent which has been set
us in the past, I think we shall not go very
far wrong. You, Mr. Speaker, have also
made a suggestion which the honorable
member for Warrnambool may be inclined
to take, and which, if adopted, may meet
the views of nearly all parties, and get rid
of the present difficulty-namely, that he
should amend his proposition in the direction indicated by the honorable member for
West Bourke (Mr. Deakin). I submit,
however, that it would be childish for us to
act otherwise than in some manner that
would bring this question plainly before the
House. . Every honorable member knows
that there is a motion of want of confidence
involved in the amendment. The Premier
himself determined to accept it as such,
and has taken three days to consider his
course of action, and the House has met
to-day to debate the amendment on those
lines. It is childish, therefore, to attempt
to get out of that position by any subterfuge
of this sort, or by making use of the forms
of the House; If the Ministry could relieve
themselves at present from the position in

· . The Budget.

[JUNE 20.]

Remission of ,Duties.

701

amendment is in accordance with. the
practice of the House of Commons, ldo
not think I would be justified in voting for
this motion.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I would simply
point out to the House, before it agrees with
this motion, that great inconvenience may
arise hereafter if such a precedent is adopted.
The Speaker has already pointed that out
to the House, and I would merely again call
their attention to it.
Dr. MADDEN.-Is not the motion of
the honorable member for Collingwood (Mr.
Mirams) substantially equivalent to moving
the previous question?
.
Mr. KERFERD.-Mr. Speaker, I am
one of those who expressed an opinion
different from that which you gave on this
question, but, during my long experience as
a member of the House, on no occasion have
I ever voted to override the Speaker's ruling.
We have elected you, sir, to the position of
Speaker, and we are bound to accept your
decision unless the circumstances are such as
to warrant the House disagreeing with it.
The SPEAKER.-This is, unquestionably, a very doubtful point, and I would be
glad of the assistance of the House.
Mr. KERFERD.-The difficulty I feel
is that the Speaker has not at present, as
far as I am aware, given an absolute ruling
on the point at issue. If he had, I would
see nothing to justify me in refusing to bow
to it. Indeed I do not know that we have
a precedent for overruling the ~peaker. I
submit that, as matters stand, the motion
"That this House determines to proceed with can hardly be put to the House.
the business as it appears on the notice-paper."
Mr. P ATTERSON.-I am, in one reThe SPEAKER.-I would suggest to spect, somewhat in the same position as the
the honorable member that it would be better last speaker, because, if· the motion of the
for him to move that the House considers honorable member for Warrnambool was
the amendment in order.
distinctly ruled out of order, I would not
Mr. MIRAMS.-I accept the suggestion, think it at all desirable to press it. But it.
and therefore beg to moveseems to me that all· the precedents go to
"That the propo!,ed amendment is in order, show the motion to be perfectly in order.
and should be put from the chair."
For instance, when on September 23, 1875,
Mr. PATTERSON seconded the motion. Mr. Stewart, one of the then members for
Mr. GILLIES.-Mr. Speaker, before Creswick, moved, as an amendment on the
the motion is put, I des~re to say that, order of the day for the House to go into
while I feel perfectly satisfied that the Committee of Ways and MeaHS, that the
amendment is in order, I do not think the financial proposals of the Treasurer-the first
House would be justified, on such a discus- Berry Administration were then in powersion as has taken place, which has not been were unsatisfactory, the then Speaker (reof a very careful character, in absolutely. ferring to a· previous amendment, moved by
overruling your decision. I understand you Sir James McCulloch) ruled as follows : to decide that the amendment ought not to
" Before I put the question, I think it right to
be put, and I think the House should only inform the House that the honomble member
override the ruling of the Speaker after for Warrnambool, before moving his amendcommunicated to 1I1e what he intended to
the most careful consideration. For that ment,
do, and asked when was the proper time to do it.
reason, although I feel satisfied that the I said the proper tiJ:ne to submit the amendment.
which they find themselves by this movement,
what would be the result?
Mr. BENT.-I am sorry to interrupt the
honorable member, but, if he is entitled to
make a speech on the general question,
other honorable members will expect to be
allowed to do so also. I would therefore
ask your rruing, Mr. Spe.aker, whether the
honorable member is in order?
The SPEAKER.-The honorable member has stated that he intends to conclude
with a motion.
Mr. MIRAMS.-When interrupted by
the Minister of Railways, I wa.s endeavouring
to point out the inconvenience of the course
desired by the Government. I would point
out that it cannot really help the Government
out of the position they are in. If adopted,
it can only succeed in delaying matters
for a week, and, consequently, keeping the
House and the country still longer in a
state of uncertainty, which everyone must
deplore, whereas the matter should be settled
as quickly and early as possible. Another
aspect of the question is that, if the amendment is withdrawn, with the object of proposing it in Committee of Supply, how do
we know that when it is proposed in committee the Chairman will not immediately
rule it o~t of order; and in what position
would the committee then find itself in relation to the question involved? For all
these reasons, I think it would be much
better and more business-like for the House
to at once go on with the amendment. I
therefore beg to move-
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would be in committee, on the resolution pro·

posed by the 'freasurer, a.s it was not the practice
to move amendments on the order of the day for
going into Committee of Ways and Means. I find,
however, that in the House of Commons amend·
ments haTe ueen moved on the order of the
day for going into Committee of Ways and
Means as well as on the order of the day for
going into Committee of Supply."

I take it that the only question that really
arises is as to the stage at which honorable
members will prefer to deal with the subject,
and that the honorable member for Warrnambool may safely be left to protect his
proposal in the way he thinks most fit, the
House not interfering at all.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-I think it
.right to correct the misstatements of two
honorable members with respect to certain
action I took in 1861. At the time in
question Mr. Heales was Premier, and he
made a promise that the expenditure for the
ensuing year should not exceed £3,000,000.
Nevertheless, in defiance of that pledge, he
brought down estimates of expenditure
covering £3,500,000. I then moved a
resolution, drawn according to the rule I
stated earlier in the evening, which reflected
upon that course, and Mr. Heales had to
take back his Estimates, and bring up others,
coveriBg only £3,000,000. Will anyone
tell me that -such a motion is on all fours
with the one proposed by the honorable
member for Warrnambool? There is not a
single parallel between the two cases.
The SPEAKER.-The point to be decided is so far doubtful that I would be glad
to be assisted by the opinion of the House.
'Vhen honorable members feel strongly, and
there are strong party differences, I think
the Speaker should be assisted in his deci·
sion by the opinion 'of the Standing Orders
Committee. So far as I have been able to
gather, it has been the practice for motions of
a general character relating to the Budget
to be moved in the committee where the
financial statement is made. I have already
quoted one instance of the kind that occurred during the administration of Sir
James McCulloch, and the Clerk has since
pointed out to me several others. Should
the rule that a general resolut.ion affecting
the Budget must be moved in committee be
followed now, no difficulty or danger will
be incurred, but if it is departed from we do
not know into what we may be led. I am
afraid we would be drawn into a precedent
of an unpleasant and inconvBnient character
If it is deerned preferable to take the motion
in full House, I would suggest that that
should be expressed in a resolution which
would serve me as guide.

a
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Mr. FRANOIS.-I understand that
whatever decision t.he Speaker tl1inks fit to
arrive at, it need not, under the circumstances, be construed into a precedent. On
the other lutlld, if we wish to achieve a
definite conclusion on the point of order,
perhaps the best plan will be to remit the
subject to the Standing Orders Committee,
of which the Speaker is chairman and I
am a member. But I 'hink it will be even
better to 'come to an arrangement whioh
will leave the establishment of a precedent
out of the question. I am, however, in the
hands of the House, and more particularly
in those of the chair. I am also in the
hands of the Treasurer, who chose the other
night to construe my motion into one of
want of confidence, although I told him
that I repudiated any construction of the
kind. Over and over again I assured him
that my proposition was: not meant or
shaped to express want of confidence in the
Ministry. Nevertheless, in spite of my
assurance, he went on to state as follows : .c It must be treated as a motion of want of
confidence. We cannot treat it in any other
light, because the motion evidently displays
a want of confidence in the Treasurer and in the
general policy propounded by the Ministry.
. . . If the honorable member for Warrnam·
bool wished to submit his motion in a friendly
spirit. and in order that the Government might
be guided by the sense of the House as to their
financial proposals, the time fol' him to have
submitted it would have been when those pro·
posals were brought, in turn, under the notice of
the proper committee-the Committee of Ways
and Means."

Now I traverse both the points the Trea.
surer then raised. In .the first place, I
showed clearly, the other night, by precedents of the strongest kind, that the step I
was taking, with no intention to move a
motion antagonistic to t.he existence of the
GoYernment, was one that had been fre.
quently taken in the House of Commons.
Secondly, had I adopted the course the
Treasurer suggested on Thursday, I would
have defeated my object, because I want,
by offering objections to the proposed remissions as a whole, to block the way to
their being dealt with in detail. Why, if
we were to strictly follow the Treasurer's
interpretation, an honorable member could
not propose an amendment in a Bill without
it being open to be regarded as a motion
of want of confidence. Considering that,
under existing circumstances, it would be
unwise to place any· remissions of duty
upon the statute-book, I purposely, after
consultation with my parliamentary friends,
including the honorable member for Rodney
(Mr. Gillies), put my proposals in a form
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which would carry out my view, and at the
same time could be accepted by the Government. I don't wish to absolutely blame
the Government for the course they have
pursued, but they must not expect honorable members to follow them like blind
dogs. Respecting questions involving legal
construction, or matters of parliamentary
practice, I am prepared to bow to the judgment and knowledge of lllany men, but
with regard to the portion of the general
business of Parliament to which my motion
relates I claim to speak with authority
equal to that of any honorable member. I
do not want to assail the general policy of
the Government, but,on the other hand,
I cannot let pass without protest what I
believe to be a mistake on their part which
no Government can afford to make. It
being necessary for the State, within a
brief period, to borrow £4,000,000 in the
London money market, and also to pay the.
public creditor nearly £4,000,000 more, I
ask ·the· Treasurer, if he has a surplus in
prospect, not to make the fact the occasion
for throwing solid money away. By the
1st October, 1883, debenture-holders in.
Engla.nd will have to receive £3,500,000,
while £236,000 will have to go to deblilnture-holders in this colony, but in what
position shall we be to meet that state of
things if we are not sure of a surplus at the
end of the next financial year? I therefore
ask the Treasurer-I beg of him-if a surplus
accrues, to dedicate it as far as it will go
to fulfilling the obligations of the country
rather than to making remissions of taxation. He knows that the tea duty" and the
twopenny letter rate bring in a revenue
which ,ye can regard as 'certain, while it is
impossible to feel confident, if they are remitted or greatly reduced, that the missing
money will be replaced by other receipts.
How can we go to England for practically
£11,500,000 unless we have a flourishing
balance-sheet to show? I say we cannot afford
to risk the consequences of being able to
show only a poor one. On the other hand,
I would regard it as most deploraLle were
the head of the Governmcllt to voluntarily
throwaway his present opportunity of carrying good measures in co-operation with
good men. I say also, to substantiate my
position, that the country would look most
seriously upon a change of Millistry, and,
for myself, I would look still more seriously,
not to say apprehensively, upon a dissolution.
What would or could our position be if we
found oUl'selves, in consequence of such·
changes, with £4,000,000 to pay, and not a
SEB. 1882.-3 D
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shilling to pay it with ?What w·ould. be
our relation, not only towards those whose
claims we have to meet, but also towards
those frqm whom we would inevitably have
to borrow? Under these circumstances, I
am quite willing, as far as my motion is
concerned, to temporarily lon,ve the responsibility conneoted with it upon the shoulders
of the Speaker, or possibly upon those of
the Standing Orders Committee, but at the
same time it must be understood that, by
the concession I now make, I lose nothing
-not a word-with regard, in all essential
matters, to the merits of my proposition.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Sir, I beg to
assure the honorable member for vVarrnambool that I have always considered that he
was acting in this matter from a high
sense of public duty, and also in a most
friendly spirit towards thea Government.
What I objected to, the other night, was
the terms of his proposition. I may inform
him now that he shan have afforded him
by the Government every opportunity, in
Committee of Ways and Means t of bringing
forward his views- as to the proposed remissions in as comprehensive a· way as he
chooses. He shall have ·the opportunity.
when and where he likes.
do
Mr. FRANCIS.-·I would prefer
it in Committee of Supply.
.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The ·honorable
member shall have the opportunity of doing
it in .Committee of Ways and Means or in
Committqe of Supply. I may observe, however, first, that the matter relates more to
Ways ancl Means than it doel? to Supply,and,
secondly, that I propose to ask the House
to take up the former subject at half-past
nine o'clock to-morrow evening.
Mr.' KE.RFERD.-The Treasurer will
not be able to do that. The House cannot
go into Committee of Ways and Means
until a resolution is required "to make
good the Supply granted to Her Majesty."
Something IuuSt have been granted to Her
Majesty previously.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.~I think the
House can go into Committee of 'Vays and
Means without any Supply having been
granted. At any rate, there is a full Uliderstanding that when the House is iu either
committee the honorable member for W{trrllambool will be enabled to bring forward his
motion, or any motioll tantamount to it, if
he thinks proper to do so. As for the
honorable member intending to make his
motion one of want of confidence, I am
perfectly aware that h@ had no intention of
the kind, He has expl'cssed that to me ill

to
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private, and he has also stated it clearly to
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-Only four motions
the House. As I said before, it was only of want of confidence in eight weeks.
because of the terms of the motion that the
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-But they did not
Government felt compelled to tr.eat it as all come from the straight Opposition. At
one of no~confidence. I believe the wish of the same time, I may tell honorable memthe honorable member is to support the bers that there will be another motion of noMinistry.
confidence soon, and that I will prop6se it.
Mr. FRANCIS.-Then I understand My intention is to move at the earliestopporthat, under the. changed aspe~t of affairs, tunity that a respectful address be presented
the Treasurer withdraws the construction he to the Governor praying His Exeellency to
dissolve Parliament. I would think that
formerly placed on my proposition. '
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Decidedly.
every honorable member on the Ministerial
Mr. WILSON.-lVIr. Speaker, I am benches and in the Ministerial corner, who
sure it is very satisfactory to a large sec- depends upon a certain vote, will be only too
,tion of the House that the Treasnrer has . glad to be able to test the feeling of the
made the statement we have just heard from eleciors with respect to a certain celebrated
him, but it would have been.· much more address. As to the extraordinary delays that
satisfactory if we had had it four or five take place in carrying on the business of the
'
days ago, because we cOllld then have done country--some business in the interim. At the same
Mr. McKEAN.-You are continuing the
time, it is never too late to mend, and I farce.
accept the Treasurer's. assurance, late as it
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-Talking of farces,
comes, that he will not insist on treating was there ever a greater one than that now
the motion of the honorable member for ,being played on the other side of the Rouse
, Warrnambool as one of no-confidence. It. -that of a Government with only two
is to be hoped that, inasmuch as the friends supporters being kept in power by a third
of the Treasurer have been open ;and candid party composed of honorable members who
towards him, he will reciprocate the compli- would, but for a certain newspaper, be only
, ment by being equally candid towards them. too glad to turn against Ministers with
For my own part, understanding that the even greater· contempt towards them than
objection to the proposed remissions is chiefly that felt by any member of the Opposition?
directed against the abolition of the tea Rumour sa.ys that the Cabinet "'ish for a
duty and the reduction of the letter postage, dissolution; I am sura the Opposition do.
1 stm willing, in order to s~ve the Govern- vVhythen are the constituencies not appealed
ment, to consent to the reduction of the to in order that one party or the otherbeer duty to 1d. per gallon.
either the liberals or the constitutionalists,
Mr. A. T.- CLARK.-Sir, seeing that' or even perhaps the holy Roman Catholio
there are in the House at the present time party-may be pl~ced in, a position to do
some four or five distinct parties all aiming the business of the country.
at leadership, I think we ought to know at
Mr. Mirams' motion and Mr. Francis'
once what are the intentions of the honorable amendment on the order of the day fo);
members who guide the Ministry, although going into Committee of :Supply were With.
they are not their supporters. What will drawn.
be the next motion submitted in order to put
'SUPPLY.
the Ministry into a corner? One thing is
The House then resolved itself into Com.
certain, namely, that the members of the
Government need not think that, because mittee of Supp11~
the honorable member for Warrnambool has
On the vote of £1,475 for the Legislative
practically abandoned his motion, their posi- Council, .
tion is any safer. VV ould. it not be far more
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said~Mr. Cooper,
honest and manly if the hQnorable members as soon as this vote, which is practically a
representing the constitutional party were to mere matter of form, is carried, I will ask
say openly that they have not the smallest the committee to vote £100,000 on account
confidence in the Cabinet as a whole, and of waterworks, and £100,000 on account of
mean to put them out at the earliest op- railways, the money being required to exportunity ? I think Mililisters should cry pedite the arrangements of the Treasurer,
out to be saved. from their friends. It is especially in connexion with railways. My
not the honorable members on the front intention is to bring down, to-morrow, if
opposition bench who treat the Government possible, a Supply Bill to make these sums
unfairly.
'
legally available.
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Mr. vVOODS ....;...Whynot include a sum
for defences?
Mr. FRANCIS.-Sir, if I followed my
own opinion, and also the advice of some of
my friends, I would bring matters to an
immediate issue by, at once proposing the
resolution I submitted last week under other
,circumstances. But I am prepared to be~
lieve that the Treasurer, with his colleagues,
will give due consideration to the altered
aspect of affairs, and consequently that
. I would act wisely if, without foregoing the
obligation I am under, or any portion of the
principles I have announced, and also with.
out unnecessarily weakening the Govern.
ment, or injuring the case of those who
authorized me to inake my former motion,
and promised to support it in its entirety,
I refrain from proceeding further in the
matter as far as this evening is concerned.
This postponement, which is intended to last
until the next sitting of the committee, will
afford time for me to consult with those
honorable members who wish to act in
unity with me, and it will also enable the
Government to deliberate as to what may
be considered as obligatory upon them.
Therefore I' beg to press on the head of the
Government that he must not go further
to-night than the votes he has just mentioned. A question has been put whether
a sum should not be voted on account for
defences, but I fancy few honorable members
really understand what a large and serious
subject would be'raised by such a proceeding. For myself, I think it best that the
Treasurer should limit himself to the extent
he has indicated. When those matters are
disposed of, I hope to see progress reported,
leaving me to moye to-morrow night either
the identical resolution I moved last Wedllesday, or some other which my friends may
advise me to adopt.
Mr. GILLIES.-I venture to submit to
my honorable friend, the member for Warrnambool, that really the situation is becoming
so complicated as to be scarcely intelligible
to some portions of the House. I understood that all the preliminary discussion,
that took place this evening when the
Speaker was in the chair, was entered into
with the view of enabling the honorable
member to submit his former resolution in
a 'way that would bring it into complete
accord with the forms of Parliament, and
I gather that the Government are prepared
to accept it in that shape; but, if such is the
case, why is the matter not dealt with at
once? The Speaker having decided that
the resolution can be pro.tJedy sl~blUitteq in
3D 2
'
,
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Committee of Supply, and the !louse
having bowed to that decision, which, I
have no intention of disputing, why is
not the business gone on with? If it
is hung up, we do not know what may
happen. I, for one, don't wish to be a
party to hanging it up. Moreover, I will
not consent, if I can help it, to the committee dividing on individual remissions of
duty. We ought to have the question of
the remissions as a whole determined one
way or the other, for it will never do to
take the tea remission or the tea or postage
reductions separately. The object of the
motion of the honorable member for Wal'rnambool was to express the united opinion
of the House that the remissions were inopportune and ought not to be made, and
I understood that the Government, being
assured that there was no intention to displace them from the Treasury bench, were
prepared to accede to the proposition in
committee, although they did not see their
way to do so ill the House. If that is the
case, why not arrange the matter at once?
, Why postpone it ?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-The honorable
member must have misunderstood me, and
therefore he will, perhaps, allow me to explain what I said. When the matter was
before the House the whole question turned
upon what the Government were prepared
to do in the event of, the motion of the
honorable member for vVarrnambool being
proceeded with in Committee of Supply or
in Committee of Ways and Means. The
Government, through me, stated that they
were prepared to discuss that motion. They
said they would give the honorable member an opportunity of proposing a general
motion to the same effect, or the same motion
word for word, and having it discussed either
in Committee of Supply or in Committee
of Ways and Means, and that, if it was
carried, they would not regard the result as
a vote of want of confidence. It was also
pointed out that it will be most convenient
to deal with the motion in Committee of
vVays and Means, as it relates to matters of
taxation. To-morrow evening, a series of
resolutions will be tabled by the Government, to be considered in Committee of
vVays and Means. The first will be the
imposition of a new excise duty on beer after
the 31st August next; and the seconq. will
propose the cOlitinuance of the present duty
on tobacco after that date, which will practically be the imposition of a new duty. The
third will be the alteration of the 'tea duty;
~ncl 011 that rl"o]?osal a geneml amendment

The Budget.'

712

[ASSEMBLY.]

affecting all the remissions proposed by the
Government can be moved. There is no
proposal to remit the beer and tobacco
duties. Those duties actually end on the
31st August, and the Government propose
to re-impose a portion of the, old duties as
new: and permanent duties. Their proposals
in, respect to beer and tobacco are, therefore,
not remissio'ns. The decision of the committee on the first resolution may practically
decide whether there shall be any remissions
or not. If the committee choose' to decide
t~at there shall be no excise duty' on beer
and tobacco after the 31st August, there can
be no, remissions on. either tea or postage.
Mr. MUNRO.-You are now trying to
wriggle out of it.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I am not trying to wriggle out of it. The honorable
member for Warrnambool will be able to
briilg forward his motion any night in
Committee of Supply or in Committee of
Way~ and Means.
I have suggested that
the latter committee is the proper one in
which to propose the motion. I also hope
that the words reflecting upon the Government will be struck out of the motion. It
wilt be just as effective without those words;
b~lt" whether they are retained or not, the
Government will raise no technica.l objection
to the discussion of the motion.
Mr. GILLIES.-I think the Treasurer's
explanation shows that I have not misunderstood him. I quite understand the view
which the honorable gentleman takes. I do
not dispute that the Government are willing
that the honorable member for vVarrnambool
should propose his motion either in Committee of Supply or in Committee of Ways
and Means; but if it is proposed in Committee of Ways and Means I think that an
error will be colnmitted.. Honorable member~ on this (the Ministerial) side have not
discussed the question from the paltry point
of view of a remission or the duty on t~a, or
the lowering of the duty on 'beer, or the
reduction of the rate of postage. We have
looked at the matter from an altogether
higher stand-point. vVe believe that we
would not be 'justified in making the proposed remissions in the present state or the
country, and we want to take the earliest
opportunity of ascertaining the feeling of
the Assembly on the subject. If the House
is against us, there will be no more to be said
on the subject; but, if it is in favour or
,our view, we will expect the Government
to tal~ the advice of the House, and
to withdraw all the proposed remissions.
The Tr(i&~qrer tell~ qs that? be¢aq~e the
I
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present beer duty expires on the 31st of
August, the new duty which is to be proposed is not a remission. In one sense, it
is not; but the hon<;>rable gentleman, in his
financial statement, grouped, together the
three things-the alteration of the beer
duty, the tea duty, and the letter postageas remissions. No doubt they are remissions, from the point of view that they are
a lowering of taxation-that they will cause
the public to have less to pay in future
than they have been paying hitherto. There ..
fore, the word "remissions" is the only
word which can be used to express what
the Treasurer p~op6ses; in ract, it ~s
the word which the honorable gentleman
himself has used. If the honorable gentleman means to convey to the committee that
the proposed remissions will have to be discussed soria tim, and that the Government
will have the right of voting on either one
side or the other-of voting with the Opposition on one proposal, and with their supporters on another-it is a position which I
don't understand at all. I venture to say
that the Government have scarcely treated
the honorable member for Warrnambool well
if they have induced him ~o withdraw his
motion in the hope that they will probably
get the assistance of the Opposition for the
purpose or defeating the views of those
honorable members who have given them' a,
generous and universal support eyer since
they have been in office. That, I say, is
not fair. Honorable members on the Min ..
isterial side have given the Government as
generous a support as any strong body of
supporters have ever given to their own~eader,
but thore is scarcely one of us who, is ~lOt of
opinion that these remissions at the present
moment are a mistake and a blunder. Sur~ly
it is not asking the Treasurer too much to
accept the advice of his friends rather than
that 9f his opponents to defeat his friends.
Unless the honorable gentleman is prepared
to say that he will accept the proposition of
the honorable member for Warrnambool, as
representing the views of the supporters of
thc Government, we are placed in a completely false position. Considering the ex~
perience we have had of parliamentary practice, is it reasonable to suppose that, when
the proposal of the honorable member tor
WarrnamLool does not involve a question
of confidence or no-confidence in the Ministry, and when the result will not affect
their position, the Opposition will assist us
to carry out our views in defiance of the
Government? Not at all. ·As an Opposition
thel will doubtless do what we wonId do
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under similar circumstances. If we sat in
opposition, and did not believe in the Government, we would take the first opportunity of creating the greatest differences we
could between them and their supporters. Is
it wise for the Treasurer to encourage snch
a state of things? The honorable gentleman
acknowledges that he is placed between two
fires: He is asked to choose-" Shall these
be my friends, or shall those be my friends? "
Do the Government intend to Ca1;1'Y their
remissions by the h~lp of' their enemies, or
do they intend to accept the advice of their
friends? If they 'choose the former alterp.ative, the supporters of the Government
know their position. The honorable member
tor Warrnambool has given way to . . night in
a manner that is very flattering' to the Government. They have induced him to give
way on a most important matter, under im'portant circumstances, on the understanding
that we are not to be sold by the Government. (Laughter from the Opposition.) I
do not make that remark offensively; I do
.not' intend to imply, that the Treasurer in,tentionally wailts to sell us ; b~t I can assure
the honorable gentleman that if he carries
his remissions with the help of the Opposition, his friends will not thank him. Now
'is the proper time to enable a judgment to
,be formed, and to obtain the opinion of the
committee on the remissions as a whole.
'The proposals 6f the Government already
indicated in Committee of Supply are those
which we want to have an opportunity of ex, pressing an opinion upon. We want to have
an opportunity of saying whether we believe
'in the remissions as a whole, or not. To
'deal with them in detail would be a hopeless task. Some honorable members on the
Ministerial side have pledged themselves
to the remission of the duty on tea; others
: have pledged themselves to the reduction
, of postage; and others, again, have pledged
themselves to the reduction of the beer
duty. But, taking the whole of the cir, 'cuinstances into consideration, the inop. portuneness of the time, and the fact that
, the colony is going to borrow a large sum
of money in the English market in a few
: months, 'we have all arrived at the conclusion":""'almost without one solitary exception-that these remissions ought not to
be made. Now that the Government have
, no fear of the honorable member for WarrnambooPs motion being one of want of confidence, I ask them to do their share of the
compact, as we have done ours.
Mr. BENT.-Sir, I think the honorable
meinber for Warl'llambool will admit that an
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arrangement has been made between hini
and the Treasurer, that to':'morrow night, at
half-past nine o'clock-when the period for
giving precedence to private members'
business has expired-the House will go
into Committee of Ways and Means', and
he will then be placed. in every respect in
the same position that he occupied before he
withdrew his motion.
'
Mr. MUN'RO.-He cannot be.
Mr. BENT. - The Government have
elected to accept the honorable member for
VV' arrnambool, and the other honorable
members who sit in the Ministerial corner, as
our friends.
Mr. MUNRO.-Hear, hear.
Mr. BENT.~The'honorable me'mber for
North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) may jeer,
but in the early part of the evening he
stated that he was prepared 'to vote for
ousting the Government, no matter what
they do. It is, therefore, my pride aild my
pleasure-"
Mr. MUNRO.-To sell your friends.
Mr. BENT.-To stand by those who are
my friends. I have always done so, both
in 'private life and in public life. The
arrangement made to-night with the honorable member for Warrnambool will be kept.
Has not the Treasurer been honorable in
everything he has said? Is there any reason
to suppose that he will try by a trick to
avoid the arrangement wliich he has made
with the honomble member for Warrnam, bool? Nothing of the kind. I do not
suppose any honorable member will say that
the Treasurer would not give more than he
has promised, rather than 'less. All that
the Government, want is a postp.onement or
the question raised by the honorable member
for Warrnambool until to-inorrow evening,
so that everything may be put in parliamentary form, and an opportunity given
for consultation with our friends. All that
we ask the committee to do to:"night is to
pass cert.ain votes, in order that £100,000
may be granted ror water supply works in
the northern districts, and that money may
be available for employes in the Railway
departnient.
'
Mr. MUNRO.-You are talking nonsense.
Mr. BENT.-I am not talking nonsense.
'Ve want money to pay working men in the
Railway department.
'
Mr. GILLIES.-The finan'cial year has
not come to an end yet.
Mr. BENT.-The railways have' earned
£130,000 or £140,000 more than was estil"mated, and the honorable member know's
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that that entails an additional expenditure
of at least £60,000.
Mr. GILLIES.-Then where are your
Additional Estimates ?
Mr.. BENT.-What Additional Estimates?
Mr. GILLIES.-Additional Estimates
for the present financial year must be brought
down before the Government can get more
money to meet the expenditure for the year.
Mr. BENT.-The money required is included in the present Estimates.
Mr. GILLIES.-It cannot be included
in the Estimates for 1882-3.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I may state that during the refreshment hour I had a few
important words with the head of the Government; and I came to an understanding
with the honorable gentleman, in the pre.sence of the Minister of Railways, that, on
going into Committee of Ways and Means
to-morrow night, I would be reasonably
satisfied. As I do not want' to jump the
opportunity, or lay an undue pressure on the
Government, I accepted the understanding,
and I trust that the House will also be
.satisfied. I have therefore simply to request
that the House will postpone its action until
·to-morrqw night. I am perfectly regardless
of the fact that the Government ask now
for £100,000, as I do not consider that is
at all contrary to the letter or the spirit of
the understanding. I believe that all that I
can legitimately demand will be amply satisfied to-morrow night. If to-morrow night
I am not as entirely satisfied as I expect to
be, I shall rigidly insist on the letter of my
bond.
Mr. HARPER.-I think that the honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies)
has slightly misunderstood the Treasurer's
statement. The honorable gentleman stated
that, on going into Committee of Ways and
Means, resolutions dealing with the tobacco
and beer duties will be submitted. There
is certainly no remission proposed in connexion with the tobacco duties, but I agree
with the honorable member for Rodney that
the proposal as to the beer duty is a remission, inasmuch as it contemplates the
reduction of the duty to 1d. per gallon, or
half the present amount. The Government,
. however, regard it as a new duty, and not
as a remission. The first question to which
the motion of the honorable member for
W ttrrnambool will apply, as I understand,
is the proposal with reference to the tea
duty, which is also a remission. It will
also apply to the alteration of the postal
rate ..
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Mr. 'VILSON.-The remission of the
tea duty and the reduction of the postal
rate will be carried. That is clear.
Mr. GILLIES.-Of course they will.
Mr. HARPER.-I can quite understand
the position of the honorable member for
Ararat, but, notwithstanding the interjection of the honorable member, I maintain
that all that the honorable member for
Warrnambool and his friends have contended for will be obtained if the Treasurer
is allowed to follow the course which he has
indicated he will pursue. If we wait until
to-morrow, we shall have an opportunity
of dealing with the motion of the honorable
member in Committee of Ways and Means.
Mr. BERRY.-Sir, I think the position
now arrived at is the most extraordinary
one in which the Assembly was ever placed
since I have been a member of the House .
The honorable member for Warrnambool
moved a resolution last week in a speech of
considerable ability and considerable length,
in the course of which he dealt with the
whole subject of the remissions contemplated by the Government. The honorable
member's motion was proposed as an amendment on the questioI?- that the Speaker do
leave the chair with the view to the House
resolving itself into Committee of Supply,
and it was proposed after the debate on the
. Budget had gone on for two or three nights.
The honorable member described his motion
as friendly to the Government, but, from the
very terms of it, it could not be otherwise
than a hostile motion. It was clearly a
motion of no-confidence in the Government.
Who ever heard of a motion which condemned the whole policy of the Government
being regarded as friendly towards them ?
The honorable member for Warrnambool, by
his motion, condemned the Government, alid
yet he says that it is proposed in a friendly
spirit towards them. Of course, it is proposed in a friendly spirit in one sense j
that is to say, if the Government can so
humiliate their position-I. will not say
humiliate themselves-as to submit to dictation of this kind from one section of the
House, and still r~main in office. In that
case it may be regarded as a friendly
motion, because, by the abject submission of
the Government, the honorable member for
W·arrnambool will have gained all he wants
to gain, but in every other respect it is not
a friendly motion. It cannot be regarded
as friendly if looked at according to the
rules of ordinary parliamentary warfare.
vVhatever the honorable member who prpposes it may say that he means, the motion
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must be judged by the terms in which it is
couched, and the Premier judged it perfectly ,
correctly when he accepted it as one of noconfideIlce. He could not do otherwise than
treat 'it as a motion expressing want of
confidence in the financial proposals of the
Government. That 'Was how the Premier
took it on Wednesday night, when it was
proposed, and on the following night, when
he had had time to consider the situation,
and with all the statements of the honorable
member for Warrnambool and his friends
i~ the press yet ringing in his ears, the honorable gentleman's instinots still told him
that it was a motion of no-confidence. The
Government w~uld have occupied a far less
humiliating position than they do now if
the Premie.t had adhered to his conviction
that the measure of concession demanded by
the honorable member for Warrnambool
was far too large for any section of sup.
porters to ask of a Government, unless that
section was prepared to take their places on
the Treasury beRch.
Mr. FRANCIS.-Is it a wise concession?
Mr. BERRY.--We have heard it frequently said, but the fact has never been so
openly paraded as on the present occasion,
that the Government can only sit where
they are so long as they are prepared to do
the bidding of the honorable member for
Warrnambool. It is that fact, no doubt,
which has induced the Premier to take the
course he is now adopting. Nearly a week
has been lost, and how does the matter now
stand? The honorable member for vYarrnambool said to-night that he expects to be
placed in exactly the same position that he
occupied last week.
. "Humpty·dumpty sat on a wall,
Humpty-dumpty had It great fall ;
Not all the king's horses nor an the king's men
Could set humpty-dumpty up again."

The honorJl,ble member cannot be placed in'
the same position, for the circumstances
under wIDch his motion will be discussed
will now be entirely altered. The Premier
has seen his way to say that he will accept
the same motion in Committee of Ways
and Means that he could not accept in the
House. The honorable gentleman says that
this alteration. will take all the sting out of
the motion, and that he will then be able to
give up his £200,000 of remissions. But
does he not see that there is a great amount
of humiliation in the matter? . Surely we
. ought to have responsible men on the
Treasury bench. The honorable member
. fctr Rodney (Mr. Gillies) has appealed to

the Premier to take the advice of his friends.
If that advice had been given in secret, I
could understand the Premier accepting it ;
for there may be modifications of, policy in
order to suit a great party. That, indeed,
is a common practice. But What lms been
done in this case has been done openly and
publicly, and, when the honorable member
for Rodney spoke of the friends of the
Government, the Premi.er mi~t have entertained very great doubt as to who were his
friends. I am not sure that it is a friendly
act to keep a Government in power in order
to humiliate them and compel them to give
up their proposals. The honorable member
for Warrnambool, I am quite certain,
would not occupy such. a position. He
would not retain office on those terms if
he never saw office again. Into what position has the House now drifted? When
the motion was submitted-when the honorable member for Warrnambool stepped
before all other honorable members and
challenged tlte Budget-his action was at
once accepted, in the ordinary way, as a noconfidence motion. There might be various
rea.sons for uniting a majority against the
Government. VVe (the Opposition) would
have put the Ministry out two months ago;
if we could, on theii' administrative acts,
and we endeavoured to do so; and' therefore we· might regard with favour any
motion coming from another section of the
House the object of which was a declaration
of no-confidence in the Government, and
have seen our way to vote for it, because
the keeping of the Ministry in office might
appear to us to be a larger public loss than
the negativing of any policy which they
submitted to the House. But the honorable member for vYarrnambool has changed
the whole character of his motion; and
when he thinks that he will carry his object
just as well in the form of a friendly motion
towards the Government he may be reckoning without his host. So long as the House
has confidence in the Government, we have
a right to take the opinion of the Treasurer, who knows the finances of the
country, and whose fitness for his position
the House does not challenge. We have
. far m01'e right, under those circumstances,
to accept his opinion as to the financial
position of the country than the opinion of
the honorable member for Warrnambool.
It is now proposed that certain votes shall
be passed in Committee of Supply, and
that the motion of the honorable member
for 'Varrnambool shall be considered in
another committee to-morrow evening. But

716

The Budget.

[ASSEMBLY.]

the very fact of carrying the first vote in
Committee of Supply is, n.ccol:ding to the
usage of Parliament, n.n ~ndorsement of
the principle of the Budget. What position
will-the honorable member be in to-morrow
night, in Committee of Ways and Means,
to ask the votes of konorable members
sitting on the opposition side of the House?
I venture to say he ~vill not get them.
·Mr. ]j'RASER.-He will not get the
, ,t'otes of all the members on this {the Min, .istBual) side.
·Mr. BERRY.-The course which 1uts
'been pursued hlVolves not only the humiliation of the Government, but the humiliation
of the Assembly. W 0 shall be the laughing'stock of the press of the country. \iVhy did
the House adjourn overlast Thursday? vVhy
did not all the arrangements which have been
made to-nigh.. take place last week? There
is no parallel in any Legislature in the world
for such a course as has been adopted. It
would seem that there has been a duel botween the Premier and the honorable member
for Warrnambool, the Premier having the
responsibility, and the honorable meinber for
. Warrnambool having, as he imagines, immense.political power.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I do not Ray so.
Mr. BERRY. -No honorable member
.would be justified in endeavouring to force
.his own peouliar view upon a Government
unless he thought that he had very considerable political power at his back. The
country is amused at this duel-a duel with
.blank cartridges-which, aJter all, means
nothing. The Premier has obtained a great
.advantage, because, if the first item on the
Estimates is passed, the Committee of
Supply will really, according to parliamentary usage, have affirmed the principle of
the Budget. If that is done, it will be most
inconsistent to carry a motion condemning
the Government's financial proposals in
globo. The remission of taxation is always
pGlpular, and, if honorable members are
assured by the Treasurer that the statement
which he made the other week as to the
finaneial position of the country has been
confirmed by the revenue which has been
received since, honorable members may
. naturally ask-~' Why should we not give
. relief to the people to the extent of £200,000,
ail the Government propose? '-' What
answer can be given? The only answer
" which honorable members in the Ministerial
corner can give is that they believe the remissions are inopportune. But there are a
large numb,er of honorable members who do
not .go a:? far as that, and who, so long as
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. the House refuses to displace the Govern.
mont, and keeps thelll as its mouth-piece,
will pay more attention to the Treasurer's
opinion as to the financial position of the
colony than they will to the opinion of the
honorable lllember for vVarrnambool. I
' may remind the committee that the tobn.cco
duty is to be renewed, the beer duty is to be
partially renewed, the tea duty is to be repealed, and the postage on letters is to be
reduced. If the honorable member for
vVarrnambool has expressed himself more
strongly on one point than on any other, it
is that there should be no remissions during
the financial year 1882-3 ; and he could
have carried that view to a certainty if he
had remained firm to his original resolution.
But he can carry it in no other way. I
venture to assert that eyen if the remissions
are not proposed-if they are giyen up by
the Treasurer -the committee will refuse
to renew either the tobacco duties or the
beer duty. We have drifted into this
position simply because the forms of Parliament have been used to further a private
negotiation between one member n.nc1
another. If we had hac1 a straightforward
debate on the motion of the honorable
member for vVarrnambool, there would have
been a fair test as to whether the Government, in their financial proposals, enjoyed
the confidence of the House; and, if it had
been shown that they did not possess that
confidence, then, in accordance with all con·
stitutional usage, they ought to have given
way to others. That would have been a
clear issue, and would not have driven us
into a sea of difficulties.
.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-That is what
you regret.
Mr. BERRY.-I do not regret it, because very frequently something happens
even much better for an individual or a
party than anything which may be thought
of at a particular moment. I am quite
satisfied that the longer the present Government remain in office, the stronger will
honorable members who sit on this (the
opposition) side become in the country,
and the more likely they will be to get a
majority whenever there is an appeal to the
electors .
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Mr. Speaker,
I think no person who reads our proceedings
to-morrow will misunderstand the position'
of affairs. I believe that the country, on the
whole, will be very well satisfied. In the early
part of to-day a battle royal was anticipated.
There was to be a change of Gover~m~nt,
but, the Elvent calculated upon for bnngmg
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about that issue not having come off as satisfactorily as was expected, the speeches of
honorable members in opposition display an
altered tone. But I think this altered tone
over a question whether certain taxes should
be continued or remitted will be regarded by
the public as something extraordinary. I
consider the honorable member for vVarrnambool has not lost, for the purpose he
has in view, one inch of ground; and
therefore I have difficulty in understanding
the reason for this sudden attack upon him.
What has the honorable member done
within the last hour or two to cause this
revulsion of feeling? According to an
arrangement which he has made with the
Government, the honorable member will be
enabled to-morrow night, at half-past nine
o'clock, to move a general resolution in
exactly the terms of the resolution which he
moved on Wednesday, and with the same
. ·spirit and intention; or, instead of moving
that the remissions proposed by the Government are inopportune and undesirable, he can
move that the present system of taxation
and income shall remain as it is, without
being drawn, as the honorable member for
Rodney (Mr. Gillies) suggested, into a
debate upon tea, or tobacco, or beer, or
letters. The whole four questions may be
got rid of by one resolution.
J\fr. GILLIES.-The motion may be
defeated.
.
.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-That is a prediction, and what is the value of it? It
amounts to this: that there are members
· of this House who will do a certain thing
for the purpose of getting office, but who will
not do it for the country-who would have
gone for the resolution: to-night to put out
· the Government, but who will vote against
it to-morrow because it will not be accomplish that object. If ~onorable members
have in view the interests of the country
rather than the interests of party, why
should they change their opinion about the
· resolution in the course of a few hours?
When the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) made his first sp~ech-befbre
he knew anything about the game that was
going on-he denounced the proposed remissions of duty as a very imprudent thing.
Now, however, he declares that the liberal
party have always been in favour of remissions, and he is more willing to take the word
of the Treasurer whom he was anxious so
recently to put out of office than he was an hour
or two ago. 'Vhy this change? Simply
because the honorable member for Warrnambool has withdrawn his motion in order
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that he may propose it in Committee of
'Vays and Means to-morr~)\v evening. The
honorable member for Geelong says that
the Treasurer might have consulted his
party and taken their advice, but, having
come before the country publicly, and stated
that he regarded the motion of the honorable member for Warrnambool as one of noconfidence, he will be disgraced if he go~s
back. Therefore, the honorable member for
Geelong wishes to keep the Treasurer to the
point, so that a change of Government may
come about somehow. When the honorable
mem bel' was last Treasurer he announced
over and over again that he intended to abolish
the subsidy to municipalities, amounting to
£310,000perannum,whichis £100,000 more
than the amount of the taxation remissions
contemplated by the Treasurei'. But when
the honorable member saw that the temper
of the House was against him, he ~bandoned
the idea in five minutes. Yet he continued
in office. He was not ashamed to go on
conducting the business of the country al..
though he had been guilty of such backsliding. 'Vhy, then, should the honorable
member complain of an attempt to obtain
from the House an honest opinion whether
the time is opportune for makil~g any change
in the income of the country? Although
the honorable member for Warrnambool
withdraws his motion to-night on a point of
order, he naturally wishes to be in no worse
a position than he is now when he brings
forward substantially the same motion in
Committee of Ways and Means; and he
will not be in a worse position if honorable
members are honest in their opinions.
Should any h0119rable members withdraw
from the position they have already assumed,
let them take the consequences. The honorable member for Warrnambool will not
be affected by the proceeding. He will do
his duty; I hope to do mine; and I trust
every other honorable member will do the
same. Certainly the honorable member for
Warrnambool does not give honorable mem·
bel'S in opposition a chance of getting into
office. They are left completely out in the
cold. They are sold most unmistakably.
They thought of making catspaws of hon.
orable members in this (the Ministerial)
corner, but in that they have been disap.
pointed. When the Treasurer stated tonight that he was quite willing to take the
opinj.on of the Assembly on a question of
finance, he did only what is perfectly right
for a Finance Minister to do, and what
Ministers in England do. And surely we
lose nothing, while the country gains, by the

The Budget.

[ASSE·MBLY.]

Remissi.on 'of D1J,tie~·

transaction. One thing which the country into offiee. They intrigued into a position
will gain will be the £100,000 which will to which they are not properly entitled.
be available for water supply purposes. Why,
Mr. L.L. 8M!TH.-They have never
if a change of Government were to take intrigued.
place, that vote might be postponed several
Mr. MUNRO.--There are members· now
months. Then again, the railway vote for sitting 011 the Treasury bench who entered
£100,000 is much needed, and both votes' into an agreement with· their party that
'can be obt~ined without the House being they would not take office with the presemt·
hindered from dealing with the general . Premier; yet, by a breach of that agree~
'question of taxation and remissions of tax- ment, they got into office, and tl:rey are in
'ation. Is not this a matter of greater office now.
consequence than the appoiRtm.ent of several
Mr. C. YOUNG.~Who are they?
gentlemen to Ministerial office? I don't
Mr. MUNRO.-The honorable member
see that there is anything to hinder us from, is one.
carrying on the business of the country to
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I deny it.
the end of the session without a change of, Mr. MUNRO.-And thehonorablememc,.
Government.
bel' knows it.
Mr. MUNRO.-Sir, the honorablememSir B. O'LOGHLEN.-l rise to a point
ber for Belfast charges honorable members of order. The honorable member for North
on this (the opposition) sid~ with intriguing Melbourne (Mr. Munro) has made a state..
for office.
ment reflecting upon the'Minister of Public
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-You are not 'Works which that gentlemal1 has. pointone of them.
blank denied.
Mr. MUNRO.-It is well known to the
Mr. MUNRO.-He has had no oppor..
honorable member that I would not take tunity of denying it.
office. I don't acquit the honorable mem·
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-He has denied
ber of intriguing for office, because a it, and yet the honorable member for North
greater intriguer for offioo does not exist in Melbourne persists in repeating the accusa~
this country. He has tried to intrigue for tion; and because he does so I submit that
office with every member and every section he is out of order.
of ~he House. Indeed, last week he
Mr. MUNRO.-An honorable member's
tried all he possibly could to intrigue with voice is not supposed to be heard unless he
honorable members in order to turn out the is allowed to stand up and speak. The MinGovernment.
ister or Public Works has had no opporSir J. O'SHANASSY rose.
tunity of denying what I said, and he will
Mr. MUNRO.-I am not going to give get no opportunity Ulltil I sit down. I know
way.
the rules of the House, and I say the honorSir J. O'SHANASSY.-l rise to a able member cannot deny until I have done
point of order. The honorable member for speaking.
,North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) has made a
The CHAIRMAN.-As I understltnd
· statement about my conduct.
the point of order, the honorable member
· Mr. MUNRO.-Mr. Cooper, I ask your for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) haa made
ruling. Is that a point of order?
a statement about another honorable memThe CHAIRMAN.-I must say it is ber which that honorable meniber, on his
not.
own personal knowledge, declares to be
Mr. MUNRO.-The honorable member untrue. That declaration tka honorable
for Belfast has the brazen coolness to member for North Melbourne should accept.
stand up here, and say he rises to a point At the same time, I would remind honorable
of order, when he has no point of order to members that it would be very much better
· raise. The proceeding is disgraceful to a if, when a statement is made which they.
gentleman of his years and experience in know to be untrue, they 'WoHld refrain from
this House. I say it is within the know- making denial at the moment, and take the
, ledge of every honorable member that there opportunity of rising and saying what they
, is 110 greater intriguer for office than the have to say when the memher speaking has
honorable member for Belfast. Noone concluded his remarks,. That would be a
knows,that better than the Treasurer.
much more orderly and convenient course.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No.
Mr. CARTER.-But so many members
Mr. MUNRO.-I have made no secret, would have to rise.
I never made any secret, of my ,opinion that
Mr. lVIUNRO.-The honorable member
the present Government came improperly for Belfast makes what stat:emeuts he likes
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about honorable members in this part of the
House, because he knows that, being acquainted with the rules of debate, they don't
get up and interrupt a speaker, but wait
until he has done. On the other hand,
honorable members on the Ministerial side,
being either ignorant of· the rules of debate
or too impatient to wait until the proper
time, interrupt frequently. The honorable
member for Belfast talks about intriguing,
'and of honorable members not voting to-mOl'row as they intended to vote to-night, but the
honorable member has had eighteen years'
expatriation from office, and that fact is a
'sufficient indication that as a politician he
is not acceptable to this country. I venture
to prophesy that he will never be Premier of
this colony again. The people won't have
him, because they won't trust him. Does
not the honorable member know that many
of us expressed a want of confidence in the
· Government from the day they took office?
If we have no confidence in the Government, it is natural that we should not want
to place funds at their disposal for expenditure. 'rV e know what has been admitted by
the Minister of Railways - that some
£120,000 has been illegally expended in
connexion with that department. (" No.")
The Minister has admitted that there has
been this year about £120,000 of railway
expenditure not covered by the Appropriation Act-expenditure for which no provision has been made. The honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) asked where
were his Supplementary Estimates, but the
. Minister of Railways did not understand
what is meant by Supplementary Estimates.
C" Oh ! ") Certainly he could not answer
the question which was put to him. The
honorable member for Belfast knows that
we don't approve of this Ministry. VVe are
not prepared to place funds at their dis· posal, because we have no assurance that
they will be satisfactorily expended, and
we are not open to any charge of inconsis· teney for being willing to vote Supplies to
a Ministry in whom we have confidence,
and desiring to withhold Supplies from a
Ministry in whom we have no confidence.
But, let me ask, how have we been treated
over this matter by the honorable member
for Warrnambool ? The honorable member
· has treated improperly not only this House
but his own friends and supporters. The
honorable member gets up to-night and
tells us he made an arrangement with the
Treasurer of which his own friends had no
knowledge; but, if the honorable member
understood his position as the leader of a

Remission of Duties.

719

party, he would have communicated with his
party before he communicated with the
Treasurer. If the honorable member be:"
lieves he can use members of this House as
he thinks proper, he is very much mistaken.
He cannot do so, neither call the honorable
member for Belfast, nor can the Treasurer.
As far as I am personally concerned, I consider it my duty, as a representative, to
relieve the people of all the taxes I possibly
can. For some time the honorable member
forvVarrnambool has been the leader of a
party which, though totally independent of
the Government, controls the Government.
Mr. FRASER.-We want to control
them, but we can't. They kick over the
traces.
Mr. MUNRO.-The motion of the
honorable member for Warrnambool was
intended. to control the Government, and,
if it had been persevered with, would. have
controlled them. Then it cannot be the
fault of the Government that they are not
under control. It is the fault of the gentleman who assumes the position of leader
of a party that can control the Government.
I am anxious to see a good Government in
this country. I have been challenged by
. the Minister of Railways with being willing
to coalesce with the honorable member for
the Ovens (Mr. Rerferd). I may mentio~l
that, for some time, I sat behind the honorable member for the Ovens and the honorable member for Rodney, and no doubt I
would have done so for years if they had not
interfered with what I considered the policy
of my constituents. At the present time,
when there is no burning political question
to occupy attention, I am anxious to assist
in getting the best men available to form a.
Government.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-You have them
now.
Mr. MUNRO.-We have not. Why,
if the House had the opportunity to-morrow, it would not select the members of the
present Government to sit on the Treasury
bench. The honorable member for Richmond was so afraid that his constituentswould not approve of the formation of the
present Ministry that he had not the courage to accept a portfolio. I believe there
is material in this House to make a very
good Government; and I say that, in the
interests of the country, we ought to have a
good Governmellt composed of the best
men from both sides of the House. It is
contrary to all precedent to expect that a
Government without a party-without a
. following-and subject to outftide dictation
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can do profitable work; and the keeping of would not take office with the Premier, I
,the present Ministry in office means simply broke that pledge. I tell the honorable
a lingering on for another session' without member that not a single individual of my
the transaction of any business. I feel party advised me or spoke to me' against
lnyself entirely free to vote as I think taking office in this Ministry. Neither did
proper when the honorable member for I ever give a pledge of the kind alluded to.
,Warrnambool submits his motion to-mor- Nor did I ever intrigue for office. When
,row. I can no longer be influenced by I voted for the expulsion of the late Ministry,
anything the honorable member does, be- I stated distinctly that I did not want office;
cause I publicly declare that I have lost all that I did not go for office; that what I
confidence in his judgment. There was a went for was the putting out of the honortime when I had a great deal of confidence able lIl,ember for Geelong (Mr'. Berry), supin his judgment, but, although I believe in ported as he was by the honorable member
his integrity, I believe in his judgment no for North Melbourne, in order that good
longer.
men might be placed on the Treasury bench.
, Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Thc 1l0norable I was at Sydney during the time that the
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) present Ministry was being formed. While at
does not want to be interrupted while he Sydney, I received a telegram inviting me to
,addresses the House; and, as he has now sat accept office, and I did not see a single member
down" I rise to challenge him to prove the of my own party until I accepted office. Surely,
statement he has made to-night or to re- after this, the honorable member for North
tract it. I challenge him to name any man Melbourne will not say either that I intrigued,
in this House, on either one side or the other, or that I broke a pledge. I have sat a good
,with whom I have conversed on the subject many years in the House, and I don't think
of office.
'
it can be said of me that, during that time,
Mr. MUNRO.-The honorable member I have intrigued in any shape or form. I
spoke to me some twelve months ago.
have sat a great deal in opposition, a~d I
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-The honorabl~ ,am prepared to do so again; and, when I
member has receded from his position. sit there again, nothing will give me greater
In the course of his speech he stated that pleasure then to vote against the coalition
this very session-within the last week-I ,of such discordant elements as the Berry
had been intriguing for office. I challenge party with outcasts and renegades from the
him to name a single honorable member to cOll'stitutional side.
Mr. KERFERD.-I desire to offer a
whom I have spoken on the subject. The
honorable member says I 8poke to him a year personal explanation. The explanation is
ago. I don't remember having a conversa- necessary, because, unless you contradict an
tion with the honorable member, but if I had erroneous statement the moment it is made,
it certainly was not with the view of going into the chances are that you have notan opporoffice with him.
tunity of doing so afterwards. ' The Minister
Mr. C. YOUNG.~I make everyallow- of Public Works talks as if I had coa,lesced
ance for the disappointment which the hon- with the honorable member for North MelQl'able member for North, Melbourne (Mr. bourne (Mr. Munro).
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I did not say so.
Munro) is laboring under. According to
Mr. KERFERD.-I am surethe honorthe ne'Yspapers, he has made up his little
,difference with the honorable member for able gentleman will accept iny word when
Geelong (Mr. Berry), and it appears from I tell him that I have had no conversation
his own account that he is going to coalesce with the honorable member for North Melwith the honorable member for the Ovens bourne on political matters for the last year
, (Mr. Kerferd)-or 50. In fact, the only conversation I have
had wit.h the honorable member has been to
Mr. MUNRO.-I did not say so.
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I say you did. How- say" Good day" when I met him.
ev~r, the little game has been spoilt, and
Mr. C. YOUNG.-I thought I only
therefore the honorable member naturally quoted the words used by the honorable
experiences a certain amount of irritation. member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro).
But, while I make every allowance for this,
Sir C.MAC MAHON.-I came here toI cannot permit the honorable member to night prepared to take part in the debate
charge me, notwithstanding my denial, with on the motion proposed by the honorable
having done a certain thing which I did not member for Warrnambool as an amenddo. The honorable member states that, after ment on the order of the day for the House
. giving a pledge to my own party that I to go into Committee of Supply, and to
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vote on the matter as I might think it right
to vote. When that motion was brought
forward, on Vvednesday evening last, the
Treasurer proposed. the adjournment of the
debate. That was his reply to the motion.
The adjournment was carried, and the motion
was then in the hands of the House to
deal with. It appears on the notice-paper,
signed by the Speaker, as a matter to be
considered' this evening. But what do
we find? Through. some unseen influence
of which we know nothing, the adjourned
debate, although it is an order of the day, is
not to be proceeded witb. What is the
object of this arrangement? I will tell
the Treasurer why the debate has not
been resumed.. It is because a defeat
in committee means nothing, while a defeat
in the House means everytbing. The result has been brought about through the
weakness of my friend, the honorable member for Warrnambool. I tell that honorable member, and I tell tbis House, that for
months past there has been in existence a
system in which neither he, nor I, nor a
majority of the members of this House has
had any voice whatever. There has been
in force a back-stairs influence by which a
few newspaper people and two or three
people connected with the Ministry have
considered themselves in a position that
they coUld give away the rights and powers
of this House. That has been taking
place for weeks. It has taken place this
very day. No wonder the Treasurer sits
a~lcl smiles.
He has gained his point.
He knows that with the sanction of the
editors of certain newspapers, combined
with the honorable member for Warrnambool, he can do just what he likes. But is
it not ridiculous that we should be placed
iIi such a position? I will ask honorable
members who have grown grey, as I have,
in the public service. whether, with regard
to estimates or anything else brought down
by a juvenile Premier, anyone of them has
been asked for an opinion? Not one; and,
without desiring to be offensive, I must
describe the other gentlemen on the Treasury bench as a set of unmitigated muffs.
They bring down estimates burthening the
people with increased taxation, and. then
they go in for their rubbish about a halfpenny per lb. on tea. They are doing all
this sort of work merely as clap-trap to
catch the people at a general election, and
without any real or sincere interest for
the welfare of tlie colony at large. I am
sorry the honorable member for Warrnambool is not in his place, for I told him
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'to-day that I disapproved of his conduct
every respect. I do not believe in intriguing
-going to the head of the Government and
asking" Will youdo this?" or" Will you do
that?" I believe in going at a thing straight.
Mr. Francis asked me if I would support
his amendment, which was undoubtedly a
motion of want of confidence, and I said I
would, yet now I find it all fizzled away.
All I can say is that, if you are going to get
rid of political parties in this House, I for one
shall be perfectly willing. In tact I would
like to see adopted in this colony the South
Australian system, by which the gentlemen
chosen to form an Administration have not
to go back to their constituents for re-election,
and I will mention why. In this colony,
when a Government is to be formed, gentlemen are chosen not for their qualifications
for any particular office, but because of their
chance of re-election. And what is the result?
. That probably among the members selected is
one of the most rowdy members of the House,
because such a man has the best chance with
the populace. Then when he goes for reelection he is obliged to promise anything
and everything, ~nd the Government of
course are compelled to fulfil his promises,
By means of the South Australian system,
however, as Ministers would not have to seek
re-election, we could pick out the men best
suited for the different Ministerial positions,
and, I believe, if we could do that, we would
have a better form of government than ,ve
possess at present. 'Vith regard to the
honorable member for Warrnambool persoilally, I wish to say that he and I for many
years have been the best possible friends, but
I do think that neither his health nor his
state of mind, at his time of life, justifies
him in undertaking the active duties of the
leader of a party. Honorable members on
both sides of the House must look upon
that gentleman, not only with the highest
respect, but with almost personal regard, yet
I think we must admit that, in the present
state of political life, we should have soine
more active man taking his place as leader.
'Vhatever lllay happen in the future, I think
that all this system of compromise and
haggling, and meetings of "whips," and
newspaper people, and members of the Government, should absolutely cease, and that
we should, on both sides, fight our battles
fairly out in this House.
Mr. PEARSON.-Sir,I think the House
can hardly fail to have been impressed with the
great difference of manner of. the two leaders
of the supporters of the Government. The
honorable member fot Wannambool has
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been by no means exultant over the success
of tIns evening. He has withdrawn his
amendment, and I think he must have been
glad to do so, for it must have been painful
,to him to feel the general regret-if not
some stronger feeling-with which a large
portion of his friends have received his conduct. On the other hand, the true leader
.of the supporters of the Government-the
honorable member for Belfast-has sounded
a note of triumph, in which he taunted
those on this (the opposition) side of the
House over and over again with conduct
which I think they can perfectly well justify
before the country. He seems to think that
we shall be inconsistent if we vote against
the honorable member for Warrnambool's
\ proposition to-morrow when we were prepared to support it this evening. Well, of
course, inconsisteney is a great fault ill a
statesman, although I think most statesmen have been guilty of it occasionally.
There is an instance which occurs to me in
this House. The honorable member for
. Belfast himself electrified the House by a very
loyal, temperate, and dignified speech condemning the seditious conduct of some of his
, fellow countrymen in connexion with the
Grattan address, and a week afterwards he
, came down to the House, and electrified it
in another way by a speech of a different kind,
ridiculing loyalty and the supporters of
loyalty, and apparently speaking to the Irish
vote in the colony.
Mr.,P ATTERSON.-vVhat happened in
the meantime?
Mr. PEARSON.-I cannot say what
happened in the meantime, but I presume
pressure was brought to bear. Now I do
not think we (the Opposition) shall be
inconsistent if we vote differently to-morrow night from the way we would have
voted to-night. The honorable member for
Warrnambool, however he may have qualified his proposition, undoubtedly tabled a
motion or want of confidence last Wednesday
and invited the Opposition to vote for ~t.
There is no getting away from that position.
No doubt the honorable member may have
brought forward the amendment with the
greatest regret, although I do not und.erstand myself why he could not have communicated with the Ministry beforehand, and
could not have avoided that deplorable alternative, considering that his relations with
them were'so intimate, and t.hat the Budget
had been so long before the Assembly. Of
course we are bound to accept his assurance
that he did not really mean matters to go
to extremities; still the plain meaning of
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his motion was that we were to declare that. we had no confidence in the
general policy of the Ministry, and the
Ministry, with a proper sense of their position, accepted the motion in that light.
That was a distinct issue on which the
Opposition could give a very distinct vote.
"'\Vhatcver we might think about finanee,
we were not divided in opinion as to the
merits or demerits of the Ministry. We
were prepared to assist in putting them out,
and in putting what we imagine would be a
better Ministry in their places. But it is
quite a different matter when we come to
consider a particular system of finance.
Finance is only one element in the administration of the government, and the remissions are not the only matter we may
object to. Many of us think that we could
afford to make the remissions if the departments were better administered and the
profligate expenditure of the present Government put a stop to. For these and half a
hundred other reasons, therefore, we shall
be perfectly justified to-morrow night in
giving a vote the reverse of what we would
have given to-night. I regret extremely
that so much of the time of the House
shoul<.l have been .wasted over motions of
want of confi<.lence, but do not let the honorable member for Belfast assume that he
had any great cause to triumph over this
pa.rticular victory. I think many of us on
this (the opposition) side, although perfectly willing to support the amendment
of the honorable member for Warrnambool,
were not particularly anxious for its success. vVe believe in the growth of liberal
principles in the country, and I, for one,
am perfectly satisfied that the conservatives could not have put into power eight
gentlemen who would do more to discredit conservative principles tbroughout
the colony than the present Government.
I hope it is not ali immoral thing to say,
but I am perfectly content to leave them in
office until that re-action comes in full
strength which I am quite certain is gathering. A few more exposures of departmental
incompetence such as we have had, and a
few more cases like the conduct of the
Premier over the Grattan address, and we
(the Opposition) shall be able to put a solid
Ministry in power without the help of any
coalition whatever. .
Mr. McINTYRE.-The honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Pearson) is still
endeavouring to wave that £lag which his
colleague has been attempting to raise during
the last few weeks. "Still harping ou:my
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'ditughter " .......the Gl'attan address. Let me
tell the honorable member, and those acting
with him, however, that that kind of tIling
can be ovetdone, as they will find. I very
much regret the tone of the speech of the
·honorable member for West Melbourne
(Sir C. Mac Mahon), and especially his reference to the hORorable member for Warrnambool. I am sure that had he peen here
during the whole of the sitting-which I
doubt-and listened carefully to what took
· place, he would have spoken very differently.
· When the honorable member for Warl'1lambool first submitted his amendment, he
stated that he was acting in the most
friendly spirit towards the Government.
The whole of his remark,s went to induce
. the Government to accept it as a friendly
proposition, and not in the way the Opposition, who are now howling like wild beasts
deprived of their prey, desired that it should
· be . regarded-namely, as a want of oonfidellce motion. The honorable member for
Wal'rnambool disclaimed, from beginning
to end, that he had the slightest desire to'
interfere with the Government, or to put
them out on this question. Tllis afternoon,
when the House met, the Speaker suggested
that the amendment should be withdrawn,
because he did not think it was quite h1
accordance wjth the rules of Parliament,
and the honorable membcr for Warl'1lamhool,
in pursuance of his desire that it should not
be regarded as a hostile motion, withdrew
it, with the view or re-moving it ve1'batim et
tite1'atim in Committee of Ways and Means.
What more is wanted than that?
Mr~_FRASER.-He has been beaten.
I
Mr. McINTYRE.-Sir, he has not been.
peaten one whit from his position, except in
so far that the honorable member for Rodney
(Mr. Fraser) is not now likely to be Minister
of Railways. The honorable member for
"\Varrnambool has made a distinct contract'
with the Government, and the Premier has
assented ~ the motion being proposed in
Commiittee of Ways and Means. What
retreat was there in that, taking into cwnsidera'tion the fact that the honorable
member for vVarrnambool never intended
his amendment as a no-confidence motion?
The Opposition, of course, are very sorry.'
I never saw sucp a row of mournful faces as
appear on the front opposition bench.
Mr. DEAKIN.-Then you didn't look
behind you.
Mr. McINTYRE.-The honorable members behind me all wear smiling and delighted
faces, because they are pleased to find that
. 'they aN not to fall into the trap of a Berry-
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C'ltm-Somebody-else Administration. That
will never come about if I can help it. We
shall be glad to see young members, like
the honorable member for West Bourke
(Mr. Deakin), or the honQrable member for
Oollingwood (Mr. Mimms), coming to the
front by-and-by, but we will not have any
relic of the Berry Administration if I can
help it.
Mr. DEAKIN.-Thtt'e are two on the
Treasury bench now.
Mr. McINTYRE.- Those honorable
members have seen that they were formerly
in bad company, and have been converted,
and if they do justice to the country, and
carry out the laws of the country, in
accordance with constitutional doctrines, as
I believe they will, they will have my support. What did the Opposition do tonight? The honorable member for North
Melbourne (Mr. Munro) almost danced the
" gillie callum" on the floor of the Houseonly the crossed swords were wanting to
make the exhibition perfect. I am sure
the honorable member, when he comes to
think over the matter, will regret that he
did not deal with so important a question
in a, more temperate spirit. The Opposition are now obstructing the Government
in carrying a vote which is of the utmost
importance to the people of the dry areasI refer to the £100~000 for water supplyand I am surprised that the honorable
member for Mandurang (Mr. McOoll), at
all events, does not assist the Government
in this matter. How can honorable members go before country constituencies and
justify their conduct in delaying the voting
of '~his money? vVhatever may be our
party wishes, the whole House should unite
in determining that the present season
should not be allowed ~o pass without something being done to conserve the water
supply of the -country. The honorable
member for Warrnambool hail given way
to-night partly to allow this money to be
voted, and I hope the Opposition will not
offer any further obstruction to Government business. The question of the remissions has been used for party purposes,
and, whatever they may say to the contrary,
the evident o.bject of the Opposition every
night since the House met has been to
endeavour to prevent the Government from
proceeding with public busineBs, anf to
endeavour to oust them by any possible
means. I do not express any opinion on
the proposed remissions, but I would remind
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Be.rry) that during l,lls last Admi.nistr~t\on,
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in reply to a remark of the honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) as to the
desirability of making a certain duty permanent instead of temporary, he expressed
his surprise· that any honorable member
should attempt to interfere with the
Government in remitting taxation, and
stated that it was the province of the
Government to say whether taxation should
be remitted or not. I think the honorable
member for Warrnambool will meet with
the thanks of the whole community for
withdrawing his amendment in the form in
which it was proposed. By doing so he
has shown that he was actuated by no
desire for personal aggrandizement or to
oust the Ministry, but simply, as an old
politician, by an anxiety to secure that the
Government would have ample funds for
the ensuing year. I am also confident that
there will be a feeling of relief in every
colonist's mind that there is no Berry-cumSomebody-else Administration coming into
power.
Mr. FISHER.-However much I may
disapprove of some of the items in the
Budget, I must cordially support the grant
of £100,900 for waterworks in the country
districts. I am not here to say that the
Government have not many and grievous
faults-they sinned, in the first place, by
jumping the Treasury bench, for which they
have been doing penance ever since-but I
will say that they are the first Ministry,
fo'r years past, who have taken up the cause
of the country, and they are the first who
have put a substantial sum oil the Estimates
to relieve the sore pressure which has been
brought to bear upon the Northern Plains.
My constituents, when I went among them
the other day, expressed to me their
opinion that this was the first Ministry who
had taken the country people by the hand.
We must" give even the devil his due ;"
and, I think, the Government deserve credit,
however great their faults, for their action
in this matter, and I assure then that it is
appreciated in Mandurang and throughout
the northern districts. vVe have heard
a good deal to-night about the sort of
Ministry we ought to have. The honorable
member for West Melbourne (Sir C. Mac
Mahon) says-" Let us have the best men
i!l the House ;" but how are we to get the
best men in the House? Surely that result
cannot be achieved Ly giving the selection
of eight or nine Ministers to one man. If
we are to have the" best men" in the House,
the Ministry must be elected by the House;
yet I veutl.ll'e to say that if that system
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. were adopted, and the 85 members wht>
would have to elect the Ministers had each
only one vote, we should find, when the
ballot-box was opened, that there were 85
candidates. I believe in sticking to the good
old English lines, and I also believe in
govern men t by party. I do not believe in the
amalgamation of parties; and I venture to
say that some honorable members on this
(the opposition) side of the House have
reason to be grateful and thankful that the
amendment of the honorable member for
vVarrnambool .has gone the way it has.
Whatever temporary triumph its success
might have caused, I believe that, in the long
run, it would have b.een the worst thing that
could possibly have happened. How could
we expect the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) and the honorable member for
Warrnambool to work hand in hand? If
the hOl~orable member for Geelong, accompanied by all of us on the opposition side
of the House, had gone over and joined the
honorable member for Warrnambool and
all his followers, leaving only the present
Ministry and their few supporters by themselves, how could the governmcnt of the
country have been carried. on? Where
would have been the Opposition to help in
carrying on the government'! In England,
Her Majesty's Opposition is as much a part
of the Government of the country in carrying on the business as. Her Majesty's
Ministry. It is well known that conseryative Governments in England are the Goyernments which carry the liberal measures
of their opponents, and that liberal Governments frequently carry out most forcibly
the very measures which the conservatives
desire. Moreover, I contend that coalition
Governments are un-English-they have
never been· popular or successful in England.
One of the first coalition Governments in
England was known as the "broad-bot..
toms," and the last coalition was a signal
failure. I think we must congratulate ourselves on having escaped a " broad-bottom"
Ministry in Victoria. To show the views
of distinguished men in England on the
subject of coalition Governments, I will read
the reason given by Lord Stanley for refusing to coalesce with his political opponent,
Sir Robert Peel. He said"The reputation of those who take part in
public affairs is a matter of national importance,
and confidence in public men has been more
shaken by coalitions than by all the other acts
of personal misconduct taken together."
I am of opinion that the confidence of the
people of this country would have been morc
shaken by such a co~lition us I anl given to
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understand was intended than by almost
anything else, and, had certain gentlemen
taken part in that coalition, I am certain
that their influence and popularity in the
country would have been gone for ever.
For my part, I am heartily glad that the
coalition has not taken place, and that we
have still an Opposition which can keep the
Ministry up to its work. The time will
come when the liberal party will be· able and
numerous enough to have a Ministry of
their own, but meanwhile I consider that
the waiting and watching policy is the
policy to be adopted by the liberals of this
colony. I desire to take the opportunity
of referring to a matter which took place
on Wednesday evening. It wlll be remembered that, while the honorable member
for vVarrnambool was speaking, I handed
him a. book from which he read an
extract I pointed out. I wish to say
that in handing the book to the honorable member I had not the slightest idea
of causing him pain, of .playing a practical
joke, or of being guilty of a "catch," or a
"catch trick." I simply handed him the
book. as I am in the habit of doing to other
counsel when arguing a case in the Supreme
Court. I can appeal confidently to the
House that, since I have been a member of
it, I have never wantonly given offence to
any honorable member, and I can assure the
House that I had not the least idea of
hurting the feelings of the honorable member for W arrnambool on the occasion in
question. It is true that I have on occasion
attacked, but it has only been when I llave
been attacked. In fact, I have followed the
advice of Polonius, since I have had a ses,t
in the House"Beware
Of entrance to a quarrel; but, being in,
Bear't that the opposed may beware of thee."

Upon that principle I have always acted,
and I must say I have been considerably
pained at having it thought that I CQuld
possibly have done something which would
have been quite cont.rary to the whole
tenor of my conduct since I have been a
member of the House. There can be no
doubt, however, that the statement I made,
that the honorable member for vVarrnambool had referred to the" estimates " of the
Government, was fully borne out by the
report of the honorable member's speech,
in which the word "estimates" occurs
several times before the episode I have
referred to took ..place; and, of course, estimates of expenditure and estima~es of
revenue necessarily hang together-cut away
SES.
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the revenue and you cut away the expenditure. I have only to say, in conclusion, that,
notwithstanding the considerable amount of
"weeping and wailing and gnashing of
teeth" we have witnessed to-night, I think
it is very possible the country will be glad
that mutters have eventuated as they have
done. I. am satisfied, at all events, that,
had the proposed amalgamation be·en brought
about, those honorable Inem1gei's who were
to' take part in it would have lived to -rue
the day on which it was accomplished.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-The honorable
member for Mandurang (Mr. Fisher)
appears to have been greatly exercised in
his mind, rather unneeessarily I think. He
appears to have formed the conclusion that
some sort of coalition was about to take
place, but I am not aware that any such
thing was imminent, nor do I think any
such thing was desirable. I think it would
be well if honorable members would pay a
little less attention to what· is stated in the
newspapers, and deal with matters as they
come before them in the House. I do not
know whether the honorable member for
the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) and the honorable
member for West Melbourne (Sir C. Mac
Mahon) are the outcasts and renegades of
the conservative party referred to by the
Minister of Public Works to-night, but, if
they are, I can only say they bear favorabl~
comparison with some of those honorable
members who are supposed to be loyal to
the· conservative party. The honorable
member for Malclon told us (the Opposition)
that we ought to assist in doing the work
of the country, and he seemed to insinuate
. that the prevention of the work of the
country came from this side of the House.
But the honorable member must know
that the hindrance came from an honorable member sitting near hiIJl, and that
the Opposition have virtually been doing
nothing but quietly looking on. The honorable member also twitted us with intending to vote against the Government,
but, if he will only exercise his judgment, he
will see that we had perfectly good reasons
for taking that course. At the outset of the
session, a motion was proposed from this
side of the House which, had it been carried,
would have displaced the Government. We
were prepared for any event which might have
followed on the cai'rying of that motion. vVe
. were prepared either to conduct the business
of the country or to go before the country.
If the amendment of the honorable member
for Warrnambool had not been treated by
the Government in a manner which was not
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only undignified to themseLves, but which
it was undignified for the House to permit,
we would also have been prepared to go
to the country, and the Government
dare not go to the country. The Premier
has frequently talked about his" backbone,"
but 1 think that if ever a jellyfish Government sat on the Treasury bench it is the one
over which he presides. When the motion
of the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry), at the beginning of the session, was
negatived, 1 considered that any direct
opposition to the Government should cease,
and that we should assist the Government
in getting through some of their measures.
But what has taken place since? What
was revealed the other night by the honorable member for Warrnambool, and tonight by the honorable member for West
Melbourne ? We find the Premier, who
professes to have so much "backbone,H
summoned to the sick bed of the honorable
member for W arrnambool, there to be told
what he was to do. And no sooner had
the honorable member for Warrnambool
recovered than we find him dragging the
Premier from office to office in Flinderslane and elsewhere, and bringing him face
to face with clerks in merchants' houses, so
that they might tell him that his estimates
would not be realized. Can any honorable
member consider all the undignified and
humiliating things to which the Premier
has submitted from time to time, and then
say that the Opposition are not justified in
seizing every opportunity of displacing him
and his Government?
Mr. LONGMORE.-Yes, vote for every
motion.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I will vote for
any motion that will displace the Government, and, if the honorable member dare go
before his constituents, he would do so too.
Mr. LONGMORE.-You are trying to
raise that dishonest cry again.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-If any party can
be charged with raising that cry-I presume
the honorable member refers to the Grattan
address-I think the honorable member, and
those who acted with him, are responsible.
The honorable member knows that when he
goes to the country he will have to face it,
and he dare not go there now. Neither dare
the Premier, for we all know what the consequence would be if he did. The Premier has
secured the co-operation of the honorable
member for Warrnambool to get him out of
a difficulty which he had not the courage to
meet. What have we been informed to-night
bythe honorable ~ember for West Melbourne?
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That intriguing goes on day after day between
the Treasurer and the honorable member
for Warrnambool, while, so far as the business of the country is concerned, nothing
whatever is done. It is suggested that it
would be inconsistent of the Opposition not
to vote for the resolution which we are told
will be submitted to-morrow; but how do
we know that the honorable member for
Warrnambool is in earnest? How do we
know that, if we let him lead us to the
point of expressing our intention to support
his resolution, he will stand by it? What
confidence can we have in his judgment?
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-What have the
Government" to do with that?
Mr. RICHARDSON.---If there has not
been intriguing between the Government
and the honorable member for Warrnambool,
there has been something worse. What
course, then, with respect to Ministers, can
I, for one, follow?
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-Support us like a
man.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-When I am
prepared to support political wickedness, 1
will support the honorable' member. In
what 'position do the Government stand?
They lhave promised a great many things,
but until now they have done nothing save
appoint the Education Commission, and. I
conclude therefore that they do not intend
to do anything more. Now 1 will enter into
a compact with them.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-A compact with
political wickedness !
Mr. RICHARDSON.~Ministers need
not laugh, for they are not yet out of their
difficulty. They may have succeeded so far
in thwarting the intention of the honorable
member for Wan-nambool to turn them
out.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Our relations
with the honorable member are most
friendly.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-That was not
the tone the Treasurer adopted on Thursday
last, or before he got into those communications with the honorable member for
vVarrnambool which have led to matters
reaching their present stage. If the honorable member for' Warrnambool acts with
political honesty, he will propose his resolution again, and it will be carried; but how
can we be certain in the matter? A week
ago, when I heard that the resolution of
last Wednesday would be moved, 1 ventured to think the Treasurer would never
give way, but I was soon informed that he·
intended to give way, and t4e proph~cy-..".if
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it was a prophecy~came true. The point
is upon how many other things is he going
to gi va way? Wha t are we to expect from
a vacillating Ministry which the country has
no confidence in ? Never has responsible
government been so dragged in the dirt or
humiliated as it has been under the present
· Administration. I would like to discuss
some of the Treasurer's proposals, but how
· can I do so seriously when I am not sure
that any of them will be adhered to? How
can I defend a particular proposition when
I do not know the moment at which the
·honorable member for Warrnambool will
not ask that it should be given up, and it
will be given up? As the honorable member for West Melbourne stated to-night,
the House·is completely in the dark as to
what is going on. How, then, can we in
opposition support the Government in anything? Still I venture most respectfully to
submit to them that there is one sensible
course they could take, and to assure them
that if they would follow it they would have
the support of the Opposition. What I
suggest is that the Treasurer should first
ask for money sufficient to supply the Crown
temporarily with finances, and then dissolve
·the Assembly, and go to the country. Something having been said about "stone-walling,"
I may remark that if anything would justify
" stone-walling" until the constituencies are
appealed to it is the course the Government
have followed to-night, and indeed ever since
the session began.
The vote of £1,475 fo1' the Legislative
Council was agreed to.
"VATER SUPPLY.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN proposed that
£100,000 be granted" To assist water trusts in the construction of
principal works for the supply of water to the
agricultural districts in the northern areas of
the colony, in accordance with the schemes
recommended by Messrs. Gordon and Black."

:Mr. BERRY expressed the opinion that,
before the vote was agreed to, honorable
members ought to be placed in possession of
further information with respect to it. They
were, for instance, entitled to know what
amendments the Government proposed to
make in the Water Conservation Act of the
previous session, under which, no doubt, the
money was intended to be expended. In
fact, it was indispensable that the whole
subject involved in the vote should be fully
debated before the money was granted. He
scarcely thought that, as the Treasurer's
proposition stood, honorable members would
be so demorali~ed as to vote for it.
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Sir B. O'LOG HLEN remarked that,
when he made his Budgetspeech,helaid before \
honorable members a temporary schedule
showing the principal works connected with
the water supply scheme of Messrs. Gordon
and Black upon which the £100,000 was
to be expended. If the committee thought
that amount need not be passed in globo,
the Government would be satisfied with
£30,000 or so, which would enable them to
meet the requirements of the next two or
three weeks.
Mr. BERRY inquired whether a single
water trust had been legally constituted?
Mr. C. YOUNG replied that the only
water trilst as yet legally in existence was
that of Maryborough. Several others were
practically formed, but certain preliminaries
in connexion with them had yet to be
perfected. As soon as the surveyors'
descriptions of the areas included in each
trust were furnished, the trnsts would be
constituted. He had reason to expect that
the work connected with the constitution
of several trusts would be completed in a
few days.
Mr. BERRY ob~erved that, according to
the Minister of Water Supply, the only
trust really created, and respecting which
there could consequently be any urgency,
was a town trust, for which the schedule
referred to by the Treasurer contained no
provision. In fact, the existence of the
Maryborough trust was no argument in
favour of the £100,000 being voted. Surely
the committee were entitled, before they
granted so large a sum, to know what the
water supply policy of the Government
was-what amendments in the Water Conservation Act they' intended to propose.
"Vhat guarantee had honorable members
that, if they passed this vote, anything they
might do afterwards, in the direction of
placing the expenditure of the money under
proper restrictions, would not be locking
the stable-door after the steed was stolen?
It must be remembered that the Act, as it
stood, was a total failure.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN stated that the
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry)
did not seem to grasp the circumstances
under which the vote was proposed. In the
first place, a number of water trusts would
be in existence within a short period; and,
secondly, the present opportunity of passing
Supplies with respect to them would be the
only one honorable members would have for
probably three or four weeks to come. At
the same time, the works to be undertaken
by the trusts were of an urge~t character,
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and ought to be pushed on without delay.
If honorable members did not like to grant
£100,000 at once, it would answer the purpose if they granted £20,000 or £30,000
to begin with. It would be a great thing
to get the intended works'fairly started.
Mr. BERRY observed that the Treasurer
appeared not to see his (Mr. Berry's) object.
The amount to be granted was not so much
in question as the mode in which the money
would be disposed of. If any moneJ at all
was voted, the whole £100,000 might as
well be voted. It seemed hardly fair, however, for the Government '50 ask honorable
members to pass this sum without letting
them know exactly the conditions under
which the money would be distributed-for
instance, whether the works erected by its
means would be the property of the Government, or be handed over to the local authorities. He, for one, intended to maintain this
session what he maintained last session,
namely, that the Government ought to have
supervision over the principal water supply
works of the colony, the local bodies being
trusted only under conditions and guarantees
that would ensure their: doing equal justice
to every district concerned in the water supply
within their control.
Mr. C. YOUNG stated that the Government found nogreat fault with the Water
Conservation ,Act, and had no intention of
amending it in the direction the honorable
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) seemed to
favour. Certainly they were not going to
take water supply into their own hands, or
to depart from the principle of letting the
waterworks of the country be constructed by
the local bodies interested in them. Their
idea was, instead, to amend the Act, so as to
enable the State to supplement the amounts
borrowed by the local bodies for water supply
purposes by what might be called grants in
aid. Furthermore, he (Mr. Young) would
show, upon a future occasion-say when the
vote was reported - that the Act was 110
failure, because applications for the constitution of water trusts under it were being
made, and the object of the measure was
in other -ways being gradually carried out.
The Government had, however, not approved of any trust whose projected operations were not based on the lines Messrs.
Gordon and .Black had laid down. He
might say indeed that, with one exception,
the whole of Messrs. Gordon and Black's
schemes had been adopted, and tha.t there
wa.s not a single portion of the plans of the
intended trusts that had not been carefully·
gone oyer
those ~entle~el1 ~wl gerW~e4

br

Oountry Waterwol'k.!.

to as in accordance with the plans already
submitted to Parliament. The Maryborough
trust was proclaimed in the manner it was
simply because its area was identical with
that of the municipality, and besides the
Maryborough people were particularly early
in the field. Other local bodies, including
five shires covering one of the. driest portions of the colony, were following the
example of Maryborough, and having, without waiting to be proclaimed, already entered
upon an expenditure of ~ome £20,000, they
were, consequently, naturally anxious to
know whether their loans would be supplemented by grants in aid. Of course the
matter was entirely in the hands of the committee.
Mr. BO'VMAN expressed the hope that
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) would withdraw all opposition to the
vote. As for the people concerned in the
Maryborough trust, they were quite satisfied with the present Act. Their rates wo.uld
enable them to pay for the money they would
borrow from the State, and all they needed
was a slight amendment of the existing law
with respect to differential rating.. (Mr.
Berry-" Maryborough is not interested in
this vote at all.") (Sir B. O'Loghlen" It is to assist agricultural districts.") He
was speaking simply on behalf of the agriculturists of the colony, to whom, he would
add, the Maryborough water scheme would
be extremely useful, for the water would travel
through 18 miles of agricultural country, and
be available at every portion of the length
for agricultural purposes. If this vote was not
carried, three or foul' valuable weeks w('mld
be lost, and it would be doubtful if the waterworks for which the money was intended.
could. be finished in time to be of use during
the summer.
Mr. RICHARD SON thought the honorable member for Maryborough (Mr. Bowlllan) was greatly mistaken if he supposed
that the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry) was opposed to the vote.
(Mr. Bowman-" To advocate delny practically means opposition." ) All the honorable member for Geolong asked for was
information to ·wh1ch the committee were
clearly entitled. For instance, he wanted
to know whether the Government intended
to spend tbis £100,000 in constructing
the head works of the various water schemes
of the local trusts, and afterwards to retain
the ownership of them, or whether the
money would simply be handed over to the
local bodies. Again, would the Government
~x;ercise ~upervis~on over all the wo~·l\~
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constructed? (Mr. C. :Young-" Yes.") with bread. He would indicate the sort of
Then the local bodies would not have entire waterworks which they proposed to undercontrol. Another point was that it was take. A few thousand pounds would be
most objectionable to hand over the rivers sufficient to construct works at the head
of the colony to the jurisdiction of the local of the Mount Cole Creek, at the head of
bodies. (Mr. C. Young-" That will not the Wimmera, and at the head of Fyans'
, be done.") W ell, the want of clear in- Creek, and thereby throw a large quantity
formation on that head was of itself a of water into Lake Lonsdale, instead of it
reason why honorable members should not running into the sea as was at present the
be precipitate on the present occasion. case. vVas that a proper object for the
Whatever reason there might be in giving Legislature to entertain? (Mr. Miramslocal bodies the control of rivers upon which "Why don't the local authorities do the
they were going to spend what was practi- work ?") They were going to do it, and he
cally their own money, there would be none hoped that the Government would ,insist
in giving them such control if the money to upon the vote before the committee being
be spent UpOl). the rivers was to simply come passed, in order that waterworks might be
from the State. He knew of no case in proceeded with at once. It was a shame
the civilized world in which the rivers of a that public time should be wasted over such
country were handed over to the local bodies. an important matter. As far as these five
Under all the circumstances. it would be best· associated shires were concerned, they had
to at least postpone the vote.
already engaged engineers to plan permanent
Mr. vVOODS said he most earnestly works on the lines of the skeleton surveys
hoped the advice of the last speaker would made by Messrs. Gordon and Black, and
not be followed. Surely the unparalleled they would be ready to call for tenders for
sufferings of the residents of the Northern the construction of the works as 800n as they
Plains, during the late drought, ought not received the money from the Government
to be so soon forgotten. Moreover, it onght to which they expected to obtain. Vast quanbe borne in mind that, at that moment, tities of water were now running down the
millions of gallons of water were hourly run- Wimmera, the Avoca, the Loddon, and the
ning to the sea in waste.. Why the circum- Goulburn into the sea. It was a crime
stances of the case were enough to warrant that such a waste of water was not stopped.
honorable members in suspending everything What could be more reasonable than that
else in the shape of legislation in order to the Government should say to the water
attend to the water interests of the country. trusts-" VVe will give you money to conThen, as to the rivers. Of what good were struct the head works, and you must borrow
they at the present time? Were they not money to reticulate the water over the
carrying destruction in their course? A t the different plains"? It was quite proper that
best, were they not alternately flooded or dry? the Government should not construct the
He would venture to say that, in the hands of works themselves, because all experience
properly constituted water trusts, the rivers proved that work which would cost the
of the colony would be infinitely better con- Government £100 could be done equally as
served than they were at the present time. well by local bodies, such as municipal
The fact that many poor people suffered so councils, for £50 or £GO. It was the duty
much during the last drought that in some of honorable members to pass the'vote at
instances they paid as much as 2s. Gd. for a once, so that immediate action might be
pint of dirty water to drink, would give taken to conserve some of the myriads of
honorable members some idea of the terrible gallons of water which were now running
nature of the privations they endured. The into the sea. He hoped that no honorable
associated shires alluded to by the Minister member would endeavonrto delay the passing
of Water Supply were the shires of Stawell, of the vote. The construction of the works
St. Arnaud, Dunmunlde, W,immera, and for which the money was intended was a
Lowan. These five shires had combined matter of national importance; it was a
together for the purpose of constructing question of life or death to thousands of
waterworks for the bcnefit of their respective bolonists who had no Yan Yean tap close
districts at the smallest cost to the commu- to their doors, but who, in n. season of
nity. Whatdid these five shires represent? drought, had to travel 20 miles or more for
He ventured to say thft.t "they represented a few drops of water, or were dependent for
nearly one-fifth of the colony. (Mr. Mirams their supply upon water trains sent to them
- " In size ?") In size and in importance. from Melbourne at the expense, of the
It was these Rhires which supplied the colony ,Government.
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Mr. W. MADDEN said he desired to
remind hon~rable members that in this
country the heaviest rainfall of the year occurred during the months of June and July.
No great rainfall could .be relied upon after
July. If the £100,000 was voted that
evening, it would be available for the construction of the head works of the water
conservation schemes in the northern areas
during next month, in which case there was
every reason to anticipate that some of the
present winter's rain would be conserved.
But if the vote was postponed for three
weeks ora month, it was quite certain that
the works could not be completed in time
to be of. any service next summer, and consequently the sufferings of the people in the
districts intended to be bene"fited would
probably be as great during the next dry
season as they were during the last.
Mr. WILLIAMS considered it was
essentially necessary that the vote should be
passed that night, in order that the proposed
works might be proceeded with. He, however, had been given to understand, on reliable authority, that Messrs. Gordon and
Black had reported that it was absolutely
impossible, or nearly impossible, that the
weirs across the Loddon could be constructed
while the river was as high as it was at
present. (Mr. C. Young-" That is not
so.") W as it not the fact that some time
ago Mr. Gordon went to the Serpentine,
along with the engineer of the Swan Hill
shire, and reported that the works there
could not be commenced this season on account of the quantity of water which was
then going down the Loddon? (Mr. C.
Y oung-" I never heard of it.") W as the
honorable gentleman quite sure that there
was not such a report in the department?
He (Mr. Williams) had seen a communication to this effect from the engineer who
accompanied Mr. Gordon.
Mr. C. YOUNG said he, of course, did
not know what had taken place between the
engineer of the Swan Hill shire and Mr.
Gordon, but no report such as the honorable
member spoke of had reached him (Mr.
Young). Mr. Gordon informed. him, the
other day, that the plans for the Kinypaniel
and Bridgewater weirs were nearly ready,
and that the works would be gone on with
very shortly.
Mr. WILLIAMS remarked that he was
extremely glad to hear the statement of the
Minister of Water Supply. He desired to
know how it was that the Maryborough
Water· Trust would not obtain a grant out
of the vote?

Oountl'Y Waterwo1'7c8.

Mr. C. YOUNG stated that the £100,000
was intended solely for water supply trusts
in the northern areas of the colony. The
Maryborough trust had borrowed money
under the existing Act, and the Government
intended to introduce a Bill to amend the
Act so as to allow differential rating, and to
adopt other provisions necessary in connexion
with a town water supply.
Mr.WILLIAMS observed that he thought
there might be difficulty in constructing
waterworks at the present time on some of
the large rivers; but the works should certainly be immediately proceeded with in all
cases where the condition of the streams
would permit. Even a delay of a few days
ought to be avoided, if possible.
Mr. MIRAMS said that after the appeal made to the feelings of honorable members, and through them to the public, on
behalf of the inhabitants of the districts for
whose benefit the £100,000 was intended,
it was a somewhat thankless office to ask
that the question should be postponed until
Parliament had fully made up its mind to
endorse the new policy which the vote
involved. But the aspect of the case put
forward by the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) was one which ought to
meet with the approval of the committee.
The honorable member for Stawell, in advocating the vote, had either overdone the
case or had done an injustice to the people
whom he represented. The honorable member had told the committee that there were
five shires which constituted one-fifth of the
colony, and that they were losing myriads
of gallons of water which might be saved.
But if the people of those shires .were so
anxious to prevent the waste of waterthe loss of which they felt so severely last
summer that they gave 2s. 6d. for a pint
of muddy stuff to drink-how was it that
they would not themselves do something to
save it, instead of asking Parliament to
give them the money to do the work? He
yielded to no member in his desire to do
full justice to every portion of the community; but he· objected to Parliament
adopting a ~ourse which was unjustifiable
as a matter of policy, could not be defended
on any ground of logic, and might lead to
interminable trouble hereafter, simply be'lause the feelings of honorable members
were appealed to on behalf of districts which
suffered from want of water during the
past summer. The honorable member for.
Stawell said, rather sneeringly, that the inhabitants of those districts had not a Yan
Yean tap to go to. No doubt they had :
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not; and· neither would people in the fifth of the community, the proposal of the
metropolis have one unless they paid for Government amounted to taxing four-fifths
it. If water supply works were of such to provide money for the construction of .
consequence to the people in the northern waterworks for the benefit of one-fifth.
areas as it was said they were-if they The honorable member for Stawell stated
would be of such immense advantage to that the colony depended for its bread upon
them financially and otherwise-why did the districts in which the £100,000 was to
they not show their willingness to help be expended. (Mr. Woods-" Partly.") It
themselves in the matter, at all events to must be admitted that the money was to be
the extent of saying that they would rate expended for the purpose of benefiting those
themselves sufficiently to pay the Govern- districts. (Mr. McIntyre-" For supplying
ment interest on the money expended in the people of Collingwood with bread.")
constructing the works? (Mr. W oods- It would not benefit the people of" Col"What about the Collingwood drain?") lingwood, Melbourne, or any town in the
The people of Collingwood had paid more, colony, one bit. The price of wheat was
in proportion to what they had received governed by the price at which the quantity
from the Government, than almost any produced in excess of the requirements
other district. He would like to know what of the colony was sold for exportation.
the five shires alluded to by the honorable Therefore, no matter how much more wheat
member for Stawell paid in the shape of might be produced, the price of the article
local rates? (An Honorable Member-" A to the colonial consumer would not be any
shilling in the £1.") The people of Col- less. In conclusion, he hoped that, before
lingwood were now paying Is. 4d. in the £1; this £100,000 was voted, the Treasurer
and for twelve or thirteen years they paid would give the committee a little more in2s. 6d. in the £1, of which Is. 4d. was the formation as to the position and circumordinary rate, and Is. 2d. a special rate in stances of the various localities in which it
order to defray the cost of constructing an was proposed to spend the money. He did
underground drain. In rating themselves not consider the committee would be justified
to defray the cost of that work, they set an in passing the vote in the absence of fuller
example to other municipalities, and one information than they had before them.
Mr. FRASER hoped the vote would be
which should be followed in the present
instance. In addition to these rates, the passed without any further delay. To some
people of Collingwood paid a water rate for slig'ht extent, he agreed with the honorable
the water with which they w:ere supplied. memberfor Collingwood (Mr. Mirams). It
No sufficient reason had been shown why a was quite right, as a matter of principle,
grantof £100~000 should be made to cer- that the committee should have before them
tain districts for water supply works. If a schedule setting forth how the money
an exception was made in favour of those would be ' expended; at the same time he
districts, where was the line to be drawn?' had such confidenee in the officers who
If Parliament made a gift of money to the would have the direction of the expenditure
water trusts in one part of the colony, every tba t he was prepared to accept the vote
other water trust would ask to be treated just as it was submitted. It should'be re- .
in a similar way; and on what plea could a collected that the expenditure was on account
grant be made to one and refuseE!. to an- of what was really a national work. EYen
other P If this practice was once established, if the money were to be wasted, which he
it would degenerate into bribing consti- trusted would not be the case, it was abtuencies in order that honorable members solutely necessary that a start should be made
might get their votes at elections. The in order to show the farmers of the northern
proposed grant of £100,000 was a great areas whethei' the supply or water to those
departure from the usual course; and it was areas was practicable or not. He was satisthe duty of the Ministe}', ,vhen asking h.on- fied the thing was practicable, a.nd. the !ooner
orable members to make that departure, to the undertaking was commenced the be:tter.
enlighten them as to the necessities of the
Mr. HALL supported the vote, and exdistricts in. question, and why they had been 'pressed his surprise that, in view of the
singled out for a 'special favour. Honorable amounts obtained by townspeople from the
members were entitled to have more infor- State, anything against the proposal should
mation on the matter than they had yet have been said by the representative of a
received. If, as the honorable member for metropolitan district. However, his chief
Stawell said, the five shires to which the object in rising was to call attention. to a
£100,000 was to be given included one- letter read in the House some time ago, by
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tha honorable member for Maryborough (Mr.
Bowman). That letter, which purported to
be signed by Mr. Knight, the Mayor of
Maryborough, contained a contradiction of
a. statement which he (Mr. Hall) had made
in the House with reference to what transpired at an interview between members
of the Maryborough Borough Oouncil and
the Minister of Water Supply. He made
thai statement· on the 4th May, and the
report of it could not have reached Maryborough until late on the 5th May. On the
5th May, Mr. Knight sustained an accident
which rendered him insensible, and he remained insensible up to the time of his
dea th , which took place on the!) th May; and,
according to the relatives who watched over
him from the time of the accident until his
death, Mr. Knight never appended his name
to any, document. Therefore, the letter
produced in the House by the honorable
member for Maryborough could not have
been signed by Mr. Knight. There could be
110 doubt that the signature was a forgery.
Mr. BOWMAN said the letter referred
to was received by him from the Town
Olerk of Maryborough, and he had no reason
to doubt the genuineness of any of the signatures. In fact, he recognised two of them.
That letter showed that the honorable member for Moira (Mr. Hall), in the account
which he gave of the interview between the
Minister of vVater Supply and the deputation from the Maryborough Borough Oouncil,
maligned the Minister. The deputation,
instead of feeling themselves insulted by the
Minister, Were delighted with the manner in
which he received them.
Mr. McOOLL observed that, although
he was pleased to hear the strong remarks
of the hOllorii.ble member for Stawell, they
a}llounte'd only to so much rant and rodomontade without any foundation. The
Water Oonservation Act, passed last session,
had proved a complete abortion; and it
would be a burning shame if the committee
were to pass this £100,000 in the lUanner
proposed by the Government. Durillgthelast
seven week8 he had seen more of the Northern
Plains than the other members of the House
put together. He knew the wants of those
plains. He also knew something of the
underhand work-the scheming and the
platting-which was going on in order that
the plains should be dedicated not to agriculture but simply to grazing. He was
surprised to hear the statements made on
this occasion by the Minister of vVater
Supply. Last session, when the Water
Oonservation Bill was passing through the
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House, the Minister distinctly stated that
the local bodies ~ere to adopt their own
plans-that he had nothing to do with
Messrs. Gordon and Black's scheme. (Mr.
O. Young-" No.") That was the distinct
statement of the honorable member. Now
what was Messrs. Gordon and Black's
scheme? It was simply falling back on
the old plan of the squatters of running
weirs or dams across the various creeks.
But a water supply system, to be of any
value, must be homogeneous. Its parts
should dove-tail into each other. But the
Government scheme was marked by in-'
equality and irregularity. He must protest
against this £100,000 being voted until it
was known how the money was to be applied.
Last session the House voted £500 for a
contour survey for a surface canal in the
north-western district, but only 'a portion
of· that money had been expended, and, not, withstanding that omission, the Government
proposed that they should be intrusted with
the expenditure of £100,000 on schemes of
which the committee knew nothing.
Mr. GILLIES asked the Minister of
Water Supply whether he would be good
enough, before the vote was reported, to lay
before the House a list of the water trusts
already for1lled ?
Mr. O. YOUNG stated that he would
bring down· a list showing the trusts
formed, and those in process of formation.
With regard to the statement of the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr. McOoll)
that the plans of Messrs., Gordon and
Black were not approved of by the House,
he might take the opportunity of pointing
out that, when the Water Oonservation Act
was being passed last sessi~n, the honorable member for Oreswick (Mr. Richardson)
stated" He wished to disabuse the minds of honorable members of any impression that he committed himself to the report and plans of Messrs.
Gordon and Black, though he certainly believed
that those plans were so complete that, for the
:purposes of this measure, they might be taken
Just as they were."

He (Mr. Young) also remarked at the
same time" that the Government thoroughly
approved of those schemes."
The vote was agreed to.
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN proposed that the
sum of £100,000 be granted on account of
contingencies for the Railway department.
Mr. GIL LIES asked what necessity
there was for this vote being passed at once'?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said the money
was required to ,recoup the Treasurer fo~'
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heavy advances made to the Railway deMr. WOODS said the smallness of the
partment, partly in consequence of the attendance was accounted for by the fact that
J olimont accident, and partly in consequence there was no personall'ow going on now.
of the extra cost entailed by the increased It was only the business of the country that
traffic on the railways.
was being done.
Mr. GILLIES observed that he quite
Mr. DOW remarked that of course it was
understood that the Treasurer had been hopeless for the fow members of the Opposicalled upon to make advances to the Rail- tion present to attempt to stop the vote.
way department, owing to the unexpected They could only put it to tho Government
increase in the business of the department, whether it was fair to press the vote under
and other causes, having made the expendi- such circumstances.
ture greater than was provided for at the
Mr. C. YOUNG pointed out that the vote
commencement of the financial year. The was only to reimburse the Treasurer for an
~'reasurer, however, in order to get recouped ad vance he had already made.
for those advances, ought to have brought
The committee divided on the votedown an additional estimate for the present
Ayes ...
28
year. The·vote he was now submitting was
Noes ...
5
for expenditure during the financial year
Majority for the vote
23
beginning· on the 1st July next, and if the
vote was passed the money could not be used
AYES.
for the payment of any expenditure incurred
Mr. Anderson,
Mr. Langdon,
" Blackett,
during the present financial year. Other
" Levien.
"
Bolton,
" McIntyre,
Treasurers had always brought down Addi" Brophy,
" McKean,
tionalEstimates under similar circumstances,
Burrowes,
" W. Madden,
., O'Callaghan,
" Cameron,
and he thought the present Treasurer ought
. Sir B. 0' Loghlen,
" Connor,
to have follo·wed that course.
Mr. Wheeler,
" Cunningham,
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN remarked that the
Fisher,
" Woods,
" Fraser,
" U. Young.
honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies)
., Zincke.
" Gardiner,
was, no doubt, right as to the practice which
" Gillies,
Tellers.
had been followed of bringing down Supple" Grant,
Mr. Bowman,
" Graves,
mentary Estimates, but he would also find
Hunt,
" L. L. Smith.
that there was another practice which had
NOES.
grown up with regard to the payment of
Mr. Davies,
Telle1'8.
arrears from a preceding year. If the present
Mr. Hall,
" Dow.
course was adopted, it would enable him to
" A. Young.
I " McColl.
have the money on the 1st July, and square
DEFENCE OF THE COLONY.
accounts.
Mr. WOODS called the attention of the
Mr. HALL expressed the hope that the
vote would not be proceeded with at so late Treasurer to the serious nature of the political
an hour.
news from Europe. He thought there was
Mr. FRASER thought it was hardly fair no time whatever to be lost in providing
to press forward so large a vote in the absence amply for the defence of the colony. If the
of the leading members of the Opposition. Treasurer at the very earliest opportunity
He was sure they had no idea that the vote submitted to the House an estimate of exwould be submitted that night.
penditure for the purpose, and got it passed,
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN explained that, there would still be no need to expend the
when the House first went into committee, money, except under the advice of the proper
he mentioned that the vote would be proposed. officer. He (Mr. Woods) had paid a great
The honorable member for Geelong (Mr. deal of attention to this European question,
Berry) was fully aware that the vote would and he saw grave dangers looming in the
very near future. Next day might bring
be brought on, and offered no objection.
Mr. FRASER stated that, after the ex- intelligence of a. rupture between some of the
planation of the Premier, he would offer great powers of Europe, into which England
no further objection to the passing of the would be drawn. It had been his opinion
vote.
from the first that the whole of this Egyptian
Mr. DOW remarked that the state of the business was " put up" by the powers who
benches on that (the opposition) side of the were now coming to the front, because, if
House would sufficiently show that a certain honorable members would notice, it was prenumber of honorable members did not attend . cisely on the same lines with the disturba.nces
to their business.
formerly got up in Afghanistan and Cabu!;
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stated that Colonel
Scratchley had all the plans nearly ready
for the alterations in connexion with the
batteries and the new South Channel fort,
and the department was prepared, as soon
as the plans were completed, to call for
tenders. The Government had also taken
the responsibility of having some necessary'
work executed. He had received a report
from Captain Mandeville stating that he
had a full supply of torpedoes sufficient for
laying the whole of the torpedo lines, and
that the whole of the channels could now,
if necessary, be closed in one week. The
torpedo-boat was also being' brought round
from Gippsland, and was expected to be in
Hobson's Bay next day.
The resolutions were reported to the
House.
The House adjourned at thirty-five minutes
after midnight.
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The Loch Maree-Eastern Hill Resetve-Sandhurst Lands
Vesting Bill-Attorneys' Costs Taxation Act Amendment
Bill-Lodgers' Interests Protection Bill-Wills Statute
Amendment Bill- Public Health Statute Amendment
Bill-Trades Unions Bill-Building Societies Act Amendment Bill-Publicans' Licences: Special Districts- Parliament House: Mount Difficult Stone-Mr. E. H. Hargreaves- Compensation to Geelong Vignerons-Supply:
Jlailway Department: Water Supply to Country DEtricts
- Ways and Means: Tobacco Du~les: New Financial
Proposals: Malting Barley in Bond.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
THE "LOCH MAREE."
Mr. ORKNEY asked the Premier if he
would state the nature of the reply received
from Commodore Erskine as to the steps
taken to search the Aucldand and other
islands for possible survivors of the Loch
Ma1'ee and other missing ships?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN remarked that the
following telegram had been received by His
Excellency the Governor from Commodore
Erskine : ." A New Zealand Government steamer is llt
present cruising among the Auckland and other
isles with instructions to look for shipwrecked
crews."
,

The Government had iiince telegr~phed to
the New Zealand Government to ascertain
further particulars on the subject.
TANK RESERVE.
Mr. LANGRIDGE observed that he
wished to call the attention of the Minister
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of Lands to the fact that an allotment at
the rear of the Eye and Ear Hospital, on
the Eastern Hill, was placarded for sale.
He was always under the impression that
this block was reserved for public purposes
and would not be sold. He hoped the
Minister would inquire into the matter, and,
if possible, stop the sale.
Mr. W. MADDEN stated that he would
make inquiries, on the subject.
SAND HURST LANDS VESTING
BILL.
The debate on D.r. Quick's motion for
the second reading of this Bill (adjourned
from Wednesday, May 31) was resumed. ,
Mr. CARTER.-Sir, before proceeding
to speak on this measure, I would be glad to
know whether the honorable member who
has charge of it intends to adopt the suggestion made by the honorable member for
the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd)-namely, to give
effect in the Bill to the lease and the extension of the lease granted by the city council
of Sandhurst to the late Mr. James Moore?
If there is a distinct understanding that that
will be done, it will facilitate the progress of
the Bill.
Dr. QUICK.-I am authorizeci by the
city council of Sandhurst to state that
they will abide by the decision of a select
committee.
Mr. CARTER.-ThenI think this House
had better deal with the question before it
goes to a select committee, because I believe
I will show that the Sandhurst City Council
is attempting one of the grossest acts of
repUdiation that was ever attempted in this
colony or anywhere else. The object of the
Bill is to vest certain land in the mayor,
councillors, and citizens of the city of Sandhurst. Now what are the facts ofthe case?
The land proposed to be so vested was originally set apart for the purposes of public
baths and public conveniences, but the
council misappropriated the land, and, instead of applying it to the purposes for
which it was reserved, in 18711eased the
greater portion of it to a Mr. James Moore.
A small piece was retained for baths, but the
whole of the frontages were leased to him:
for fifteen years, with the right of renewal
for an additional six years, at a rental of
.£120 per annum for the first fifteen years,
and of £240 per annum for the remainder
of the period. Mr. Moore spent £13,000
in erecting buildings on the allotment. If
he had only obtained the lease as at first
proposed for the fifteen years, he Wail rQ,quired melely to expend £5,000 in erecting
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one-storey buildings, but afterwards, in consideration of receiving a tenure of 21 years,
he undertook to put up two-storey shops.
From this photograph, which I have received
from Sandhurst, honorable members will see
that the buildings which were erected would
not be a disgrace to Melbourne. Mr. Moore
carried out that arrangement; and, in 1873,
with the consent of the council-which, be
it recollected, did not consist of the same
members as in 1871-he transferred all his
interest in the lease to Dr. James Boyd.
The council ratified the transfer, and confirmed Dr. Boyd in the privileges which
had been granted to Mr. Moore. I may
explain that the reason why the council did
not make the term of the lease 21 years was
that the Local Government Act prohibits a
municipality from leasing land for a longer
period than fifteen years. To comply with
the law, therefore, the Sandhurst Council
leased the allotment for that period, but
gave the lessee a right to the renewal of the
lease for an additional six years, so as to
make up the whole term of 21 years. I may
point out that, as the land did not belong
to the council, but was reserved for a certain
purpose, they had no right to lease it all for
the erection of buildings. The council,
however, now come"to Parliament and ask it
to condone their offence in misappl:opriating
the land; and not only do they do that,
but they also ask us to ignore entirely the
terms of the lease they gave to Mr. Moore.
I am quite" sure that, however tIns House
may be constituted-whether free-traders or
protectionists, constitutionalists or liberals
are in the majority-there is no more chance
of i,t passing such a Bill than there is
of my flying through the air. We have
too much sense of honour about us to legalize
a wrong act committed by any person or
corporation, and, at the same time, allow
them to cheat some one else. It would be
an act of the grossest repudiation. If the
honorable member in charge of the Bill does
not take the course suggested by the honorable member for the Ovens, and say that the
council are prepared to do justice to Dr.
Boyd, then our proper course is to ask the
Government to ca:ncel the lease altogether,
and to take back the land and sell it. If
there is to be a swindle on, let the proceeds at least go into the treasury of the
country, and not into the hands of any
particular body of people. It is astonishing that the council have the audacity to"
come to Parliament and ask it to enable
them to repudiate a contract they entered
into with their eyes open. The Bendigo
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Adve1'tise1', in referring to the matter in
1879, said" Bound as the council is by its own act and
deed to the lessee, confirmed over and over
again, it is difficult to understand how any member of the city council could imagine that the
condition of the six years' renewal could be
shuffled out of without committing a flagrant
act of repudiation. It has been said, indeed,
that the SIX years' extension was 7lltra vires, but
the" council could not, without gross indecency
and dishonesty, raise'such a plea as that, for it will
be seen that the six 'years' renewal was part of
the consideration for which Mr. James Moore
undertook to pay a certain rental and to make
a certain outlay-that it was, in fact, a cardinal
condition of his offer, which the council accepted.
Whether the bargain was a good one or a bad
one-and it is now pretty generally known that
the results of the lessee's investment have fallen
far short of the calculations made in the days of
brisk business and high rents-the bargain
was made, and any idea of repudiation by the
council of the present day would be absolutely
suicida.l."

The council, I repeat, cannot with any
chance of success ask Parliament to do
what they now wish it to do unless they
are prepared to do justice themselves. No
one can go into a court of equity except
with clean hands, and when a corporation
comes to Parliament, which is the highest
court of equity in the country, they must
show that they are not seeking to do a
wrong, and are not making use of Parliament simply as a means to enable them to
do that wrong.
Dr. QUIOK.-The council will abide by
the decision of a select committee.
Mr. CARTER. - The council have
nothing to be thanked for in that, because
they cannot help themselves. They must
abide by any decision the House thinks fit "
to come to. They are not in a position to
make terms in the matter, because they
have illegally misapplied land wInch was
received for certain purposes, yet they now
ask the House to give them a good title
to the land so as to enable them to take
possession of buildings which another per
son has put up at his own expense. To
show how repeatedly the council have committed themselves to this lease and its estension, I should mention that they pm'.
chased from Dr. Atkinson an adjoining
allotment, and this they leased to Dr. Boyd
on exactly similar terms and for the same
period. The period of the new lease was so
arranged that it should expire at the samo
time as the original lease, and in the same way
the rent was to be £40 per annum for the
first period, and £80 for the second. Upon
this allotment of freehold land which the
council had purchased, Dr. Boyd erected
further buildings at a cost of £5,000, and
he was bound to make the new buildings
4
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similar to the previous ones. The very
fact that the period of the new lease was
made to dove-tail in with the old one shows
that the council intended' that the lessee
should have a right to the land for 21 years.
I will now refer to what the council have
received from the land. On the whole property they have received as rates £1,2~0,
and as rent £1,650. At the end of the
21. years specified, they will have received
£4,050 in rent iand £2,400 in rates, and,
taking the property to be worth at that time
merely what the buildings cost, £17,000,
the council will have received altogether
£23,450, for which they have not expended
a brass farthing beyond the price of the
little piece of freehold land purchased from
Dr. Atkinson. Not satisfied with that, the
council now wish to deprive the lessee of
the additional six years' tenure. I know
from experience that the Sandhurst people
are very sharp, bt'tt I do not think ;they
will succeed in doing this. Many years
ago, I was identified with Saudhurst to
some extent by being connected with its
waterworks, and I remember on o:q.e occasion
being entertained at a dinner at the Shamrock Hotel which I afterwards found was
debited in some mysterious manner to the cost
of the Crusoe reservoir. Perhaps the dinner
which the honorable member for Sandhurst
(Mr. Clark) gave t.o some eighteen or twenty
members of the House, the other evening,
at the Oriental Hotel, will find its way in
an equally mysterious manner into the cost
of the Baths Corner. I think, however, the
honorable member will have to give a great
many dinners before he can induce the
House to accept this Bill in its present
form. From some remarks made by the
honorable member in charge of the Bill,
the House may have been led to infer that
Dr. Boyd was a member of the council
when he received the transfer of this lease
from Mr. Moore. As a matter of fact
he was not. Neither Dr. Boyd nor Mr.
McIntyre was a member of the council
when the lease was transferred, and therefore the insinuation thrown out was utterly
unworthy of the gentleman who made it.
The council which leased the land to Mr.
Moore and the council which subsequently
ratified the transfer to Dr. Boyd were not
one and the same, because they did not
consist of the same members. We know
there has been a good deal of feeling in
Sandhurst over this subject, and that the
honorable member (Mr. Clark) has made
very great use of the Baths Corner question.
When I was at Sandhurst before the present
Mr. Carter.
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honorable member for Maldon was rejected
for that constituency, I told him that he
must expect to be defeated owing to the
use his former colleague was making of this
question., and the result showed my anticipations were correct.
Mr. R. CLARK.-What has that to do
with the matter?
Mr. CARTER.-I want to show the
House that the honorable member has
taken up the question for the purpose of
getting a little popularity out of it. He
thinks the action he has taken will make
him popular with a certain section of persons
who have always had a feeling against Dr.
Boyd, but I am quite satisfied that the
House will not lend itself to any such proposal as that submitted. The question is a
very simple one. The council cannot deny
that they leased this land for a certain
term, at a certain rental, and that the person
who holds the lease has fulfilled all the
covenants and conditions. This Bill, however, would dispossess him of what he is
entitled to, and I feel certain that the House
will not be a party to any such transaction.
I, therefore, beg to move, as an amendment,
that the Bill be read a second time this day
six months.
Mr. HARRIS seconded the amendment.
The SPEAKER.-I wish to read the
following' extract from the report of the
examiners of ,private Bills : "The promoters of the Bill assume that the
land sought to be vested in the~l is the property
of the Crown, and have, therefore, complied with
the Standing Orders Nos. 17 and 18, but not with
Standing Order 12, although they have served
notices-not in the prescribed form A-of their
intention to apply for leave to bring in the Bill
on the lessee of the land, the occupiers thereof,
and the adjoining owners thereto. Assuming,
therefore, that the land to be vested is still the
property of the Crown, we have the honour to
state that, in our opinion, Standing Order No.
12 does not apply to this Bill."

It will be seen that the assumption all
through is that the land in question is the
property of the Crown.
Mr. CARTER.-There is no doubt that
it is the property of the Crown.
Mr. R. CLARK.-Sir, the honorable
member for St. KHda (Mr. Carter) has
made one of the most extraordinary speeches
I ever heard made in this House. I have
never since I have been a member of the
House heard a speech which contained more
misrepresentations, and it is quite evident
that the honorable member has been well
posted up by some person to make the statements he has done. As the oldest member
of the city council of Sandhurst, I wish
to state to the House the real facts of the
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case. In the first place, I may say that
this Bill was not introduced into Parliament
at the instance of any private individuals,
but at the request of the corporation of
Sandhurst, who, I believe, will be backed up
in this action by the citizens. The land
in question was acquired 21 years ago, when,
as honorable members know, Sandhurst had
not the copious water supply which it now
possesses, so that the construction of baths
had to be left in abeyance for a considerable time. It was not until about 1870
tluit the council began seriously to contemplate supplying the demand for bathing
accommodation. In that year, instead of
building a large brick wall round this land,
which occupies one of the most central
portions of Sandhurst, the council purchased
some. freehold land from Dr. Atkinson,
for £1,500. And how much have the
council spent in affording bathing accommodation on that land? They expended
£2,591, and, in addition to that, they erected
ladies'baths ata cost of £3,886. In 1871, the
cOl;mcilfeeling that they could not, as matters
stood, very well erect buildings on thelandnow
in question, or use it for any other purpose
than that for which it was granted, came to
Melbourne as a deputation, and waited on
the Chief Secretary in order to ask him to
change the conditions of the reservation.
He complied with the request, and the reservation was accordingly altered so that
the land was not only reserved for public
baths, but also" for the conveniences of the
public of Sandhurst." That was an impOl·tant alteration, for, as honorable members
will see, it really changed the whole character
of the reservation. What happened afterwards? The honorable member for St. Kilda
has led the House to understand that Dr.
Boyd and my late colleague (Mr. McIntyre)
were not members of the council at the time
the land was leased to Mr. Moore. The fact
is that Dr. Boyd was Mayor of Sandhurst
at the time, and Mr. McIntyre was a member of the council. The honorable member
has charged me with seeking popularity with
regard to this question; but I may say that
there are few transactions which are regarded
with greater suspicion by thc people of Sandhurst.
·Mr. CARTER.-The honorable member
has misrepresented what I said. I stated
that, in 1871, when the land was let to Mr.
Moore, Dr. Boyd and Mr. McIntyre were
members of the council, but that, in 1873,
when the lease was transferred to them,
neither of them was in the council. Does
the honorable member dispute that?
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. Mr. R. CLARK.-I admit that they
were not members of the council when the
transfer took pla~e. But that does not alter
the facts of the case. The honorable member for Maldon was a member of the council
when the lease was given, and no one knew
better than that gentleman-who has been
five times Mayor of Sandhurst-that the
council hud no right or power to give a lease
of a valuable piece of land like this for a
longer term than fifteen years. I must say
it seems a peculiar coincidence that Dr.
Boyd and the honorable member for Maldon.
who were in the council which granted the
lease, should afterwards suddenly become the
possessors of this valuable property. I have
obtained the report of what took place at
the council meeting when this question was
being considered, on the 21st April, 1871,
and I find that the honorable member for
Maldon moved"That the town surveyor be instructed to prepnre plans of buildings to be erected on the
frontages to the Bath Corner, with the view of
tenders being called for leasing the said frontages on a ground rental, tenderers to erect the
requisite buildings, and to have the right of
occupation for fifteen years, after which the
buildings to become the property of the corporation, the plans to be so designed that each building shall not exceed the sum of £500 for its
erection."

And, in his remarks in support of the
motion, the honorable gentleman stated as
follows : "There need be no question as to the tenure
of the lease to be given by the council, as the
possession could only be disputed by the lessors,
the borough council."

Surely, having expressed himself to this
effect when he was the most inHuential
member of the Sandhurst Corporation, the
honorable member for Maldon ought now
to be one of the last persons in the world
to object to the council taking their present
course. What followed the adoption of the
honorable member's motion? Tenders were
called for, and the only one sent in in exact
accordance with the conditions was that of
Mr. Carnduff, who offered £60 per annum
for 16~ feet of frontage. It was, however,
ignored in favour of the tender of Mr .•James
Moore, who offered £150 pel' annum for
not merely the six: blocks of 98 feet frontage
which had been laid off, but the entire
frontage of 286 feet. It seems almost incredible, first, that such an arrangement
was ever arrived at, and, secondly, that the
attempt now being made to put matters on
a proper legal footing is called repudiation.
Surely, inasmuch as it is obvious that there
is something cloudy, not to say dark, in the
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whole affair, there ought to be no objection
to it being referred to a select committee.
'Had the six blocks, making up 98 feet of
frontage, been let on the terms offered by
Mr. Carnduff for one, allotment, the Sandhurst Council would now be receiving £360
a year from the property; or, had the entire
frontage of 286 feet been so let, the yearly
rental would amount to a total of £1,080
a year. Although the land was worth far
less in June, 1871, than it is worth now,
there would have been no difficulty in letting
the whole of the frontage on Mr. Carnduff's
terms. The reason why tenders were scarce
is that they were called for during a holiday
time, the advertisement appearing in the
local papers on only three days, one of
which was the Queen's birthday. Moreover, the council, not being satisfied with
handing over the whole of the frontage to
Mr. Moore for 15 years, at £150 per
annum, actually gave him the right of renewing his lease for an additional six years.
The honorable member for St. Kilda has
tried to make out that the bargain has
proved a financial failure, but I think I can
show that it has been a remarkable financial
success, as far as the lessees are concerned.
The honorable member said the buildings
on the block cost £13,000, but I have
ascertained from an expert that their maximum cost could only be £12,000. I don't
say the difference is a great one, but it is a
difference. Against that '£12,000, what
have the lessees received in the shape of
rent? At the lowest rate the amount cannot
be less than £22,760, which, with compound
interest, represents about £29,587.
An HONORABLE MEl\:IBER.-vVithin what
period was that amount of rent received?
Mr. R. CLARK.-'Vithin only ten
years, and during the next five years the
lessees will undoubtedly receive something
like £10,000 more. In addition, they claim
a renewal of their lease for six years-that
is, that an extra £12,000 shall he put into
their pockets. I am satisfied that, if the
House sanctions the fulfilment of that six
years' condition, they will ignore a most
wholesome principle of local government in
this colony, namely, that no corporation
shall be able to let land for longer than
fifteen years. Since my honorable colleague
in charge of the Bill has already pretty
fairly stated the whole case, I will go no
further into it. What is sought is that
the Bill shall be sent to an entirely
unbiased select committee, and, if that
committee find that the lessees are entitled
to the six years' renewal, the corporation will
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, be quite willing to concede it. On the otller
hand, if it is found that the council's title
ought to be legalized, there should be no
difficulty in the way of their getting the
Crown grant of their property. It seems
to me that the House is asked to do only
that which is fair and reasonable.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-Sir, I would not
have risen to speak on this Bill but for
the remarks of the honorable member for
St. Kilda (Mr. Carter), who has denounced
the measure as a swindle. Now that assertion is one easy to make, but very difficult
to prove.
Mr. CAR TER.-It is not at all difficult
to prove.
Mr. LANGRIDGE.-Well, I am convinced that the observations that fell from
the honorable member for Sandhurst (Mr.
Clark) are sufficient of themselves to show
that it is absolutely necessary to refer the
Bill to select committee. There cannot
be the ightest doubt of two things-first,
that t Government intended to give the
Sandhl st Council a Crown grant of the
land i uestion ; and, secondly, that if it
is put ) for sale at the present time the
only p sible result will be that the leaseholders ill buy it, and that the property
will be oIly lost to the Sandhurst citizens.
Under ese circumstances, the fairest course
is for e House to ascertain through a
select c mittee exactly how the equities of
the bus ess stand.
Mr.
RROWES.-Mr. Speaker, as I
somewhat curious position with ree matters which have been referred
nexion with the Bill, it is only
I should make a statement which
hem fairly before the House. I
was a ember of both this Chamber and
the bore gh council of Sandhurst when'the
land in uestion was temporarily reserved
for city baths and the convenience of the
Sandhurst citizens generally, and I know
pretty well what was done in the transaction.
As soon as the reserve was gazetted, it became obviously necessary for the corporation
to take immediate action to occupy the
land, because they were required to compensate the persons residing upon it, and
they did not know the hour at which the
number of such persons might not be increased. Consequently, not being in a
position to erect buildings upon it themselves, the council practically sent into the
highways and byways to find people who
would do so, and finally they advertised for
tenders for a building lease of the property.
In reply they received two offers. One was
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from a. respectable man named Carnduff,
who, however, proposed to take up only one
allotment; while the other was from Mr.
James Moore, whose idea was to fill up the
entire block with buildings after a uniform
design. The first offer was, proportionately,
the highest of the two, but, inasmuch as to
accept it would mean letting the greater
portion of the land lie idle, it was decided
to fall in with the proposal of Mr. Moore,
who accordingly had plans and specifications
for the intended buildings prepared, and
sent them in to the council.
Mr. R. CLARK.-They were not plans,
but only sketches.
Mr. BURROWES.-I will call them
sketches if the honorable member wishes.
At all events, when they were sent in to the
council, they did not give satisfaction. They
provided for buildings of only one storey,
and the council thought that they would be
too insignificant for so prominent a site.
Mr. Moore then made a further proposition,
namely, to erect two-storey buildings, which
would involve the expenditure of a very
large sum of money, if the council would
extend the -term of his lease from 15 to 21
years. The council replied at first that
under the Local Government Act they had
no power to grant the extension asked for,
but after due consideration they promised
that if he would erect two-storey buildings
they would recommend to their .successors
that, at the end of the 15 years, his lease
should be renewed for six years longer at
double the former rent. Those terms were
accepted, and, upon the understanding so
set out, Mr. Moore took up the lease, and
erected the buildings now upon the land.
I may add that I will be no party to any infringement of th~ agreement then entered
into. Sometime afterwards, Mr. Moore, being
in some difficultiEl.,S, sold the property to Dr.
Boyd, to whom the council transferred the
lease with all the conditions attaching to it.
Within the last few years I have contested
two municipal elections in Sandhurst, aoo
although I was upon each occasion very
much pressed by the ratepayers to go against
the terms upon which.the Baths property was
held, which were not at all popular-especially the six years' extension-I was firm in
stating that I would do nothing of the kind.
I said that letting the land in the way it was
let was no act of mine, but that I thought
the result had been upon the whole beneficial
to the city, and that I would not go back
upon the arrangement. What was the consequence? That each election went in my
favour. Furthermore, I don't believe that
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the Sandhurst Council, as at present constituted, have any desire to repudiate the
bargain their predecessors formally entered
into. It should be borne in mind that,
although the Baths property bears a small
rental, it is very heavily rated. Something
has been said about Dr. Boyd being the
cause of the non-issue of the Crown grant
of the land, but I assert, and I speak with
knowledge, that he had nothing to do with
it. The matter waa one wholly between me
and the Ministry of the day; and the advice
I gave to the council afterwards was not
at that time to accept the grant. They
followed my counsel, and I think they acted
wisely in so doing. I believe that, if the
Bill is referred to a select committee, full
justice will be done.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-Sir, I trust to see
the Bill read a second time and then referred
to a select committee, who will, I am sure,
give every consideration to the agreement
the Sandhurst Council formerly entered into,
and mete out justice to all parties concerned
in it. I understand that the council don't
want to repUdiate that agreement, but only
to have it impartially considered, and that
they are quite ready to abide by any decision
on the subject a select committee of this
House may come to. The promoters of the
Bill have no idea of repudiation.
Mr. CAR TER.-But the wording of the
Bill is repudiation.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-It is not. It is as
clear as noon-day, however, that the object
of the honorable member for St. Kilda
(Mr. Carter) is to defeat the Bill, in order
that the lessees may have an opportunity
of getting the land put up for sale, with the
improvements on it, in which case it would
undoubtedly fall into their hands.
Mr. ZOX.-Mr. Speaker, this Bill contains a most extraordinary proposition. It
appears that the Sandhurst Council, having
had a piece of land handed over to them for
public baths, have so far departed from the
purpose of the grant as to let a portion of
the area upon a building lease, and that
they now ask to be shielded by an Act of
Parliament in repudiating the terms of that
lease, which were adopted bona fide, and for
the convenience of both parties to them.
Supposing the council to have had no right
to let the Baths property for 21 years,
surely it does not lie with them to take
advantage of their own wrong-doing. I
say such conduct is disgraceful, and although
I have no doubt that, if the Bill were referred
to a select committee, justice would be dOlle
to everybody concerned,~ I see no reason
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why the measure should be further proceeded
with.
Mr. BERRY.-Sir, I cannot help thinking the present debate somewhat out of
place, because the points raised by the honorable member for St. Kilcla (Mr. Carter),
and repudiated by other honorable members,
are properly matters for discussion before
the select committee to which, if the Bill is
to reach a further stage, it will, as a matter
of course, be referred. At present no fundamental objections to the Bill going to a
select committee have been offered. There
is a good deal of conflicting testimony as to
the extension of a particular lease beyond
the limit laid down by the Local Government Act, but it will be far better to talk
that over before the select committee than
on the second reading of the Bill. At the
same time, I will point out to the honorable
members in favour of that extension
being allowed that the circulllstances connected with it are somewhat suspicious.
For example, the fact that the Sandhurst
Council were induced to go beyond the
terms of an Act of Parliament is, in itself,
ground for suspicion. Then the price taken
for the l~ase being much below what other
persons would have given for it leads up to
the idea,. which is assisted by the peculiar
constitution of the council in 1871 and in
1873, that there was collusion between them
and the lessees. On the other hand, it has
been contended that the corporation diverted
the land n<;nv in question from the purposes
for which it was granted to them, but I do
not think that objection will go very far.
In the first place, the practice of compelling
public bodies to rigidly adhere to the exact
terms of the grants of land from time to
time made in their favour is not one that
has been at all strictly carried out in the
past; and, secondly, I understand that for
all practical purposes the object for which
this particular grant was made has been
accomplished. I think there ought to be no
further delay over the Bill.
Mr. McCOLL.-Sir, this is one of the
cases that go to prove the truth of the old
adage that a corporation has neither a body
to be kicked nor a soul to be saved. I find
that the Sandhurst City Council are doing,
as a body, what in their individual capacity
they would blush with shame to attempt.
The honorable member for Sandhurst (Mr.
Clark), like a cuttle-fish, has been throwing
out a deal of dark stuff to hide the real
facts. ",Vhen those facts are examined, I
think it will be found that there is not the
slightest occasion for sending this Bill to a
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s~lect committee. The· oldest journal on
Bendigo, referring to the papers on the
subject, states that those papers disclose" That the council did in June, 1871, a~ree to
grant Mr. James Moore a renewal of hIS lease
for six years longer at an increased rental; that
the council was a party to, and approved of, the
transfer of Mr. James Moore's rights to the
lease, with the six years' extension, to Dr. James
Boyd; and that the council did, ill May, I8iS,
grant a lease of the freehold to Dr. James
Boyd, and an agreement for occupation of the
Crown lands reserve, both under the seal of the
council, and both including the right of renewal
for six years beyond the term of the fifteen
years."
It has been said by one honorable member
that this is merely a recommendation; but, as
a matter of fact, it is a provision embodied in
the lease. Whether the bargain which the
lessees made was a good or bad one, and it
is now pretty generally known that the
results of their investment have fallen ft],r
short of their calculations, any idea of repudiation by the council of the present
claim is absolutely absurd. I a!ll told that,
had the money expended been invested ill
ordinary securities, the lessees would have
realized £3,000 or £4,000 more than they
will get by an extension of the lease for six
years. Having made these remarks, I begto
intimate that unless the 2nd clause of the Bill
is amended so as to provide that the present
lessees shall be allowed to retain possession
for eleven years from this date-which will
include the six years that have yet to runI shall vote against the measure.
Mr. MUNRO.-I think that time should
not be wasted as it is being wasted over this
matter, of which, I may say, I know nothing
except from what I have heard in this House.
It appears that the Sandhurst City Council
want to get a title to certain ground; and
the proper body to deal with that matter is a
select committee. To such a body the Bill
may be referred without the slightest apprehension that this House will permit a corporation to do injury to a private individual.
. Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-I would suggest that the debate should now stop if the
House is willing to send the Bill to a select
committee. I have not the smallest doubt
that we shall have a just verdict from the
select committee, but, if we find that the
verdict is not supported by the evidence, the
House has the power to see that no injustice
is done.
Mr. LA URENS.-Sufficient facts have
been disclosed during this debate to show
that the Bill ought to go to a select committee. It appears to me that if everything alleged by the honorable member for
St. Kild\lt (Mr. Oarter) were strictly true~ an
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additional reason is only furnished for remitting the Bill to a select committee. We
have been told that the Sandhurst City
Council have expended some £6,000 or
£~,OOO, partly on the purchase of a piece
of ground immediately adjoining that which
forms the subject of the Bill, and partly on
the erection of baths, and thus it is shown
that the conveniences for which the ground
was in the first instance ·reserved by the
Government ha,ve been secured to the
. people of Sandhmst. The city council
having done its duty, having acted with
honesty of purpose, they are entitled to be
justly dealt with by this House. I speak
feelingh on the subject. A similar case,
though not so complicated, has arisen in
the town of Hotham, and that case will have
to be brought, at an early date, before this
Chamber.
Mr. DUFFY.-There can be no doubt
that this Bill is exactly one of those Bills
which ought to go before a select committee;
but there is an impression abroad that the
Sandhurst City Council intend to repudiate
an equitable arrangement which has already
been made. I think the minds of honorable
members should be set at rest on that point.
If the honorable member in charge of the
Bill can give the assurance that there is no
. intention on the part of the Sandllllrst City
Council to repudiate the moral obligation
they have entered into, I shall be happy to
support the second reading of the measure.
Dr. QUICK.-I am authorized by the
Sandhurst City Council to state, as I have
already intimated to the House, that they
are ready to abide by the decision of a select
committee. They have no wish to repudiate
anything which is just and equitable.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I had a little to· do
with this matter when I presided over the
Lands department. The Sandhurst City
Council applied to me for a Crown grant,
and t~e application was opposed by the
gentlemen who had a lease of the premises.
At that time the city council had not
fulfilled to the letter the conditions imposed
upon them. I think the city council have
since retired from the position they then
took up, and they desire the passage of this
Bill lest au equity suit should be commenced against them by the lessees. vVhen
this matter was being dealt with before me,
Mr. McIntyre and Dr. Boyd demanded that
the land should be put up for auction, with
a valuation in the~J'. . favour. Let justice be
. done, says the honorable member for St.
KHda (Mr. Carter), but would justice have
been done by allowing those gentlemen:~
SES. 1882.-3 F
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get land given to the Corporation of Sandhurst, and upon which that corporation have
spent large sums of mo'ney, with a valuation
on the buildings which would have enabled
them to purchase the Baths corner alto-'
gether? Those gentlemen, at that time,
wanted to get the property out of the hands
of the city council into their own hands.
That is where the want of justice comes in.
The city council allowed the lessees to put.
up buildings which, from what we hear,
paid them remarkably well. Not content
with that, those gentlemen induced too
city council to enter into a further agree-'
ment, which it was outside the powers of
that body to enter into.
Seeing that
other corporations have been dealt with by
the State in a generous spirit, and seeing
that the buildings which the city council
have put up are for the benifit of the whole
p~ople of Sandhurst, I say we ought not to
.allow the contention of the lessees to stand
in the way of the council getting the
Crown grant. Certainly the corporation
ought not to be kept" on the string," in'
the way they are at present, lest the chapter of accidents, at some future period, may
go against them, and the lessees be able to
obtain their property. I say the House
ought to allow the Bill to go to a select
committee, where it can be ascertained
whether the lessees are entitled to six years
more occupation or not.
Mr. GILLIES.-The object of this Bill
is to give the Sandhurst City Council cer..
tain rights which it is doubtful whether
they possess at present. In fact, the city
council come to this House, and ask it t(}
remove doubts which exist as to their right
to hold and lease land. I apprehend that
the first principle which the House lays
down in connexion with such matters is that
if people come to Parliament for justice they
must do justice, in the same way that
people who go to court to obtain equity
must be prepared to do equity. I am certain that if the honorable member for
Maldon will take the ad vice of his friend~,
and allow the Bill to go before a fail' committee, who will properly inquire into the
whole matter, he may rely upon it that justice will be done if it is not already provided
for in the measure. I am confident that
the House would never think of interfering
between a corporation and private individuals with the idea of doing injustice to
those individuals .
The amendment waf) withdrawn, and the
motion was agreed to.
The Bill was then re,a~ a second time. .
.
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OLD COLONISTS' ASSOCIATION
BILL.
The aniendments made in this Bill by the
select con~mittee to which it was referred
were considered and adopted.

P~tblit:an8'

Lice1!GlJ8.

BUILDING SOCIETIES ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
The House went into coifnmittee for tho
further consideration of this Bill.
On clause 2, which provided that
"The \yorq 'repaid" in sub-section 2 of

ATTORNEYS' COSTS TAXATION
section 12 of the Building Societies Act 1874 is
hereby repealed, and the words < dealt with'
ACT AMENDMENT BILL.
shall be and the same are hereby substituted in
Mr. TUCKER (in the absence of Mr.
lieq thereof,"
MIR.A.!lIs) moved for leave to introduce a
Mr. MUNRO proposed the addition to
Bill to amend an Act intituled " an Act to · the clause of the words "as froPl the comregulate the taxation of attorneys' bills of
mencement of the said Act,l' . He explained
costs and the practice of conveyancing," or
that the object or the Bill was to enable
so much thereof as was unrepeftled.
building societies to make their shares perMr. LAURENS secondfld the motion,
manent instead of terminating, and that
which was agreed to.
the amendment was proposed at the instance
The Bill was then brought in, and read
of the Registrar.
a first time.
The amimdment was agreed to, and a
similar amendment was made in clause 3.
LODGERS'
A new clanse was added providing that
INTERESTS PROTECTION BILL.
copies of the rules of any registered building
Mr. DUFFY moved for leave to insociety shall be p1'ima facie evidence of such
troduce a .Bill to protect the interests of
rules in any com1; of justice.
lodgers.
.
The Bill was then reported with amendMr. BOSISTO seconded the motion,
ments.
which was' agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
PUBLICANS' LICENC;ES.
first time.
Mr. MASON movedThat, in the opinion of this House, the proWILLS STATUTE AMENDMENT
clamation issued on the 19th May last, declaring·
BILL.
a certain portion of the borough of Flemington
and Kensington a special licensing district
Mr. DUFFY moved for leave to introduce
under section 44 of the Licensing Act 1876,
a Bill to amend the vVills Statute 1862, and
should be rescinded."
for other purposes.
Since this matter was referred to Defore in the
Mr. BOSISTO seconded the motion,
House (said Mr. Mason) a new licence had
which was agreed to.
been granted in the" special district" menThe Bill was then brought in, and read a
tioned in the motion, and, as things stood at
first time.
present, any number of licences might be
granted in the locality although they were
PUBLIC HEALTH STATUTE
not required. If a public ;necessity existed
AMENDMENT BILL.
for the licensing of the parti~ular hotel
Mr. LAURENS moved for leave to inwhich led to the proclamation of the spacial
troduce a Bill to further amend the Public
district, the necessity had been satisfied, and
Health Statute 1865.
therefore the proclaUlation (mght to be
Mr. MUNRO seconded the motion, cancelled. So long as it remained,in force,
which was agreed to.
any number of neW Fablic-houses might be
The Bill was then brought in, and read
licensed at Flemington and Kensington.
a first time.
Mr. LONGMORE seconded the illotion.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN suggested that the
TRADE UNIONS BILL.
consideration of the subject should be postMr. RICHARDSON moved for leave to
poned. He was willing that the G9vernintroduce a Bill to legalize trade uuions.
ment shonld make inquiry as to whether
Mr. MUNRO seconded the motion.
any applications for licences were now pendMr. LONGMORE expressed the hope
ing, and that, if there lvere none, the further
that the Bill would provide some machinery
operation of the proclamation should be
by which strikes could be equitably settled.
suspended.
Mr. MASON asked whether, if no appliThe motion was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read
cations wete pending, the Governmellt WQuld
a first time.
iancel the proclam~tion? .
0(
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Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said, if no applications were pending, he would stop the
proclamation from having any further effect;
it would be withdrawn.
Mr. LAURENS observed that the motion
showed clearly that it was a wrong thing to
make Flemington and Kensington a special
licensing district. That proceeding was a
great departure both from the letter and the
spirit of the law. It was never intended
that section 44 of the Licensing Act should
be used for the puq:>ose of giving a licence
to a 30-room house. A licence of that
description could be granted by licensing
magistrates without interference on the part
of the Government. Section 44 was intended simply to meet the case of districts
which suddenly became populated-for example, a locality like a new gold-field. The
Government having interfered, it was now
possible for almost any person, within the
proclaimed district, to apply for a licence,
although no additional licences were wanted.
vVhen the matt~r was last before the House,
a member of the Government read a document-he believed an official document from
a poFce magistrate-to the effect that the
house for which a licence was sought was
not within a mile and a half of any other
licensed house. His impressions were to the
contrary, but, although he knew the locality
pretty well, and in. order to ascertain whether
his impressions were well or ill .founded,
he visited the place, and he found that, within
a radius of half a mile from the hotel, there
were six licensed public-houses, two of them
being less than a quarter of a mile distant.
Yet the Government had stepped out of
the ordinary course, in violation of the spirit
and letter of the law, to proclaim Flemington and Kensington a licensing district.
Certainly the indiscreet proclamation should
be rescinded so far as the possibility of
a.nother house in the locality being licensed
was concerned.
Mr. MUNRO observed that the intention
of the 44th section of the Licensing Act
was perfectly clear. The section said"Notwithstanding the provisions hereinbefore
contained, it shall be lawful for the Governor in
Council from time to time to proclaim any place
or district a place or district where, owing to a
sudden increase of population or otherwise, the
l1ecessity for the immediate grant of publicans'
licel1ces exists to be a place or district wherein
publicans' licences may be specially granted, and
from time to time to revoke any such proclamation."

When this was passed it was distinctly understood that the power which it gave tothe
Governor in Council was only to be exercised
in cases where there was a sudden increase
3F2
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of population in a district; but, from time
to time, by various Gov:ernments, the section
had been put to an entirely different use from
what was contemplated by it. The Government during whose administration the Act
'.vas passed did not proclaim a single special
licensing district. The honorable member
for Sandridge was the Solicitor-General in
that Government, and he refused to recommend the granting of any applications which
were made to him for the proclamation of
special licensing districts. But when the
next Government came into office, the present Chief Secretary, who was then Minister of Justice, proclaimed all the districts
which his predecessor, the honorable member for Sandridge, had refused to proclaim.
The honorable gentleman, in fact, seemed
to think that the law as' to special licensing
districts was intended to apply to the whole
country, altogether irrespective of whether
there was any necessity for the proclamation of such districts. The present Government had even gone beyond that, and
had used the power given by the section to
proclaim a special licensing district in order
that a licence might be granted for a house
which, on account of tJlEi numbm: of rooms
it contained, would have got' a licence in
due course. They had illegally stretched
the law. Besides what had been done in
this particular case, one great p'rinciple of.
the Act, which was that the ratepayers in
the different localities should have some
voice in regard to the number of publichouses which should exist in their midst,
had been repeatedly set at defiance by the
proclamation of special licensing districts.
He trusted that the motion would be
pressed, because it was. necessary that something should be done to restrain the Government from inflicting the injury on the
people which was caused by proclamations
being made in violation of the spirit and
intention of the Act. In the particular
case in question the people of the q.istrict
had previously declared, by their votes at
the ballot-box, that they did not want any
more public-houses. (Sir B. O'Loghlen" It is a new district.") It was not a new
district. One or two wards had been
severed from another district, and formed
into a separate borough; but there was no
change in the inhabitants, and their interests were the sarile as they were before the
severance took place. Many people did not
like public-houses thrust upon them; on the
contrary,. they wished. to have the power of
reducing the number of public-houses, if
not of doing away with them altogether ..
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Scarcely a week passed withoutfl notification appearing in the Gazette of the proclamation of a special licensing district, in:
violation of the distinct intention of the
Legislature that such districts should be
proclaimed only in cases of absolute necessity.
There was no necessity in the casein question,
Gnd he believed that proper investigation
would show that there was no necessity in
one case out of a hundred in which special
licensing districts were proclaimed. The
adoption of the motion would be an indication to the Government that the House did
not approve of the law being illegally
stretched in the way that it had been on,many
occasions.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN moved the adjournment of the debate. He said he believed
that both the proposer and the seconder
of the motion, who were not then in the
chamber, were willing that the debate should
be adjourned. An adjournment would
enable inquiries to be made as to how far
the new house for which a licence was
required was from any other public-house,
and also whether applications had been made
for new licences for any other houses in the
same district, If no other applications had
been made, the operation of the proclamation would be stopped, and there would be
no necessity for going on with the motion.
As to the general question of the proclamation of special licensing districts, he desired
to say that various Governments had been
in office since the Act was passed, and they
had all administered the 44th section in the
same way, (Mr. Munro-" No.") There
might be one particular exception, as stated
by the honorable member, but, as a general
rule, the Minister who had administered the
Act had always proclaimed special licensing
districts when there was any material necessity for doing so. The honorable member
said that there was no necessity in this case,
and possibly he was right. That was just
the question on which inquiry should be
made, in order to ascertain whether the representations of the police magistrate were
correct. As to the assertion that the locality
in which the house referred to was situated
was not a new district, it was the fact that
it was a portion of a recently-formed borough,
and when any district was ,erected into a
borough its circumstanc.es and conditions
might in some respects be very different from
what they were before.
Mr. RIOHARDSON suggested that the
Government should also make inquiry as to
the circumstances under which some special .
licensing districts had been proclaimed in

Special Districts.

Creswick-shire. The proclamation of such
licensing districts seemed to be a thing
which was constantly done; in fact, it was
an evil that required to be checked. He
did not say that the Minister who at
present administered the Act had willingly
permitted the abuse of the section which
authorized the proclamation of speciallicensing districts, but it would be an advantage
to the country if care was taken to prevent
any such abuse in future. Three different
towns-Ristori, Smeatori, and Beaconsfield
-in the shire of Creswick had been
made special licensing districts by separate proclamatiOlis. It was impossible
to know what the boundaries of those
towns were. As to Beaconsfield, he believed
there were only two houses in it; one
was a farm-house and the other had
been licensed as a public-house. So long
as the proclamation of any locality as
a special licensing district was unrevoked,
licences might be constantly applied for in
that district; and the police magistrate
naturally granted such applic;'\tions, unless
there were special objections to the house or
to the applicant. There might have been
some reason for proclaiming Beaconsfield a
special licensing district, but he did not
know what it was. He objected to such a
place being constituted a special licensing
district, because it was within a riding of
a shire, and if the ratepayers in that riding
were polled a majority of them would be
found to be against the granting of publicans' licences. There would be an opportunity for taking a poll on the· question
next August. He hoped that the Minister
administering the Act would inquire into
the circumstances which had led to the
proclamation of special licensing districts in
the shire of Creswick, and cancel the proclamations so far as to prevent the issue of
any fresh licences, contrary to the wish of
the majority of the ratepayers.
Mr. FISHER remarked that he did not
see how any satisfactory result would arise
from further debate on the motion. The
Minister who administered the Act had a
discretionary power as to the proclamation
of special licensing districts, and in the case
in qnestion the honorable gentleman exercised that discretion. Whether the information on which he acted was correct or
not was another thing; but, as a licence had
been granteel for the house which was the
cause of the locality being constituted a
special licensing district, the object of the
proclamation had been accomplished, and the
matter might very well be allowed to, drop.
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The motion £01' the adjournment of the
debate was agreed to, and the debate was
adjourned until Wednesday, June 28.
PARLIAMENT HOUSE.
STONE FOR WEST FRONT.

Mr. GILLIES moved" That in view of the apparent difficulty of
obtaining a sufficient quantity of suitable stone
from' the quarry at MonDt Difficult, for the
erection of the front to the Parliament Building, a select committee be appointed to inquire
into and report upon the matter; such committee to consist of Mr. C. Young, Mr. W. M.
Clark, Mr. Langridge, Mr. Wallace, Mr. Nimmo,
Mr. Blackett, and the mover, three to form a
quorum; to have power to send for persons,
papers, and records, and to sit on days on which
the House does not meet."

The reason why he proposed the motion was
that he thought it rather discreditable to
Parliament that the completion of the front
of the Parliament Buildings had been so
long delayed. Up to the present moment
the House was not well informed as to the
real cause of the delay. He did not wish
in any way to prejudge the matter, but he
considered that Parliament was entitled to
ascertain, by the appointment of a select
committee, the whole of the facts of the
case, in order that it might have an opportunity of directing what ought to be done.
Unless the subject was properly inquired
into, the completion of the front of Parliament House might be hung up for an
indefinite time.
Mr. BLACKETT seconded the motion.
Mr. C. YOUNG said he had no desire
to oppose the motion. Indeed, the subject
to which it referred had become so complicated in consequence of the previous action
of the House that it was very difficult for
any Minister of Public Works to deal with
it. He had done all he could in the matter,
and had been specially anxious· to .prevent
the Government being involved in an expensive lawsuit over the supply of stone for
the completion of the front o~ the Parliament Buildings. He believed that the appointmCllt of a select committee was the
only way to arrive at the truth in the
matter and enable the House to deal with
it thoroughly, and give definite directious
as to the action which the Minister should
take. As it was very probable' that the
committee would have to visit the quarry
from which the stone had hitherto been
obtained, he would suggest that words
should be added to the motion to give them
power to do so.
Mr. GILLIES accepted the suggestion.

M". Ha1·greaves.

745

The motion, amended by the addition of
the words "and to move from place to
place," was then agreed to.
MR. E. H. HARGREAVES.
Mr. R. CLARK moved., That a select committee be appointed to
inquire into and report upon the claims of Mr.
Hargreaves, the gold-fields discoverer; such committee to consist of the following members :Mr. Gillies, Mr. McIntyre. Mr. Berry, Mr. Fincham, Sir John O'Sbanassy, Dr. Quick, and the
mover, three to form a quorum; with power to
call for persons, papers, and records, and to sit
on days on which the- House does not meet."

He said that the claim or Mr. Hargreaves
had been before the House on several occasions, and it had been recognised by the
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry)
and by Mr. Service. _vVhen he was in
Sydney, a few weeks ago, Mr. Mackay, who
was formerly one of his colleagnes in the
representation of Sanc1hurst, assured him
that the claim was one which ought to be
entertained. The names of the proposed
committee were a guarantee that, if the
motion were agreed to, the subject would be
properly inquired into; but the House
would not be bound to adopt the report of
the committee.
Mr. DAVIES seconded the motion.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he had no
objection to the appointment of a committee,
but he thought that the Minister of Mines
should be one of the members of it.
Mr. R. CLARK expressed his willingness to add the name of the Minister of
. Mines to the committee.
Mr. lVIUNRO remarked that the House
had on several ·occasions rejected a motion
for the appointment of a select committee
to inquire into Mr. Hargreaves' claim, and
it did so last session. It was very curious
that the committee now proposed included
(with the Minister of Mines) the three
members for Sandhurst, and also the
honorable member for Maldon, who was
a resident of Sandhurst. It was likewise
somewhat singular that the proposer of
the motion had been ear-wigged by Mr.
Mackay, who was formerly one of the
representatives of Sandhurst. He (Mr.
Munro) had carefully considered the matter,
and he altogether disapproved of the appointment of any committee to inquire
into the case. He regarded the motion
as simply an attempt to obtain money by
perseverance.
Mr. HARPER observed that he was
under the impression that lVIr. Ha.rgreaves
was awarded a certain sum of money, though
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not so large an amount as the gentleman
himself thought he was entitled to. The
present claim had come before the House
periodically under different circumstances,
and in different hands; but no reasons had
been given why the House should reverse
the course which it had adopted in regard
to it on previous occasions. U n1ess very
. good cause was shown for the appointment
. of a committee, such, for instance, as that.
Mr. Hargreaves had. not received fair consideration, or that there was some new
feature in connexion with the matter which
had not previously been broug'ht before the
House, he would certainly vote against the
motion.
Mr. FISHER considered that there must
be something peculiar about the claim of
Mr. Hargreaves, inasmuch as it had been
brought before the House so often. He
would not feel inclined to oppose the motion
if he obtained an assurance from the proposer of it that this would be the last occasion on which the House would be asked to
. appoint a select committee to inquire into
Mr. Hargreaves' claim. (Mr. R. Clark" As far as I am concerned it will.") The
honorable member's guarantee would not be
legally binding, for it was not in writing,
but, accepting it for what it was worth, he
was disposed to support the motion.
Mr. BERRY submitted that there was
no necessity for a select committee in this
case. The facts were so well known that
. there was really nothing to inquire into.
Many years ago, a select committee of the
Legislature was appointed to inquire into the
claims to a reward from the State made
by a number of persons for the discovery of
gold-fields in Victoria. The committee recommended that a certain sum should be
distributed between Mr. Hargreaves and
other claimants, but only a portion of the
amount was paid, the sum allotted to each
individual being subjected to a PTO mta
red uction. Some time afterwards the balance
was paid to everybody except Mr. Hargreaves, who was out of the colony at
the time, and consequently did not then
claim the remainder of his share of the reward. Within a year or two .afterwards
.Mr. Hargreaves returned to the colony, and
endeavoured to obtain the balance of the
amount originally allotted to him. If the
matter had been dealt with on its merits, no
doubt the money would have been granted ;
.but a good deal of scandal arose in
connexion with the case. It occurred in the
days before payment of members, and those
honorable members who advocated the claim
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of Mr. Hargreaves were alleged to be in
some way or other interested in trying to
get the House to vote him the sum for
which he applied. The result was that the
House refused to vote anything more for
Mr. Hargreaves than he had already recei ved; and ever since then it had shown a
disinclination to re-open the question in any
way. He (Mr. Berry) thought the proper
course now to adopt was to test the feeling of
the House on the subject by moving that an
address be presented to the Governor, asking His Excellency to cause the sum claimed
by Mr. Hargreaves to be placed on the
Estimates. He believed that the reason
why the House did not recognise the claim
in the first instance wa.s entirely owing to
the suspicious circumstances which then
surrounded it.
Mr. BURROWES stated that he opposed the appointment of a select committee
on the last occasion that this matter was
under the consideration of the House,
because, after going through all the papers
connected with it, he was led to believe that,
if Mr. Hargreaves' case was re-opened, a
number of other claims equally entitled to
recognition would be urged. His action,
however, had been severely criticised, and
he would offer no further objection to the
appointment of a committee of inquiry, in
the hope that the result would be to settle
the case for all time to come. He would
be prepared to lay before the committee all
the information relating to the matter
which was in the possession of the Mining
department.
Mr. WILLIAMS said he thoroughly
investigated the matter when he was
Minister of Mines, and the conclusion he
arrived at was that Mr. Hargreaves had
no claim to the grant of any further sum of
money than the amount which he had already received. The great objection to the
case being 1,'e-opened was that there were
30 or 40 applicants for similar grants. (Mr.
R. Clark-" There is not one of the same
character." ) When he was in office, he
was strongly urged to consider the claims
of a large number of persons who believed
that they were entitled to a reward for the
discovery of gold. He was convinced that
if a committee reported in favour of the recognition of Mr. Hargreaves' claim, which
was twenty years old, a whole shoal of
similar applications would be pressed upon
the attention of the House, and the State
might be mulcted in a very heavy sum.
Mr. LONGMORE remarked that Mr.
Hargreaves' claim was without parallel in
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their merits by a former Parliament, but
the Colony. In 1851, Mr. Hargreaves
were refused in consequence of an opinion
returned to Australia from California, conwhich existed as to the motives which
vinced that there was gold in this country.
act~ated certain honorable members in
Soon afterwards he found gold, and he
advocating them. If the honorable member
immediately gave the advantage of his
discovery to the Government of the day,
considered tlutt Mr. Hargreaves had any
and claimed a reward both from Victoria and
claim, surely, as a matter of common fairness,
from New South Wales. A select committee a committoo should be granted to Mr. Hargreaves so as to affurd him an opportunity
of the New South Wales Legislature rec01llmended that he should receive a certain
of showing whether his claim was well
founded or' not, and thus disposing of the
reward, and the amount was paid to him. In
matter.. The reason urged by the honorable
this colony a select cOIPmittee recommend8d
n).ember for Mandurang (Mr. Williams)
that a certain sum should be voted tor him
against the appointment of the committee
a1\d other gentlemen, the amount to which
it was considered that Mr. Hargreaves ,,,,as . was a most peculiar one. The honorable
member said that, in the event of Mr. Harentitled being £5,000 .. From some cause or
greaves' claim being recognised, other
other-perhaps the pecuniary position of the
individuals would come forward with similar
colony was not very good at the time-only
claims. But surely the House only wanted
half the Stlm recommended by the committee
was voted, and Mr. Hargreaves got about
to do justice, and, while he (Mr. Zox) thought
it improbable that other claims would be
£2,400, instead of £5,000. In thQ following
preferred, . even if they were, that was no
session the balance of the amount due to
reason why, if Mr. Hargreayes had a just
the other gold discoverers was voted, but
claim on the country, it should not be dealt
Mr. Hargreaves was not then in the colony,
and his case was left over to be dealt with
with. Let there be a select committee, and
.at some future time. When Mr. Hargreavoo
let evidence be. produced before it, and, if the
returned to Melbourne to press his claim,
evidence was in Mr. Hm'greavea' favour, let
him have what he was found to be entitled
there was no doubt that h~ fell into the hands
of thieves, who demanded a certain SUlll from
to. Sur~ly it would be far better to have the
him, and, on thi.s becoming known, a great matter brought before a select committee,
and investigated anel settled once for all, than
deal of acrimol)iQ,us discussion arose, the
result of which was that the House refused
for the time of the House to be occupied
every session in discussing the question.
to vote him the balance' of the amount
originally awarded to him. Jj""rom that day
Mr. lVIIRAMS remarked that, after the
to this, Mr. Hargreaves had persistently
statemen,ts of the honorable member for
pressed his claim upon the House; and it
Geelong (Mr. Berry) and the honorable
was a scandal that it had not been dealt with
member for Ripon, it did not appear to be
necessary to discuss the question of what
favorably before now. Mr. Hargreaves
did excellent work for the two coloniesbenefit Mr. Hargreaves had conferred on the
colony, because that point was considered
Victoria and New S'Outh Wales-millions
upon millions of pounds worth of gold being
many years ago by the select committee to
unearthed upon his report.s. No doubt gold
whom his claim and the claims of several
would have been dis(i!overed, but it would not others were referred. The committee rehave been found so soon, if Mr. Hargreaves
ported favorably to the claims submitted to
had not made known its existence. (Mr.
them, and tIle report of the committee, as
Laurens-'-" What is the meaning of a
he (Mr. Mirams) understood, was carried
recent correspondence in the A1'g'lt8 ?") If
out in the cases of all the claimants except
any persons found gold before Mr. HarMr. Hargreaves. (Mr. Burrowes-" No.")
greaves, they kept the knowledge of the fact
Then, if there was any other claim recomto themselves, and did not let the public get
mended by the committee which was not
the benefit of their discovery. Mr. Harsatisfied, the claimant was in exactly the
greaves, however, had been a great benesame position as Mr. Hargreaves. (Mr.
factor to the colony, and it was to be
Longmore-" I do not think there is another
hoped that the House would finally settle
case.") All these differences of opinion
his claim, and do justice to him.
proved the necessity for a select committee,
Mr. ZOX observed that the honorable
not to inquire as to Mr. Hargreaves' claim
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) had stated
to consideration at the hands of the colony,
the principal reason why this committee
but to inquire Low far the award of the
should be granted-namely, that the claims
original committee had been paid, and what
of . ~r•. Hargreaves were not treated. on
balanco was due to Mr. Hargreaves or any
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one else who received an award frolll that
committee. He (Mr. Mirams) thought it
was a disgrace to a colony like Victoria,
which had built up its reputation and wealth
on the gold discoveries, to allow a person
to go aboult with a claim which had not
been satisfied in the way a select committee recommended. It appeared that Mr.
Hargreaves failed to receive the balance
of what· he was entitled to on the first
occasion because he was absent from the
colony when Parliament voted the balance
of the awards of the select committee to the
other claimants, and that, subsequently, he
was deprived of his right, when he pressed
his claim, in consequence of the state of
feeling which arose in the House in connexion with the motives of certain members
who supported him. Mr. Hargreaves thus
suffered for ilie fault, either real or imaginary, of other people, and under those circumstances there could be no difference of
opinion in the minds of those who desired to
meet the «ase fairly that the matter should
be remitted to another committee, not to
review the case presented to the previous
committee, but simply to determine how
much remained unpaid of the money awarded
to Mr. Hargreaves by the former committee.
The argument of the honorable member for
Mandurang (Mr. vVilliams) that the consideration of this claim might give rise to
others was a most extraordinary one, in the
first place because there was no other person
in the position of Mr. Hargreaves, who had
the award of a committee in his favour, and,
secondly, because, supposing there were any
other just claims, surely justice was not to
be denied to onc man because the granting
of it might induce others to ask for justice.
It was the duty of the House to do what
was right, and he was quite sure they were
competent and willing to see how far any
claim presented was well founded. He would
support the motion for a select committee.
Mr. LAURENS said the remarks of the
honorable member for Collingwood (Mr.
Mirams) would lead to the inference that
the House in the past did not do what was
just, but there was no ground for supposing
that the predecessors of honorable members
were not as honest and ·as desirolls of doing
justice as they were. He had always opposed :thc appointment of a committee on
this case, because he was convinced that if
Mr. Hargreaves had a rightful claim it would
have been granted by the House long ago.
'That was still his opinion, and therefore he
would vote against the motion. The motion had frequently been negatived by the

House, and on the last two occasions without
a division.
Mr. RICHARDSON said he thought it
would be weakness on the part of the
Government to allow this committee to be
appointed without objection. No. doubt a
select committee recommended the payment
to Mr. Hargreaves of £5,000, but the House
was not bound to accept the recommendation of any select committee, and there must
have been some good reason why Parliament did not vote him more than £2,381,
although it ultimately voted his fellow
claimants the full amounts awarded to them
by the select committee. Moreover, Mr.
Hargreaves signed a receipt in full of all
demands, and gave the Government a final
discharge, so that there was no reason whatever for a committee. There' was no doubt
that, if Mr. Hargreaves' application for a
committee were entertained, there would be
such a number of similar applications that
a standing committee would have to be
appointed to deal with them.
There
were numbers of claims of various kinds in
the Mining department. A man in his own
district had laid claim to severa'! thousand
pounds for discovering the Coliban water
scheme, and he (Mr. Richardson) had frequently been pressed to move for a committee
on the subject, but, although he believed the
person had something to do with pointing
out the feasibility of such a scheme in the
early days, he did not think there were sufficient grounds for him to take any action in .
the matter. If once the door was opened to
claims of this kind, numbers of persons
would be fOUlid preferring claims for substantial rewards for something they were
supposed to have done in the early days of
the colony. A discussion was now going on
in the press as to who was the first to bring
into Melbourne the news of the discovery of
gold, and, if this committee were appointed,
probably persons who at present entertained
no thought of preferring any claim on the
subject would come forward and ask for
committees likewise. In justice to the tax.payers , he thought the Legislature should
set its face against these constant and con~
tinued demands of Mr. Hargreaves fora sum
of money to which he was not entitled.
Mr. WALSH remarked that this motion
appeared on the notice-paper session after
session, and, if he thought the appointment
of a .committee would finally dispose of the
matter, he would be inclined to vote for it.
He believed the labours of the committee
would be very brief, and that they would
bring up a report showing conclusively that

. Mr. Ha1'fJ,·eaves.

[JUNE

Mr. Hargreaves was not entitled to anything
more than he had already received. Mr.
. Hargreaves obtained the lion's share of the
amount voted by the House as a reward to
the discoverers of gold, althouglr, in his
(Mr. Walsh's) .opinion, that gentleman
did nothing individually towards the disco very of gold in this colony, his discoveries
having reference to New South Wales. He
had in his hand a copy of a letter written
by Mr. Hargreaves, in which he appeared to
recognise that the amount voted to him by
this colony was the whole amount awarded
to him.
Mr. KERFERD observed that it had
been stated that Mr. Hargreaves gave a
receipt in full to the Government. If that
were so, it must be in the records of the
Mining department, and its production
would put an end to the matter.
Mr. BURROWES stated that he had
seen no such receipt, but he would make
inquiries on the subject.
Mr. KERFERD remarked that the letter
of Mr. Hargreaves, to which the honorable
member for East Melbourne (Mr. vValsh)
had referred, was as follows : "Sydney, January 20, 1856.
CI Sir,-I have the honour to acknowledge the
receipt of your letter of the 9th inst., in which
you inform me that the sum of £2,881 had been
awarded to me by His ~~xcellency the late
Governor, out of a sum of £5,000 voted by the
I,egislative Council of Victoria to myself and
other discoverers of gold in that colony, and to
request that you will allow me, through you,
to acknowledge the obligation His Excellency
placed me under by the mode of distribution he
adopted.
"I cannot, however, address you on this subject without expressing my astonishment and
regret that, while the colony of New South
Wales awarded the sum of £10,000 for my discovery so far as it affected that colony, the
colony of Victoria, which was benefited to so
much greater an extent (and was raised from a
depression that had for years paralyzed its
exertions to affluence unprecedented in the history of the world), should have placed on my
.discovery so inconsiderable and inadequate a
value.
"I have, &c.,
"E. H. HARGREAVES.
"The Honorable the Chief Secretary,
Melbourne."

The complaint in that letter of the manner
in which he had been treated by the colony
of Victoria, as compared with New South
Wales, went to show that Mr. Hargreaves'
regarded the amount voted to him as the full
amount he 'was to receive. The letter did not
tend to show that there was any unsatisfied
claim. Whether Mr. Hargreaves benefited
this colony or not was not the material question for consideration now. The question
was whether Parliament ever voted or
promised Mr. Hargreaves a larger sum of
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money than had been given him. If it did,
and he had not given a receipt in full, then
the claim ought to be acknowledged. As far
as Parliament was concerned, the Statute of
Limitations ought never to be pleaded against
any claim. In order to enable the Minister
of Mines to inform the House whether such
a receipt had been given or not, he begged
to move the adjournment of the debate.
The motion for the adjournment of the
debate was agreed to, and the debate was
adjourned until Vvednesday, June 28.
DISEASE IN VINES.
GEELONG

VIGNERONS.

Mr. LEVIIDN moved"That a select committee be appointed to
inquire into and report whether, in their opinion,
the vignerons in the Geelong district have
received the maximum compensation allowed
by law for the destruction of their vines; such
committee to consist of Mr. Connor, Mr.
Cameron, Mr. Davies, Mr. Officer, Dr. Quick,
Mr. Walsh, and the mover, three to form a
quorum; with power to call for persons, papers,
and records, and to sit upon days on which the
House does not meet."

He observed that there was a difference of
opinion as to whether the vignerons whose
vineyards were destroyed under the Vine
Diseases Eradication Act had received the
maximum amount of compensation allowed
by law, and he was sure that, if it were
shown that they had not received the full
amount the law allowed, the House would
say that they ought to receive it. It was
the intention of the committee which recommended the basis upon which the rate of
compensation was to be fixed that power
should be given to allow compensation on
the basis of three years' crops, but a complication arose in consequence of the Act
not being put into operation for a year after
it was passed. It was said that the board
which made the awards informed the various
claimants that they had been limited to
awarding two years' compensation, whereas
the Act distinctly provided a maximum of
three years. He felt sure that the proposed
committee would see its way to recommend
these unfortunate vignerons some redress.
The destruction of healthy vineyards in the
Geelong distri<;t was clearly no advantage
to the owners, but was for the benefit of the
colony at large, because the destruction of
the vines in the Geelong district had, it
was hoped, saved the colony from any
further spread of the phylloxera, which,
if unchecked, would have crushed the
hopes which all colonists entertained of
Victoria becoming a large wine-producing
country. The scope of the committee was
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narrowed down to ascertaining, simply,
whether these persons had received the full
amount allowed by law, because he could
assure the House that if they did receive
the maximum amount they would not even
then b~ half compensated for the loss they
had sustained. Of course the owners of
vineyards which were at all diseased would
not come within the terms of the motion,
because, in such cases, the law provided
that only one year's compensation should be
given. Statutory deelarations, however,
were in the department from a large number
of owners of healthy vineyards, stating that
they were informed by the board that it was
limited and restricted by illstructions from
the Government, and but for this reason
larger compensation would have been granted.
As he simply desired· that justice should be
done to these vignerons, he hoped there
would be no objection to the ~ppointment
of the committee.
Mr. WALSH seconded the motion.
Mr. MIRAMS obsel1Ved that the motion
appeared to be for the appointment of a
committee to inquire into the action of a
board appointed to carry out an Act of
Parliament, and if the proposal to appoint
a committee on Mr. Hargrea'''es 1 case was
considered objectionable, on the ground that
he had given a receipt in full, a select committee in the present case would be still
more open to objection. Whether the
amount received by these vignerons was or
was not the maximum, it was, at all events,
the sum they were satisfied to receive,
and for which they gave a receipt. The
honorable member for Barwon had not informed the House whether it was intended
that the proposed select committee should
re-open the cases which had been already
settled, and consider whether the State
should be called upon to pay an extra
amount; but, before the House agreed to the
committee, it was incumbent on the honorable member to afford that information.
Mr. C. YOUNG said there were very
grave objections to the course proposed by
the honorable member for Banvon, though
he did not for a moment deny that some
of the decisions of the board were, to
say the least, very curious. The words of
tile motion, however, would require to be
qualified, because, although the Act under
which the board was appointed fixed the
maximum compensation they could allow,
it did not of course provide that that maximum was to be given ill all cases. The
compensation awarded would be according
.to .the charact~r of the vineyard and the
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crop-a good vineyard receiving 80 much
and a bad vineyard so much less. Tltere
was no use in appointing a committee to
inquire whet11er the maximum amount was
paid in aU cases, because he could furnish
that information himself. He was aware
that in a very large number of oases the
maximum amount of three years' value was
not paid. He presumed, howe"lor, that
what the honorable member for Barw.on
wished to have investigated was whether a
fair .amount was given, ~ he -eM!'. Young}
hardly saw how that could be determined
now, as the vineyards had been destroyed,
and hence could not be inspected by a committee. He admitted that in looking over
the papers he came upon cases in which he
thought a hardship was inflicted, but~ as the
vineyards had been destroyed, he did not
see what a committee could do. He might
say he gathered his opinion as to injustiCE)
having been done in some caseS only from
the reasons giveft by the board for their
valuations. Had they given the valuations
aud stopped there, nothing could have been
said against them, but unfortunately their
reasons went against their conclusions.
(Mr. Laurens-" But all the claimants
gave a receipt in full ?") In most cases,
at least, they did. The disputes arose
chiefly from the fact that the insp.ectors
were unfortunately afterwards the 'Valuers.
The inspectors first went round and maCle
certain offers, and, if the vignerons refus-ed
to accept these, the matter came before the
board, and the majority of the board consisted of the inspectors who had made the
offers. (Mr. Kerferd-" Surely you are
joking 1") What he had stated was quite
true. Three out of the four members of
the boal'd consisted of the inspectors, who
thus practically reviewed their own ;valuations. The principal complaints arose from
the inspectors going about telling the vignerons that they 'Were bound to accept the
amount offered because they would not get
any more, and thus inducing the vignerons
to give a receipt for that amount as a discharge in full of all demands. The viglterons afterwards came forward and alleged
that they were induced to sign under false
repr(;lsentations, and wished to have the
matter re-opened; but as the vineyards had
been destroyed, and th'ere was no means of
reviewing the previous valuation, the Minister was powerless. For the same reason
he thought, if the proposed committee W9;re
appointed, it could have no reilult.
Mr. LAURENS remarked that, although
the 4-ct fi:xed _the tnaximum comp,eDsatiOn
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Mr. RIOHARDSON remarked that the
to be paid to vignerons whose vineyards
Minister had not informed himself correctlv
had been ,destroyed, it never intended, of
course, that the maximum was to be paid
on the subject. As a matter of fact, ther~
in all cases. To ascertain, therefore, as
was only one inspector, the others being
proposed in the motion, whether the maxiassistant inspectors. It was the duty of the
latter to go round to examine the vineyards
mum had been paid in all cases would be
to be destroyed, and to see if they could not
useless, because that would not be to
arrange with the proprietor as to the comascertain whether justice had been done
pensation to be paid to him; and then, in
according to the spirit and letter ,of the Act.
the event of no agreement on the subject
What would be the use, for example, of
tabling a motion for a select committee to
being arrived at, the case was referred to a
board. But that did not mean that the
ascertain whether all civil servants were
paid the maximum provided by law?
members of the board arbitrated on their
If the House could, as it was only natural
own valuation. (Mr. C. Young-" Yes, it
to suppose, be fully informed as to the
does.") ~Tell, he (Mr. Richardson) could
maximum in question without the aid of a
prove before a committee that that was not
the case. The Minister further stated that,
select committee, what need was there for
such a committee? It was obvious that . after dealing with vineyards in this way,
the object of the honorable member for
the inspectors went round to value them.
But what they then went round to value
Barwon was to ascertain whether the Geewas what were termed" single vines"-that
long vignerons, whose vineyards were destroyed, had been properly compensated or
was to say, vines in gardens, and' so forth,
not, but the House adopting the motion in that could not, not being" vineyards,"· come
its present shape would not in the least precisely under the control of the departenable him to carry out his view.
ment. The men did not go round to value
Mr. HARRIS suggested that the motion
the vineyards they had disposed of previously.
(Mr. C. Y oung-" They went over all of
should be amended by the substitution of
them.") He begged to assure the Minister
" fair" for "maximum" (line 4).
Mr. LEVIEN accepted the suggestion.
that he did not quite understand the point.
The motion was amended accordingly.
In fact, the Minister had given misleading
Mr. RICHARDSON expressed the wish
information, which he was not justified in.
that the Minister of Agriculture would state
doing; nor was he justified in consenting to
definitely whether he would or would not
the appointment of a committee to review
the work done by the inspectors without
support ihe motion. I~ the proposition of
the honorable member for Bat'won was carbeing able to get proper evidence to go upon.
ried in its present shape, what would be the
(Mr. O. Y OUllg-" Who said I would conresult? Simply the appointment of a comsent to the appointment of the committee ?")
mittee to review the whole of the proceedings
W ell, it would be a good thing if the Minof the inspectors, the Minister of Agriculture
ister would speak definitely on the point,
having offered valid reasons why this
one way or the other. He (Mr. Richardson)
should not be done. In the first place, the
hoped the committee would not be appointed,
only evidence that could be given as to the
for he regarded the motion as simply all
value of the destroyed vineya,rds must come
attempt to extract from the coffers of the
from the vignerons themselves, and what
State a larger amount of compensation for
would testimony of the kind be worth? If the vignerons whose vineyards had been
the Minister wanted to review the action of
destroyed than ought, in fairness, to be
the inspectors, he would do well to get the
given.
motion withdrawn, and then take the whole
Mr. KERFERD thought that, although
matter into his own hands. Moreovcr, he
the honorable member for Barwon had made
was wrong in stating that the inspectors
out no case for the appointment of the
were called upon to arbitrate upon their own
committee, the Minister of Agriculture had
work.
made out a very strong one. And now
Mr. C. YOUNG said he could state absosome of his most material statements were
lutely that when a vigneron refused the offer
contradicted point-blank by the honorable
made to him in the first instance, upon inmember for Creswick (Mr. Richardson).
formation gathered by the inspectors, the
Certainly, if the inspectors in the first place
plan was to appoint a board to adjudicate
valued the vineyards that were to be deupon the matter, and that three out of the
stroyed, and then sat on the board that had.
four members of the board were always the
to arbitrate on their valuations, the proinspectors who made the original valuations.
ceeding was, to say .the least of it, very
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un-English. If that had beeOn the arrangement, the honorable member for Barwon
was certainly entitled to his committee.
Nevertheless, the House was not approaching the subject fairly. The best plan would
be to postpone the motion until all the
papers connected with the business were
laid upon the table of the Library, and
honorable members were enabled to deal
with the matter with a full knowledge of
the facts surrounding it. The House did
not want to do any vigneron an injustice,
but neither did it desire to throw open the
Treasury for plunder.
Mr. J.JONGMORE said that he also
would ask the honorable member for Barwon
to postpone his motion, because there was
in the House at present an angry feeling
towards a gentleman who was connected
with this board, and besides the subject was
one which honorable members ought not to
approach without the fullest information
with respect to it. One point to be considered was that this coddling of the wine
interest represented a principle that was in
no way extended to the farming interest.
What, farmer ever obtained compensation
for the devastation of his crops by rabbits or
other vermin? Yet, from first to last the
vignerons whose vines had been destroyed
had got from the Treasury no less than
£20,000.
Mr. CONNOR considered that the honorable member for Barwon had simply done
his duty. A large number of the vignerons .
in the Geelong district were deeply dissatisfied with the compensation awarded them
for the destruction of their vineyards, many
of which were never anything else than
perfectly clean, and the appointment of the
proposed committee might be the means of
doing much good. Still, inasmuch as further information was required, he (Mr.
Connor) begged to move the adjournment
of the debate.
Mr. WILLIAMS thought the motion
ought to be withdrawn, or the debate adjourned.
Mr. LEVIEN said he would have offered
plenty of facts in support of his motion,
but he thought it would be unopposed.
The motion for adjournment was agreed
to, and the debate was adjourned until
Wednesday, June 28.
.
0

0

RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
The resolutions passed in Committee of
Supply, the previous evening, were taken
into consideration.

Railway Depa1'tment.

Mr. PATTERSON drew attention to the
vote of £100,000 on account for the Railway
department, and stated that he thought
honorable members ought to have fuller
information as to the purposes to which the
money was to be devoted. He also desired
to point out that the form in which the
Railway estimates were submitted was
different from that previously adopted. Last
year's estimates were, like the estimates of
preceding years, based on something like
52~ per cent., or lIs. in the £1, of the
earnings of the lines, but there was no
stipulation whatever of the kind in the
present estimates. In fact, honorable members were now practically asked to enable the
Minister of Railways to spend an additional
£100,000 without any reference to the
extent of the revenue his department was
receiving. If the amount already voted for
railways for the current year was intended
to last until the 30th June, surely £100,000
extra ought not to be asked for without
some explanation. Perhaps the solution of
the problem lay partly in the fact that,
inasmuch as the railway revenue for 1881-2
exceeded the amount estimated, the department was entitled to take 52! per cent. of
the surplus.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN observed that the
change the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) referred to related to
a matter of explanation, and not to the actual
wording of the Estimates. That wording
was practically the same as formerly, but
attached to the item of contingencies was
the following foot-note : " Calculated at 51! per cent. on revenue to be
received, 1882-3, and 52!" per cent. on £110,000 of
revenue for 1881-2 in excess of the amount
estimated."

The House would see tlui.t in a department
like that of Railways a large increase of
revenue could only be obtained by a corresponding increase of the working expenses.
Thus the £110,000 alluded to could not
have been received unless some £50,000 or
£60,000 had been spent in earning it, and
to that sum must be added the £30,000 or
£40,000 which represented the compensation awarded for injuries sustained through
the Jolimont accident. Both those sums,
namely, the additional expenditure and the
amounts of the Jolimont verdicts, were taken
out of the Treasurer's advance, and now it
was necessary that the money should be recouped. Of course, it was to be distinctly
understood that the £100,000 would only
be expended in the ordinary way. It should
also be noticed that it was in order to avoid
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any necessity for Supplementary Estimates
tha.t the money was included in the Estimates for 1882-3 under the head of
"arrears,"because it practically represented
the arrears of the year now ending. Perhaps
the old form of bringing down Supplementary Estimates was the most correct,
but, had it been followed on the present
occasion, a difficulty would have arisen from
the accounts for 1881-2 having to be closed
at a particular period, and also from the
fact that it would be a bad thing to have
Supplementary Estimates and the regulllll'
Estimates before honorable members at the
same time.
Mr. GILLIES remarked that a section
of the Audit Act prohibited the course
the Treasurer had just described being
followed.
Mr. KERFERD thought the Treasurer
could hardly have given full consideration
to the plan he proposed to follow. He
understood the honorable gentleman to aim
at taking a vote in Committee of Supply
for 1882-3, and appropriating the money to
expenditure already incurred in 1881-2.
Now that could not be done, because the
Audit Act Amendment Act expressly
guarded against such a course. In fact,
the end in view could only be legitimately
achieved by means of Supplementary 01'
Additional Estimates. Section 2 of the Act
contained the following:"From and after the B1st day of December,
. 1872, no snm or sl1ms of money which is, lLre, or
shall be appropriated from the consolidated
revenue for the service of any financial year
shaH be issued and :tpplied except for such
services and purposes as shall come in course
of payment durmg the year for which such
appropriation is or shall be made:"

Although he (Mr. Kerferd) had the honour
of drafting that Act, he would venture
to say that its language was perfectly clear.
The Treasurer was now proposing to expend,
as money voted for the service of 1881-·2,
moneys which would be voted for the service
of 1882-3. (Sir B.O'Loghlen-" No.")
vVell, if the Treasurer's contradiction was
correct, undoubtedly his (Mr. Kerferd's)
argument fell to the ground. Did not the
honorable member seek to get £100,000
voted on account of the Estimates for the
service of the year ending J'une 30, 1883 ?
(Sir B. O'Loghlen-" Look at the terms
of the vote.") Nevertheless he adhered to
the view tha t the Treasurer proposed to take
a vote of money for 1882-3 whicl1 he had
practically already spent. (Sir B. O'Loghlen
-" How would bringing down Supplementary Estimates GJlre the difficulty?") 1J nless
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he (Mr. Kerferd) was very much deceived as
to the operation of the law relating to audit,
the Audit Commissioners could not certify
that inoney voted for 1882-3 was available'
for expenditure in 1881-2. Certainly it was
a novelty to have a Supply Bill brought in
at the close of a financial year to make money
available for the service of the following year
before it began.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said the Audit
Act required that money voted for a particular year should be applied in payment
of services that came in course of payment
during that year. In the present case,
money would be voted for 1882-3, but the
estimate upon which the vote was founded
setforth that a portion of the money was to
go for payment of " arrears." If the honorable member for the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd)
would turn to E nglish Appropriation Acts, he
would frequently find one containing Supply
for three successive years. For instance, he
(Sir B. O'Loghlen) ,could point to one that
embraced Supply for 1875,1876, and 1877.
(Mr. Gillies-" But the money was voted
upon a proper estimate.") vVhat did the
estimate upon which tho present vote was
founded say? Did it not embrace these
words-" includes ' arrears' "? (Mr. Kerfer<.1-" There can be no arrears under the
Audit Act.") The honorable member for
the Ovens could not make facts bend to the
Audit Act. Factg must always be superior.
How would the case be bettered by means
of Supplementary Estimates? Did the
honorable member mean to say that the
House could not in 1882-3, after the 31st
August, vote money for 1881-2? (Mr.
Gillies-" Of course it can.")
But it
would be impossible to do so if the argument
of the honorable member for the Ovens
was correct.
Mr. KERFERD wished to be clearly
understood. Under the Audit Act, before
it was amended in 1880, every vote authorized under the Appropriation Act ceased
on the 30th June to have any vitality, but
under the Amending Act or 1880 the
Treasurer was enabled, up to the following
31st August, to pay for any work done
before the 30th June. Still there could be
no arrears. 'Vhell the bell rang 011 the
30th June, every vote for the year ceased to
operate.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN remarked that
that was just his argument. vVhen the
bell rang on the 30th June, there could be
no arrears in so far that no arrears could
come into course of payment under tho
Appropriation Act of the vanishing year.
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But the honorable member's argument apperu'ed to be that what would otherwise be
called arrears could never come into course
'of payment at all. However, when money
was due, it must be paid in some
way. Here was a vote for the service
of 1882-3, and whether it was for work actually done in 1881-2, or in 1880-1, or in
1879-80, did not matter one bit. vVhatever was covered by the vote would be
certified to by the Audit Commissioners
as for the service of 1882-3. (Sir J.
O'Shanassy-" Can the Treasurer pay on
a Supply Bill for 1882-3 before the 30th
June? ") No doubt there would be a difficulty in doing that. But the argument
raised by the honorable member for the
Ovens had been fully met. For years past
the practice had been that, whenever the
payment of money was authorized by
an Act of Parliament-it might be a special
appropriation or otherwise-the Treasurer
could advance the money before the due
date of payment. (Mr. Munro-" But the
payment of this £100,000 is not authorized.") It would be authorized if the
Supply Bill was passed. Honorable members seemed to labour under the impression
that money voted for 1882-3 could not be
applied in any way for work done in 1881-2,
but the contrary was the case, as fifty English
Acts of Parliament would show. The practice here had been that, when the payment
of money was authorized by Act of Parliament, the Treasurer could ad vance the money
to meet payments at a future date. vVhat
was done with regard to the payment of interest on Victorian debentures was a familiar
case in point. Three or four months before
the date at which that interest became due
in London-say the 1st July-hundreds of
thousands of pounds had' to be sent home
to meet the payments. Tho money was not
payable before the 1st July, but three or four
months previously the Treasurer had to advance sufficient cash to buy bills on London
for the purpose of meeting tll0 payment.
In order that interest due in London on the
1st July might be punctually paid, advances
had to be made three or four months before,
from the cash balance in the Treasury, for
the purchase of bills on London; but those
payments were not brought to account until
the due date. The usual course had been
followed in this instance.
Mr. MUNRO observed that there was
no Act of Parliament to prevent money
belonging to the Government of Victoria
being held in London as well as in Melbourne; and the Treasurer did not lose
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control of that money until the arrival of the
due date fixed by Act of Parliament. vVhen
the clue date came, the honorable gentleman could pay the money, and get a receipt
accordingly. But what did the Treasurer
propose now? The honorable gentleman
had brought down estimates of expenditure
for the year beginning on the IstJuly, 1882,
and ending on the 30th June, 1883; and those
estimates included a sum of £100,000,
which the honorable gentleman proposed
to make available by means of a Supply
Bill for the year ending the 30th June,
1882, although the money had not been voted
for the service of that year. (Sir B.
O'Loghlen-" The committee voted it last
night.") But under a misapprehension,
and in total ignorance of what was taking
place. The House was now beginning
to see that the Treasurer was spending
money illegally-without any authority at,
all. The Treasurer had informed the House
that this vote of £100,000 was to enable the
Railway department to recoup the Treasurer
money already expended in connexion ,~ith
that department. But where was' the
necessity for the House to go into Committee
of Supply, to deal with the finances of the
country, if the Ministry, of their own will,
and without the authority of any Act of
ParliamCllt, could dispose of the public
money as they pleased? (Sir B. O'Loghlen
_ I e There are the Supreme Court judgments
to be satisfied.") He hoped the Treasurer
would not play fast and loose, or try to mislead. . Already the honorable gentleman had
stated that a large proportion of the
£100,000 was for wages rendered necessary
on account of the increased income of the
department, and, when he was caught doing
an illegal act, he tried to get out of the
difficulty by saying that judgments of the
Supreme Court had to be satisfied. There
were no judgments for the payment of
wages. If Ministers could go on in this
way of spending money illegally-if, under
cover of the Estimates for the next financial
year, they could get moneys actually expended during the preceding year, voted
during that year, as for the new year-it
would be far better for the House,to pass the
Estimates £n globo, and tell Ministers to do
what they liked, to apply the public money
to any purpose they thought proper, than to
go through the farce of discussing Estimates
at all. The previous night, the Committee
of Supply were asked, as a matter of
urgency, to pass this vote of £100,000,
yet it was now admitted that none of the
money could be expended before the 1st of
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July. But this sort of thing had never been
done before; and he could not understand
why the financial business of the co.11l1iry
should not be transacted in a business-like
way.
Mr. GILLIES stated that he perfectly
well understood that, the business of the
Railway department being much greater
than was expected at the beginning of the
year, the expenditure of the department had
necessarily increased, and the amount at
the disposal of the department under the
Appropriation Act of 1881-2 was ·not
sufficient to cover that increase. The way
to cover it was by advances from the Treasury, which advanoos should be reco-sped
out of votes on the Supplementary Estimates. Why was that? Because the expenditure took place in the year 1881-2 for
the service of the year 1881-2. The
liability incurretl in that year attached
to that year and that year only. But,
instead of bringing down Suppl.ementary Estimates, the Treasurer had included
among the expenditure which would come
in course of payment, for services rendered
during the year 1882-3, a sum· of money
which came in course of payment during
1881-2, and ought to have been paid,
if there were funds available at the credit
of the Railway deparlwent, during that
year. This was a course which was not
satisfactory. It was a course which ought
not to be taken under the Estimates
for 1882-3, because the payment was
not for services rendered during that
year.. As the honorable member for the
Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) had pointed out, the
Audit Act was altered a few years ago to
provide that payments on account of one
finanoial year could be made within two
months after the close of that year; and,
therefol'~, there would have been no difficulty
in the way of the Government providing,
by means of Supplementary Estimates,
for expGluditure which came in course of
payment during the year 1881--2. 'Vhy
then should they depart from the 1..1S1U11
practice by providing in the Estimates for
1882-3 for services which came in course
of payment during 1881-2 ? The proceeding was not only extremely irregular, but,
according to his reading of the Audit Act,
absolutely illegal. If there had been any
difficulty in the way, the action of the
Treasurer might have been intelligible, but
there was no difficulty whater.
Mr. BENT remarked that the honorable
member for No,rth l\1elbourne (Mr. Munro)
asserted, the previous night, and again
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to-night, that the payment of this money
would be illegal. All that he (lVIr. Beni)
could say was that since he had been
in office he had not spent one penny
illegally. The ,Jolimont accident would
cost the country, in verdicts, £39,500.
Those verdicts had to be respected, and the
money must be forthcoming. The remaining £60,500 was needed for labour in connexion with the Railway department, and
that should not be objected to, seeing that
the railway income was £110,000 above
the estimate, and that that increase could not
be obtained without a corresponding increase
in the expenses of the department. (Mr.
lVIunro-" The payment is not made in the
proper way.") The department earned so
much money, and, as a natural consequence,
it had to pay away so much money.
Mr. WILSON stated that the House.
was not against the Treasurer with regard
to the payment of the just and true debts
of the State; it was against him only as to
the method of payment; and if the honorable gentleman had brought down Supplementary Estimates for 1881-2 providing
for an additional expenditure to the amOl.1nt
of £100,000 on account of the Railway
department, tb.e proceeding would have
been in accord with the wishes of the
House and the provisions of ,the Audit Act.
Clearly the precedent now being set ought
not to be sanctioned. It would be a bad
example to future Treasurers who perhaps
might not be so constitutional as the honorable gentleman. Therefore, he hoped the
Treasurer would see his way to retrace his
steps.
lVIr. WRIXON observed that the net
result of the discussion appeared to be· that
it would be well for the old practice of having
Supplementary Estimates for a vote like
that before the House to be reverted to, and
that the authority of the Assembly should
be given to the expenditure in that form.
The vote was a vote on account of contingencies for the Railway department. The
total vote, as it appeared on the Estimates
for 1882-3, conveyed the intimation, in
parentheses, that it included "arrears."
But no information was imparted to the
House as to what the arrears were. There
could be no clearer proof of the bad policy
of tIns arrangement than the fact that after
the discussion the previous night and on this
occasion, there was a doubt in the minds of
several honorable. members as to whether
the £40,000 to meet the liabilities arising
out of the J olimont accident was or was not
included in the £100,000. But stirely,
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when honorable members were dealing with
the public money, it was most unsatisfactory
for them not to know what was going
forward. The objection would, no doubt,
be met by bringing down Supplementary
Estimates setting out in detail what the
money was needed for. The present practice
was one which had lately grown up, and
experience showed it was not the right one.
(Sir B. O'Loghlen-" It has been adopted
the last 20 years.") It had but recently
assumed the proportions it now assumed.
Certainly it was not the duty of the
House or the Committee of Supply to be
content with such a generalization of the
railway expenditure as to make it include
"arrears" without having any information
as to what the arrears consisted of. Then
again, he observed that the contingency vote
.of the Railway department had attached to
it a. foot-note intimating that the working
expenses of the railways were calculated at
a certain percentage on the revenue to be
received. But such a note did not appear
in previous Estimates. In the Appropriation Act for 1881-2, the calculation was
included as part of the vote, and, being part
of the vote, conveyed legal authority.' Any
limitation or condition attached to a vote
had the force of law, and was binding on
the Treasurer and the Government. In
order that tlw House might understand
what he meant, he would quote the contingency vote as it appeared in the last
Appropriation Act : "Working expenses of all lines, including
maintenance, renewals, locomotive power. carriage and waggon repairs, traffic charges, compensatioll~ stores, incidental and general charges
calculateu at the rate of 52! per cent. on the
estimated revenue of £1,575,000."
That was part of an Act of Parliament, but
the condition would not be part of the
Appropriation Act for 1882-3 if the Estimates now before the House passed as they
stood. Why had the change been made?
He considered it would be more satisfactory
if the condition formed part of the vote,
instead of being the subject of a foot-note,
which meant nothing, and imposed no
obligation one way or the other. He hoped
the Treasurer would give his attention to
the matter.
Mr. MIRAMS remarked that, for the
purposes of management, the railway lines
were divided into five or six groups-the
northern, eastern, suburban, &c.-and he
submitted that the expen,diture of the Railway department should be divided in the
same way, so that the cost of working each
group could be ascertained at a glance.

Railway Department.

That would be a preferable course to putting down nearly £1,000,000 in a lump
sum without giving any information as to
where the money was going or for what
purposes it would be used. vVith regard
to the technical objection which had been
raised, he quite agreed with the case as
submitted by the honorable member for
Rodney (Mr. Gillies), who had shown what
was the only proper and true way of meeting
such a diffieulty as that which the Minister
of Railways found himself in. If the money
available under an Appropriation Act was
not sufficient to cover the whole expenditure of the Railway department for the
year, no one would object to the Minister
obtaining an advance from the Treasurer to
meet the excess, because, as had been said
already, the debts of the State must be
paid if those debts were fairly and properly
incurred. What was objected to was ~hat
the Treasurer, instead of coming down with
Supplementary Estimates for 1881-2 to
cover the extra expenditure, included the
excess in the Estimates for 1882-3, and
called it expenditure on account of that
year. Why did the Treasurer do that? The
effect of the proceeding was to make it appear to the House and the country that the
Treasurer brought forward a larger balance
from the year preceding than he was entitled
to do. If the Treasurer had brought down
. Supplementary Estimates to the amount of
£100,000 for the year 1881-2, his balance to
carry forward to 1882-3 would be £100,000
less than what appeared in the finanee account. (Mr. Carter-" There would be a
deficiency of £30,000 instead of a surplus
of £70,000.") So that the Treasurer had
been juggling with figures to mislead the
House and the country as to the state the
finances would be in on the 30th June. If,
at the end of the financial year, there would
be a deficieney of £30,000, how could the
Treasurer ask the House to make any remission of duties? There could be no doubt
that the House had just ground of complaint against the Treasurer for departing
from the old-established usage, and departing .from it evidently for the purpose of
making it appear that he had a surplus when
in reality there was a deficiency.
Mr. BERRY stated that he did not think
the course which the Treasurer Imd taken
was peculiar to the present year. For some
years past, there had been no Supplementary
Estimates after the close of the session.
(Mr. Bent-" Not since 1875.") In every
department there were various unforeseen
payments, ,,:hich in tealitr. fonl1e~ pa:rt; of
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·the expenditure for the current financial
before forwarding his estimates' to the
year, butw:hich were covered by votes in the .Treasurer.
iollowing.year. The House had been in the
The resolution granting £100,000 for the
habit of voting such payments as arrears;
Railway department ,vas then adopted, as
·and what he considered 'the Treasurer should
was also the one voting £'1,475 'for the
have done was to state the exact amount of Legislative Council.
.the arrears. It was under the advice and with
WATER SUPPLY.
the approval of the officers of the Treasury
On the resolution yoting £100,000 "to
that the presentation of Supplementary
·Estimates after the passing of the Appro- assist water trusts in the construction of
priation Act was given up; at the same principal works for the supply of water to
·time, he did not think there would have been the agricultural districts in the northern
.
.
:any objection on the part of the House to let areas of the colony,"
Mr. RICHARDSON said .that when
the Treasurer have at once the money he
wanted if he had brought down a Supple- the vote was under discussion, the previouS'
evening, he asked the Government for inmentary Estimate.
Mr. LONGMORE thought that after the formation which he thought was necessary
statement of the honorable member for Gee- .......and which he was still of opinion ought
to be given-as to where the money was to
long (Mr. Berry) the matter might be looked
be expended and the nature of the ,yorks
upon as one of custom. The custom might
.be good or it might be bad, but, whether intended to be constructed. In doing so,
good or bad, it was not right to charge it he was not opposing the grant, but the
upon the present Government, because it honorable member for Stawell made an imhad been followed for the last eight or ten passioned appeal to the committee to vote
the money, and conveyed the impression
years. He quite agreed with the honorable
member for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams) that that honorable members who desired information objected to the grant altogether~
·there ought to be more detail in the accounts.
That, however, was misleading, and not
When he presided over the Railwdy department, he acknowledged to the House the calculated to assist' the Government in
necessity for submitting a more detailed ,getting the vote passed. If the adoption
statements of accounts, and he brought of the resolution was postponed for a short
down a more detailed statement, at the same time, to enable the Minister of Water Sup.:..
·time promising that, the following year, if . ply to furnish the information asked ;for,
in office, he would again bring down a the proposed works would not be delayed,
statement in detail. However, in the because they could not at present b13 .gone
following year, he was out of office. The on with. The honorable member for Stawell
practice of yoting the expenditur.e for the ·had stated that myriads of gallons of water
Railway department in lump sums had con- were running to waste in the northern
tinued ever since.. ' He had asked successive areas, and that it was necessary to construct
Governments whether it would not be wise works at once, in order that some of the
to discontinue the practice. Each Governwater might be conserved; but it was imment had acknowledged that it would be possible to erect the necessary works whil~
wise, but not one had altered the practice.
water was running down the streams in
However, the House was now in possession torrents. Under the circumstances, it was
of evidence that the practice ought to be surely not requesting too much to ask that
altered. The railway vote for each year the House should be placed in possession
covered a certain amount of expenditure of some particulars as to how the £100,000
.properly belonging to the previous year. This
was to be expended before the, resolution
had been the practice for seven or eight years.
voting the mOlley was adopted. I twas
He believed the present debate would not have
unfair to charge him and other honorable
arisen if, instead of a lump sum being askcd members who desired to obtain that inforfor, it had been explained in the .first inmation with being opposed to the granting of
stance that £40,000 was needed to satisfy money for water supply works in the northern
judgments of the Supreme Court, and that areas. At the same time, it appeared to him
£60,000 was required for working exthat a lavish expenditure of money had been
penses. The Government would not have promised by the Government in various
the slightest difficulty in furnishing the
directions, and that the Opposition were
House with details, because in 'each depart,..
bound, before any large vote was sanctioned,
ment every item of expenditure was set out to insist that an explanation should "be
for the information of the Ministerial head
afforded as to how it was to .be expended.
1,

'SES. 1882.-3 G

Ways and Mem1s.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. ·0. YOUNG remarked that the honorable member for Creswick (Mr. Richardson) had excused himself from a charge
which, so far as the Ministry were concerned,
had not been made against him. The previous night he (Mr. Young), in reply to a
suggestion by the honorable member for
Rodney (Mr. Gillies), promised that he
would furnish the House with a list of the
applications which had been made for loans
under the Water Conservation Act, and he
now held the1ist in his hand. Before reading.
it, he wished to remove an impression which
appeared to exist in the minds of some
honorable members with reference to the
£100,000 now under the consideration of
the House. That vote had nothing to do
with the sum which the Government were
authorized to advance by way of loan to
trusts formed under the' Water Conservation
Act. The £100,000 was intended as a gift
to the wa teI: trusts in the northern areas
only, and the reason which had induced the
Government to ask the House to grant the
money was that the residents in those
portions of the colony had suffered extreme distress from the drought of last
season, which destroyed their crops, and
had also sustained loss by the partial
destruction of their crops the year before.
The first locality on the list of applications
for loans under the vVater Conservation
Act was Maryborough, the amount applied
for being £45,000. The application of the
Maryborough trust had been approved of.
The other applications were- (Cries of
"Print the list.") As it appeared to be the
wish of honorable members, he would have
the document printed, instead of reading it.
The total amount applied for was £562,570.
On the motion of Major SMITH, the
further consideration of the resolution was
postponed until next day.
WAYS AND MEANS.
The House having resolved itself into
Committee of vVays and Means,
Sir B: O'LOGHLEN moved"That on and after the 1st September, 1882,
there shall be charged and paid to Her Majesty
the following duties of excise upon tobacco
manufactured in Victoria viz.:"Tobacco manufactured in any tobacco factory
on being entered for home consumption, Is. per lb.
" Snuff manufactured in any tobacco factory
on being entered for home consumption, Is. per lb.
"Cigars and cigarettes manufactured in any
tobacco factory on being entered for home con~umption, Is. per lb.
"And also, that there shall be charged and
paid to Her Majesty the following fees, viz.:"An annual fee of 110t exceeding £250 to be
paid by the proprietor or occupier of every
tobacco f~ctory ; and
..
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cr An annual fee of not exceeding 5s. to be
paid by every- person (except the holder of a
wine and Rpint merchant's, pnblican's, grocer's,
or colonial wine licence) desirous of dealing in
or selling tobacco, cigars, or snuff."

He said-Sir, I wish to state to the committee the altered proposals which the
Government have to lay before them.
Honorable members are fully alive to the
Budget debate, and to the various matters
which have been raised during that discussion. A large body of members seem
averse, in the present position of the financial affairs of the country-and bearing in
mind that during next year we have to· go
to the English market for a loan of
£4,000,000-to interfere in any way with
the existing taxation of the country.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-What large
body of members?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-A large body on
this (the Ministerial) side, and some honorable members on the other side.
Major SMITH.-No ..
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Several honorable members on the· opposition side have
expressed doubt as to whether the present
is an opportune moment to alter any existing taxation. In view of maintaining, as
they consider, the financial credit of the
colony in the English market, they are
averse to having the tea duty abolished at
the present time. The Government have
reconsidered the matter, and, while adhering
to their own views as to the advantages of
a remission of the tea duty, they have
decided to accede to the wish of honorable
members.
Mr. MUNRO.-Of one member.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-They have determined to leave the considerabion of the
remission of the tea duty to fi future Budget.
The second portion of the proposals of the
Government will be dealt with in a Bill
which will legislate for an amended postal
rate on inland letters, and by that measure
it will be proposed that the reduction to the
penny postage system shall not take plaee
until the 1st July, 1883. Honorable members will therefore see that there will be no
loss to the revenue during the current year
by the proposed reduction of postage, and
that there will be no alteration in the tea
duty. I corne now to the question of the reimposition of the duties which expire on the
31st August next. The Government simply
propose to re-enact the tobacco duties.
Dr. QUICK.-They will never succeed
in doing so.
Sir B.O'LOGHLEN.-Well, the Government will try to re-enact the tobacco
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duties, and they trust to receive the support
of the House. They propose to let the beer
duty lapse.
Mr. MIRAMS.-The whole of it?
SirB. O'LOGHLEN.- Yes. They
propose to let the beer duty lapse altogether,
and to ask the House to re-enact the tobacco
duties. Honorable members will, of course,
see that the remission is altered in its incidence. The views of the Government, in
the first instance, were that the remission
of duty should be on tea in preference to
'tobacco, for various reasons which I explained in my Budget statement; but we
now propose to let the beer duty lapse,
which will he making a present to the consumer of £80,000 a year.
Mr. MUNRO.-The consumer will not
benefit by the remission.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-We do not ask
for the honorable member's support, and we
do not expect it. However, what the Government propose is to let the beer duty
lapse, thereby giving the consumer a remission of £80,000 a year, and to ask the
House to te-impose the tobacco duties. The
continuance of the tobacco duties is accepted
by the trade.
,
,
Dr. QUICK.-But not by the people.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-The duties on
tobacco, which I ask the House to re-impose,
are expected to bring in £75,000 during
the next financial year. This amount comes
under the head of Excise, but it is not all
Excise, for about £13,000 of it will be received on imported tobacco. That tobacco
comes into the colony in an unmanufactured
state, goes into the different factories, and
does not pay duty until it comes out in the
manufactured form, when it pays a duty of
Is. per lb., just like Victorian-grown tobacco.
If the excise duties on tobacco were allowed
to lapse, the revenue would bc deprived of
£62,000 a year, in addition to the £80,000
which will be given up by not renewing the
beer duty. At the time that the excise
duties were put on tobacco, two or thrce
permanent additions were made to the import duties, at the instance of the late
Government, and it is admitted to be a
great pity that the House did not make the
excise duties permanent. One of the additions made to the import duties was an extra
Is. per lb. on tobacco and snuff, and Is. on
cigars. The former yields a revenue of
£23,000, and the latter £5,000, making a
total of £28,000 which the revenue will
lose, in addition to the £65,000 I have
already mentioned, if the excise duties are

not re-imposed, because, if the committee
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refuses to renew the excise duties, it will
have to alter the import duties.
Mr. BERRY.-Not necessarily.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN. - The import
duties on tobacco and cigars were increased
in consequence of the imposition of the excise
duties, so that, if the Assembly refuses to
renew the excise duties, it ought to alter
the import duties, and will therefore practically sweep away revenue to the amount
of £90,000 a year. vVhat I ask honorable
members to do is to re-impose the excise
duties and let them stand as part of the
permanent duties of the country.
Dr. QUICK.-Never.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member may speak for himself. I ask honorable members to recollect that the Government are proposing to remit the large sum
of £80,000 during the next financial year
by allowing the beer duty to lapse.
Major SMITH.-Nobody asks for the
remission.
Dr: QUICK.-Except the brewers.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I am surprised
at honorable members saying that nobody
asks for it. Honorable members must be
aware that when the duty was first adopted
it was imposed for ouly two months, and
that subsequently the Assembly was coaxed
to pass it for eight months more. 'Vhen
the present Government came in we found
the beer and tobacco duties expiring, and we
had to ask the House to renew them for three
months longer, which the House did willingly
under the peculiar circumstances of the case.
Before the three months had expired, the
duties were renewed until the 31st August,
1882. By allowing the beer duty to lapse, the
large bodyof consumers will, as I have already
stated, save £80,000 in the course of the
financial year 1882-3. In future years the
remissions will be £100,000. The Government, however, ask honorable members to keep
on the tobacco duties, which are approved of
by the trade, and are found to work well.
Dr. QUICK.-'Vhat about the people?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member knows that, if the whole taxation of
the country could be takfln off, this Government, and every other Government, would
be delighted to do it. vVe would be delighted
to govern the country without any taxation
if we could get the necessary revenue from
other sources; but the income must be made
up from some source, and the Oommittee of
vVays and Means is asked to decide which
source it shall be. It is essentially in the
hands of the committee to decide from which

source the revenue shall come.
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Major SMITH.-It is in the hands of the
honorable Irlember for Warrnambool.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member' for Ballarat West (Major Smith)
refers to the honorable member for Warrnam-'
bool. I must say that the honorable member
for Warrnambool has given this Government
.a most consistent and warm support; and I
,would much sooner take advice from him
than from the honorable member for Ballarat
West. The honorable member for Warrnambool stands in the estimation of the country
much higher as a financial authority than
the honorable member for Ballarat West.
I might r~fer to a speech which the honorable member for Ballarat West made when
he was a colleague of mine, and which put
,me in a very peculiar position, but I will not
do so, although the honerable member thinks
it fair to attack me for acts which were done
during that period.
Mr. MUNRO.-The honorable member
for Warrnambool should take the responsibility of his position; he is the leader of the
House.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro)
accuses me and the Government of having
changed our views.
Mr. MUNRO.-You are nobody.
Sir. B. O'LOGHLEN.-I will leave that
to be decided by the country; but I think
that if the honorable member, in his own
constituency, had me for an opponent, he
would find that I am somebody.
Mr. MUNRO.-Let us both resign, and
appeal to the electors.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I am not so
foolish; but, if the event occurred, I think
the honorable member would find that
I am somebody. The honorable member charges the Government with having
changed their views. The views of the
Government remain unchanged; but the
Government recognise that the feeling of
the House is in favour of their holding their
hand, and that, in the present position and
circumstances of the· country, they should
not push their views to an extremity. As
I said before, it is in the h~nds of the Committee of Ways and Means to decide the
sources of revenue. The Government made
certain proposals, but, in view of the
opinions expressed by the House, they have
altered their proposals. At the same time,
they wish to point out that, in the proposals they now submit, they are giving a
large advantage to the consumer, because
they don't propose to ask that the beer duty
shall be re-i~posed.
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Mr. WALKER moved that progress be
reported.
,
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-I desire to ask
what course the Government intend to adopt
with reference to the application of maltsters
for permission to malt imported barley in
bond?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The Minister of
Customs has replied fully to the letter on the
subject which he received from the honorable
member for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams), as
Chairman of the Tariff Commission.
Mr. ZOX.-I believe that it is in the
power of the Governor in Council to frame
regulations which will eWect the object that
the maltsters desire. As the matter is a very
important one, I hope that the Government
will take it into their serious consideration.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-The Government
will give the question every consideration,
but no regulations can be framed under the
Drawbacks Act which will allow imported
barley to be malted in bond. Legislation will
be necessary to meet the case.
Mr. MIRAMS.-No answer has ,yet been
received from the Minister of Customs to the
last communication from the Tariff Commission on this subject, which raised the
q~estion of whether the object desired by the
maltsters could not be met by allowing them,
after the barley is converted into malt, a
drawback equivalent to the duty paid. I
understand the Treasurer to say that he is
of opinion that no drawbacks can be allowed
upon malt,· because-The CHAIRMAN.-I think that this
discussion is out of order.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Then I will refrain from
making any further remarks on the matter
at present.
The motion for reporting progress was
agreed to, and progress was reported
accordingly.
The House adjourned at twelve minutes
past. eleven, o'clock.
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The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock.p.m.
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MINERS' REQUIREMENTS.
Major SMITH asked the Minister of
Mines if his attention had been called to
the following resolutions passed at a recent
conference of the Amalgamated Miners'
Association of Victoria : "1. That the honorable the Minister of
Mines be requested to appoint additional inspectors of mmes, said inspectors to be practical
miners, to have limited districts, and to devote
the whole of their time to the inspection of
mines under their charge, to visit same periodically, but at uncertain dates and hours; that the
Minister of Mines be also requested to appoint
practical engineers to inspect all machinery in
connexion with mining.
'.
, "2. That the Government' be requested to
bring in a Bill prohibiting the use of lithofracteur, dynamite, nitro-glycerine, or any other
explosive under ground 'that is injurious to the
health of the persons using them.
"3. That the attention of the honorable the
Minister of Mines be called to the neglect of
companies in regard to the proper ventilation
of mines.
"4. That the honorable the Minister of Mines
be requested to insert a clause in the Regulation and Inspection of Mines, compelling
companies to have proper coverings over brace
and puddling machines, to protect employes
from the inclemency of the weather.
"5. That the honorable the Minister of
Mines be requested to make an alteration in the
manner of conducting mining board elections,
and adopt the following :-No person to be
allowed to vote unless he has been the holder of
a miner's right for a period of three months
previous to the day of election. Officers issuing
rights to keep a proper record, and shall prepare
a roll of all persons entitled to vote, similar to
that used in municipal and other elections.
"6. That the honorable the Minister of Mines
be requested to take immediate steps to pass
into law a Mining on Private Property Bill
of such a character as will enable the mmer to
utilize, on equitable terms, the various lands of
the colony deemed auriferous.
" 7. That the honorable the Minister of Mines
be requested to enforce the labour covenants of
mining leases in all cases" ?

Mr. BURROWES st.ated that he had
received a copy of the resolutions, and the
various matters refer.red to therein had already received his attention. As to the 1st
resolution, he intended to act upon the suggestions which it contained as circumstances
might require. Regulations were framed
some time ago with reference to the importation of explosives which w~)Uld tend to
meet the object of the 2nd resolution. He
had issued a circular to the mining inspectors, directing them to report on the matter
referred to in the 3rd resolution; and he had
also given instructions as to the subject of
the 4th resolution. An Act of Parliament
would be required to give effect to the 5th
resolution.
As to the 6th resolution, a
Mining on Private Property Bill had already
been introduced; and, as to the 7th, he might
state that the labour covenants in mining
leases would be enforced as far as practicable.
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MARYBOROUGH WATER TRUST.
PERSONAL EXPLANATIONS.

Mr. BOWMAN (who moved the adjournment of the House) said that he desired to
make a personal explanation.. In the Age
ot that day appeared a letter signed by the
honorable member for Moira (Mr. Hall)
which insinuated that he (Mr. Bowman)
had read in the House a letter which was a
forgery. The facts of the case were very
simple. Some time ago, the honorable
member for Moira said that the Minister
of Water Supply insulted a deputation from
Maryborough, that he was excessively rude
to them, and that he threw every obstacle
in the way of their forming a water trust.
The people of Maryborough saw the honorable
member's statement, and-The SPEAKER.-I stated the other
evening that it is not in order for an honorable
member to read an extract from a newspaper
with the view of making a personal explanation. It is contrary to the practice of ,the
House of Oommons to do so. I hope that
the honorable member for Maryborough
(Mr. Bowman) will obey the rule of Parliament.
Mr. BOvVMANremarked that he would
not read any extract from a newspaper, but
would deal with events which occurred in
the House. After the statement of the
honorable member for Moira was published,
the three members of the deputation, Mr:
Daniel Taylor, Mr. A. Lowenstein, and
Mr. G. Knight, forwarded him (Mr. Bow- .
man) a letter, which he read in the House.
He afterwards laid the letter on the table,
but it disappeared very mysteriously. One
of the gentlemen-Mr. Knight-was now
dead, and therefore he could not say whether
that gentleman really signed it or not, but
he had that day received telegrams from
the two other gentlemen, stating that they
signed the letter. Mr. Taylor's telegram
was as follows : "Observing Mr. Hull's letter in to-day's Age,
I must positively affirm that I signed the letter
alluded to by him-that I have every reason to
feel grateful to Minister':for his assistance and
strong desire to form water trust, which I could
ha.ve wished to express even stronger were it
possible."

Mr. Lowenstein's telegram was to the
following effect : , "Please inform Mr. Hall that I si~ned the
letter to you referred to by him to-day s Age: I
must a~ain thank Mr. Young for his courtesy:
and eVIdent anxiety to hasten formation of
Maryborough Water Trust."

Mr. PATTERSON observed that neither
of the telegrams said that Mr; Knight signed
the letter.
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Mr. BO vVMAN repeated that Mr. Knight
was dead; but, some time before the accident
which caused his death occurred, that gentleman expressed to him and to the people of
Maryborough his thanks for the desire shown
by the Minister of Water Supply to assist
the formation of the trust by every means
in his power. The telegrams he had read
certainly contradicted the assertion of the
honorable member 'for Moira, Mr. Taylor
and Mr. Lowenstein were two gentlemen
whose word would be taken in preference
to that of any member of the House who
scribbled such a miserable letter as that which
appeared in the Age, and which sought to malign him (Mr. Bowman). It was immaterial
whether or not the three gentlemen signed
the letter which he read in the House. It
was sent to him, and he knew that all three
members of the deputation had expressed
their warmest gratitude to the Minister of
Water Supply for the consideration shown
to them. The honorable member for Moim
should not have been eavesdropping in the
Minister's room when the deputation were
there. The honorable member only heard
part of the conversation which took place,
and he had no right to put the interpretation upon it that he did. It was the desire,
of the Minister to afford every assistance for
the establishment of the trust-the formation of which had since been gazetted-and
yet the honorable member came down to the
House with a statement that the Minister
threw difficulties in the way of the formation
of the trnst. The letter which the honorable
member had tried to induce the House and
the public to believe was a forgery was
posted·to him (Mr. Bowman) by the Town
Clerk of Maryborough. One gentleman
whose signature was appended to it was dead,
and therefore could not speak for himself,
but the other two distinctly stated that they
did sign it. Even if Mr. Knight did not
sign it, what had he (Mr. Bowman) to do
with that? He 'would only add that the
'People of Maryborough felt grateful to the
Minister of Water Supply for the assistance which the honorable gentleman had
rendered in the formation of their water
trust.
Mr. HALL seconded the motion, and
said that he did so to enable him to reply
to the statements of the honorable member
for Maryborough (Mr. Bowman).
The
honorable member had most improperly
charged him with being guilty of eavesdropping at the office of the Minister of
Water Supply. He was no eavesdropper.
He was invited into the Minist~r's room

Personal Explanatio'tts.

while the deputation from Maryborough
were present-he having gone to the department to see the Minister on other business
-and he could not avoid ,hearing the conversation which took place between the
Minister and the deputation. In the remarks which he made on the subject in the
House he did not say that the Minister
insulted the deputation. ]lansa1'd would
prove whether he made such a statement or
not. His speech in the HOllse was delivered
on the 4th May, and the report of it could
not reach Maryborough until the following
day. On that day-the 5th-Mr. Knight
met with an accident, and remained insensible until the 9th, when he died. The
letter read in the House by the honorable
member for Maryborough was dated the
8th of May, both at the top and at the
bottom, clearly showing that it was drawn
up on the 8th. Mr. Knight, therefore,
could not have signed it, as he was then
on his death-bed. The Maryborough newspa pel's supported this view, and the deceased gentleman's widow had written to
him (Mr. Hall) stating that her late husband did not attach his name to any document after the 5th of May, the date of the
occurrence of the accident which caused his
death. The honorable member read the
letter for the purpose of contradicting what
he (Mr. Hall) said with reference to the
interview between the Maryborough deputation and the Minister of Water Supply;
but he would take an oath that the statement he made was 'substantially correct, and
if the Minister, the officer or the department who was present, and the gentlemen
forming the deputation were on their oath,
they could not do otherwise than corroborate
his statement.
The SPEAKER.-It is not necessary
for the honorable member to say that he will
take an oath. The word of an honorable
member is quite sufficient when he makes
a 3tatement in this House.
Mr. HALL said he believed the word of
an honorable member ought to be sufficient,
but the honorable member for 1\1aryborough
had contradicted him three times. As'
to the signatures of 1\1r. Taylor and 1\11'.
Lowenstein, he (Mr. Hall) had made no
reference to them, but he was justified in
asserting that the signature of :Mr. Knight
was a forgery. At a recent meeting of the
Maryborough Borough Council, the Mayor
was asked if he could giva an explanation
as to the matter, but he replied that he could
not say that the letter was signed by Mr.
J{llight. The Town Clerk, who was supposed,
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to have had something to do with the drawing up of the letter, was also questioned, but
that gentlemaon said he had no explanation
to give. The local journals had referred
very strougly to the incident, and had called
upon the forger of Mr. Knight's signature
to come forward, but no one had responded
to the appeal. After the letter was laid on
the table of the HOUSQ he (Mr. Hall) obtained possession of it, but the honorable
member for Maryborough came and took it
out of his hand, almost abruptly, for some
purpose, and it was then sent to the reporters' gallery. (Mr. Bowman-" That is
not true.") It was no use the honorable
member saying it was not true, even if he
went on his knees with the Bible. The
letter was taken to the reporters, and returned in a few minutes. N ext day he
(Mr. Hall) had intimation that the signature of Mr. Knight was a forgery, and
he endeavoured to obtain the letter again,
in order that it might be shown to some
gentlemen who knew the deoeased's writing; .
but he did not succeed in getting it. The
last he heard of it was that the honorable
member for Maryborough took it from the
reporters, and he had not produced it since.
(Mr. Bowman-" That is an absolute falsehood.") If the honorable member said it
was false, then it was true.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN rose to order. He
submitted that the honorable member for
Moira (Mr. Hall) must withdraw the words
-"If you say it is false, then it is true."
The SPEAKER.-The words used by
the honorable member for Moira (Mr. Hall)
are certainly out of order, and the remark
made by the honorable member for Maryborough (Mr. Bowman) is equally improper.
The honorable member for Maryborough
must first withdraw his observation, and
then the honorable member for Moira must
withdraw the expression he used.
Mr. BOWMAN said he would withdraw
his remark at the desire of the Speaker, but
it did not alter his opinion.
The SPEAKER.-The honorable member must withdraw the remark without any
reservation.
After some discussion,
Mr. BOvVMAN stated that, to save
further trouble, he would withdraw the
words.
Mr. HALL also withdrew his remark.
The SPEAKER.-These motions for
adjournment are almost always the source
of personal recriminations. I hayo no power
to prevent such motions. If the House will
give me powerf I will stop them.
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Mr. NIMMO said he regarded these
motions for adjournment as a perfect nuisance in keeping back business; and, as far
as he was concerned, he would back up the
Speaker in suppressing them.
Mr. HALL observed that he hoped honor.
able members would see that he had not
been the cause of any waste of time. He
wrote 'the letter to the Age to which the
honorable member for Maryborough had
called attention, in order that any discussion
.on the subject to which it referred might take
place in the press, and so save the time of
the House. He desired to add that he had
asked several times for the letter read by the
honorable member for Maryborough, and the
last reply he got was that it was amongst
some of the honorable member's papers and
could not be found. If the honorable member would produce the letter, and gentlemon
who knew the writing of the late Mr. Knight
stated that it was the deceased's signature,
he (Mr. Hall) would withdraw everything
that he had said; but, until that was done,
he would maintain that his assertion was
correct.
Mr. A. T. CLARK said he desired to ask
the Speaker whether the letter l~ead by the
honorable member for Maryborough (Mr.
Bowman), having been laid on the table of
the House, was a public document?
The SPEAKER.-The letter was laid on
the table in compliance with the rule that,
when an honorable member reads a letter
with reference to any subject he brings before
the House, he ought to place it on the table
for the perusal of honorable members.
Such documents, however, are not in the
custody of the House, and the Clerk has no
control over them.
The motion for the adjournment of the
House was put and negatived.
PETITION.
A petition was presented by Mr.
PATTERSON, fro111 inhabitants of Camp'"
bell's Creek, in fayour of "local option"
with reference to the sale of intoxicating
liquors.
lY.lINING LEASES.
Mr. BURRO'VES, pursuant to order of
the House (dated May 18), laid on the table
a return relating to the. consolidation and
forfeiture of mining leases.
CUSTOMS DEPARTMENT.
Mr. vVHEELER asked the Minister of
Customs if certain duty, paid in error by
Mr. Reynolds, would be refunded?
.
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Mr. GRA VE S said the case referred to
was a very peculiar one. What was supposed to be a quantity of opium was seized
by the Customs officers for non-payment of
duty j but, after being sold by auction and
d~liveted, it was ascertained, by the report
of ~wo chemists, that. it was assimilated
opium, and contained no morphia. The
duty paid by the purchaser had, .therefore,
been returned to him.
STANDING ORDERS COMMITTEE.
.Mr. WRIXON asked the Premier when
an QPportunity would be a:8:orded {or the discussion of the report of the Standing Orders
Committee presented on the 13th June?
S~r B. Q'LOGHLEN said he hoped to
be aple to give the honorable member an
opportunity of bringing. the report under
the consideration of the House in the course
of a few days.
WATER SUPPLY.
Mr. McCOLL 'asked if the Minister of
. W ~ter Supply would complete the proposed
drain across the Strathfieldsaye road from
the Huntly aqueduct, and thereby connect
the Spring Gully reservoir with the two
reservoirs at Grassy Flat?
Mr. BURROWES (in the absence of
Mr. C. YOUNG) said that the work of completing a drain across the Strathfieldsaye
road from the Huntly aqueduct, in order to
connect the Spring Gully and Grassy Flat
J;eservoirs, was promised to be carried out in
connexion with works proposed to be constructed by the Huntly Shire Council, under
the Water Conservation Act, for the supply
of the inhabitants of Sandy, Five-mile, and
Yankee creeks valleys, but the shire council
had withdrawn their application to be constituted a w~ter trust. The previous day,
however, an application, not yet considered,
was receiyed f(om the shire' council, that a
sum of £500 might be placed on the Estimates, and granted to them, for the purpose
of cutting the proposed race from Spring
Gully to supply the Five-mile, Sandy, and
Yankee creeks with water. They proposed
to supplement this grant by the expenditure
of £100 out of their own funds ..
FITZROY POST OFFICE.
Mr. BLACKETT asked the PostmasterGeneral when the erection of the new post
and telegraph offices at Fitzroy would be
proceeded with?
. Mr. BOLTON said he believed instructiQn.s had already been given for the preparation of the ,plans for the ~uildin.g.
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COUNOIL ELEOTORAL "ROLLS.
Mr. BARR moved" That there be laid before this House a return
showing the actual numberof electors on the new
rolls for the Legislative Council, as compared
with those on the former rolls."
The honorable member said that he gave'
notice of his intention to ask the Chief
Secretary if, when the new rolls for the
Oouncil were prepared, a return would be
laid on the table showing the number of
names which they contained. His notice of
.question, however, had been altered, and
appeared on the paper as a motion ..
Mr. GRANT asked the honorable member
to withdraw the motion. The new rolls
would not be ready until the 1st September,
but, as soon as they were prepared, he would
lay on the table .the information which the
honorable member desired.
The motion was withdrawn.
RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION BILL.
SECOND READING .
Mr. BENT moved that this Bill be read
a second time. He said-Mr. Speaker, I
may inform the House that I am in a much
better position to move the second reading
of this Bill now than I was a few weeks ago.
A .similar measure was introduced towards
the close of last session. The two main
objections urged against it on that occasion
were that I had no surveys prepared~ and
that no responsible officer had ."signed 'the
schedule of the proposed lines. I am now·
pleased to say that trial surveys have been
made of nearly all the lines, and in soma
cases the permanent surveys have 'been
made; and I hope that within three months
from this date I will be prepared to call for.
tenders for some of the lines. Of the 487
miles of railway authorized to be made by
the Act passed in December, 1880, contracts
for 389 miles have been let, and are now in
course of being carried out. Many of the
lines, indeed, have been completed. In every
case the surveys are finished, I believe;· and
during next month tenders will be called for
the construction of the remainder of the lines.
When I submitted the Bill last session,
some honorable members declared that the
lines proposed in it would occupy a period
of ten years in construction, but when they
remember that the last Railway Construc ..
tion Act was passed only eighteen months
ago, :and that, out of the 487 miles. of railway proposed in it, only some 100 miles
remain'. to be let, they will hardly venture
to ,rep.eat. that assertion. The dew lines
for which tender~ have. not alre~dy. be ell
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called are surveyed, and tenders will be
called for their construction immediately.
They are as follows :-Ballarat to Scarsdale,
17 miles ; Castlemaine to Maldon, 12 miles;
Everton to Myrtleford, 17 miles; Tallarook to Yea, 24 miles 20 chains; Footscray to Bacchus Marsh, 23 miles; Morwell
to Mirboo, 20 miles 40 chains; and Richmond to Alphington, 5 miles 40 chains.
The authorized average cost of country
lines under the last Railway Act was
£3,725 per mile, exclusive of rolling-stock.
Some honorable members were under the
impression that the estimates I submitted
when proposing the Bill last session were
too low, but the accepted tenders for the
country lines authorized by the last Railway.Act show that I was correct. In fact,
from the light of experience I now believe
that more miles of railway can be constructed with the money at my disposal than
I promised on the last occasion.
:Major SMITH. - The estimate of
£3,725 per mile was not yours at all, but
your predecessor's.
Mr. BENT.-Of course it was my predecessor passed the last Railway Act, and
I, as a member of the House, assisted him
in. passing it. I give him full credit for
his estimate, but I wish to justify my stateinent las.t session that. we can make railways even cheaper than he thought. This
will be seen from the following list of the
lines authorized under the Railway Construction Act of 1880, which have been
already let, with the contract price per
mile:0.

Cost per
Mile.

-.--0--,0£
lit.

C.

St. Arnaud to Do'nald ...
... 23
Inglewood to Korong Vale ... , 20
Korong Vale to Charlton
... 22
Charlton to Whycheproof
16
Borung to Boort
...
17
. Eaglehawk to Mitiamo
85
Mitiamo to Kerang ...
... 87
Shepparton to Numurkah ... 20
Benalla towards Yarrawongaj
(Benalla to St. James)
... ·20
Horsham to Dimboola...
•.. 21
B. ranxholme to Casterton "'j82
Colae to Camp~rdown...
. .. 28
'l'raralgon to Heyfield...
... 22

68
0
·51
40
71
72
10
58
28
26
4
10
22

1,523
1,443
1,789
2,572
1,676
1,229

1,72D

D91

1,420
1,340
2,341
1,686
2,272

As I have already stated, the authorized
cost of those lines, exclusive of
rolling-stock, was £3,725 per mile.
Mr. BERRY.-Do the contract prices
you have read cover everything under the
head 9f construction?
Mr. BENT.-About £800 per mile has
ts> be added for rails, and an allow.ance made
~verage
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for s~ation accommodation, but even then it
will be seen that the cost is much below the
estimate. For the suburban and special lines
the amount authorized was £9,452 per mile.
Those lines, however, have been let as follows : Cost per
Mile.
lit.

C.

Hawthorn to Lilydale ...
20 10
Melbourne to Coburg ...
4 61
Caulfield to Frankston
... 19 53
Wodonga to the Murray... 2 4
Ballarat Racecourse branch... 2 10

£

8,968
11,042
2,081
9,798
1,679

When the additional sum required for rails
is added, it will be seen that the average
cost of the suburban and special lines too has
been much below what was estimated. I may
here say that I think the House is. to be
congratulated on the letting of the line from
Wodonga to the Murray. New South Wales
is also extending her railway from Albury
to the Murray, so that we ~hall soon be able
to .shake hands, so to speak, with that
colony. I believe that this railway connexion between the two colonies will greatly
assist in bringing about that social and
politicnl federation of which we have heard
so much. Not only that, but the connexion
will be extremely valuable in a defence point
of view. We read in· the 'papers that 300
or 400 men are at work on the New South
Wales side, and progress is also being made
on our side, so that there is no reason to
doubt that the connexion will be completed
in October next. It has occurred to me that,
as we shall have to go to London to borrow
the money to construct the lines I am
proposing, it would be interesting and useful
if, on this occasion, I were to give a short
history, from a financial point of view, of
the railways of this colony since they were
first started. The original railways cost
about £40,000 per mile, but, through the
instrumentality in a great measure of the
present Engineer-in-Chief and another
officer of the department we have been
able to reduce the cost of construction
to £4,000 per mile. From £40,000 to
£4,000 is certainly a great decrease, but
I now propose, with the assistance of the
Engineer-in-Chief, to still further reduce
the cost, and to really carry out the policy
which nearly every honorable member has
set forth on the platform-namely, that
railways were cheaper than main roads.·
. When people speak of the large sums of
money expended on railway construction,
I hope they will not forget the hundreds
of thousands of poqncil.s . which have
been spent ,upon .the . main roads of the
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colony without producing one penny of
interest. The Railway department, on the
other hand, is expected to be conducted on
commercial principles, and, if it cannot show
int'ffi'Cst for the money borrowed, the cry is
at once raised that "things are going to
the dogs." Therefore, for the purpose of
giving such a history, I have asked the
Accountant to prepare some figures which I
will now lay before the House: The mileage
on the 31st December, 1881, was-double
lines 178, single lines 1,069, or a total of
1,247 miles of railway open. The cost of
the lines is given as follows : "Heavy construction, 199 miles, £89,000 per
mile.
Medium do., 187 miles, £9,000 per mile.
Light do., 844 miles, £5,600per mile.
Melbourne and Hobson's Bay line, 17 miles,
£75,000 per mile."

Thus the average cost of the 1,247 miles is
£14,800 per mile. Taking the different
systems we find the cost of construction,
including rolling-stock, to be as follows : ." Northern System
Western
...
North-Eastern
}Jastern
......
Hobson's Bay lines ...

... £7,949,000
5,629,000
... 2,498,000
... 1,188,000
1 895 000."

Making the total cost of construction
£18,604,000, to which must be added
£150,000 for stores, the grand total thus
being £18,754,000. I will now inform
the House how the funds have been obtained for this expenditure. From English
capital we have received £17,609,207, from
the land fund (Act 360) £2,200,000, from
votes of Parliament £386,480, and from
Hobson's Bay Railway debentures £291,500.
Thus the total amount obtained was
£20,487,187, and there is a balance still
unexpended of £1,732,846. With regard to
the progress of construction, I find that in
.January, 1859~ there were only opened in
this culony six miles of railway. On the
31st December, 1881, there had been con~
structed during the 23 years which had
intervened an average of 51 miles per
annum or 1,182 miles in all, and there had
also been acquired by purchase the Melbourne and Geelong· Railway 38 miles, the
Essendon Railway 4 miles, and the Hobson's Bay Railway 17 miles, or a total of
59 miles. Thus there were open on the
31st December last altogether 1,247 miles.
,Further, there have been opened since
the 1st of January this year 46 miles; and
there are 408 miles of railway in progress
nnder the Railway Oonstruction Act of
1880. Consequently, the total mileage
either open or in progress is no less than
1,70l:miles. I think the House will admit
Mr. Bent.
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that those figures speak volumes for tIle
industry and intelligence of the people of
this young colony. I venture to say that
there is no place on the face of the earth
where such rapid progress has taken place
-not only in railways but in everything
that is calculated to promote the comfort
and industry of the people. I now come to
a point which will be of great importance
to the honorable member for Collingwoocl
(Mr. Mimms )-1 mean the capital bearing
interest. There is £8,473,320 bearing interest at the rate of 6 per cent. per annum,
£2,107,000 at 5 per cent. per annum,
£4,156,574 at 4~ per cent. per annum, and
£2,935,566 at 4 per cent., making a total of
£17,672,460 averaging 5! per cent. per
annum, and representing the payment of interestto the extent of £918,218 a year. The
gross traffic revenue from all sources for the
year ending the 31st December last amounted
to £1,665,280. If I had taken the
revenue up to the present time, ·of course
the result would show much better, but I
thought it only fair to give the average, and
therefore I do not take credit for the
increase of traffic since the 1st January.
I think, however, eVQry honorable member
will say that that is a tremendous lot of
money for a colony like Victoria. On the
expenditure side I find that the expenditure
on revenue account in 1881 wa.s £913,572,
or 54! per cent. of revenue earned. It was
sta.ted last night, by an honorable member,
that the expenditure in the Railway department was excessive, but I repeat what I
then said-that in a department of this kind
you are bound to pay 98. or 103. for every
£1 earned in order to keep it going, and I
am happy to say that during the p'ast year·
the Railway department has earned a larger.
revenue than in any previous year. The
net balance of profit on working for the year
was £751,636, and thus the difference
between the profit' on working and the.
amount of interest payable was £166,682~
That is the loss at present to the taxpayers
of this colony. If, however, the Railway
department was credited, as I think it ought
to be, with the interest paid by the banks
on the unexpended balances of loans, that
amount would be reduced by £82,400,
bringing it down to £84,282. And if we
had not had the Jolimont accident, the ex~
. penses in connexion with which we paid out
of the earnings' of the year, the amount
would be £4;5,000 less, and' the department
would have been able to pay within £30,000
or £35,000 of the full amount of interest.
I thillk that must be considered a very
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successful state of things, and one which
will be satisfactory to honorable members.
Mr. MIRAMS.-In the £166,000, have
you charged the department with interest
on the unexpended balances of loans?
Mr. BENT.-Yes.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Then, of course, the
department should get credit for the interest
paid on those balances.
Mr. WOODS. - The department has
always been cheated out of that.
Mr. BENT.-That is what I say-we
should get credit for the interest paid on
the unexpended balances. I may next point
out that the conversion of our 6 per cent.
debentures into 4 per cents. at par will result
in a reduction of the annual interest payable
of no less than £169,466. Therefore, as
soon as we are able to effect that conversion
and get the money at a fair rate of interest,
the railways, instead of being any loss to the
taxpayers, will bring in a large net revenue.
We find some honorable gentlemen, who
profess to be financiers, croaking about our
borrowing on a grand thing like that, but
I assert that we can show our creditors in
England a splendid security-in fact, there
is nothing like it in the world. If we were
to go into the London market, not for
£4,000,000, but for almost double that sum,
I believe the financiers of the home country,
who are now beginning to see what a great
and glorious colony this is, would give us
not only as much as New South Wales lately
received for her loan, but even more. Then,
:when the railways show a surplus revenue,
the surplus can either go to the extension
of the lines or to the extinction of the debt.
I claim that there is no man in this House
who need be at all afraid of going to England to borrow money on such a security as
our railways-an improving security. There
are syndicates in this city who are prepared to give the Government not only
all the money we have expended on the
railways, but much more, if we desired
to sell them to-morrow. Of course, there
is one blot on the picture-the Hobson's
Bay Railway. To continue my statement,
the net revenue returned on the whole of
the borrowed capital amounts to
per cent.,
on the expended portion of the capital 4t
per cent., and on the total cost of construction from all funds, including land fund,
votes, &c., 4 per cent. I thought it only
right, in addition to affording this information, that the Accountant should show the
amount of iuterest which each system paid
during 1881 on its cost, so that the department may be in a position t~ answer each
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part of the country in applications for more
frequent trains, because, although the railway system should be considered as a whole,
I do not think it is right that one part of
the country should bleed another. The
retlU'ns of the different systems are as
follows : "Northern System
Western ......
North-Eastern ...
]~astern
...
Hobson's Bay

8t per cent.
3~

8a

8t
It

do.
do.
do.
do."

The amounts available under Loan Acts
for the construction of new lines, &c., are
as follows : "Act 717.-Second Schedule, Item 1£2,782,055.
"Act 360.-Balance. of raihvay loan liquidation and construction account not yet appropriated-£B4,802."

I may mention also that it is the intention
of the Government to set apart for at least
two or three years the sum of £100,000 per
annum from the consolidated revenue for the
purpose of railway construction. It has been
the policy of the country in past years to·
provide sums of money from the revenue
towards making main roads and railways to
open up the country in the interior, where
the people bought the land, and the Government intend to revert to that good old
system.
Mr. LA URENS.-If you had had to
pay £200,000 this year from the land fund
to the railway loan liquidation and construction account, as other Governments have
had to do, you would have had no credit
balance.
Mr. BENT.-I hope there is no honorable member so unpatriotic as to try to
reduce the value of our security by attempting to show that we have no surplus. I
assert that the finances of the colony are
in a sound eondition-not only the public
finances, but the private finances of tho people
of the country, now that they have been let.
alone for the last twelve months, and there
has been no interference with their prosperity.
In fact, to use the words of a former Treasurer, we are becoming" disgustingly rich,"
what with the state of the public finances,
which show an increase of £300,000 or
£400,000 over the estimated revenue, and
the condition of the people generally. I am
pleased to find that it appears to be the
unanimous wish of the House that this
£100,000 per annum from the consolidated,
revenue should be devoted to railway construction, and therefore I am justified in
calculating on. that sum being received by
the department. Adding the £100,000
per ~nnum for three years, or £300,000, to
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the sum of the amounts available under
Loan Acts 717 and 360, the total amount
available for the construction of new railways will thus be .£3,066,857. From that
amount, however, have to be deducted recoups amounting to£498,254 as follows:" ACT

608,

SCHEDULE

2,

ITElII

6.

Amount under Act 657
... £144,883
Amount under Act 685
35,891
Amount under Act 701
...
... 278,000
Holling-stock for Hobson's Bay
lines...
....
...
...
... 83,375
Amount under vote 82, of 1880-1
6,105
£498,254"

In connexion with this matter I may mention that 1. have been accused of paying
certain SUIns of money in the Railway department on my own a1.l.thority, but I assert
that I have not ordered or paid for anything except under the advice of the superior
officers of the department, and that I have
kept strictly within the lines of the law.
Deducting the recoups, we find that the net
amount available for railway construction
is £2,568,603. This, then, is the financial
position of the Railway department, and I
think everyone will admit that it shows a
very flourishing condition of affairs. I do
not take any credit for it myself. The
people have been allowed to go on peacefully,
and, being able to spend money, have
travelled about a good deal. Since I have
been in office I have reduced fares, reduced
the freight on agricultural produce, agricultural implements, and mining implements
and tools,. given the men in the department
one Sunday out of two, carried out the
eight hours system almost to its fullest
extent, and erected large grain sheds, in
which people are allowed to leave their grain
seven days. The department has also been
liberal to every class of the community.
When a struggling' man or woman could
not pay their fare to go up the country, we
have, on several occasions,' given them free
passes, and when men in poor circumstances
could not find work in Melbourne, they
have been allowed to pay for their fare to
various parts of the country on the weeklypayment system. Notwithstanding all this,
however, the railways have, during the past
year, produced a grand revenue-exceeding
by £120,000 even that of the.previous year,
when the Exhibition was held. I may also
remind honorable members that during the
year we have carried water, free, to the
distressed selectors in the northern areas.
Mr. McCOLL.-More shame that it
should be necessary to do so.
Mr. BENT.-I am sure the honorable
mewber does not say "Shame" to me. On
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the contrary, I saw that when he was up
in his own district he thanked me for the
trouble I took in sending water to those
people. I claim to have done no more in
the matter, however, than the honorable
momber himself would have done if he had
been in my place, for it would have been
most inhuman for the Government n'ot to
have afforded that relief when we saw our
fellow colonists stricken down with drought,
and knew that people had to travel fifteen
PI' sixteen miles to obtain water. I may
remark that it was the Premier who started
the water trains during my absence in
. Sydney, and I carried on the system on my
return. I took away the trucks that were
carrying produce from other places, and
made the carriage of 'water to the distressed
districts my first consideration. I was
pleased, too, to find that my uctionin this
mattCl~ met with the approval, not only of
the inhabitants of the districts concerned,
but also of the people in my own constit~ency and in Melbourne, who said that
I did the right thing. Even from the
lowest point of view, the course I took must
commend itself, for if we induce people to
live on the lands and to grow wheat; by
helping them in such a difficulty we cannot
help benefiting Melbourne. Happily, the
great and pressing necessity for sending
those water trains no longer exists. I will
ask honorable members to pass this Bill as
rapidly as possible, for several reasons. In
the first place, we have made nearly all the
lines included in the last Railway Construction Act. Although it was said that it
would require a number of years to construct those railways, yet in the next nine
or ten months we shall have made them all,
01' nearly all.
The second reason is that,
although the Government have asked the
House for '£100,000 for water, it is my
intention, if I remain in the Railway department, that water conservation shall run
hand in hand with railway construction.
Mr. WOODS.-That ought to have been
done long ago. I proposed it four years
ago.
Mr. BENT.-There are various parts of
the country where, owing to depressions that
exist, a small embankment would have given
the department good water at a less cost
than it has to pay for wretched water, taken
out of holes, which rusts the engines. Now
is the time'to enable us to get OIl with that
work, and to dam such places wherever it is
possible, and then we shall have as many
reservoirs as the honorable member for
Mandurallg (Mr. McColl) could desire. I

RailwaY8 Bill.

[JUNE 22.]

think it would be only waste of time to urge
on honorable members the necessity that
exists for rail\vay extension. I propose to
divide the railway lines into five classes; and
the first class I will call State lines, such as
that from Footscray to Bacchus Marsh and
Ballarat. I am pleased to inform the
honorable member for West Bourke (Mr.
Deakin), who has appeared very anxious
about the railway from ~"ootscray to Bacchus
Marsh, that the surveys are completed, and
I purpose, next week or the week following,
to call for tenders for that line. vVhen
that railway is carried the 25 miles from
Bacchus Marsh to Gordolls, it will mean a
saving of 5s. to each passenger going beyond
Ballarat, and a reduction of 2s. 6d. per tOll on
each ton of goods.
Mr. WOODS.-A saving of 30 per cent.
all round.
Mr. BENT.-That means increasing the
value of the lands in that large district beyond Ballarat to the extent of 30 per cent.
No matter' what constituency a member
. may represent, he must surely admit that
above all things we should strive to obtain
the quickest possible communication with
that grand district, and at the lowest possible rates. I shall not trouble the House
by going into detail with regard to the large
saving which will be thus effected in the
carriage of goods both to and from that
, vast territory, but I will ask honorable members to pass the Bill as rapidly as possible,
so that the connexion may be made by next
harvest, and the thousands of people living
in that country be enabled to reap the advantage of it. The next line to which I
will call attention is that from Dimboola
towards the South Australian border. The
last time I addressed the House on this
question it was doubtful where South Australia would meet us-some suggested Wentworth and others Casterton~but within the
last week or two we find that the South
Australian Parliament are determined to
meet us in the Tattiara country. In this
Bill I propose to carry the railway from
Dimboola to Tarranginnie; but if South
Australia is prepared to meet us, I think we
should stretch a point, if possible, by going on
to Tattiara. If we do that, I have not the least
doubt that that railway will pay as high a
rate of interest as the North-Eastern line, besides carrying out the grand policy, to which
I have already referred, of federation and
friendship between the whole of the cplonies.
,I have travelled all about the districts on
both sides of the border-from Hamilton to
. Coleraine, ~~d ~ack. again to. Branxholme, '
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and so on through the country to Kingston,
the little South Australian port beyond Portland. Perhaps honorable members are not
aware of the great value the Adelaide people
set on that little port. They have made a
railway to it, with a gauge of 3ft. Gin., on
which trains travel 20 miles an hour, and, I
think, if honorable members were to see the
large quantities of wheat that go down to
the sea-board on that line, and the large
quantities of goods-I saw reapers and
binders among other things - that are
brought up by it to find their way into say
the Horsham district, they would be not a
little surprised.
The people who give
evidence before the Tariff Commission and
others seem to shut their eyes to the fact
that hundreds and hundreds of agricultural
implements are continually being brought
over the border for Victorian use, and that
for want. of railway communication we are
allowing a grand trade to slip away from us.
Well, what was the condition of the country
I passed through? The wheat was up to
the height of the fences, and full of grain,
and, in places where eighteen months ago
there was hardly a white man to be met,
there are now thousands of people, large
townships, mills, and in one place I saw an
agricultural implement manufaCtory nearly
equal to any in Melbourne. Lots of these
pcople-I speak of the Victorian side-have
come across from South Australia, but they
are anxious, although the Kingston traffic
would suffer from the arrangement, to have
communicati,on with Melbourne. The splendid country we possess in those parts is able
to grow almost anything that is capable of
growing on the face of the earth, and a line
through it would bring in a revenue far
exceeding that from the North-Eastern line.
As for water, it can be got anywhere by
sinking to the depth of 60 feet. Some
people say-" vVhat is the use of a railway
through the mallee ?', . Why the mallee land
will produce almost anything, but how many
people are there who are aware of the fact?
How many are there in Melbourne and its
suburbs whose only knowledge of the mallee
is that they have just heard about it? The
manee grapes are as fine as any I ever saw.
I repeat that the manee country, if properly
worked, will produce almost anything that
can be named as produce, and when we get
. it intersected not only by the lines I propose, but by other lines radiating from them,
it will become one of the grandest districts
of the colony.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Don't promise too
. much for the manee.
.
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Mr. BENT.-I have not promised a bit
too much. I come next to something else.
"Ve have tapped the Murray at three points
-Echuca, Wahgunyah, and Vilodongaand now I propose to tap it at three other
points, and I claim that at everyone of
them the establishment of railway communication will tend vastly to further the
interests of this great country. In the first
place, I mean to carry a line from St.
,James to Yarrawonga, and so get at the
J erildm'ie traffic. I don't care what New
South 'Vales may do with respect to railway
communication; there is a certain portion
of the border country the traffic of which
must come to Victoria. Since I have been
in this Chamber-over thirteen years-I
have seen honorable members who profess
to be leaders amongst us practically assisting
.New South Wales in every way to take up
Riverilla, and so get possession of what, by
right· of discovery, not to say conquest,
ought to be ours; but what has resulted?
Let New South Wales do what it likes, we
are bound to receive the produce of a large
area on the other side of the Murray, and,
if we run railways to the three points I
speak of, they will carry the traffic, passenger
and goods, of not only our own people, but
the people across the river. That traffic is
naturally ours, and for New South Wales to
try to get it, by cutting down rates, is simple
folly. There ought to be an arrangement
between the two colonies under which a
mutually equitable tariff-one that would
fix fair rates for carrying goods certain
distances-could be adopted. But, let the
other side cut down as they like, there is a
certain portion of the Riverina traffic we
must have. Besides Yarrawonga, I propose
to tap the Murray at Swan Hill and Tocumwal, and the establishment of these three
additional crossing places will be in the
interests of freedom of intercourse for not
only the people of Victoria, but those beyond
our borders. Then these three Jines, besides
being State lines, will also be grain lines,
and the grain-producing districts in the
northern areas are worth looking after.
We must make railw3;Ys to them, not only
to promote the comfort and interests of the
people there, but also because, apart from
all other considerations, as anyone can
see by the map showing the settlement
of the country, it will pay us to do so.
Deputations have waited on me frequently
to point out that, whatever the people outside
may do, a railway to Swan Hill will give us
a great share of the Darling trade. Anyhow,
if we do not get it, the traffic of country
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beyond Illglewood-Boort, Kerang, and the
rest-will be sufficient of itself to make the
line remunerative. I will not take up any
more time in referring to these three railways, because the advantages of them must
be self-evident to the common sense of every
man. It has been argued that the Kerang
to Swan Hill line will run too much alongside the river; but I reply that, in a wellwatered country likc America, where there
are plenty of rivers and canals, railways are
now made to run parallel with them, and are
found to compete successfully with thempractically shutting the rivers up in the
matter of carrying goods. Talking of railways being cheaply constructed, I wish to
draw particular attention to clause 9 of the
Bill, because I admit at once that many of
the lines I propose cannot be constructed
at the price mentioned, unless we lay it
down that we will not pay for fencing, or
for crossings at roads, as we have been doing.
I will give an illustration of what I mean.
A deputation comes to the Minister of Railwnys and says-" If yOlt do not give us a railway, we shall starve," and, ns we don't want
anybody to starve, we agree to make the
line asked for; but what then? The people
on the route want three times the vnlue of
their land, and to have it fenced off. I say
'we have no right to make a railway that may
properly be called one simply to increase the
value of the land it goes through. Therefore one of the leading principles of the Bill
is that, unless we can make the lines at a
price that will pay, we will not make them
at all. vVe ought to construct them on the
principle of the line across the South Australian border running to Kingston, which
has neither gates, nor gate-houses, nor gatekeepers. vVhere a road is crossed there are
simply two posts with a board between them,
bearing the words" Look out for the train."
In this colony we are paying £40,000 a year
for gate-keepers alone.
Mr. MUNRO.-There are none in New
Zealand.
Mr. BENT.-Thatisan additional reason
why honorable members should approve of
the adoption of the principle I speak of.
On our cheap railways we will have light
engines with a cow-catcher in front, and, as
the rate of speed will be comparatively slow,
all we shall want at the roads they cross
will be cautIon boards.. Surely if in Sydney
they can have steam tramways in crowded
streets, we should be able to run trains in
the country districts without gates or gatekeepers. In fact, the country railways I am
. now alluding to will not pay unless we do
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away with expense in connexion with them
in every possible way. Since I first introduced this Bill I have been in New South
'Vales, where I saw a line some ten or twelve
miles in length, with a gradient of 1 in 30,
worked by fifteen-ton engines, which drew
coal trains at the rate of 40 or 50 miles an
hour, although the cost of construction, including the price of land, was only some
£1,400 or £1,500 per mile. I know parts
of Victoria, especially in South Gippsland,
where vehicles cannot travel more than two
miles an hour-sometimes, in bad seasons,
it has taken eleven days to travel nine
miles-and people have, for want of means
of carriage, to let their crops of potatoes
rot in the ground. 'VeIl, these people have
asked me, and through me the Government, and through the Government honorable members in this Ohamber, that, instead
of money being wasted upon roads costing
from £2,000 to £2,500 per mile, they should
have some sort of railway communication.
Ilideed,in such districts you cannot make
roads. To attempt to do so would be to
throw money away. Put down as much
metal as you will, and what happens? It
goes slap through the soil and disappears.
Therefore, ror these poor suffering people,
many of whom have spent their last shilling
to keep themselves and their families on the
land, working hard to make it pay, and
waiting patiently for better times, I say"By all means let us give them railways
if we can." You may call the lines we propose for them" cow-horn" lines or what you
will. I say this in the interests not only
of the p~ple concerned, but of the whole
colony. In many instances, the districts I
speak of are separate and distinct localities
shut off by impassable ranges, and, if we give
them railways at all, each one must have its
short length. Then, as to North Gippsland,
I propose to add to the line from Traralgon
to Heyfield a line from Heyfield to Bairnsdale via Ma.ffra, Stratford, and Lindenow
Flat. In that flat is some of the finest land
in Victoria. It produces maize at 80 bushels
to the acre.
Mr. vVOODS.-120 bushels to the acre.
Mr. BENT.-I want to be on the safe
side. This country is well watered, it embraces almost every kind of scenery and
climate, including such as people go to the
south of Europe for, and nearly everything
that can be grown in any part of God's
.earth grows there-maize, hops, tobacco,
cigars-(Laughter.) Some of the best cigars
I have ever seen were made out of tobacco
grown there. In addition, the country
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beyond Bairnsdale contains some of the
richest possiblo minerals, and the redgum
forests through which the line will pass
will amply pay for its construction. Then
it must be remembered that in the mallee and in Gippsland are nearly all the
unsold lands of the colony, and that, were
the State simply to act as a private individual would, it would be entitled to take
steps which would vastly improve the value
of its property. Besides, in the parts I am
particularly alluding to there are the finest
rivers, the richest alluvial flats, the grandest
forests, and last, but not least, SQme of the
best marbles in the world. Everyone who
knows the district knows that the Government only propose a small instalment of the
lines the people who are already there, and
who will very soon be there, will ask for
during the next five or six years. Some of
the local forests produce the very finest
blackwood, and away to the right of the
Snowy river there grows a valuable timber
like mahogany, so that opening up railway
communication in that quarter will bring
us plenty of wood for the construction of
railway rolling-stock upon which our industrial classes may be profitably employed,
while the necessity of sending home for
carriages will be done away with. I speak
of this noble country of Gippsland partly from
the experience I gained in travelling from
Heyfield to Bairnsdale, and also in going
down the Latrobe to the end of the Gippsland Lakes, and I may be pardoned for
saying here that the opening of those
lakes, no less than the impro\rement of
the harbours ofWarrnambool and Belfast,
must go hand in hand with our railway
construction. Since we hear a good deal
about decentralization, let me claim for this
grand policy of ours that carrying it out
will open up all our ports, and render it no
longer necessary to bring everything to
Melbourne. vVe will have railways to
Portland, to within a short distance of
Belfast and Warrnambool, to the Gippsland
Lakes, and even to Port Campbell. If I
had my way I would also construct a horseshoe line, some 15 miles long, which, each
end touching either '-IVarrnambool or Belfast,
would bring both into connexion with the
wheat-growing country to the north-west,
and so enable the agriculturists there to
send their wheat that way to the coast,
while the potato growers could send their
produce to the dry districts, the result being
the carrying on of an intercourse which
would be worth heaps of money to the Railway department. I will, in connexion with
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this subject, ask honorable members to give
every facility for the carrying out of Sir
John Coode'sscheme, so far, at least, that we
may get the Warrnambool breakwater soon
completed. At present, I am afraid, it is
only the people who know the surrounding
country who realize the value of opening up
that harbour, while only those who have
seen a gale of wind there, and the difficulties
of the poor craft that have to struggle
against it, can truly estimate the advantages the breakwater will confer. I don't
know that it is possible to anticipate too
much from the interchange of commodities
that would follow bringing 'tV arrnambool
-and Belfast into close and easy connexion
with the rich potato-growing district of
Koroit, and also with the wheat-growing
. areas of the Wimmera. And, apart from
the goods traffic, a large passenger traffic
might be expected to follow such a state of
things, for the people living in the hot
arid north would be only too glad to be able
to get to the sea-side in summer, while
in winter those on the coast who require
milder air could get a change inland.
All kinds of climate would then be within
reach within the colony, and people would
then no longer need to go to other countries
-for health or enjoyment. Now that I am
speaking of the western part of the colony,
I will mention something with respect to a
small extension of the Portland line-from
the station to the pier-which has been
lately constructed. The work was carried
out without any authority from Parliament,
and when 'we are in committee on the Bill
I propose to ask honorable members to sanction what has been done. It was formerly
suggested that the Casterton line should be
carried on to South Australia·, but, seeing
that it is arranged that the South Australian
railway system will touch our border at a
different point, we don't propose at present
to carry the Oasterton line any further.
I come next to Hamilton. The Hamilton
people think that the line to Koroit should
start from Hamilton instead of Glen Thompson, and no doubt honorable members will
eventually be requested to carry out that
plan, but the Government are of a different
opinion. I am as anxious as anyone can be
to start the line from Hamilton, because of the
large settled population, splendid buildings,
and good land there, but at the same time,
having travelled along both routes, I do not
see my way to ask people to travel 20 or 30
miles round in order to get to Koroit. In
short, I consider it unwise to branch off the
.railway from Ha~lton. I may further say
NT. Bent.
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that I propose to extend the Oainperdown
.line to Terang-I hav:e always believed in the
" black" line-with the view of taking it on
to Hamilton. ("No.") Well, at present
I am only going 13 miles in that direction.
As I said before, the funds the Government
will have at their disposal for new lines being
only £2,569,000, I have felt it my duty
to 'sink all political considerations-not to
observe whether the members for particular
districts sit in opposition or support the
Ministry-in order to spread the money to
the best advantage, and for the benefit of
the largest number of the people 'of the
country. It has been hinted that each of
my lines has a hook at the end' for the
nose of a constituency, but I assure the
. House that considerations of that character
have not influenced me at all. I went over
nearly all the routes myself, and I take this
opportunity of thanking the various local
bodies and others who troubled themselves
to meet me and show me what was worth
observing. Hundreds of men holding office
under the local bodies, including. many
gentlemen with professional and practical
knowledge of the various districts concerned, came -forward in every quarter to
direct me about and help me in every way.
They pointed out what the local requirements were,' and the best way of meeting
them, and I have made every use of the information they afforded me. What is the
consequence? That, except in three or
four cases, I have had no occasion to alter
any of the lines I proposed in connexion
with my Railway Bill of last year. Seeing
that the measure has been before the country
some six or seven months, and that. during
that period I took all the supplementary
evidence on the subject I could get, it gives
me great pleasure to think that my original
proposals were so good that I have hardly
been able to alter any of them. For instance, there is the 'line from Oamperdown
to Port Oampbell. It will be in the recollection of the House that I formerly estimated that this railway, of 32 miles, could
be constructed for £1,500 per mile, and
that I said that I had had no official help
in arriving at that conclusion. I simply
put down that figure on the strength of
what the local engineers in that part of
the country told me. At the same time, I
took into consideration that I had on hand
a certain quantity of second-hand rails and
rolling-stock, which had been thought good
enough for the Hobson's Bay lines, and
that, instead of selling them, I could use
them for this and other railways of the kind,
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Ararat to Hamilton, on which so much
'on which we don't want a greater speed
mone.y has been wasted, we ought to have
.than 10 miles an hour. Well, I still adhere
carried on the "black" line to Hamilton.
to my estimate for the Port Campbell line,
Had that been done, we would not now have
for I do not think it will cost any more than
the amount I formerly stated. The country an immense area to the south-west of the
colony left practically without railway comit will pass through is something like that
munication. Hamilton cannot have the
of South Gippsland, for the forests are very
Koroit line, but it is not to be utterly
fine, and it is impossible to make roads there.
I again say that, instead of letting our punished, for I propose a railway from it to
North Coleraine. Some honorable members
magnificent forest trees be simply cut
down and burned away, we ought to utilize have already said that that will be running a line parallel to the one from Branxthe grand timber they afford. Timber is
holme to Casterton, but I claim to carry out
wanted for the purposes of the country, yet
in the south-western district the policy I
trees 200 and 300 feet in height are conhave already described in connexioll with
tinually being burned up where they lie. I
Gippsland, because the same conditions
don't propose to give Port Campbell a firstexist in both places. vYhat I mean is that
class railway, but I know that to enable the
between many of the proposed lines in both
people there to get along at the rate of 9 or
10 miles an hour, inst~ad of their present Q.istricts, which may seem more or less
parallel, there exist great m,ountain ranges,
rate of one mile all hour, will be the means
which completely shut off the people on one
of greatly adding. to the wealth of the
side of them from those on the other. The
colony, and also of preventing tertible
two sets of people are as separate as those
waste. In connexion- with supplying fuel
for locomotives, I have already given in- lQcated on each side of the lVhcedon rangQs.
structions that three times the quantity of . I would like to economize so as to be able
to carry the line right through to Colerain~,
indigenous timber hitherto employed for
because those who know the country beyond.
that purpose shall in future be used. One
Coleraine know that it is grand in quality,
of the newspapers says I am simply going to
and that its products are perfectly magnifiwaste our noble forests, but I reply that I
cent. But of what use is it at present? Of.
am going to do nothing of the sort. I find
none at all, save for sheep or ca.ttle. There is·
immense quantities of timber only fit for
no getting produce from there to market, and,
railway fuel, and I take it for that purpose
therefore, the rich soil of the neighbourhood
to prevent it being burnt for no purpose at
cannot be used to the best advantage. One
all. I say that, instead of spending hunof my colleagues was with me at a place
dreds of thousands of pounds in coal from
the adjoining colony, it is my duty to assist about six miles north of Coleraine, and we
saw there all sorts of products of the finest
the selectors by encouraging them to cut
character, which were obtained without the
their timber into billets, and supply it for
smallest aid from manure. If we had anrailway use. By that means a double purother £1,000,000 to spend, we would employ
pose will be served, for struggling selectors
will be enabled to earn wages, and we shall a portion of it in carrying the Coleraine line
as far towards South Australia as it is necesnot be obliged to send so much money to
sary to go, and the result would be not onlyNew· South vVales for coal. I tell that
to bring an enormous agricultural area of
newspaper that I yield to no man in the
the best and highest charactel' into direct
country in my desire to see the forests of the
communication with the great centres of
colony used to the greatest possible ad'Tanpopulation, but to make many of the existing
tage. When I.was in the Public ,Vorks department, I did everything I could to preserve lines capable of returning a profit of not 5 or
6 per cent., but as much as 10 or 12 per cent.
the timber of the vYhittlesea forest, because
A glance at the map will show the large.
I knew it was wanted where it was, but
extent of country south of Colac and Camwith other forests the case is different, and
it is part of our grand policy to make the
pet'down at present without railway communication. It is very well known that a large
use of the indigenous timber in them for
number of people resident in Melbourne and.
railway fuel assist the economic railway
management and extension that is to do so the suburbs, as well as up country, are in
much for the· improvement of the com- the habit of going to Lorne for the benefit
of their health, and I say tllat the line
munity. Coming back to Camperdown I
from Oamperdown to Port Oampbell will
may mention that we propose a short' railopen up not only a fine forest, but also a
way from Ondit to Beeae. My opinion is
tha~, instead of running the line from , large are~ of land belonging to the State
SES. 1882.-3 H
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which is now comparatively valueless, owing
to the density of the forests and the
want of means of communication. The
formation of that tramway will afford
facilities for the bringing of the grand
timber of that region to market, and will enable the State to realize upon land which, as I
have said, is at present comparatively valueless. And if, at some future time, a line
from Birregurra to Dean's Marsh should be
constructed, a vast territory~ at present almost inaccessible, will be opened up. Some
of the finest land in the colony is to be found
in the neighbourhood of Dean's Marsh, and
11 line between that place and Birregurl'l1
would not only open tIP that country but
would give people facilities, which they do
not possess at present, for getting to the
sea-side for their health. Then, as I have sai<..i.
great advantag.e will be derived from the
making of a railway from Camperdown to
Terang.
Mr. CONNOR.-To the South Australian border?
Mr. BENT. - I have always been in
favour of what is known as the "black"
line-a line which I think should have been
made long ago, because I am fully aware of
the fine country there is to the northward,
I1nd in fact all about there; but, having
only 11 certa,in amount of money at my
disposal, I am compelled to stop at
Terang, which is 14 miles to the west of
Camperdown.
I have travelled several
times between Colac and Warrnambool, and,
if I had at my disposal as much money as
I think. the State ought to borrow for the
purposes of railway construction, I would
have the whole of that grand and glorious
district supplied with railway accommodation. There is magnificent country all away
from Camperdown to the sea, and thence
right along to Portland.
Mr. MUNRO.- Very few people are
Ii ving there.
Mr. BENT.-Iadmit that atpresent there
are not many people living in that district,
because they cannot get there. vVhat is
the use of putting men in a forest with trees
so high that the sun never shines upon the
ground? Open up such country by means
of communication, and instead of burning
the timber, as has been the f'ractice,
let it be utilized for posts and rails and
other purposes known to commerce, and,
after it has gone, some of the finest land in
the colony will remain. I fully recognise
the" black" line as one which ought to be
made. I alRo recognise the necessity for
bringing the forest to the market, and so
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malting valuable. land which is at present
valueless, and at the same time the desirability of enabling residents of Melbourne
and of mining districts to visit, with much
less trouble than they experience at present,
an important marine sanatorium; and these,
two objects can be accomplished by a line',~
which I hope to Sie undertaken before long,
between Birregurra and Dean's Marsh.
With regard to the proposed railway to
Koroit, I may mention that I have been
asked why I propose to take that line from
Glen Thompson, seeing that it will go
through large estates; but, as I said last
November, I say now, although ~e have to
traverse large estates, that is no reason
why the people of Koroit, Warrnambool,
and Belfast should not be supplied with
railway communication. Having disposed
of that part of the colOllY, I will now call
attention to the Government proposal to
extend the railway communication which
will shortly be established with Dimboola to
Warracknabeal. That place is on the edge
of the mallee country, and, as I said before,
every piece of lancl in the neighbourhooa has
been taken up. A local dispute arose as to
Whether the proposed line should be carried
from Dimboola or from Murtoa via Sheep
Hills;-some people ad voca ting a direct line
while others suggested a slight deviation;
and, when I il1quired where the most people
were settled, I was told it was all alike,
that all the land had been selected.
Some of the finest wheat in the world
is grown in that district, and what
the settlers there require is railway accommodation so that they may be enabled
to send their grain to Warrnambool and
Belfast, and bring back from those places
and Koroit the potatoes and other produce grown there.
The whole of the
country beyond Warracknabeal and Sheep
Hills will have to be taken into consideration shortly. As I have already said,
some people think the mallee country is
worthless, but anybody who has travelled
through that country must know t.hat it is
from that region that great wealth will
come in the course of a few years. Everything possible to be grown anywhere can be
grown there, if water is available, aud as the
district becomes settled and productive it
will be necessary to provide it with railwn,y
accommodation, in order that its produce
may be transported with facility to the
sea-board, and that the producers may
he enabled to compete in Mark-lane with
California and other places. There can be
no doubt that railway extension to that
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part of Victoi'ia means increased wealth in return .. To the west of Swan Hill there"
not· only to the district itself blit to is a large extent of territory belonging to.
the State, and if that territory has the
the whole colony. I beg now to refer to
the proposed railway from Ararat to Avoca benefit of railway communication its value'
-a distance of, I believe, 35 miles. I
will be considerably ·increased, and theredon't think that line will pay. I said so on fore I say it should have the benefit
the last occasion. But I have included it of that communication before it is parted
in the Bill because it will be the means of with. I will now call attention to the
completing a chain of railway communica- Ministerial proposals with reference to one.
tion extending from Portland. to the
or two small lines. The first is the line.
Murray. It is part of the direct line which from Creswick towards Daylesford. I have.
been asked to let the line be carried right to.
will connect the Murray with the sea, and
the same river with the South Australian Daylesford, but I could not see my way to:
border. That is the only justification I
do that, and therefore I propose to go no.
offer for the proposal, though I am given to
greater distance than six miles. From·
understand that in the country between
what I can gather, this line will pay well.,
I am told that, within the last eighteen'
Ararat and Avoca agricultural settlement
months, the population or the locality has
has of late largely increased. However, it
is for the House to consider whether from
largely increased, and that, as mining is pros£120,000 to £140,000 shall be expended in perous, the population is likely to increase·
establishing direct railway communication
still further. That is one argument for.
between the Mnrray and the sea. In conconstructing the line, and another is that
facilities are wanted for conveying timber:
nexion with this part of the country, I may
mention that I propose the construction of a from the forest to the mines; and I say it is.
line from Inglewood to Dunolly. Dunollyis an
the duty of the Goyernment to consider the:
important town which has made rapid strides
interests of the miners as well as the interests'
recently. Population and products have
of the farmers. Another small line is the,
loop-line from Scarsdale to the Ballarat.
increased, and everything about the locality
looks in a prosperous condition. This line
cattle-yards. The Ballarat people have·
will also serve the purpose of a connecting
spent a large sum of money in erecting sub-.
link. The late Minister of Railways
stantial-I might almost say beautiful':'-.
promised this line, and I have no hesitation
cattle-yards; and such a line would pay
in adopting the undertaking because I convery well. It is not provided for in the,
Bill, and I have power to construct it with-.
sider it a wise one. The next proposal I
have to refer to is the line from Kerang to
out having it authorized by the measure,
Swan Hill. When that i'ailway is built the but, as I consider it best that· the House·
traffic of the Darling will be brought to
should be familiar with everything done in
Sandhurst, whence it can be conveyed viet
connexion with railway construction, I·
Heathcote to Kilmore. Thus there will be
propose to ask the House, when in comanother lirie of communication between the
mittee, to allow this short line to be included
Murray and Melbourne. I am aware that
in the Bill. I now desire to go back to:
there is some opposition to the idea of apSouth Gippsland, and for the reason that I ;
proaching Swan I-Iill from Kerang. Bal- want to draw the attention of the House to·
Im'at gentlemen suggest that the starting
a matter of very great importance. One of
point of the line should be Boort instead of
my most anxious desires has been to do all
Kerang, but that means a line 60 miles
I possibly could to develop the coal resources.
long instead of a line 36 miles long. Against
of this colony. Although a section of the.
that must be set the fact that there is a large
press has thought fit to designate my action
amount of settlement between Boort and
in connexion with this matter as a "job," I··
Swan Hill, and that the country is fiat, so
say that no act of my public life has pleased.
that the cost of a line between the two places
me more, or given me more satisfaction,.
would be no more than the cost of a line
than what I have done in trying to.
from Kerang to Swan Hill. It appears
raise coal in the colony. Honorable memthat, while Ballarat people prefer the
bers may not be aware that at this
Boort route, Sandhurst people prefer the
very moment we are in danger of having.
Kerang route. It is immaterial to me
the traffic on our railways stopped for.
which route is adopted. vVhat I want is
want of coal, and if it hall not been for
to get some of the Darling traffic, because,
he present contractor sticking to his barwhere cattle and wool come from, to that
gain, notwithstanding the loss of a con-:
place other commoditie.shav.e to. be sent. .s i~erable ,sum of money by ~he transaction,.
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the traffic would have been partially stopped.
He has asked me to limit our consumption
to something like 2,000 tons per week, and
to use as mnch firewood as possible; and I
may mention that I have purchased 4,000
tons of coke from the Melbourne Gas Company. When it is considered that we are
in danger of having our supply of fuel
stopped within a week, I think it must be
1Rdmitted that we ought to· strain a point to
obtain coal, if possible, within our own borders. Twenty years ago, geologists reported
that to attempt to raise coal in the Cape
Patterson district would not pay. But
will honorable members be good enough to
consider the difference between the price of
labour then and the price of labour now?
I have seen coal at Cape Patterson with a
seam of 2ft. 4in., and geologists who have
had experience of the New South Wales
coal-fields, and who have visited Cape
Patterson, speak of the coal there extending over a large area,. and of it being likely
that it will pay as well to raise coal there
as it does at Newcastle. Now, I ask, what
is there that I or the Government have
done in connexion with this matter that can
be regarded as" jobbery"? We have called
for and accepted tenders for 200,000 tons
of Victorian coal, to be paid for only when
it is delivered. If no coal is forthcoming,
we won't have to pay for it; but if there is
coal we shall pay for it with the greatest
delight. It has been said that this has
been done with the view of obtaining some
reward, but the Treasurer informs me that
there is no bonus available as an encouragement for the production of coal. If only
5,000 or 10,000 tons are raised, the coal can
be brought from the mines on bullock drays
to the railways nearly as cheaply as we can
obtain coal from New South vYales.. So
that we shall not lose anything. Then, is
it not worth while to make an effort to see
whether coal cannot be obtained in the
colony? I say that all of us, whether we
are protectionists or free-traders, should
unite in doing all we possibly can to develop
the resources of the colony. It is said that
the coal-bearing area extends from N arracan,
in South Gippsland, to Cape Patterson,
across to Colac, and eVQn as far as Coleraine; and I am told that there are indications even at 'Villiamstown. The production of coal in Victoria is a matter of
considerable importance not merely for the
railways but for other nses. vYhy Mr.
Paterson informs me that, if he pleased,
he could put Melbourne into darkness now.
But is that a position which the colony
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should be allowed .to be in? Should not
the Government be assisted in every possible
way· in their endeavour to bring coal to
light, if it is here? It is the fact that
just outside our boundaries, in New South
'Vales, there are large coal measures, and
it is only reasonable to suppose that there
are coal measures within our boundaries.
Unfortunately, it is too much the custom and
practice of people to treat with contempt the
great treasures they have at their fe~, and to
go to other countries for that which, if they
were only energetic enough, they might find
at their own doors. I say it is the duty
of us all to unite in bringing to light the
hidden treasures of the colony. If we do
that, I have no doubt that before long coal
be found in sufficient quantities to
make us independent of New South vYales.
'Vhen I was at Newcastle, I was brought
into contact with several gentlemen interested in that place who had been here
to condemn our coal; and I heard more
than one say that we had no coal.
And why did he say so? Because we
are paying every year for 270,000 tons
of coal brought hither from Newcastle.
I would like to know what that pretty town
would be like were it not for the gold produced at Ballarat, Sandhurst, dlunes, and
other places, which is sent there to keep the
people of the place in affluence? . Talk of
the large estates in Victoria which want
bursting up, they m~ as nothing compared to the large estates in New S'outh
Wales, which are to a large extent shut up,
because the raising of only a certain quan~
tity of coal is permitted. If I had the
power, I would make a line from N arracan
to Cape Patterson, and from Kilcunda to
Griffith's Point. The Railway department
requires from 60,000 to 70,000 tons of
coal per year, and if sufficient coal could
be raised here to satisfy that demand, to
say nothing of the coal required for the
manufactures of which we hear 80 much, it·
would be better than a g'old-mine for us.
I say it is the fact-it is not a matter of
speculation-that we have coal seams 2ft.
4in. wide, and I venture to say 4ft. wide
in some places, and yet there are persons
who won't believe it even when they see the
coal knocked out by a pick and measured.
Under all these circumstances, I ask: how
can it be contended that what I have done
in the direction of obtaining coal in the
colony is a " job" ? I repeat that nothing
connected with my political life hail afforded
me so much pleasure as what I have done
in connexion with the development of the
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coal resources of the colony. Having said
what I have to say with respect to South
Gippsland, I will direct the attention of honOl'able members to the Upper Murray district.
I stated earlier in the evening that the N orthEastern Railway pays something like 8!
per cent. Notwithstanding this, you can
hardly see one line to the east of that railway, although there is a vast area of land
belonging to the State-land rich in
minerals. I am informed that untold gold is
in the bowels of the earth there, and that there
is land which will grow tobacco, hops, maize,
and other produce in abundance. Honorable members have heard of the hop gardens
at Bairnsdale, but finer hops can be grown
·in the Mitta Mitta district. Then again,
'in the same region, tin mines exist. They
were discovered years ago, but attention has
'been 'more particularly directed to them
recently, and I am inforllled by gentlemen
who are prepared to invest capital in this
direction that the tin lodes and stream tin
of the district furnish a very favorable
opening for speculation. In that country
there is 'not :.. railway at all, and I propose
that one shall be constructed from ,V odonga,
a distance of 15 miles, towards, Tallangatta.
,r was not solicited to include that line in
the Government scheme, but, having visited
the district while a member of the Service
Government and. seen what a grand. country
it is, I realized how it stood in need ofrailway
accommodation. Since then the whole of the
country has been opened up, and there' is,
now sufficient population there to make payable not merely a line 15 miles long, but
whM I believe will be in existence within
the next ten or eleven years-a line along the
Upper Murray 60 or 70 miles long, Sir
Gavan Duffy once referred to.railway extension in Gippsland as a means of adding a
new province to Victoria, and I am inClined
to say that the opening up of the Bethanga
'and Mitta Mitta districts will be the means
of adding yet another province to the colony.
I am sorry I have not at my disposal money
enough to allow me to propose the ~onstruc
,tion of a line from the North-Eastern Railway to Mansfield and thence to Healesville,
because in the country which such a line
would traverse there are vast areas belonging to the State which, with railway facilities at command, could be turned to profitable
account. I may remind the House that
railways are not of much use without rolling. stock. Apart from all party considerations,
and simply as a matter of business, I must
ask the House to place at my disposal
sufficient money to enable, me to equip our ,

22~J

:

771

lines properly, so that the maximum amount
of money ,may be earned,and the maximum
amount of safety and convenience secured for,
the public. The Locomotive Superintendent
(Mr. Mirls) gave evidence before a se}ect
committee cI another place yesterday, and a
portion of his testimony was to the effect
that when he was asked to take charge of
the Hobson's Bay Railway his blood ran
cold. Other officers of the department have
tolcl me that when they received appoint~
ments connected with the Hobson's Ba}
lines they could not sleep in their beds, so
frightened were they at the awful rattletrap
which the State had purchased. Not only
was the railway so bad that there was
scarcely a mile of line fit to run an engin~
over, but the rolling-stock was in the most
dangerous condition. As I have said already,
the lines authorized· by the Act of 1880 will
be finished by the next wheat season, but I
,fear they will be only half-equipped with
rolling-stock. Although I have called continually for tenders for rolling-stock ,although
I have made every effort possible to obtain the
man ufacture of rolling -stoc k i11 the colony, the
supply has not been at all adequate to our
wants. Our present stock of engines and
carriages is only sufficient to half-equip the
lines now in existence. vVith the consent
of the Government, I h3.vO called for tenders
for colonial-manufactured rolling-stock to
the amount of £500,000 or £600,000, so
that people might have sufficient inducement to venture on the enterprise; and 'I
hope the proceeding will meet with the
approval of this House. By giving orders
in la,rge quantities-by providing for five
years' contracts-the work can be proceeded
with, in a busine~s-like way, in large and
properly appointed establishments, haying
the best machinery and most approved
appliances, itlsteadof in tinkering little workshops. By this arrangement the timber of
our forests will be utilized, and profitable
employment will be found for our artisans,
and trades will be created to which their
children may hereafter be apprenticed.
I have already mentioned that most of the
lines authorized by the last Railway Construction Act are now in course of construction, and that in less than three months I
hope to be able to call for tenders f01' some
of the lines proposed by the present Bill. It
is useless to say that there is no hurry. We
haye experienced contractors, gangers, and
navvies in the colony at the present time,
and therefore it would be unbusiness-like not
, to call for temlers for some of the new lines
at the earliest possible moment. To show
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" All railways of any magnitude, without e:x:..
.the importance of not allowing such men to
ception (including the State railways of the
go elsewhere, I may mention that railway
other colonies), have acknowledged the impor.contractors have so much confidence in their
tance of workshops for the maintenance of the
rolling-stock. The New South Wales Govern.ganger~ and foremen that they sometimes
ment-whose lines are not so extensive as the'
.pay them for a time for doing nothing, in
Victorian lines, or the train mileage run per
.order to retain their services in connexion
annum nearly so great-have voted the sum of
£250,000 towards the erection of new workshops,
with the next contract they UIidertake. I
and these' are a.t the present moment under
'propo~e that £75,000 shall be appropriated
construction.
"Themain repairing workshops, which require
for locomotive workshops. In New South
appliances for heavy repairs, such as boiler-work,
,Wales, where there are less miles of. railplate and' flanging- furnaces, tyreing, forging,
.way opened than there are in Victoria,
&c., can be relieved of light repairs, called runparlia.ment has set aside £250,000 for - ning repairs, by the establishment of branch
depots; fitted with the necessary engineers' tools,
locomotive workshops.
The locomotive
such as Wheel lathes, ordinary turning lathes,
.~vorkshops on which the £75,000 will be
shaping machines, drilling machines, and smiths'
hearths,
wher.e wheels could be turned up, and
expended are not intended to interfere at
general running" repairs could be effected, with,all. with the manufacture of rolling-stock to
out sending the engine or vehicle to the main
workshop. These smaller workshops, it is prowhich, I have referred. They are required
posed,'should be established forthwith at Ballarat,
in 90n~equence. of the increase of rollingSandhurst, Benalla, Maryborough, and proba.bly
,stock and necessity for repairs which must - . Sale.
"Whilst the rail way lines have been constructed
gq,on from day to day. I propose to have
at a rapid rate no extra provision has been made
not only a central workshop, but four or
for executing the repairs absolutely necessary,
fivG. others in different parts of the colony.
thus incurring great risk, not only in accidents
from
defective mechanical arrangements, but
At present, if a tire at Sandhurst wants realso from other causes, boiler explosions, for
pairing it has to be sent to Melbourne for
instance, which risk is also much increased from
.the purpose, and an expense of perhaps £20
the bad destructive qualities of water in the
districts traversed by the locomotive engines .
.is incurred, hereas if there was even a single
"The traffic at present on the Victorian Hail-lathe at Sand hurst belonging to the Railway
ways can be gauged from the work performed
during the year ending December 31,1881.
department, the work might be done on the
"The train miles run during the year were·
spot. Mr. Mirls, who had previously drawn
4,065,136, and 260,131 more than during the year
my attention to the inadequacy of the corru1880. The working expenses of the locomotive
and carriage branch were less per train mile and
gated iron sheds at Williamstown, and the
less in total money in 1881 than in 1880. The
necessity for having additional workshops,
coal consumed in 1881 was 54,71? tons, indepen.has recently sent me another report, which
dent of coke and wood. The total working
expenses were Is. S·70d. per train mile, as against
I will read to the House. It is as follows : 1s. 5·20d. in 1880, or less than in any previous
" It has been a source of constant complaint _year. The working expenses should. however,
that the existing repairing shops are totally
not have been so low; more money should have
inadequate to maintain the locomotive engines
been spent in the maintenance and repairs, but
·and roIling-stock in anything bordering on a
this was impossible for the want of accommodastate.of complete efficiency. 'fhere were at the
tion and appliances.
31st December requiring maintenance and repair
" The existing worn-out corrugated sheds are
(independent of what is in course of construction
required partly to be removed for the. proper
under contract, and what is contemplated, for
conduct of traffic to the four piers, and partly
which tenders are at present under invitation) for the storage of grain and wool for shipment~
" 234 locomotive engines,
so that not only are new workshops required,
" 398 carriages,
but the old sheds are partly required by the
"3,387 waggons-goods, cattle, sheep, and
traffic department and partly to be cleared away
powder,
to facilitate shipping accommodation.
"143 brake vans, mail vans, and hearse,
" New accommodation and facilities for repairs
.. 41 horse boxes,
are absolute and urgent necessities."
" 38 carriage trucks.
" To maintain these, and the rolling-stock likely . Anybody who went down to Williamstown
to be required during the next few years, requires
while the grain rush was on a short time
.facilities and accommodation which at present do
ago can corroborate the latter portion of Mr.
not absolutely exist, and what does exist is, as
has been frequently pointed out by the responsible
Mirls' report. The block there was someofficers concerned, a scattered lot of corrugated
thing frightful during that period. Trucks
. iron sheds, located near the piers at Williamsstood all the way from the pier right up to
town, ill-devised, ~rected piecemeal, scattered
about in all qirections, occasioning great loss of
the junction at North vVilliamstown, where
-workmen's time, delay in the expeditious executhey were left for two or three days, the
tion of urgent repairs, and severely hampering
the conduct of traffic to the shipping at the
block involving a great waste of time on
various piers.
the part of the workmen who. had to cross
"The central or main workshop should be of a
the line.- There are men in the Williams_permanent character of the most modern design,
with facilities for doing work at the lowest cost;
town workshops earning from 12s. to 17s.
consequently design of structure and the proa day, and honorable members can easily
vision of modern tools and appliances must result
understand that, if a number of workmen
,jn saving of workmen's wages.
I
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receivirig sueh wages are delayed a quarter
of an hour a day in their work by the line
being blocked, the pecuniary loss to the State
from that cause alone must be something
considerable. If the House agrees to the
proposed expenditure for locomotive shops,
the department, as far as it possibly can,
will utillize the corrugated iron sheds for
the purpose of holding grain; and it is also
intended to extend the breakwater, so that
greater facilities may be given for the
sPQedy shipment of grain and other produce. It Ras likewise belm suggested that,
instead of the grain being brought into
the Melbourne yards on its way to the seaboard, there should be a loop line from
Footscrayacross to Williamstown, and by
this meanS' a saving of ten or twelve miles
gf haulage will be effected.. Since the report of Mr. Mirls was prepared, the idea
has been suggested that there should be a
workshop at Traralgon for the repair of
the rolling-stock on the Gippsland line,
and Geelong and Stawell have also been
mentioned as places where workshops should
be established. The reason why I have
trespassed upon the time of the House
by reading the report of Mr. Mirls is in
order that I may, as far as I possibly can,
impress upon honorable lllembers the absolute necessity, in the interests of public
saf~ty, of obtaining sufficient rolling-stock
to equip our lines, so that the full measure
of earnings they are capable· of may be
realized. It is not much good extending
the lines unless we equip them properly, so
that the people in the districts they are
intended to serve shall have the full benefit
which they lllay fairly expect from them.
This question of rolling-stock leads me to
mention ·another matter. The other day,
I was asked to again run cattle trucks at
excursion times, and I said that, as long as
I was the Minister of the department, I would
not consent to cattle trucks being again used
for the· conveyanoo of passengers. In connexion with the use of cattle trucks for
conveying passeNgers to Queenscliff during
the encampment last Easter, I desire to say
that the volunteer authorities have not been
fair to me, or rather they did great injustice
to the Traffic Manager. That officer told
them that they could not be supplied with
carriages for, the conveyance of the vol unte~rs to the encampment, and that the
department would rather have nothing to do
with the matter; but, at their pressing
desire, and in order to afford the volunteers
every facility at a time when the defence
qu.iStion was under prominent consideration,

Secorulllead/,nu.

I consented to put on cattle trucks to convey them to Queenscliff. vYhat was the
result? vYhen I went to Queenscliff, to .
witness the proceedings of the volunteers, I
was boo-hooed because cattle trucks had been
put on. N otwithstandilig that I and the
officers of the department had done everything we could for the purpose of meeting
the requirements of the occasion-I, myself,
was up for nearly two nights over the matter
-the volunteer authorities had not the
manliness to acknowledge that they were
told that they could not be supplied with
proper carriage accommodation. Instead
of the opprobrium being cast upon me, it
ought to have been thrown upon the sho1.11del'S of those who allowed the lines to get
into the posi~ion they are in for the want
of rolling-stock. I will next allude to the
proposed connexion between the Spencel'street and Flinders-street stations. Our
railway system can never be complete until
such a connexion is formed, so that a man
can get into a train, say at Heyfield, and go
right on to Portland or to Albury, or in
fact travel from any station to any other.
I regret that there should be a different
gauge on the New South Wales railways
from that of the Victorian lines. I intend
to bring clown plans of the proposed connexion between Spencer-street and Flindersstteet stations, and to ask the House to
appropriate £.()O,OOO for the work, which I
am told will be sufficient. The plans ha ye
been prepared by Mr. Ford, and I think
they will meet with general approval. The
connexion between these two stations, while
it will be a great convenience to the travelling public, will not, I believe, be an eyesore
to the city. It is absolutely necessary that
the connexion should be effected, even if only
to make the suburban railway system complete. I will refer next to the new suburban
'lines proposed by the Bill. One is from
Albert-park to Elwood, which I think will
pay, and another is from Alphington to
Heidelberg. As to the line from Richmond to
Alphington, authorized by the last Railway
Construction Act, I am told, on professional authority, that the contltrnction of
it will be simply a waste of money. I am
informed that, according to the sections, it
just looks like the teet.h of a saw, and that
in one place it is 8 feet below the flood level
of the Yana. The other suburban railways
contemplated by the present Bill comprise
lines from Brighton to Cheltenham, from
Fitzroy to Oollingwood, from Hawthorn
to Kew, and from North ,Sandridge to
the mouth of the. Yarm. The latter,
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line will add another subtu'b to Melbourne,
it will open up the bluestone country towards Williamstown, and, I am informed,
it will also render eligible for sale land
belonging to the State which will fetch
at least a quarter of a million of money.
I will not occupy the time of the House
much longer with details, but I may observe
that last session, when I asked the House
to pass a Railway Construction Bill, it was
objected that I had no professional opinion·
at my back to support my proposals. I
will, therefore, call attention to a report
which I have received during the last few
days from· Mr. Robert 'Vatson, who, I am
11appy to say, is now Engineer-in-Chief.
That report will carry a great deal more
weight than any remarks I can make, and
therefore I will content myself by reading
it. It is as follows:- .
"Engineer-in-Chief's Office, 13th June, 1882.
"Sir,-Referring to the lines of railway which
it is proposed to include in the Railway Bi111882,
the larger portion of which were included in the
previous Bill, prepared in October, 1881, and
approximate estimates for which were prepared
in December, 1881, by Mr. W. A.Zealand myself,I
have the honour to bring under the notice of the
honorable the Commissioner that, in the absence
of any actual surveys, we grouped them in
accordance with our knowledge of the general
features of the country, and assuming that the
different lines prove to be of the character which
we anticipated, anll the rates for construction
which then ruled continue, I have reason to
believe that they can be constructed for the sums
stated by us; but I may remark that a more
miuute examination of tbe country since that
time has shown some of the projected lines to be
very much more difficult than expected, in fact
impracticable except at enormous cost. This
remark refersmoreparticl!larly to the Gippsland
ranges and to portions of the Great ,Dividing
range. No provision has been made for the cost
of engineering and supervision, which will be
about £350 per mile, and I presume the money
for the ~urveys, about £100 per mile. will be
provided for in a separate vote. The estimates
have been based on the assumption thlJ,t reasonable time will be given for the surveys, for. the
preparation of the contracts, for contractors to
gain information about the different routes
before tendering, and for the construction of
the works. If these have to be rushed, as it
appears to me .they have been for some time
past, it will be necessary to add· from 25 to 50
per cent. to the estimates. There is another
reason which may make the works much more
costly than they would be under ordinary circumstances, and that is their being let in small
isolatQd contracts. This will also make the
difficultyand cost of supervision much greater.
" I have, &c.,
ee ROBT. WATSON, Engineer-in-Chief."
If honorable members will look at the papers
which I have had printed for their information, they will see a list of the lines proposed by the Bill, and the estimated cost of
each o~ them. I will not detain the House
by reading it. I think it right to inform
the House. that Mr. Watson is of opinion
Mr. Bent.
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that some of the lines will cost a little more
than the amount estimated; but the omission of one or two lines which I intend to ask
shall be struck out will make up for any
increase of cost on the other lines. One of
the lines which I propose to omit is that
from the Picnic station, on the Hawthorn
line, to .Glen Iris. The late Engineer-inOhief, Mr. Elsdon, recommended that line,
but I have since made further inquiries
about it, and I think I shall be able to
give the House satisfactory reasons why
it should not be constructed. I shall,
however, ask the House to sanction a line
of about the same number of miles from
Oaldeigh, or some other part of the Gippsland Railway, to Camberwell; and when
that is completed, in addition to the sub.
urban lines at present in the course of construction and those included in· the Bill,
the" outer-circle" system· recommended by
the late Mr. T. Higinbotham will be substantially carried out. I desire to thank
the House most heartily for the kind manner in which my somewhat lengthy remarks
have been listened to; and, in conclusion,
I will say that I believe the Railway department will, in a very short time, be able
to still further reduce the cost of carrying
agricultural produce and all kinds of goods.
I am pleased to be able to inform ]lOnorable
members that, notwithstanding the great
reductions in the traffic. rates which have
been made since I came into office, the
temporary loss caused by any reduction llas
been pulled up in a very short time, and the
railways are now yielding a splendid revenue.
The principle of carrying produce and other
goods long distances at lower proportionate
ra tes than those charged for short distances
will be extended to passengers; and it is
my intention, as I have already intimated,
to' propose a further reduction on agricultural produce, so that it may be conveyed to
the sea-board at as Iowa cost as is consistent
with paying a fair rate of interest. I will
again repeat that the lines authorized by
the Act of 1880 are nearly all completed,
and that the contractors are prepared to
undertake the construction of further lines.
There was good competition for making the
line from Mitiamo to Kerang, the contract
for which was recently let at £1,700 per
mile. vVe have induced people to settle on
the land in the northern areas of the colony,
and we have built schools in those districts,
and sent schoolmasters there. While their
children can obtain the benefits of our
grand Education Act, we should also
~ssist the people there in every reasonable
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wny, so that they may be enabled to
cultivate their bnd with profit to themselves, pay the rent which they owe to the
State, and enjoy peace and prosperity. I
am quite sure that all they require is a fair
field and no favour. If the country is intersected with rnilways, and waterworks are
constructed in the districts which are subject to drought, so that the people may
conserve' the rainfall, I have no doubt the
traffic on the new railwnys will not only
pay the whole of the interest on the money
to be borrowed for their construction nnd the
working expenses, but will leave a surplus
sufficient to form a sinking fund for the repayment of the loan. It is the duty of the
House-and it is the duty of the Government to impress the fnct on honorable members-to pass the Bill into law as speedily
as possible; so that the whole community
may enjoy the advantages of the proposed
railway extension. As the representative
of Brighton, I henrtily approve of railway
extension, for it will enable fnrmers and
other persons living in remote portions of
the colony to make more money, and when
they do so they will come to· the metropolis
nnd spend some of it. I may point out
that the £4,000,000 which it is intended
to borrow in a short time represents only
two-thirds of the present annual income
of the colony, and we need not be afraid
of going to the. English market for this
or even n larger loan. Victoria has great
resources which are steadily being developed
by the energy of the population. There is
not the slightest necessity for coddling the
people of this country. Give them. a fair field
and no favour, and. I have not the slightest
doubt that, hnving sprung from a good old
race, they will be nble to show the world that
they have not lost its characteristics.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-I :would suggest
that the House should let the Bill be read a
second time without debate, on the understanding that any member who wishes to
speak on the measure may do so in committee, on the .1st clause.
Mr. vVILLIAMS.-The Ohairman of
Committees will rule any member out of
order who attempts to discuss the principles
of the .Bill in committee.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Not if there is
an understanding on the matter. I think,
however, that all honorable members are
agreed as to the general principle of the
Bill, and that it is only on questions of
detail that there is any difference of opinion.
Mr. MASON.-I desire to draw the,

fact that one of the papers he has had
printed and circulated gives a list of "lines
strllck out-on plan," amounting altogether
to 116 miles, nmongst which is the line
from Traralgon towards Yarram. I would
like to know if it is not intended to proceed
with these lines?
Mr. BENT.-If the honorable member
looks nt the Bill, he will see that it includes
the line from Traralgon towards Yarram.
The lines referred to by the honorable member
were only struck out of the plnn because at
the time that was done no estimate was formed
of their cost.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-I think the debate
might be adjourned with advantage, as the
case is not an urgent one. The Premier, ill'
his Budget speech, snid-

This Bill, therefore, can only be urgent from
one point of view-tha.t is in the light of the
demand for rolling-stock. The Minister of
Rnilways, however, seems to 10I'get that in
every Railway Construction Bill there is a
specific amount provided for rolling-stock. In
the Bill passed in 1880.there was an amount
provided for rolling-stock of £200,000. I
would also point out to the Minister that he
must not pay too much attention to what is
said in the department with regard to the
lack of rolling-stock. That is always made
the defence and excuse for bad management.
The department is not so short of rollingstock, but it is not distributed and managed
as it ought to be.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I hope the honOI'able member will allow the second reading
of the Bill to pass, and adopt the course I
suggested of discussing it on the 1st clnuse.
Mr. PATTERSON.-It is hardly fair to
ask the House to pass the second reading
without any debate, after the Minister of
Railways has made a three hours' speech on
the Bill. What necessity was there for a
three hours' speech on a measure which last
session passed its second reading without a
division, and almost without debate? On
that ground it is only fair that there should
be an adjournment of the debate, but, if the
Premier objects to the suggestion, I willllot

attention of the l\iinister of Railways to. the
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"I do not see that there is any necessity for
floating our new loan before the 1st January
next. If towards the close of this year-say in
October-the debentures are in London, the loan
can be floated in January, and the funds will be
lodged to our credit here in March. I think we
have at command ample funds to enable us to
carryon until that time. Taking that view of
the question, I haTe provided on the Estimates
for only one-half a year's interest on the loan·
of £4,000,000, starting from the 1st January
next."
.
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. Mr. WILLIAMS.-I do not see what is
to be gained by passing the second reading
as a matter of form, and then having a second
reading debate on the 1st clause in oommittee. It seems to me that in committee,
where members can speak as often as they
please, the debate is likely to be more protracted than if it took place in the House.
The motion for the second reading of the
Bill was then agreed to, and the Bill was read
a second time, and committed pro forma.
WATER SUPPL Y.
The debate on the resolution 1'e water supply, passed in Committee of Supply on
Tuesday, June 20 (adjourned from the previous day), was resumed.
Mr. MIRAMS observed that when this
resolution, proposing to give away £100,000
for the construction of waterworks in various
parts of the country, was before the committee, he objected to it on the ground that
it was a new departure which could not
possibly be justified unless a case was made
out by the Treasurer in favour of the districts
where the money was to be expended. He
fully understood that it was a thankless task
to argue against a proposal which on the
face of it had so much of the charitable
element. He had been urged by various
honorable members to allow the vote to pass,
on the ground that it was a popular vote,
and that it would be unpopular to oppose
it, but, as a representative desirous of
doing his duty, he could not silently allow
a cours~ to be taken of which his judgment and conscience disapproved, merely
because it was unpopular for the time beiRg
to speak against it. If he could not obtain
and retain popularity exoept by the sacrifice
of his convictions-by holding his tongue
in the House when he thought he ought to
speak-then, he said, he cared nothing at
all for popularity, and anyone else could have
it instead of him. The Treasurer had failed
entirely to make out any case for the grant
of this £100,000. The vote could not
be justifi~d on any ground except on the
ground that the districts in question were
utterly unable to provide themselves with
the water with which this money was to
provide them. If they were able to pay
interest on the money· which they so much
needed to construct waterworks, where was
the necessity for the Government making
them a pure gift of it? If they were not
able to do that, then it was for the Treasurer, in proposing this grant, to justify it
by showing that these districts were in such
an impoverished condition that they were
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notable to raise tIlis money themselves and
pay a fair interest upon it, so that it was
necessary for the House to grant the money
in order that the people of these districts
might not starve in another season for
want of water, as they were starving last
season. That was the only ground oil.
which the grant could be justified, but the
Government had brought forward no facts
in support of such a position. The honorable member for Stawell referred on Tuesday evening to five shires in which a pa..tion
of this money was proposed to be expended,
and stated that the residents would be quite
unable to conserve the millions of gallons of
water which were at present running to
waste in their districts unless this vote was
passed. If that statement was anything more
than" hifalutin " ora clap-trap appeal tothe
sympathies of honorable members, it was a;
direct assertion that these five shires were not
in a position to borrow the money required,
either from the Government or some one
else, and to pay 4 or 5 per cent. interest
upon it. He had taken the trouble, since the
honorable member for Stawell challenged
him on this question the other night, to look
up the financial position and condition of
these five shires, with the view of asoertaining how. far they were endeavouring to
help themselves in the matter of local government and the matter of raising money
for their own wants and necessities, as compared with what other places were doing
and had to do. He would submit to the
House the result of that investigation, and
on the strength of it he found himself
thoroughly justified in his position with
regard to this £100,000 vote so far as
the five shires mentioned by the honorable
member for Stawell were concerned. As
he had not a list of the whole of the shires
to which the money was going, he had not
been able to carry the comparison further;
but he presumed the honorable member for
Stawell picked out the five shires which
were best for his purpose, and he (Mr.
Mirams) was therefore justified in believing
that further inquiry would show more
clearly that the vote, so far as information
at present went, was utterly unwarranted
by the circumstances of the case. He
found these five shires contained 29,600
inhabitants; that they had 7,400 ratepayers; and that the rate which they stl'uck
in 1880 (the latest year for which the statistics were complete) was Is. in the £ 1,
with the exception of one shire which had
a small loan of £3,500, to meet the interest
on wl*.ch it had au additional spaeial rate
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ef 4d. The average rate struck by the five
·shires was thus only a fraction over Is. in
the £1. The capital value of the property in
these shires was estimated in 1880 to be
·£4,666,538, and the annual value, which was
calculated at 7t per cent. on the capital
.value, was £351,774. The shilling rate upon
that amount, with the extra rate in one of the
shires, made the total amount or available
rates in the five shires £18,324. The total
amount of rates collected, however, in 1880
.was only £14,801, so that very nearly
·£4,000 of the available rates remained Ullcollected during that year. Would honorable members believe that the five shires,
with property of the capital value of over
four millions, upon which they only struck
a shilling rate, got during the same year no
less than £12,364 of Government money
to supplement the £14,800 they paid from
their own rates? (An Honorable Member"What are the names· of the shires?")
The five shires were Dunmunlde, Lowan,
Stawell, Wimmera, and Swan Hill. (Mr.
Langdon---" Swan Hill was not one of the
shires mentioned.") He put down the
name's from memory, but he was confident
that the substitution of any other shire
would not alter the result, as far as the principle was concerned, in the least. He would
now compare the state of things in the five
shires with the state of things in Collingwood. (Laughter.) Honorable members
might laugh, but he would remind them
that it was Collingwood and other parts of
the colony which had to contribute this
.£100,0.00. In 1880 there were in Collingwood 23,830 inhabitants as against
.29,683 in the five shires, and 6,639 ratepayers as against 7,402. But while the
value of the property in the five shires
owned by 7,000 ratepayers was nearly
,£5,000,000, the value of the property in
· Collingwood divided amongst 6,000 ratepayers was only £1,181,060. He would also
draw attention to the fact that while the
· annual value of the property in the shires was
· calculated at 7t per cent. on the capital yalue,
in Collingwood the annual value was calcu-'
lated at 10 per cent. on the capital value, so
that there was a vast difference in the mode
,of coming at the amount of money on which
,each rate was struck. The net annual
, value on which Collingwood struck its rate
was £118,106, and the amount of the rate
was Is. 8d. in the £1 for the local council,
besides 8d. in the £1 for water supply. 1'he
available rates amounted to£9,842,andofthis
.no less than £9,812 was collected, whereas
in the five shires nearly £4,000 of ,available,
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rates were not collected. And how much
Government money did Collingwood receive
in that year as against the £12,364 received by the five shires? The sum of
£1,306. In water rates-and he would call
special attention to this, for it was to
provide water that this £100,000 was asked
-Collingwood in 1880 paid £3,936 to
meet the interest on the money which constrncted the waterworks the people used;
and surely these five wealthy shires, with a'
shilling rate only, as against the Is. 8d .
rate paid in Collingwood, could afford to
pay a water rate in addition to their local
rate. If they would do that, no one would
offer the slightest objection to their getting
any amount of money th::\t might be necessary to construct the' waterworks they required; but it was a monstrous robbery
of one part ot the community for the
benefit of another to give money to wealthy
shires like these to construct waterworks
when they were doing nothing. to help
themselves. Again, if these five shires
calculated the annual value of their property
in the same way as Collingwood didnamely, at 10 per cent. on the capital value
instead of 7t per cent.-and then struck a
rate of Is. 8d. in the £1, as Collingwood did,
they would have £38,879 per annum in rates
instead of only £18,324. (Mr. McColl"How can they do that when they arc starving for want of water?") If the inhabitants
of these districts were to pay 8d. in the £1 for
a water rate, the same as Collingwood did,
and assessed their properties in a similar
manner, that rate would realize £15,.551,
which would pay the interest, at 5 per cent.,'
on a Government loan of £31l,020-three
, times as much as the Government proposed
to give to all the shires. Under these circumstances, it was monstrous for the Treasurer
to ask the House to make this new departure
unless he proved, which he had not done yet,
that these five shires :md the others interested
were unable to raise the money for them'selves. Only two out of the five shii'es had
borrowed any money at all, and the two loans
only amounted to £8,500. The average
value of each property in the five shires was
£630, while the average value of each
property in Collingwood was only £177,
and yet these wealthy shires, whichreceivecl
£12,000 a year of Goyernment money to
construct and maintain their roads, were
now to have more money absolutely given
to them. Before the House was asked to
agree to the vote, he hoped the Treasurer,
even at this stage, would endeavour to prove
,that the shires were in absolute want of the
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money, so that a standard might be fixed
which similar applications in the future
would have to come up to before they would
be granted. 'Vit.hout such proof, it would
be a monstrous injustice to take money from
those who in the past had done a great deal
more than these shires to help themselves,
and give it to people who had already had
-large sums of Government money. He did
not. wish to be misrepresented in this matter,
or to have it made appear that he had a
" down" upon the selectors. He had nothing
of the sort. He desired to see them prosperous as earnestly as any other man in the
community, but he did not think those
honorable members were the best friends of
the selectors who were constantly putt.ing
,them forward as the only sectioil of the
community that had to be considered. They
were one section of the community only, and
'had a right to be considered, and they had
been considered in many ways, and would
be again. But there were also the miners,
the mechanics, and the working men to be
considered, and he would not be doing his
duty to those he represented if he allowed
this further charge on the public purse to
be made without raising his voice against
it. If it could be shown that these districts
were so poor that they could not raise money,
and could not get water without this gift
. from the Government, then he would support the vote, but, unt.il that was shown, he
maintained that these people were bound
at least to pay interest on the money they
asked for.
Mr. McINTYRE said he very much regretted that the honorable member for
Collingwood (Mr. Mirams) had made this
question one of town against country. (Mr.
lVIirams-" I never raised such a question.")
The honorable member's whole speech went
to show that the people of Collingwood had
paid more in lucal taxation than tho people
in the country. But the honorable member
should look at the beautiful hall in which
they were assembled, and remember the
millions of money which had been spent in
Melbourne, to the sacrifice of the country
districts, without the latter making any
comphtint. Without entering into the relative taxation paid by the towns and shires
respectively, he could refute the honorable
member for Collingwood's argument out of
his own mouth. The honorable member
stated that there were 29,000 inhabitants
in the five shires he had mentioned, but that
,the rates, amounting to £18,000, were paid
by 7,000 persons, which was equal to £2
'lOs. pel' head of the ratepayers, and that.
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was far more than the people of Colling
wood paid. The people in these districts
were not coming to the House, hat in hand,
and asking for charity; but this £100,000
was require.d, as the Treasurer explained in
his Budget speech, for certain head works
in connexion with various water schemes.
These head works were necessary for the
local scoomes which were to be carried out
under Messrs. Gordon and Black's system
of water supply, and they would work in
with the various trusts. (Mr. Mira.ms" Will the trusts pay for these works?")
Certainly' not. Without these head works
they could not get the water at all, and
ultimately there would be a revenue derived
indirectly from them. He was surprised that
there should be any opposition to this vote, as
he thought it would have been carried unanimously. Unless something was done for the
shires for which the vote was intended,
in the way of water supply, the people would
be famished. (Mr. Mirams-" Can they not
raise £100,000 between them?") These
people were really trying to help themselves.
Th6 Echuca shire, for instanee, were aqtually
now applying to borrow £171,000, and the
shire of vVaranga £42,000, for the purpose
of carrying out waterworks, and othor shires
were making similar applications. These head
works, however, were required in addition
to the local schemes. He regarded the vote
as a national one required for national purposes, and, even if no interest WftS received
for the expenditure, the State would derive
an indirect benefit from it. The Coliban
scheme did not pay anything like interest on
its cost, but it had so increased the resomceli
and prosperity of the Castlemaine and Sandhurst districts that the State had been
largely benefited by it. He hoped the House
would almost unanimously agree to the vote.
Mr. MUNRO remarked that this vote
should have been prdperly discussed incommittee, and proper il~formation afforded by
the Government, as to what the money was
for. The House had not the slightest information as to 'how the money was to be
applied, beyond the statement in the Estimates that it was for grants to certain
districts in connexion with water supply.
A " grant," he understood, meant a gift,
and he would ask honorable members whether
they were prepared to establish the principle
that the Government were to be at liberty
to make grants to the extent of £100,000
to their friends in certain municipal districis?'
Surely the House had not arrived at such a
state of things as to allow that. The
difficulty of the present position was that
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the Government vouchsafed. no information
at all, and that honorable members were in
complete ignorance respecting the whole
affair. But, in justice to the districts that
Qxpected to get a share of the money, the
fullest possible explanation regarding the
, way it was to go ought to be afforded. Under
these circumstances, he begged to move that
the vote be recommitted.
Mr. McCOLL seconded the amendment.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN observed that the
vote was fully discussed on the previous
evening, when the Minister of vYater Supply
gave information respecting it. (Mr. Munro
- " It was said then that the subject could
be further discussed when the vote was reported.") The honorable member for North
Melbourne (Mr. Munro) could know nothing
himself on that point, because he was out
of the House at the time. As a matter of
fact, any honorable member who was not
satisfied with the way the question stood
would have an opportunity or discussing it
at any length he chose when the House was
in Committee of Ways and Means, but he
(Sir B. O'Loghlen) did not know that anything was to be gained by that course being
taken. It seemed as though the honorable
member for North Melbourne wanted the
vote recommitted simply on the ground
that when it was before the Committee of
Supply he was not present, having elected
to go home to his bed. Besides, Jlis motion
was the more unreasonable because when
he (Sir B. O'Loghlen) made the Budget
speech he laid before the House an approximate estimate of the cost of the prinaipal works for the supply of watex to the
agricultural districts in accordance with the
schemes recommended by Messrs. Gordon
and Black. That estimate enumerated the
localities in which the £100,0'00 was to be
spent, and mentioned the nature of the work
to be carried out 'with the money. At the
same time he told the House that the
Government did not, and could not, from
the nature of the caso, bind themselves
strictly to give each of the localities the
exact amount set down to it, because it
:was necessary that they should have their
hands very free to act on their own judgment. For example, ullt~l each trust was
fairly cQnstituted, and had completed its
application for a loan, the Government
could not decide Up01.1 the extent of the
principal works it would absolutely require.
(Mr. Munro-" But the trusts have applied.") It was quite true that applications
for loans were fast coming to' a head,
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to be granted for principal works should
be promptly provided. The water trusts
that had already practically applied for
loans covered almost the whole of the
agricultural area of the north-eastern district' of the colony, for which Messrs.
Gordon and Black had prepared plans. (Mr.
M unro-" I don't see the connexion.")
Had the honorable member any knowledge
of the Water Conservation Act?
(Mr.
Munro - "It makes no provision for
grants.") No, but it made provision for
water trusts being formed, and for their
carrying out their various works by means
of loans, for the interest on which they
would be liable. Well, on account of
the peculiar position in which the chief
agricultural districts in the north were
placed, ~hrough their sufferings from the
late water famine, the Government now
stepped forw~.rd to assist them. (Mr.
Munro-" The case is not one for charity
at all.") Did the honorable member mean
to say that the Government grants in aid
of the public works of the country, which
amounted to something like £600,000 a
year, were to be regarded as so many
charities? Was the annual subsidy of
£310,000 to the municipalities a charity?
(Mr. Munro-" The Treasurer said the
money was to be granted to the various
districts on account of their poverty.") He
simply said that, on account of, what the
districts had suffered, the Government desired to make the terms of the Water Conservation Act a little easier to them, the
extent of .the assistance to be afforded practically amounting to a reduction of the in- ,
tere5>t on the loan of each water trust from
4~ to 3 per cent., which would be a great
advantage to them.
Another advantage
would be that,if this £100,000 was granted
at once, the head works could be gone on with
, without any more delay--without waiting for
the completion of every formal preliminary.
If the House gave efrect to the vote that
night, the contracts for the various head
works coald be signed on the following day.
(Mr. A. T. Clark-" vVhat about the Bill
to amend the vYater Conservation Act ?")
It was mentioned in the Governor's speech
that it would provide for an advance to the
various trusts, but it was now over two
months since that speech was delivered.
(Mr. McColl - "vVhy is the Bill not
brought in ?") Perhaps the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr. McColl) had as
much to do with delaying the introduction
of that Bill as the Government had. In
fact, he had a great deal more to do with it
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than the Government had. The time when
about granting the money was heard last'
carrying the Bill would have been of the
session. (Mr. Grant-" Who could have
greatest service had, however, passed. Its
foretold then the drought that ensued?").
real object was to grant this £100,000, and
The drought was well known then. Atten-:
it was now sought to gain the same bnd by
tion was drawn to its existence by the Oppomeans of this vote, and a Supply Bill apsition over and over again. The Governpropriating it. Under these circumstances,
ment were now trying to patch matters up.
he' (Sir B. O'Loghlen) would ask the
This grant of £100,000 was simply a
House to carry through the present business
bribe to the local bodies to come under the.
with as little delay as possible, because it
Act. And on what principle was it offered?
might not be convenient to bring in another
Why did the Government accept one of the
Supply Bill for three or four weeks to
points raised by the Opposition last session,'
come. If the case was not one of urgency,
and not the other? vVhy did they not.
he would not trouble the HOl.1Se with reintroduce their amending Bill? Why did,
spect to it, but the present position of the
they not attempt to define "'hat they calleel·
northern areas made it one of urgency.
principal works? Why were the local bodies
(lVIr. ,lVIunro-" The point is how is the
not to get a grant in proportion to the
money to be used ?") It was to be used
amount or their loan? Why was one dis-,
for paying for the principal works, in con-' trict whose loan would be comparatively
nexion with the schemes to be carried out by
small to get a large grant, and another dis-,
the water trusts. Supposing the entire
trict, whose loan would be comparatively
works of a water trust would cost £80,000,
large, to get a small grant, or else nothing
its principal works would cost perhaps about
at all? Then it would be impossible to give
grants to the northern districts without,
£20,000 or £30,000, which the Government
every other district in the colony claiming
proposed to advance as an absolute grant.
lVIr. BERRY considered that the stricequal consideration. The Government were
tures passed by the honorable member for
just blundering on '\vithout any real scheme.
North lVIelbourne (lVIr. lVIunro) upon the
All they put before the House was simply
hurry with which the Government were prothe statement of the Treasurer-" vVhat
ceeding were very well founded. When the
we want is the money." They offered no
vote was before the Committee of Supply,
explanation whatever. He (lVIr. Berry)'
he (lVIr. Berry) opposed its adoption until
thought a proposition of that kind ought
honorable members were in possession of
not to be assented to. There were abundant
full particulars of the mode in which the
reasons why the question affecting these
money was to be spent. What were honprincipal works should be regarded as one
OI'able members now asked to do? To
of national importance. The loan was not
sufficient, and the grant was not sufficient.
make a new departure with respect to a
grant of public money, in the face of what?
Still more was the Government plan deficient
in one particular, llamely, in that it made
Last session they passed a Water Conservation Act, the Government insisting .that
no provision for the State keeping the
the various local bodies should be rendered
principal works within its control. The
liable for every shilling of the money to be
money was to be handed over to the local,
devoted to water supply works, and that
bodies-to the local engineers. (Sir B.
was done in spite of the strong objection of
O'Loghlen-" No; we will have the superthe Opposition to the proceeding. That
vision, and no money can be paid except
objection was twofold. It wa~, first, that
on the certificate of our inspecting engineer.' ')
the Act would place upon the local bodies
He was not saying that if the money was
concerned a heavier burthen than tliey could
granted it would not be properly expended. ,
bear; and, secondly, that it was important
The point was the use to which it would be
that all the principal sources of water supply
applied. If a district got the head waters
should be in the hands of the Central
of a river into its own hands, and settlement
took place lower down, leading to the forGovernment. vVell, the Treasurer admitted
mation of a fresh water trust there, how
that the Act had broken down. (Sir B.
O'Loghlen-" It has not broken down
would the principal works stand? The Government surrendered everything to the most
yet.") Why the present vote was a
selfish corporations known to any country,
proof that it had broken down on the very
namely, the local governing bodies. It would
principle the Government formerly insisted
be bad enough to give the trusts the power
upon. The Government could not form a
the Government proposed to give them even
single water trust under the Act without
the aid' of this £100,000, and not a word . if they were liable for every shillil}g they .
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.spel\t. 'there would be no objectie.n to the
Government proposing a large expenditure
upon waterworks if only they would propound a policy in connexion with them ;
but, so far as the House knew, they had no
policy whatever on the subject. Their one
Act in connexion with water was a failure,
and, although they claimed to have an
Amending Bill in store, it was not placed on
the table. Why, under existing circumstances, with only a thin House to protect
the revenue, did the Treasurer insist on
taking his present course? For his part, he
(Mr. Berry) most thoroughly objected to the
State parting with the right to control the
great w-aters of the country. Was it unreasonable to ask the Treasurer to introduce
the Amending Bill, and give honorable
members a clear exposition of the principles
upon which this money was to be divided?
Surely he would not allow a.n expenditure,
which ought to be strictly guided byadistinct
public policy, to be governed merely by
considerations affecting the extent to which
particular districts suffered during the late
drought. Again, why this extreme hurry?
The money itself could not be wanted as yet.
(Sir B. O'Loghlen-" It is wanted now.")
'1'l1e information before the House did not
show that. The Treasurer had a loan of
£300,000 which he had not yet touched.
(Sir B. O'Loghlen-" That money cannot be
touched except under the Water Oonservation Act.") Why, then, did he l),ot work
under the Act a.s fa.r as he could? The
objections offered to the Treasurer's proposition were most rational. Honorable members ought to be able to discuss the water
policy of the Government before they :were
blindly committed to it. For the waterworks tha.t were wanted, the Treasurer had
his loan; and if this £100,000 was absohIt ely necessary as a sweetener, as something
to induce the local bodies to come under the
Act, the House ought to' know that.
Whose fault was it that th'tl lQcal bodies
would not form trusts solely under the Act?
It was either the fault of the Government,
or of the local bodies, who, perhaps, thought
they could press the Government to give
them more than the Act entitled them to.
Why could not honorable members wait for
the amending Bill? (Mr. Burrowes"Because, if we do, the season will be lost.")
Honorable members were always being told
that. 'fhey were told that twelve months
ago. If the season was lost, who would be
to blame? The Government, because of
their blundering. They would not listen to
what the Opposition told them last session.
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It was well known that waterworks werenot matters of a day or a week. It was
not constitutionally right to put honor..
able members in the position that, if they
did not blindly vote this £100,000, it
would be said that they did something to
prevent the northern districts getting water.
A star-chamber proceeding would be better
than that sort of thing. It was useless for
the Government to cry out that they
were obstructed. The House was just as
ready to legislate as the Government were
to propose legislation; but there never
were Ministers who had less control over
Parliament than the present Ministry had.
Surely they ought to be able to grapple
with business. For them to go on week
after week as they were doing was demOl'alizing the House and the country. Why
diel they not take a direct vote of confidence
from the House? There would be something in a plan of that sort. 'Vhy did
they not induce some honorable members
who believed in them to get up and make a
proposition of that character? (Sir B.
O'Loghlen-" The House has confidence
in us.") Then, if it· had, it ought to be.:..
have accordingly-to show its confidence by
allowing Ministers to conduct the business
of the Ohamber properly. (Mr. Harper" How do the Opposition show· their confidence ? ") He really thought the Opposition had mote confidence in the Government than some of their supporters had ..
The best thing that could be done was
to refer the vote back to the Oommittee of
Supply.
Mr. ZOX remarked that, however the
vote was viewed, it meant certain countrydistricts getting £100,000 of public money
without paying intere~t upon it or returning
anything for it. The question was-Would
the money be judiciously spent? The honorable.lllember for Oollingwood (Mr. Mirams)
seemed to want to make the matter one between town and country, but to do that
would be ridiculous. The point of view he"
(Mr. Zox) was disposed to adopt was, at all
events, an intelligible one. There being no
doubt that in the case of another water
famine the Government of the day would
be compelled to use every means at their
disposal, regardless of expense, to relieve
the sufferings of the people, would it not
be 'Wise to anticipate such a condition of
affairs, and by a gift of money, say of this
£100,000, endeavour to prevent its occurrenee? No doubt that would involve'
setting a rather dangerous precedent, but'
the circumstances that had to be met were·
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most exceptional, and must be treated accol'd~
ingly. It must also be borne in mind that
spending this £100,000 on principal waterworks meant the expenditure of a still
larger sum by the local bodies before the
head works could be utilized. Besides, the
view taken by the Treasurer that the grant
would simply mean reducing the interest
payable by the water trusts from 4~ to 3
per cent. was not, after all, an unfair
one. Not that he (Mr. Zox) was at all
anxious to look at the question on solely
commercial principles, although it seemed
hard that the State should spend money to
improve the value of property and get
nothing in return. Upon the whole, and
in view of the severe circumstances in which
the people on the Northern Plains found
themselves in consequence of the late
drought, he would not oppose the vote,
dangerous as was the precedent it would
establish. In fact, he was strongly inclined
to believe that the State would eventually be
recouped the proposed expenditure in some
way-indirectly, if not directly.
Mr. PEARSON said the position in which
the Government proposed to stand towards
the natural ,Yater supply of the country was
the real point to consider. When the vVater
Conservation Bill was before the House he
supported it, because it recognised the principle that, jf the local bodies were to have
control over the new waterworks, they were,
at all events, to pay for them. That they
should help theinselves, coming to the State
for no other assistance than the loan of
money on the security of their works, was a
perfectly intelligible principle. At the same
time, he strongly urged that the State should
always be able to resume control over the
wa tel' arteries of the colony. Now, however,
it was seen what the Opposition also strongly
pointed out last session, namely, that it was
quite impossible for the local bodies to carry
out these enormous works themselves. He
had visited the districts that had suffered so
much, and he was quite prepared to own that
the House might fairly, in dealing with their
calamity, disregard the ordinary rules of
economy; but, if the Government were going
to construct the principal waterworks at the
expense of the public, they would have to
take precautions which were not necessary
before-that was to say, they must keep the
works within their control. Let it be borne
in mind that the House was still in perfect
uncertainty as to what the cost of the proposed waterworks would be. Under these
circumstances, the Government ought, before
going further, to bring in their amending
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Bill, and he was satisfied that, if th~j did,
the House would endeavour to dispose of the
measure promptly. In any case, he would
ask honorable members notto commit themselves in the dark to the State parting with
all control over the great water arteries of the
country.
Mr. FISHER stated that, if he had no
other reason than a desire that it should
become, possible to persuade the Government
to undertake the sole supervision of these
waterworks, he would ask the House to
consent to this vote of £100,000 for water
supply. He was much pained to hear the
speech just delivered by the leader of the
liberal party, because he was certain it
would cause great regret, and perhaps a
more bitter feeling still in the constituency
he (Mr. Fisher) represented. That constituency, at the last general election, returned three liberal members to Parliament,
and was, consequently, a large factor in
enabling the late Government to occupy the
Treasury bench; and when it heard-it
should be remembered that a large proportion of the electors of lVIandurang were
selectors who, a few weeks ago, were suffering
all the horrors of the drought-that the
leader for whom it made snch sacrifices
had thrown a serious obstacle in the way of
this really paltry grant of £100,000 for
water supply purposes, it would feel that
the treatment it experienced at his hands
was not what it ought to experieu<?e.
A great deal of nonsense about charity
had been talked in connexion with this
vote. Town membl?rs complained that this
£100,000 was for the country districts exclusively. But what was the £110,000 for
defences for? That expenditure was for the
benefit not of people on the Northern Plains,
but of Melbourne and Oollingwood. (Mr.
Munro-" 'Ve don't want it.") It was
strange that the honorable member for North
Melbourne (Mr. Munro), Yl'ho kept a bank,
did not want Melbourne protected. Surely
the honorable member must differ on that
point from all the rest of the fraternity.
Probably it was because he was new to the
business, and, therefore, did not quite appreciate the great risk he ran. Oertainly the
older bankers-men who had a great stake
in Melbourne and the suburbs-were most
anxious to see the public defences cared for,
and so were the people of the colony generally. But it would b~ just as' reasonable for
the people on the N orthel'll Plains to ask-.
"Why are you spending so much money
upon the defence of Melbourne and upon.
public buildings in Melbourne? ',', as Jor
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metropolitan. members to complain of an
expenditure on water supply works for
the country districts. They should seek to
live and let live. The country depended
upon the town, and the town depended
upon the country. The honorable member for Oollingwood (Mr. Mirams) had
complained that the country districts which
would benefit by the vote were not prepared to spend money upon water conservation, but, if the honorable member had
only looked at the schedule with which he
had been supplied, showing the amounts
which local bodies intended to borrow, he
would have found that something like
£600,000 was to be spent by those bodies on
water conservation. Did that show that
the country distriqts were not looking after
themselves? It was all very well for the
honorable member for Oollingwood to begrudge this vote to the country districts, but
what had the State done for Oollingwood ?
What would Collingwood and other places
have done but for protection? (Mr. Mimms
-" Oh! that is nothing.") Was it nothing for the farmers to have to pay more
for their boots and shoes, clothes, and implements, in order that the industries of the
towns might be protected? There was a
time when Oollingwood had not protection,
but when it had soup-kitchens. However,
Collingwood had prospered under protection,
and Collingwood ought not to interpose to
prevent the country districts prospering also.
Moreover, it was no Hew thing for the
House to vote money for water supply purposes. It frequently voted, in former years,
sums of £15,000 and £20,000 for the
making of dams, and for other ways of
conserving water; and if a larger sum was
voted this year, it was because the necessity
wa s greater.
Mr. REES said he would be glad to
know whether the Government intended to
limit the expenditure of this £·100,000 to
the Northern Plains, because the farmers
of Bacchus Marsh, and the miners of
Gordons. and Egerton, had been asking for
water for three years, and had been unable
to obtain a shilling of assistance from the
State. The miners of Elaine were taxed for
the water which was brought to them from
Lal Lal, and he objected to any part of the
colony being subsidized unless the district he
represented got a share of the money.
Mr. A. T. OLARK observed that he
thought that the electors of Mandurang
would learn with surprise, next day, that
they were represented in Parliament by
three liberal members. He did not know
SES. 1882.-3 1
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whether the honorable member (Mr. Fisher),
who called himself a liberal, belonged to the
new combination; but lawyers who embraced politics were generally successful in
getting into Administrations. The honorable member had made an attack upon the
honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry)
for dealing unfairly with the matter before
the House. (Mr. Fisher-" I did not say
unfairly.") The honorable member for
Geelong simply intimated that, in his
opinion, the amount was not sufficient, and
in making that statement he represented
the views of most of the honorable members
in opposition. The question of water conservation was of far more national importance
than railways, and, when once the streams of
the colony were tapped for the purpose of
diverting them, the whole country, from one
end to the other, would be affected. The
proper way to deal with the question of
water conservation was to provide for an
expenditure of at least £5,000,000, but
this expenditure should not be intrusted to
local trusts-to people who would spend the
money only in such a way as would further
their own special interest.
Mr. WALKER thought that a very dangerous principle was invol ved in the vote. No
proper information was before the House
as to the distribution of the money; and if
the Government were allowed to distribute
free grants to any bodies they might think
fit, without showing that those bodies were
entitled to such consideration, a principle
would be established which might have very
serious operation in the future. There
was no doubt that, if the £100,000 were to
be distributed as the Government contemplated, every future Government would be
pestered with applications for grants of a
similar kind. It appeared that the Government could distribute the money in any
direction they chose. That he thought very
objectionable.. It ought to be shown that the
bodies to whom it was proposed to make the
grants were unable to pay a fair interest on
the outlay, but, unless the Government let
the House know to which bodies they proposed to make grants, it would be impossible for honorable members to form an
opinion as to whether those bodies could, or
could not, do without them. Water was a
very valuable article-an article which, as a
rule, the people to whom it was supplied
could well afford to pay for; and why should
not the people who obtained the grants repay the money out of their loans, when the
loan moneys were available? Why should
they have free grants? He understood that
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the Act passed last session contained no
provision whatever for free grants in connexion with water supply. It thus appeared that the principle of free grants was
a new one altogether; and he submitted it
required serious consideration before it was
affirmed by the House.
Mr. HALL remarked that he did not
know why the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr. Fisher) should find fault with
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) as leader of the liberal party, unless
he had been elected leader of the liberals who
met at the little caucus the other day. The
district which he (Mr. Hall) represented
was very anxious that the vote before the
House should pass. As he understood, the
districts among which the money would be
distributed were those districts which recently suffered from water famine more than
any other portions of the colony. They had
appealed to the Government, and the Government were willing to assist them. The
money would not be thrown away. If other
districts wanted grants, he presumed they
need only send in applications to the Ministry to obtain them; and the conclusion to
be drawn from the fact that they had not
sent in applications was that they did not
want the money. The district which he
represented wanted to provide against such
another water famine as it experienced last
summer. He did not know how the Government proposed to expend the £100,000, but
he believed they would expend it fairly.
Mr. BARR observed that he was afraid
that, in the distribution of this vote, a large
amount of injustice would be done to districts which had already gone in for loans,
and taxed themselves, for water supply
purposes. It would appear that other districts which had not gone in for loans were
to get free grants at the sweet will of the
Ministry. Naturally, he did not see why
Maryborough should not receive some share
of the vote. The head works of the Maryborough water scheme tapped a stream the
waters of which, if properly conserved, would
supply not only Maryborough, but Inglewood, Dunolly, Amherst, Talbot, Majorca,
and Carisbrook. He was anxious to know
why some places should have grants from
the State while others should be compelled
to raise loans. Maryborough had received
no grant as yet. (Sir B. O'Loghlen-" The
grants are for agricultural areas. ") But there
were any number of agricultural areas in the
Maryborough district, and as much suffering
from want of water had been experienced in
that district as .in any other part of the
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colony. . He admitted that the questio~ of
water supply ·was one of the utmost Importance to the colony. He did not know
that too much could be done by the State in
that direction. At the same time he objected
to the voting of money, even for that purpose,
when no reliable scheme was before the House,
andhonorablemembersdidnotknowthe basis
on which the Government were going. With
all deference to members of the Ministry, he
did not think they were the best judges as to
where the money should be spent. Certainly
jf the Government had at their disposal, this
year, £100,000 to be scrambled for byccl'tain
districts, what was thereto prevent £250,000
being scrambled for in a similar manner next
year?
Mr. W. MADDEN stated that there was
a marked difference between the attitude on
the water supply question, taken up by
honorable members in opposition last year,
and the attitude which they took up this
session. Last session they taunted the
Government with doing nothing. When
criticising the Government proposal that
£300,000 should be made available for loans
to local bodies for water supply purposes,
honorable members declared that as much
as £4,000,000 or £5,000,000 should be
spent in that direction. And yet now the
Government were complained of for asking
for an additional £100,000 in order to give
relief to those districtS' which suffered so
terribly through want of water last summer.
The honorable member for Maryborough
(Mr. Barr) was one of those whose opinions
seemed to have undergone a change, because,
last session, when the vVater Conservation
Bill was under consideration, the honorable
member mentioned" that the districts most
in want of water were those least able to go
to the expense of preparing plans, or to provide the guarantees required by the Governmentwithregard to the payment of interest,"
and he expressed the opinion that" it was
the duty of the Government to step in and
help dist.ricts of this kind until they were in
a better position.". This was the course
which the Government had in contemplation,
and it was objected to now by the honorable
member, although the district which he
represented hail. already got its loan and its
waterworks. Then it had been contended
that the Government were adopting. a new
principle, but, as a matter of fact, they
were doing nothing of the kind. Why the
Estimates for 1861 contained the following
item :_
"Water Supply to the Gold-fields-For the
purpose of conducting water, forming storm
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water and sludge channels, erecting dams,
constructing water reservoirs, and including
expenses of general survey, £75,000."

That amount was voted in a lump sum
without any explanation. So that the
principle was 20 years· old. And he was
informed that there had been any number
of smaller cases since that time. He might
mention that a schedule of the water trusts
which had been formed or were about to be
formed had been laid on the table; and that
the Treasurer, when he made hig Budget
speech, informed the House' that this
£100,000 would be distributed among the
same trusts that had applied for loans.
One of those trusts was tlie body which had
been referred. to by the honorable member
for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams)-the Wimmera United Trust-and ~hich included
the shires of Dunmunkle, Lowan, Stawell,
Wimmera, and St. Arnaud. Thattrust had
applied for a loan of £120,000 upon which
they would have to pay interest at the rate
of 4~ per cent.-so that it was incorre~t to
say that these localities were not prepared
to tax themselves-an.d the amouht proposed to be given to that trust, out of
the vote of £100,000, was no more
than £17,500. Then, it should be recollected that, by means of these advances, the
head works in the various districts could be
proceeded with at once. This was an important consideration, inasmuch as the rain-·
fall, in the dry districts. of the colony,
occurred in the months of June, tJuly, and
August, and, unless water was caught during
those months, it could not be caught until
the following winter. The desire of the
Ministry was that the various trusts should
have money at their disposal immediately,
in order that they might construct their
head works, and so conserve water, by which
means anything like a water famine, next
SUlPmer, might be averted.
Mr. McCOLL said, as the hour was late,
he would move the adjournment of the
debate. (" No.") If the Ministry would
not consent to the adjournment, he would
go into the whole question, and his remarks
would occupy at least two hours. He
opposed the Government when the vote was
before the Committee of Supply the previous
Tuesday, because he wanted information,
and could not get it. He desired to address
himself to the question, because, within the
last week, he had become possessed of information bearing on the subject, from California and India, of a startling character.
Sir B. Q'LOG HLEN expressed the hope
that the honorable member for Mandul'ang
3 12
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(Mr. McColl) would withdraw his opposition
to the vote, seeing that it largely affected the
honorable member's district.
Mr.. McCOLL said he would not be
charged with opposing the vote. He would
not allow that statement to go to the
country, because he was in favour of the
vote.
Mr. ROBERTSON ~jected to an ad.
journment of the debate. In justice to
country members who had been in their
places all t4e ~vening, a decision should
be come to on the que$tion without further
delay.
The motion for the adjournment of the
debate was put and negatived.
Mr. GARDINER submitted that the
, question was too important for the House
to come to a decision upon at so late
an hour of the evening, and when the attendance of members was so thin. He
was opposed to the principle of giving
this hrge sum of mo:ney to certain water
trusts. There was no more justification for
doing so than there would be for inducing
a number of people to form themselves into
railway companies, and giving them public
money to construct railways. He looked
upon this gift of £100,000 as a sop---a
bribe-to the districts for which it was
i~tended. He trusted that, in the general
interests of the country, the Treasurer would
allow the question to stand over until the
following Tuesday.
Mr. BELL said he did not exactly
understand why ~t was necessary that the
£100,000 should 'be voted, inasmuch as last
session the House appropriated £300,000. for
water supply trusts.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stu-ted that the
£300,000 was not applicable to the purpose
for which the present vote was intended.
As soon as water trusts were formed they
could apply for a loan out of the £300,000,
but the £100,000 was intended as a grant
toward the carrying out of the principal
works for w&ter conservation in the northern
areas.
Mr. LANGRIDGE considered that the
demand of the Opposition for further information was not unreasonable, and that
an adjournment might be granted until
Tuesday. When he was Minister of Public
Works, and brought down a proposal to
expend £30,000 on the extension of the
Yan Yean, members of the present Government were very loud in demanding a full
explanation as to the purposes for which
the money was required.
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The motion for the recommittal of the
resolution was negatived, and the resolution
was adopted.
The House adjourned at twenty-eight
minutes past eleven o'clock, until Tuesday,
June 27.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
T~te8day,

J'ltne 27, 1882.

Despatch from the Secretary of State-Council Elections
(1882) Act Amendment Bill-Sandhurst Public Buildings
Sites Bill.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at twentyfive minutes to five o'clock p.m., and read
the prayer.
PETITION.
A petition was presented by the Hon. N.
FITZGERALD, from residents and propertyowners of Sandhurst, against the Sandhurst
Public Buildings Sites Bill.
DESPATCH.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON presented, by
command of the Governor, a despatch from
the Secretary of State for the Colonies,
transmitting a report relative to the labour
trade in the Western Pacific.
TELEGRAPH DEPARTMENT.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON laid on the
table, pursuant to order of the House (dated
June 6), a return relating to appointments
in the Telegraph department.
COUNCIL ELECTIONS (1882) ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
The amelldments made in this Bill, in
committee, were adopted.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON moved the
third reading of the Bill.
The question that the Bill be now read
a third time having been put,
The PRESIDENT pointed out that, as
the Bill came under the provisions of section
60 of the Constitution Act, the number of
members voting for the measure would have
to be recorded, and therefore he required
the members voting for the third reading to
go to the right of the chair.
It appeared that there were 20 members
voting for the third reading of the Bill, and
none against it.
The Bill ,was then read a third time and
passed.
'
SANDHURST PUBLIC BUILDINGS
SITES BILL.
The Hon. F. S. DOBSON moved the
second reading of this Bill. He said that

Buildings Sites Bill.

had it not been for the petition against the
Bill which was presented that evening by
his honorable friend, Mr. Fitzgerald, he
would hardly have thought it necessary to
say one word in its support, because it
passed its second reading elsewhere without
any opposition' whatever, all the members
for Sandhurst, including the Minister of
Mines, who proposed· the measure, being
entirely in its favour. It seemed, indeed,
to be considered by honorable members
generally in another place that the Bill was
one that ought to be agreed with. (Mr. Fitzgerald-" My private sympathies are not
at all with the petitioners.") Under these
circumstances, he (Dr. Dobson) would ask
the House to assent to it, in spite of the
petition which was apparently signed by
persons interested in particular land in
Sandhurst on which business was carried on.
(Mr. Fitzgerald-" No petition against
the Bill was presented elsewhere.") That
was a point worth consideration. The
object of the Bill was extremely simple.
Honorable members familiar with the city
of Sandhurst were doubtless aware that it
possessed a street known as Pall Mall,
which was in fact part of a proclaimed road
four chains wide. It being inconvenient,
owing to its great width, to devote the
whole of this road to street purposes, the
arrangement for many years had been to
enclose the greater portion of it, leaving the
rest for public traffic, but, nevertheless, the
enclosed land still remained a proclaimed
road, and could only be taken out of that
category by means of an Act of Parliament.
Matters standing thus, the people of Sandhurst, generally, were strongly in favour of
the course which the Government, at their
instance, now proposed in the Bill, namely,
to take part of this strip of enclosed roadthe portion facing the row of shops on one
side of Pall Mall-in order to erect thereon
a building to provide accommodation for. a
local post and telegraph and other public
offices, the premises at present devoted to
such purposes to be sold for the benefit of
the public revenue. A similar plan had
been fonnd very advantageous in other
localities, such, for instance, as Emerald
Hill, where the erection of a building partly
for Government and partly for municipal
purposes was found extremely conducive
not only to the public convenience, but to
economical management. Besides, it was
always beneficial to the appearance of a
town to give it one large public building to
do the work of half-a-dozen small ones. At
present the enclosed strip of land in question
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was perfectly useless, but, if it, was dealt
with in the manner indicated in the Bill,
the portion required for public buildings
would be vested in the Board of Land and
Works, while the remainder would be added
to Rosalind Park, one of the greatest ornaments the city possessed. He observed
that the petition against the Bill stated that
the site of the intended public building was
liable to be flooded, but he was not aware
that in the past any special damage had
arisen in the neighbourhood from that
source. Altogether, although the erection
of the proposed building might prejudicially
affect the holders of certain property in
View-street, it would be of great benefit to
the rest of the city.
The motion was agreed to.
The Bill was then read a second time, and
passed through its remaining stages.
The House adjourned at three minutes
past five o'clock.

matter at considerable length, but the following
extracts from it will show the conclusion he has
arrived at:.. 'I have the honour to report that, in com·
pliance with your instructions on Wednesday,
the 14th in st., I visited the Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, and inquired into the case of the
half-caste girl Bella Lee, and, after the examination of the witnesses named in the margin, I
arrived at the conclusion that it was unnecessary
to proceed any further with the investigation, as
it was evident to me that an attempt had been
made to circulate a most malicious and· un·
truthful report with the intention of injuring
the wife of the late superintendent of the sta·
tion. . . . After considering the evidence, I
have arrived at the conclusion that in this case
of Bella Lee some of the natives on Coranderrk
have been encouraged in tale-bearing and scandalmongering by interested persons outside the
station. . . . Evil surmises were scattered
through the station, the disaffected simple blacks
rushed outside to tell the tale to too willing
ears, and thus a malicious slander is hinted
against one who has been performing an act of
true charity in nursing the unfortunate girl
through her illness.'''
He held in his hand a copy of the evidence
taken before Mr. Panton, and he would be
glad to show it to any honorable member
who desired to see it.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

RAILV\TAY DEPARTMENT.

Tttesday, Jtme 27, 1882.

Mr. ORKNEY asked the Government
if they were a ware of the danger to rail wa y
passengers by the crowded state, during the
day, of the street crossing at the junetioil
of Flinders and Elizabeth streets, Melbourne, and if it would be practicable to extend the foot-bridge now over the railway at
that point across and to the north side of
Flinders-street?
,. ,
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN (in the absence
of Mr. BENT) stated that there were some
difficulties in the way of carrying out the
improvement suggested by the honorable
member's question.
The matter had been
brought under the notice or the Minister of
Railways, and it would receive further consideration.

North Central Province: Deputy Registrar-Corandcrrk
Aboriginal Station: Bella Lee-Railway Department:
Flinders Street Traffic-North-Western Canal: Contour
Survey-Loans Redemption Bill-The Defence of the
Colony: Motion for Adjournment-Council Elections
(1882) Act Amendment Bill-Irrigation of the Northern
and Western Plains-Supply: Defence Vote: Estimates
of Expenditure for 1882-3: Votes on Account-Consolidated Revenue (£1,038,450) Bill.
The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
NO'RTH CENTRAL PROVINCE.
Mr. WHEELER asked the Chief Secretary if a gentleman at Allandale had been
appointed deputy registrar for the Glenlyon
division of the North Central Province?
Mr. GRANT said the appointment had
been made, and a notification of it would
appear in the next Government Gazette.
CORANDERRK ABORIGINAL
STATION.
Mr. RICHARDSON asked the Chief
Secretary if he intended to institute an
inquiry into the case of Bella Lee?
Mr. GRANT stated that he had been
furnished by the ,Under-Secretary with the
following report :-'
" An inquiry was held at Coranderrk on the
14th and 15th inst. by Mr. Panton, P.M., who has
furnished a full report and copy of the evidence
taken. Mr. Panton's report goes into the whole

NORTH-WESTERN CANAL.
Mr. McCOLL asked the Minister of
Water Supply what amount or money had
been expended on the contour survey for a
surface canal in the north-western district,
and if he could say when he would recommence and. carryon the survey?
Mr. C. YOUNG stated that the cost of
the survey which bad been made from the
Goulburn to the Campaspe 'was £245 9s.
IOd. He had placed the plans and sections
in the Library for the inrormation of honorable members. It was not intended to
proceed any further with the' contour survey, because the portion already made could
not be utilized, and the scheme for which
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the survey was commenced had been virtually
abandoned by the Echuca Shire Council,
who had substituted for it a less ambitious
but more practicable scheme.

LOANS REDEMPTION BILL.
Sir J. O'SHANASSYasked the Premier
when the Loans Redemption Bill would be
printed and circulated?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said it would be
circulated at the very earliest opportunity;
probably in the course of the following week.
PETITION.

A petition was presented by Mr. NnHlIO,
from the Dean of Melbourne (Dr. Macartney) and a number of other clergymen, of
various denominations, praying the House
to grant Sunday Island on lease. for an
inebriate retreat for drunkardii who were
incapable of paying for accommodation, and
that the subject of habitual drunkenness
might be carefully considered and dealt with
in such a manner as to save unnecessary
taxation, diminish crime, and secure public
health and safety.
DEFENCE OF THE COLONY.
WOODS (who, to put himself in
order, moved the adjournment of the House)
said he desired. to call attention to the de.fenceless state of the colony, which was a
matter of urgent importance at the present
time, when it seemed likely that Europe
would soon be involved in a war. He asked,
£lie other night, what steps were being taken
to provide for the defence of the colony, and,
from the reply made by the Premier, he
gathered that the Government were probably
doing all that they might be expected to do
in an ordinary and leisurely kind of way, on
the assumption that there was no enemy at
the door, and that there was not likely to be
any. The fact that England was at the present moment alarmed and arming ought to
be sufficient to show the necessity for the
adoption of more energetic steps. If the
colony was not in a position to defend itself
against a hostile attack, the Government
ought to lay all other matters aside until
everything was done that could be done to
place it in that position, or, at all events,
until the defences were made as efficient as
the present means of the colony would
permit. The volunteer force was said to be
disorganized, but it could not be disorganized, because it had never been organized.
The colony had some artillery, but it was not
mounted; and guns were of no use unless
th~e were men to handle them~ The colony
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had also torpedoes, but no torpedo corps.
(Mr. Francis:-" And no artillery corps.")
It never had an artillery corps. The body
of men dispensed with by the late Government, and very properly so, was not an
artillery corps, but an ornamental nursery
for policemen. Had it been an artillery
corps, he, for one, would have objected to
its disbandment. There ought to be a real
artillery corps, and the volunteer force ought
to be properly organized. An offer had been
made by a body of veterans, some 200, to
form a corps on similar conditions to those
which the volunteers now served under.
Considering the gravity of the situation,
the Government ought to be called upon to
take an expression of the opinion of the
House as to the question of the defences.
In the event of a sudden dash being made
on the colony, it would be powerless to offer
any resistance. He trusted that the Government would make the carrying out of proper
arrangements for the defence of the colony
their first and chief administrative act. If
they did so, he was quite sure the House
would sanction any expenditure which they
thought it necessary to incur for the pUrpose.
If they would avail themselves of the best
talent in the colony, no doubt some scheme
might be rapidly evolved which would give
the people of Victoria a greater feeling of
security than they could possess in the present
defenceless state of the colony.
Mr. MASON (who seconded the motion
for adjournment) remarked that the honorable member for Stawell deserved great
credit for persistently bringing the subject
of the defences before the House. The
matter was one of grave importance. A
1eader in that day's .A.1'gUS inquired whether
the Cerberus was ready for action, and
whether the Swan Island battery was
finished; and asked several other questions
relating to the defences. No doubt the
Premier would be only too glad to allay the
feeling of anxiety on the matter which
. existed out-of-doors, as well as among
honorable members. Whatever moneys the
Government might expend in placing the
defences of the colony on a proper footing
would be gladly voted by Parliament. Considering the serious cha,racter of the present
aspect of affairs in Europe, it would be well
if immediate steps were taken to float the
£4,000,000 loan.
._. Mr. KERFERD said he hoped the Premier would explain, for· the information of
the House, how far the defence works which
had been authorized by Parliament, and -Were
commenced by the late Government, had been
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carried out. He would be glad to know in
what condition they were, but he altogether
dissented from the doctrine that anyexpenditure which the Government might think
fit to incur on the defences would be sanc-.
tioned by the House. When Parliament
was not in session, the Executive might
fairly assume responsibility in any emergency by a liberal expenditure of money,
but when Parliament was in session no
Government would be justified in doing so.
There was no excuse for not consulting
Parliament when it was in the power of
the Government to bring down proposals
any day, and ask for authority to carry
them out from that branch of the Legislature which commanded the purse. No doubt
the defences were dealt with in a very intermittent way. There were periods of anxiety,
when rash expenditure was indulged in, and
those were followed by a lull, when the
defences were neglected. It would be very
satisfactory to know that an efficient scheme
of defence was being carried out vigorously.
If it had to be done, it ought to be done
quickly. He certainly did not know why it
should be prolonged over any lengthened
period. The colony was wealthy enough to
undertake such a scheme, and it had shown
that it was liberal enough by the large sums
of money which had been expended on defence works in former years. If the House
was told how much had been expended on
the defence of the colony during the last
quarter of a century, honorable members
would be staggered. The sum was far in
excess of what would be required to ,put the
colony in a complete state of defence three
or four times over. They might well take
stock, and ask what they had got to show
for it. No particular Ministry was to blame
for the expenditure; indeed Parliament was
as responsible for it as the various Governments by whom it had been incurred. However, what he specially desired to know was
how far the scheme of defence commenced
by the late Government had been carried
out. Had it been modified, and, if so, to
what extent? Honorable members knew
the kind of enemy which Victoria would
have to contend against in the event of
England being at war with one of the European powers, and the colony ought to be put
in a proper state of defence without delay.
It would be a great dereliction of duty if
the colony was allowed to be placed under
bl,ack-mail by any privateer 'which might visit
its shores.
Mr. LANGRIDGE observed that he did
not know that there was any general feeling
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out-of-doors that the Government should
rush into a vast expenditure on the defences
at the present time. He had cert~inly not
heard any such expression of public feeling.
It was, however, desirable that the defences
which the colony already possessed should
be put into efficient working order as soon
as possible. At Queenscliff there was an
excellent battery, well mounted, and there
was a battery of four guns at Point N epean.
The latter w~s somewhat out of repair, but
could be made of great service at a small
cost. The state of the funds in England,
which was a very good criterion, did not
indicate that any alarm was felt there as to
war breaking out. While he would urge
that the defence works already existing or
in progress should be perfected, he did not
approve of the Government being led away
by a scare to incur a very large expenditure
on defences. At all events, the sanction of
the House ought to be obtained before such
expenditure was entered into. When he
visited Sydney he always saw there three
or four'large British men-of-war; and he
thought that as at the present time the
Nelson-a powerful vessel, which cost nearly
£500,OOO-was lying in the Sydney harbour, the Government of this colony should
apply for one or two of the other war-ships
to be brought to Hobson's Bay.
Mr. BOSISTO expressed the hope that,
in connexion with the question of defences,
the Government would take into consideration the report of the board on the torpedo
accident at Queenscliff. From that document they would find that the torpedo branch
of the service required some alteration. The
torpedo land corps ought to be placed on a
new footing, or the torpedoes would be of
very little utility for defensive purposes.
Sir ,T. O'SHANASSY said the question
of the defence of the colony was a matter in
which he had a special interest, as he had
been a member of a commission that took a
great deal of evidence on the subject. Experience showed that the example of Canada
ought to be followed, by the passing of an
Act of Parliament which would make the
carrying out of defence works imperative on
the Executive. Until that was done, the
colony would always be liable to a repetition of what had hitherto been the practice,
namely, for one Government, influenced by
a sudden scare, to indulge in lavish expenditure on defences, and for another Government to act in exactly the opposite direction,
under the belief that the signs of the times
gave no cause for alarm. Noone denied the
necessity for carrying, out the defence works
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recommended by Sir William Jervois, and does not provide for the irrigation, where practicable, of the Northern and Western Plains,
especially the modified scheme, and the busi- in
addition to water for stock and domestic
ness way of accomplishing it was by an Act of supply."
Parliament. If the Government of the day The honorable member said he had just
were compelled by law to keep the defences returned from the Northern Plains, having
in a thoroughly efficient state, the' country attended, the previous night, one of the
would not then be subjected to the inter- largest meetings ever held at Rochester, at
mittent and almost feverish efforts which which the urgent necessity for irrigating
had characterized the proceedings of Go- that portion of the country was strongly
vernments in the past. He could speak dwelt upon. To show the advantage of
from personal observation of the defence irrigation, he might mention that in 1877-8
works which were now being carried out. certain canals were complet~d in the Punjab,
Re was very much pleased to see the pro- and the result was the return, in one year,
gress made at Queenscliff. The battery of from £15,000,000 to £16,000,000. At
there was spoken of by the highest military Kerang, last year, a certain paddock was
authorities as being of the most approved inundated for two days, and the result was
character; but what was the use of it if that it afterwards yielded 25 bushels of
there were no men to man the guns? There wheat per acre, while the produce taken
was no corps organized by Act of Parlia- from neighbouring cultivations was at no
ment by whom that. defence work might be greater rate than It bushel per acre. He
kept in such order that it could always be found from the list of the applications received
relied upon. Neither was the torpedo by the Government for loans under the
branch of the service, which was a most Water Conservation Act passed last session
valuable portion of any defence scheme, in that in only one instance was the money
readiness. He hoped the Premier would required for the purpose of irrigation. The
be able to announce to the House that he application came from Bacchus Marsh. And
was prepared to introduce a Bill by which what was the latest piece of information
the Executive would be compelled to carry with respect to Bacchus Marsh? Why
out whatever plan was finally agreed upon, that a persOli who farmed 40 acres in that
both with regard to the defence works and locality had so improved the character of
the land forces.
his land, by irrigating it by means of a
The motion for the adjournment of the Oalifornian pump-although he gave it
only two waterings-that it yielded, per
House was put and negatived.
acre, potatoes at the rate of 13i tons, carDESPATCH.
rots at the rate of 40 tons, and mangolds
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN presented, by com- at the rate of 70 tons. The potatoes were
mand of the Governor, a despatch from the sold at £5 per ton, and the carro~s at nearly
Secretary of State' for the Colonies, trans- £3 per ton, and the mangolds were kept by
mitting a report on the subject of the labour the grower for his own stock, whereby he
was enabled to supply the public with milk
trade in the Western Pacific.
when other cow-keepers had no milk for
LANDS DEPARTMENT.
their customers. These were facts which
Mr. W. MADDEN laid on the table a showed the value of irrigation. He must
return to an order of the House (dated May here take the opportunity of referring
18) relating to the rent paid by selectors to the proceedings of the Ministry in
during the nine months ending March 31, connexion with the vote of £500 passed
last session for a contour survey for a
1882.
surface canal in the north-western district.
COUNCIL ELECTIONS (1882) ACT When only one-fifth of the work was done,·
AMENDMENT BILL.
the survey was stopped, and according to
This Bill was received from the Legisla- an answer given to a question put by him,
tive Oouncil, and, on the motion of Sir B. that evening, to the Minister of Water
Supply, the unexpended balance was to
O'LOGHLEN, was read a first time.
be dedicated to the survey of a certain.
IRRIGATION.
canal projected by the Echuca Shire
On the order of the day for the House to Council. But the Echuca Shire Council
had nothing whatever to do with the origiresolve itself into Committee of Supply,
nal vote. Not long since a deputation from
Mr. McOOLL movedThat this House calls upon the Government that council waited on the Minister of
to recognise no project of any water trust which Water Supply, and, in cOllf~equence of the
{C
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representations of that deputation, the
Minister sent for Mr. Gordon to ascertain
what it would cost to make the survey from
the Goulburn to the Campaspe, and his
reply was not more than £100. And certainly it ought to have cost no more than
that. Why, in 1871, when skilled labour
was much dearer than at present, several
of the leading surveyors of the colony sent
in tenders for that work at rates varying
from £1 7s. 6d. to £2 per mile. He was
under the impression that, by means of the
£500 vote, the whole route of the NorthWestern Canal from the Goulburn towards
South Australia ~ould have been surveyed,
but, according to the Minister of Water
Supply, the sum expended on a survey
between the Goulburn and the Campaspe
was no less than £245. He intended to
make minute inquiry as to how the money
had been spent, and, if he found that any of
it had been misapplied, he would take care
to make the House acquainted with the fact.
There could be no doubt that surface or
irrigation canals could be constructed for
little, if any, more cost than the drains
proposed by Mr. Gordon. The objection
to those drains was that they would so
widen through the erosion caused by
rains that the whole face of the country
would be greatly disfigured, and that such
damage would be caused that the Government would be subjected to no end
of actions at law at the hands of farmers.
Why between Inglewood and Bridgewater a
drain cut by Mr. Gordon had widened to the
extent of 14 feet, with the result of destroying the water-holes and other means for
conserving water upon which the residents
of the district had previously relied. The
course to be taken, instead of excavating
. 28 cubic yards of earth to make a drain into
which all the filth and pollution of the district
would flow, was to excavate say 14 cubic
yards, and make that earth into a wall or
levee, as the work was called On the shores
of the Mississippi. If a corresponding wall
were constructed 340 feet away, there would
be a pair of banks between which water to
the height of 6 feet above the ground could
flow; and he repeated that this work could
be carried out for the same cost as Mr.
Gordon's drain. The other evening the
Premier wanted to show that he (Mr.
McColl) was opposed to the supply of water
to the Northern Plains. But the honorable
gentleman had no justification whatever for
the assertion. On the contrary, he (Mr.
McColl) had been continually agitating, for
years, for the carrying of water to the settlers
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in the arid portions of the colony. Why did
not the Government accept Gordon and
Black's scheme? (Mr. R. Clark"'-" You
opposed it always.") Where Gordon. and
Black's scheme was applicable, he had been
its warmest advocate. (Mr. R. Clark-" You
have spoken in this House against it.") He
would have this matter out, in order that
there should be no mistake about it. The
shire of Strathfieldsaye never had any water
scheme before it than that of Gordon and
Black. What he objected to in connexion
with Gordon and Black's scheme was that
nothing could be got out of it in the shape
of irrigation. During the recent drought,
Chewton, Castlemaine, the Big Hill, Sandhurst, Eaglehawk; Goornong, and even Elmore, were supplied with water, by means of
water trains, from the Ooliban at Malmsbury,
although the minimum flow of water into
the reservoir at that place was no more than
7 cubic feet per second. But for that
water, and the railway facilities for conveying it which were at command, the people
of the Northern Plains would have been
unable to obtain a drop without going to
the Campaspe or the Murray. But if so
much could be done with water which
flowed at the rate of only 7 cubic feet per
second, what could be accomplished by
utilizing the water of the Goulburn, which
flowed at the rate of 1,556 cubic feet per
second, and also by joining with it the surplus water of the Ovens, the King river,
and the Mitta Mitta, which could be carried
by means of a canal from W odonga to
Shepparton, whereby the flow would be increased to 2,930 feet per second? How
important it was to seek to conserve and
utilize 'that water instead of allowing it to
go down into a subterranean sea, the credit
of discovering which could not be taken
from him. In .1876, he ventured on the
prophecy that, if the colony did not take
care, India would step in and cut her out
in the matter of grain supplies; and the
prophecy had been fulfilled much sooner
than he expected. According to a state·
ment published by the .A1'gUS the other day,
the value of wheat imported into England
from India during 1881 was £7,000,000,
and by far the larger quantity was grown
on the irrigated lands of the Punjab;
and he had already mentioned that the
exports of wheat ftom California-where
irrigatioil was carried on to a large extent
-amounted, in 1881, to 32,000,000 bushels •.
With these examples before thelll, honorable members ought to be convinced that
there was something in the arguments with
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reference to irrigation put forward during
the last ten years by one who had fought
the battle through much contumely and
He had no doubt that those
reproach.
honorable members who had been guilty of
dereliction of duty in connexion with
the matter would, in due time, be called to
account by their constituents. The A.1'gu8
showed the cloven foot, the other day,
when in a leading article it warned the
people of the Plains to cease growing wheat
and to go in for other things, whereas the
fact was that there was not on earth wheat
equal to what was grown in the counties of
Rodney, Mandurang, and Moira. There
was nowhere else from which wheat could
b~ shown ·weighing 69 lbs. to the bushel,
and he had it on the best authority that
this wheat always stood highest in the
market. The three counties he had named
could grow sufficient wheat to supply all the
wants of England if they had the benefit of
ir,rigation, which could be furnished at no
greater cost than the scheme of the Government, which would supply no irrigation,
would entail. There was evidently a conspiracy to prevent irrigation on the Plains
until the lands went out of the hands of the
people.
During a recent trip with his
honorable colleague (Mr. Williams) on the
Plains, they took with them a map of eight
parishes giving the names of the selectors,
a~d they found that in one parish not onehalf of the people were remaining. On an
average one-third of the selectors had given
over the use of the plough, and people had
t~ join four, five, or six selections together
in order to make a living, owing to the want
of water. On the other hand, the value of
.irrigation was shown in the case of Mr. Del-·
bridge, which had been already mentioned in
the House, who last year gained £800 from
five acres. He thought he had now made
out a very good case why the House should
not allow any money to be spent on works
for merely supplying water where irrigation
could be afforded also. The promoters of
the canal scheme gauged and surveyed the
Goulburn in 1878, when it was lower than
it had been for seven years, and yet, according to the testimony of Mr. Rawlinson, an
engineer who was for twenty years in the
Government service, there was sufficient
water for all the purposes in view.
Mr. KERFERD observed that he did not
underrate the importance of the subject of irrigation, but the honorable member for Mandurang (Mr. McColl) must see that he was
pressing it on the House at an inopportune
time. Honorable members were impatient to

Votes on Acco'ltnt.

get into Committee of Supply to consider
the question of the defences, and he would
therefore suggest to the honorable member to

take some other opportunity of ventilating
the question which he had brought forward.
Mr. McCOLL said he would accept the
suggestion of the honorable member. If
he were granted a select committee before
which evidence could be adduced, he :would
undertake to speak no more in the House
on the subject of water supply.
The amendment was negatived without a
division.
SUPPLY.
The House went into Committee of
Supply.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN moved"That a sum not exceeding £838,200 be

granted to Her Majesty on account for or
towards defraying the following Mrvices for
the year 1882-3, viz. :-Legislative Assembly,
£1,980; the Library, £440; Hefreshment Hooms,
£165; Chief Secretary's office, £4,460; Government Statist, £804; Police, £40,266; Penal
Ji;stablisnments and Gaols, £9,320; Hospitals
for the Insane, £15,655; Industrial and Reformatory Schools, £12,890; the Observatory,
£860; Public Library, Museums, and National
Gallery, £2,865; Government Botanist, £350;
Shorthand Writer, £445; Victorian Hansard,
£350; Agent-General, £1,330; Audit Office.
£1,240; Expenses of carrying out the Land
Tax Act, £330; Aborigines, £1,250; Friendly
Societies, £55; Miscellaneous (Chief Secretary's
department), £9,405; Education, £95,830; Schools
of Design, £300; Miscellaneous (Bducation department), £1,600; Their Honours the Judges,
£395; Law Officers of the Crown, £3,015; Crown
Solicitor, £990; Prothonotary, £465; Masterin-Equity and Lunacy, £625; Court of Insolvency, £425; Registrar-General and Hegistrar
of Titles, £4.710; Deputy Registrars, £1,000;
Sheriffs, £5,230; County Courts, Courts of
Mines, and General Sessions, £5,910; Police
Magistrates and Wardens, £3,510; Clerks of
Courts, £3,080; Coroners, £1,145; Treasurer,
£5,500; Government Printer, £11,800; Advertising, £635; Curator of Bstates of Deceased Persons, £200; Land Forces, £37,7JO; Naval Iforces,
£3,000; Charitable Institutions, £20,000; Transport, &c., £300; Unforeseen Expenditure, £2,500;
Miscellaneous (Treasurer's department), £1,790;
Treasurer's Advance, £100,000; Survey, Sale,
and Management of Crown Lands, £13,100;
Public Parks, Gardens, and Heserves, £1,570;
Botanical and Domain Gardens, £1,125; Extirpation of Rabbits and Wild. Animals, £4,500;
Miscellaneous (Lands department), £2,132; Public
Works department. £3,100; Yan Yean Water
Supply, £3\000; Miscellaneous (Public Works
department), £885; Works and Buildings,
£50,000; Defence Works, £100,000; Road Works
and Bridges, £15,000; Customs, £9,310; Ports
and Harbours, &c., £5,610; Mercantile Marine
and Fisheries, £300; Distilleries and Excise,
£2,295 ; Powder Magazines, £155; Miscellan·eous
(Customs department), £85; Post and Telegraph
Offices, £45,000 ; Telegraph Lines, £4,00.0; Mail
Service, £18,000; Duplicate Telegraph Cable,
£4,000; Miscellaneous (Postmaster-General's
department), £400; Victorian Haihvays, £110,000;
Miscellaneous (Hail way department), £5,620;
Melbourne and Hobson's Bay Hailway, Interest
on Debentures, &c., £2,550; Mining department,
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£3,265; Prospecting for Gold, Coal, &c., £1,200;
Miscellaneous (Mining department), £300; Water
Supply department, £1,700; Agriculture,lforests,
and Industries, £11,420; Scab Prevention and
Diseases in Stock, £1,350; Bordeaux Wine
Exhibition, £1,103. Total, £838,200."

He observed that, when the very important
question of the defences was brought forward
on a motion for the adjournment of the
House that afternoon, honorable members
would understand that his object in refraining from speaking was simply to get to
Dusiness. Nothing could come of that motion
beyond discussion. The Government had,
for some time, been seriously considering
the position of the colony, and, on account
of the news from Europe, they determined
to ask the House for a practical decision on
the question of the defences that night;
and, therefore, he thought it better not to
join in any debate which could have no result,
but rather to wait until the House got into
Committee of Supply in order to ask it
definitely to determine upon the scheme
which he su\>mitted in his Budget speech
for completing the defences of the colony,
and putting it into such a state that it need
not fear any scare. He believed that if the
colony was really armed, and really prepared
to resist any attack, such a condition would
not only save it from any attack, but also
from the natural scare, depreciation of
property, and injury to commercial matters,
which must always arise in any country
where there was a fear of being assailed.
As honorable members were aware, two
votes had already been passed in Committee
of Supply, and been reported and agreed to
by the House, of £100,000 each-one for
Water Supply and the other for the Railway department. He would point out that
a mistake arose in the discussion which
took place on the reporting of the resolutions.
The honorable member for CQllingwood
(Mr. Mirams) stated that the amount of
£100,000 for the Railway department was
for arrears of railway expenditure; but, if
he had turned to the note on page 64 of the
Estimates, he would have seen that the
actual amount of the arrears was" 52t per
cent. on £110,000 of revenue for 1881-2
in excess of the amount estimated." This
amounted to £57,750. The honorable
member, therefore, jumped to a wrong conclusion in seel~ing to make a 'point against
the Government, when he stated that the
whole of the £100,000 consisted of arrears,
whereas the actual amo~nt, including
£40,000 for the J olimont .accident, was
£57,750. The reasonhe(Sir B. O'Loghlen)
asked for a sum of £100,000 was that he
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was not only anxious to provide for past
arrears, but also to have money in hand to
carryon the railways. Wages, to the extent
of £53,000 a month, had to be provided for
in the Railway department out of revenue
(besides over £20,000 per month more which
came out of the loan for constructing railways) ; and it was, therefore, necessary not
only to obtain the money to cover arrears,
but also to have a good sum in hand to carry
on a great commercial undertaking of this
character. As the Government also wished
to obtain the sum of £100,000 for the defences, he had thought it advisable, as they
were now within three or four days of the new
financial year, to ask the House to pass a
Supply Bill for two months' Supplies in
addition to the amounts voted for waterworks and the Railway department. As
honorable members were dealing with Supply,
he thought it was as well they should deal
with the whole subject at once, so that the
House need not be troubled again for
.supplies for another six weeks. With
regard to the vote of £100,000 for defences,
he would ask honorable members to discuss
it by itself. He had already explained to
the House in his Budget speech that the
Government proposed to spend £300,000
in complding the batteries and in providing
gun-boats and torpedo-boats. He circulated, at the time the Budget speech was
made, a report from Colonel Scratchley up to
the 20th March last, in which he gave the
fullest information as to the expenditure up
to date, and also an estimate of the expenditure necessary to complete the works.
(Sir J. O'Shanassy-" What is the time'
fixed for their completion?") The South
Channel fort would take some years, but
the others could be carried out at once. He
stated in the Budget speech that, in order to
cover the expenditure of the £300,000, the
Government had placed on the Estimates
£100,000 which they would ask the House
to vote for 1882-3, and that they would
bring in a Bill providing for the expenditure
of £100,000 out of the revenue of each of
the two following years. When this expen·
diture was incurred, the colony would then
have all its batteries built, and would have
sufficient fund's to complete the South
Channel fort in the form which was now
approved of by Sir W. Jervois and Colonel
Scratchley. The original estimate of the
cost of this fort was, he thought, £180,000,
but on the scale now recommended it would
cost only £80,000. What money was
actually wanted for at present was to carry
out the batteries at Point N epean and to
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complete the batteries and other works at
Queenscliff and at Swan Island. The
Government had taken the responsibility of
accepting contracts to carry out some of the
smaller works, and the plans were now
ready to enable them to accept contracts for
the completion of all these works. He would
read to honorable members a short memorandum which Colonel Scratchley had sent
him that day, showing the progress which
had been made in the three months since his.
last report of the 20th of March. It stated"DEFENCE WORKS-PROGRESS TO 27TH JUNE,

1882.
"(1) Queenscliff Works.-Upper and lower
batteries completed, except in minor details,
which would not interfere with fighting guns.
"Armament.-(2) Four 80-pounders mounted.
(8) One 9-inch gun ready to be mounted, waiting
for sheers to be sUPI>lied. (4) Two 9-inch guns,
gear arrived from Ens-land for conversion of
platform; conversion III progress. Both guns
could be mounted by end of July."

The Government telegraphed home for this
gear, so as to have it out here as soon as
possible. (Mr. W oods-" The guns ought
to be mounted in a week.") He had no
doubt that, if any urgent necessity arose,
they could be mounted very soon. (Mr.
Longmore-" There is no necessity.") He
did not think the honorable member for
Ripon was quite seised of the position
of affairs at the present hme. The honorable member might be quite right in
believing that no attack would be made on
Melbourne immediately. (Mr. W oods"And he may be quite wrong.") The
honorable member for Ripon might be right
in that opinion, and perhaps he (Sir B.
O'Loghlen) might join with him in the
view that war would not arise, but he
wished to point out that if a scare occurred
in Melbourne, with the usual concomitants
of a scare-a run 'on the banks, a stoppage
of business, and many other evils-more
damage would be done to Melbourne in one
week than would be. represented by the
whole money necessary to place the batteries
in a proper state of efficiency. (Mr. Longmore-" Peace, progress, and prosperity.")
The way to obtain peace was to be forearmed. Let the colony be ready, and no
one would attack it, and, moreover, there
would be no scare. (Mr. Langridge-" No
one objects to that, but you have already
material which could be got ready in a
Week.") A large quantity of expensive
armaments had to be obtained. These gnns
would cost a large amount of money, and
the Government must have the authority
of the House before launching into an expenditure which would ultimately run up to
Sir B. O'Loghlen.
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£300,000, because they not alone wanted
guns but they wanted to order gun-boats
and torpedo-boats. (Mr. Woods-" Are
the gnn-boats not ordered yet ?") The
gun-boats were not ordered, although the
Government had had communications on
the subject with the Agent-General and
with Sir William Armstrong and Co.
(Mr. Longmore-" Ask them to postpone
the war until you are ready.") He thought
it would be much better for the House
to boldly tackle the question, and agree
to adopt the proposals of the Government,
with the view of putting the batteries in
a state of efficiency and completeness. He
would point out that this scheme of defence
had been adopted by all sides of the House
from time to time. The present Opposition
did their best at one time to carry out this
scheme, and every Government had more
or less carried it on. (Major Smith-" The
contracts now going on were let by the late
Government.") And the present Government wanted the House to give them power
to carry out those plans to completion, in
order that the country might be saved from
anything like a scare-he would not say
an attack, for he did not wish to press the
view that an attack was probable, although,
of course, it was possible. There was too
much property-too much at stake a1to~
get her-for the House to hesitate for one
minute in carrying out propositions which
did not emanate from one side of the
House or the other, but had been proposed
by the highest engineering authorities the
colony could engage, and had been adopted
more or less by every succeeding Govern~
ment. Colonel Scratchley went on to say"Walled Enclosure.-Portion authorized in
progress. The contractor much delayed by
difficulty in getting bricks."

This was a' wall to protect the rear of the
Queensdiff battery, in order to prevent a
surprise. {Sir J. O'Shanassy-" When
will the wall be finished ?") It ought to
have been finished, according to the contract, before now, but the excuse of the contractors was that there was great difficulty
in getting bricks. No doubt there was such
a difficulty, but the Government would insist
on the contract being completed at once.
The memorandum proceeded"Swan Island Works.-(l} Right face ready
for two 9in. guns and otie 80-pounder. (2) Left
face for one 9in. gun and two 80-pounders in
progress.
.. Armaments.-(B} Gun arrived from England
for completion. Platforms of 9in. guns-conversion in progress, and Military department
requested to arrange for mountlllg the guns.
Stocko.de drawings will be ready at once."
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This was a stockade to protect the rear of
the Swan Island battery. It ran all round
the rear of the battery. (Sir J. O'Shanassy
-" Of what material is it?") Of wood.
Oolonel Scratchley also provided for a keep
both at the Queenscliff and Swan Island
batteries, but the keeps had not yet been
started. The memorandum continued"Point Nepean.-Plans nearly ready for contract. Progress will depend upon mode of
carrying out the works. The erection of jetty has
been much delayed by bad weather. Until Jetty
completed, battery could not be commenced."

The contract for the erection of the jetty had
been delayed by bad weather, but was ex-.
pected to be completed shortly. He should
mention that Colonel Scratchley had made
provision that, in carrying out the works at
Point N epean, the present guns would be left
in position until the new armament arrived,
so that they would be available for use should
any emergency arise. The memorandum
concluded"Other Works. - Plans being prepared.
Generally speaking, the works for mounting new
guns can be completed by the time the guns
arrive from England. This does not apply to
South Channel fort, the drawings for which will
take several months to prepare."

It was quite evident that the works which
the Government had to push on to completion were the Queenscliff, Point N epean,
and Swan Island batteries, and the South
Channel fort. (Major Smith-" What is
the cause of the delay in ordering the gunboats?") Simply that the Government had
never been able to get the Committee of
Supply to consider the question of the defences, and the Government wanted some
authority before spending £70,000 or
£80,000. Certainly at one time, when he
thought war was probable-two or three
months ago-he was inclined to take the
responsibility of ordering the gun-boats, but,
when the European summer came on, he
thought there was less likelihood of war;
and, notwithstanding the gloomy outlook at
present, he trusted that war would still be
averted. The amount which the Government
. proposed should be expended on the defences
was exactly the amount proposed in schedule
o of Colonel SCl'atchley's report, namely,
£215,000, with £85,000 for torpedo and
gun boats to make up the £300,000. He
wished to mention, for the information of
honorable ~embers, as there had been some
comments in one of the morning newspapers
on the subject, that the Cerberus was in
fighting trim, and that she was now able to
go eight knots an hour. It was only expected that, when the r~pairs to her boilers
were completed, she woul~ be able to steam at
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the speed of four knots an hour, but he had
official reports stating that she was now
quite ready to go into action, and that she
could be relied upon to steam at the rate of
eight knots an hour, having been tested up
to that speed. (Mr. W oods-" What about
her turrets? One shot would make her a
wreck.") There was a difference of opinion
on that point.
Mr. WOODS remarked that on many
occasions he had called attention, in the
House, to a defect in the construction of
the crown-wheels on which the turrets of
the Cerbents revolved. He also drew Commodore Hoskins' attention to the matter,
and that officer went into a most minute
examination of the machinery with him, and
agreed that it was very unsafe. If a shot
from a 9-inch or 10-inch gun were to strike
her just at the angle between the turret and
the deck, it would break the teeth of the
crown-wheel, which were of common cast·
iron, and if that occurred the vessel would
be a total wreck as far as fighting was concerned. Teeth had already been broken out
of the crown-wheel by the shock caused by
simply firing blank cartridge, and fresh teeth
of wrought iron had been put in their places.
What he wanted to point out was that the
stripping of some three consecutive teeth of
the crown-wheel would make the Cerberus
a total wreck. (Mr. Langridge-" It has
been examined by a competent engineer.")
He was pointing out a defect which actually
existed, and which should not be allowed to
exist for one minute. He would guarantee
that any competent engineer in the colony
who was called in would corroborate what he
had stated. The defect ought to be rectified
at once, and he would only ask that Mr. Wilson should be instructed to report specially
on the matter.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN stated that the
honorable member for Stawell had brought
this matter under his notice two or three
times, and he had obtained various opinions
about it, but they all differed from that of
the honorable member. However, as the
honorable member had specially mentioned
the name of Mr. Wilson, he would have a
report from that officer on the subject.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY inquired whether
Commodore Hoskins referred to the defect
mentioned by the honorable member for
.Stawell in the report he had sent in to the
Government?
Mr. WOOD Ssaid he was not aware
whether Commodore Hoskins had done so or
not. He (Mr. Woods) could only say that
he went over the CerberU8 with Commodore
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Hoskins, and that officer verbally, at any by any shortness of money in the Treasury.
rate, agreed with his view as to the defect in It would seem, from the interjections of
the construction of the turrets.
honorable members, that many of them did
Mr. FRANCIS remarked that the Trea- not quite recollect the statement he made
surer could not get a report from Mr. Wilson respecting the defences in the Budget speech.
at once, as he believed that officer was ill.
If, however, they turned to the memorandum
Mr. GRAVES stated that Mr. Wilson of Colonel Scratchley which he then re-w~s quite well again, and had been so for
ferred to, and which had since been cirthe last fortnight.
He sent in his report culated, namely, the one dated March 20,
on the Cerberus last week.
1882, they would find that the revised
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN observed that the estimates of the cost of the defence scheme,
actual position of the Cerbe1''ltS, as reported which had been adopted by several successive
to him, was that she was in fighting trim. Governments, and assented to by both sides
He had also a report from Oaptain Mande- of the House, amounted to £215,000 for
ville, in 'which he stated that, as far as the coast. defences, the balance of £85,000,
torpedo arrangements were concerned, he which made up the £300,000, being required
was in a position within one week to lay to cover the cost of two gun-boats, and
down torpedoes in all the channels except three torpedo-boats. If the present item
the South Channel. So far, therefore, the of £100,000 for defences was adopted, it
port was not without means of defence. . would be taken as indicating the approval
Nothing had been neglected by Captain of honorable members generally of the
Mandeville, and he had made every pre- proposition of the Government to complete
paration in his power to provide for any that scheme, and consequently to devote
contingency. Of course, in the event of £215,000 to the Queenscliff, Swan Island,
any attack being expected, the Ce1'be?'us Point N epean, and South Channel forts,
would be in the South Ohannel, and would and their armament, and £85,000 to the
be able to meet any vessel-or even more gun and torpedo boats. ·(Mr. A. T. Clark
than one-that might attempt to come up -" Are you not going to abandon the
that channel. Then there was the Nelson, South Channel fort? ") No, but it would
which was in first-rate trim at present. be erected on a scale different from the
She was just out of dock, and had been out- original one. As at first designed, the fort
side the Heads for a couple of days and would ha.ve been a very expensive affair, but
round the coast. She would be available under the revised estimat.es of Colonel
either in the Bay or outside the Heads, Scratchley, which were approved of by Sir
as she was the most powerful ship William Jervois, it would only cost £80,000,
in this part of the world except H.M.S. a reduction which meant a saving of someNelson and perhaps another. Of course thing like £120,000. (Mr. A. T. Clarkshe would be nowhere against an ironclad, " Will the £300,000 cover the cost of rebut she would be able to meet any of the organizing the volunteer force?" ) No;
cruisers that were likely to come against that would be a separate and distinct matter.
her. Honorable members would see that, The Government proposed to take powerwhile the Government proposed the outlay by Bill if necessary-to disburse £100,000
of this £300,000 for batteries and other per annum on the deferice works he had
defences, men would be required to defend named for three years, the first £100,000
them. Therefore, without going into the to be expended in 1882-3, and the requestioB.. of the re-organization of the mainder of the £300,000 in the course of
volunteer forces, which might be discussed the two succeeding years. At the same
at a later period of the session, be proposed time, they desired to have authority to spend
in the Supply Bill to take £12,500 for the the whole amount at once, if it became
permanent artillery and £2,135 for the necessary to do so. But it was quite evitorpedo and signal corps, because in order dent that it would take a long time to comto make use of the defences he thought it plete such works as the South Channel fort,
was essential to have these two corps. It was and therefore what Ministers looked forward
of no use taking a small vote on account of to were gradual payments, extended over
them, because he wanted the Assembly, by three years. Of course the gun and torpedo
passing these two votes, to endorse the policy boats would have to be paid for when they
of maintaining an artillery and a torpedo were delivered, but that would not, probably,
corps. On another occasion he would bring in occur for twelve months to come. If the
·a short Bill to place the corps ill a permanent £100,000 for defences was voted forthwith,
position, so that they might not be affected the boats would be at once oJ;dered in
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London, while the construction of the forts
would be pushed on as fast as possible. Of
course honorable members would understand
that, were any attack to take place while the
defence works were being completed, the
Government would have to meet it in the
best way they could. As he had already
stated, the Ce1'berU8 was so far in trim
that with her present boilers she could steam
about 8 knots an hour, and Captain Mandeville had reported that torpedo lines could
be laid down in a week to close all
the channels, except the South Channel.
The colony already possessed a boat specially
built for laying down torpedoes, and, if occasion arose, others could be improvised to
assist in that work, and also aid the Ce1'be1'~l8
in protecting the torpedo lines. But, as a
matter of fact, he (Sir B. O'Loghlen)
apprehended no attack. vVhat he wanted
was the country placed in a state of defence
so that it might not be liable to suffer from
war scares of any kind. For that reason the
House ought not, now that times were
prosperous, to hesitate in carrying out the
defence scheme which had been approved of
by 'successive Governments, and actively
pushed forward at various times, but which,
for lack of money in the Treasury, had never
been completed. He thought the time for
completing it had now undoubtedly arrived.
(Sir J. O'Shanassy-" Will the money
eventually come out of a loan ?") No; it
would come out of the annual income of
the colony - £100,000 in 1882-3, another £100,000 in 1883-4, and the last
£100,000 in 1884-5. In that way the
colony would, in three years, if not sooner,
bc placed in a state of defence which would,
so satisfy everybody that there would be
no ground for any war scare. No doubt
differences of opinion might arise on various
points of the scheme, but the Government
would be guided with respect to them by the
authorities whom they had already consulted,
and who were consulted by previous Governments. He did not think they ought to
obtain advice elsewhere, or indeed that they
could in this part of the world refer to any
higher authority. Under all the circumstances, he did not doubt that the House
would support tlie Government in the action
they had taken.
Mr. BERRY remarked that the statement of the Treasurer by no means conveyed
the idea that there was the smallest occasion
for the war scare which it was attempted to
get up a lit~le while ago. As far as he (Mr.
Berry) could see the course of events, there
was no more need at the present time than
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there had been at any other dur,lng the last
few years to attach extra importance to the
preparation of works of defence. That being
the case, would it not be better for the honorable gentleman to provide for the execution
of the works of that character which the
colony required by means of a Bill rather
than by a Supply vote, so that all succeeding
Governments might be enabled to work up
to one standard, and, consequently, to get
rid of the differences of opinion that were
everlastingly arising as to whether the money
it was proposed to spend on defence was too
much or too little? As for the plan of defence
which the Treasurer thought nt;lcessary for
the protection of Melbourne, all sides of the
House'were pretty well agreed. As a matter
of fact, he (Mr. Berry), while at the head
of a late Administration, so far adopted it
that he brought in a Bill to authorize the
Executive to carry out Sir William J ervois'
recommendations, but the measure, after
passing the Assembly, was rejected elsewhere, and matters had stood in that way
ever since. Had the Bill been carried into
law, the whole question of the defences of
the country wbuld. have been settled; all
succeeding Governments would have had an
Act of Parliament to direct them in proceeding rapidly and energetically in the prosecution of the intended works, and it would
have been impossible on the one hand to have
a war scare, or, on the other, for any honorable
member to take exception to an expenditure,
either upon construction or maintenance,
which had been so thoroughly sanctioned.
Smely, then, the Treasurer would agree that
it was advisable-not perhaps immediately,
but as soon as affairs allowed-to carry a
Bill which would lay down in detail what
was necessary for the defence of the Golony
in connexion with not merely works of construction but also the number and character
of volunteers and paid. forces. There was
no need for such a measure to descend to
minute particulars, because its main object
should be merely to set at rest all questions
as to the amount of the annual vote for
defence purposes, and the direction in which
the expenditme should go. Taking it for
granted that the idea of the Gbvernment
simply was to carry out much more rapidly
than had hit]]erto been done the works
recommended by Sir William Jervois, with
such alterations and additions as appeared
necessary in the light of further experience,
he (Mr. Berry) thought their proposal so far
would receive the universal support of the
House. At the same time, if a vote was taken
for £100,000 for 1882-3, it was not at all
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likely that the whole of the money would be
spent within the year, because the works to
be executed would undoubtedly occupy a long
time. He was, of course, assuming that no
intimation had been received through the
Governor that would justify any special
anxiety in connexion with the defence question at the present juncture. For himself,
he did not think the latest telegraphic
news, with respect to affairs in Egypt, at
all warranted any supposition in favour of a
European war. For example, he saw, by
the papers of that evening, that the ambassadors of all the powers had taken part in
the recent conference on Egyptian affairs,
and made statements there to the effect that
none of the Governments they represented
desired to obtain any special advantage for
itself, the general object of all being to secure
good government in Egypt, and, above all
things, the safety of the Suez Canal. That
being the case, and the House being practically promised a Bill of the kind he had
indicated, he did not think there should be
anything to prevent the Government carrying on the defence works as rapidly as possible
to completion, because, having been decided
upon, the sooner they were finished and in
a state of efficiency the better. But, with
respect to the rest of the intended Supplies,
the case was somewhat different. Had the
Treasurer given a single reason why the
House should be asked, at the present stage,
to vote Supplies for nextsear? Was there
not an Appropriation Act still in force?
Was there on record a single instance in
which Supplies were granted for one year
before the expiration of the preceding
year?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said the practice
was common. in England. (Mr. Munro"They have not a Supply Bill in this
form in England.") Yes; practically in
this form.
Mr. BERRY stated that the Supply
Bills passed by the Imperial Parliament
authorized the raising of money in anticipation of revenue, but not payments all round
as was now proposed. (Sir B. O'Loghlen
- " They have the doubl~ object.") At all
events, there was not in England the custom
that prevailed in this colony of taking votes
on account of every division of the Estimates.
Besides, what had the House yet to settle?
Honorable members had not yet decided on
the financial policy of the Government.
Surely there was no need to remind the
Treasurer that altogether new proposalsproposals entirely different from those
announced· in the Budget speech-had still
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to be discussed in Committee of Ways and
Means. In the first place, the Treasurer
indicated certain remissions with respect to
the tea and beer duties; then came alterations in detail as to the time at which the
changes would come into operation, and
other matters; afterwards came the action
of the honorable member for Warrnambool,
which interfered not a little with the opportunities honorable members had of discussing
the Budget as a whole; and, lastly, what
did honorable members find? That while
the Government appeared to give way as to
the remissions of duties they brought forward in the first instance, their latest change
of front consisted of alternative action
under which at least as much revenue would
be surrendered as would have been surrendered had they carried out their original
intentions. For his part, he (Mr. Berry)
regarded this last loss of revenue as by no
means as satisfactory as that which was
formerly indicated-that was to say, the
lapse of the beer duty was not so pleasing
to him as the remission of the tea duty.
However, he would not forestall the
debate on these points. What he rose to
do was to express his surprise at the
Government asking for general Supplies
before they could possibly need them.
What did the proceeding mean? If it foreshadowed an appeal to the country, all he
could say was that that was something the
Opposition would not in the least object to.
(Sir B. O'Loghlen-" Whoever is head of
the Government, Supplies will very shortly be
needed.") vVell, he could tell the Treasurer
that, if his request for Supplies was made
in view of a dissolution, he would have
the warmest possible co-operation from the
Opposition. Any announcement from him
to the effect that the House would shortly
go to the constituencies would be received
with the greatest satisfaction by the honorable members who faced the Treasury bench.
But, in any case, although it seemed unnecessary for the Government to ask for
Supplies, since their friends did not object
to the proposal, neither would the Opposition do so. Perhaps that conclusion had
been facilitated by the consideration that
granting Supplies to the Government might
be useful to their successors. Coming back
to the defence question, he would repeat
that all parties seemed agreed that it was
desirable to adopt a particular scheme of
defence, and that the works connected with
it should be carried out persistently and
continuously, and rather as a measure of
reasonable caution than as one arising from
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timidity-Lfrom a fear that something was
going to happen. Indeed, upon the whole,
a Bill to give permanency to the defence
policy of the country was more urgent than
almost any other measure the Government
could introduce.
Mr. FRANOIS said he did not rise to
oppose the appropriation of sufficient funds
to complete the defences of the country, but
in order to point out that, coincident with
making provision for defence works, the
Assembly ought to legislate without the loss
of an hour for the creation of a corps fit to man
those works and protect the most valuable
portion of the warlike material of the colony.
For himself, he would like to see theadoption of a system something like that which
was formerly in operation here, and which,
although it was doubtless amenable in some
points to adverse criticism, he was extremely
sorry to see abolished. by the honorable member for Geelong (Mr, Berry) when he was
last in office. Possibly there was something
in the animadversions on the subject of the
honorable member for StaweU, but he (Mr.
Francis) still thought that a similar application of the Discipline Act would form a
very good basis on which to start afresh,
with a view to complete the means of defence
the colony possessed in the field and on the
coast. Forts, guns, and torpedoes, necessary
as they were, would be worse than useless without skilled men to work them, and others to
protect them, because, in such a case, it would
be always possible for an enemy to capture
them, and use them against the colony. It
was also necessary, while securing the services of trained artillerymen, say from W 001wich, to look about for an influence capable
of giving tone and efficiency to the human
military material the colony already possessed. Did not honorable members know
what the inspiration of an able leader had
often achieved in the past? Let them look
at the influence that most admirable man
and patriot, Lord Nelson, exercised over
the ships' crews under his command. Why
there was not a man in his fleet who did not
feel that he was bound to come victorious
out of every fight with the enemy, however
unequal it might be, and the consequence
was that the great leader made heroes
out of the most ordinary flesh and blood.
He (Mr. Francis) would therefore ask the
Government to see that it was their duty to
secure the services not only of men capable
of manning the defence works of the country, but also of a competent leader, who
would see that discipline was maintained,
and make the hest use of the means at his
SESe 1882.-3
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command. Certainly they ought not to. look
for such a man in the small sphere of Victorian society, because a step of that ,kind
would in all probability simply lead to their
finding one who, in England, would never
be trusted with any position ·of highly responsible authority. At the same time, he
(Mr. Francis) felt that it was not his duty
to indicate to the Treasurer the exact COUl'se
he ought to follow in the matter, because
the honorable gentleman had laws and regttlations to guide him in estimating the necessities of his position. No doubt both sides
of the House would unite in regarding the
defence question as something that ought
to have precedence over almost every other
subject. There were indeed many reasons
why that view shopld be entertained, a most
, important one being that the matter ought
not on any account to be legislated upon
during a war scare, or in the midst of any
general expectation of aggression from
without, It should, in fact, be taken in hand
now, when honorable members' minds were
cool, and that most important and sensitive
of political barometers, the London Stock
Exchange, indicated none of the sudden and
exciting changes that almost invariably accompanied any immediate prospect of war.
Another reason that ought to weigh with
honorable members, and lead tllem to press
the Government to take prompt action to
obtain not only the means of defence, but
also the means of properly using them, was
that, in the event of England being engaged
in war, men of skilled ability of a high
class in defence matters 'would be much
more difficult to engage than they were at
the present time. Of course it would be
impossible for the colony to ensme a superior
character for its defences if their managelUent was left to officers of a comparatively
10'Y grade. The present time was also a
specially good one for the pmpose, because
the colony had in London an Agent-General
whose intelligence, capacity, and activity
were so thoroughly to be depended upon
that he could easily be directed by a cablegram. He (Mr. Francis) trusted that the
management of the defences would, as soon
as possible, be placed on the basis of an
Act of Parliament, and that from first to
last it would not be treated by honorable
members as a party question, It was of no
use the colony relying on merely bricks and
mortar. In fact, the latest idea seemed to
be that it was useless to make permanent
fortifications of any material save either
blocks of stone or earth. But the first
consideration should be how to .place the
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naval and military forces of the colony under
the control of commanders deserving the
almost unlimited confidence of Parliament
and the country.
Mr. A. T. CLARK thought the country
might be congratulated on the fact that
honorable members were all in accord as to
it being necessary to put the defences of the
colony in proper form, but it was hardly
equally pleasing to find the former, and now
would-be, leader of the liberal party-he
alluded to the honorable member for Warrnambool-insisting that, in order that those
defences might be properly conducted, sometIring or somebody must be imported. The
honorable member was· one of those who
were constantly saying that they did not
believe in scares, but on what ground did he
take that view? Did he mean that the
manhood of the colony could not be trusted
to take care of its interests-that that manhood would not be prepared, when the time
of trial came to them, to show the same
pluck and ability their forefathers exhibited?
vVas it to go forth to the world that, in the
event of an enemy attacking Victoria, its
people had not sufficient ability to properly
defend it ? (Mr. Francis-" We have not.
the experience.") What did America do
when she had to go to war? Did she go to
England for warriors? (Mr. McIntyre"America had millions of population to
depend upon.") What practical difference
did that fact make? Better war material could
be found among the volunteers of Victoria
than any it could import. Could an instance
be named of any of the Brummagem military
articles the colony had imported turning out
of the smallest real service? Take the case
of the gentleman who was imported to construct the fortifications that formerly for
many years disfigured Williamstown. Was
he not subsequently brought out to condemn
and demolish his own work? If honorable
members went to Queenscliff, what would
they see there? Fortifications which were
a public disgrace. The most inferior
military authority in· the c~lonial forces
would never have committed the gross
bungles that had been made over the Queenscliff battery. As originally constructed, it
was simply utterly useless. (Mr. Francis
-" A second Daniel come to judgment.")
He was stating no more than he could prove.
Had the guns been mounted as it was originally intended to mount them, they would
have dismounted themselves in firing,
while the right flank was so exposed that
an additional wing, with four guns, had
to be cotlstructed for its protection. The
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honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry)
knew at whose suggestion the alteration
was made. Besides, at the present moment no one would dare to fire a fair
point-blank charge out of anyone of the
guns. What he (Mr. Clark) meant was that
the arrangement oithe battery was such that
it was almost impossible to work the guns.
Any man of ordinary ability could discover
that for himself. Did honorable members
really believe that Victoria and Victorian
institutions were not to be depended upon?
Far better would it.have been had the colony
in the first instance, instead of importing
rubbishy Brummagem articles, placed its
defences in the hands of its own people, who
were perfectly equal to any emergency. It
was worth while drawing the attention of
honorable members to another fact or two.
Some years ago, the House decided to carry
out a particular defence scheme, which had
been specially framed for Victoria by Sir
William somebody-it did not matter what
his surname was as long as it had a " Sir "
before it. Well, the colony having adopted
the plans prepared by Sir William J ervois and
Colonel Scratchley-having bowed down to
those wonderful imported authorities-in
what extraordinary position did it now find
itself? Part of the original J ervois-Scratchley
scheme having been carried out, the Government now asked the House to adopt, on
apparently the same authority, a totally different arrangement. It would be interesting
to know the exact recommendations that
had led, in the short space of two years, to
such a complete change of plan as the reduction in size of the South Channel fort
and the importation for the defence of the
channel of a couple of gun-boats?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN explained that
the object of reducing the size of the intended fort in the South Channel to one
of lesser power was to bring its cost within
a more reasonable amount. Even in its
cut-down form, the fort would be of sufficient strength to cover the channel, and, in
connexion with the gun-boats, to defend it.
Mr. LANGRIDGE asked whether Sir
William J ervois recommended the change?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN stated that Sir
William Jervois approved of the gun-boats,
as also did Colonel Scratchley and Captain
Mandeville.
Mr. A. T. CLARK expressed the hope
that honorable members were taking notice
of the point he wished to impress upon
them. How was it possible to rely on the
authority of a gentleman who, after making
a series of elaborate recommendations, the
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carrying out of which would involve an
enormous expenditure, turned round within
comparatively a very few months, and said
that a great deal of the expense could be
saved, because something else might be
done? (Sir B. O'Loghlen-" Has the
honorable member read the reports on the
proposed changes ?")
He (Mr. Clark)
would not care for a basketfull of such reports. Any man who, having eighteen
months before urged the colony to spend
a certain amount of money, could now
say that so much less was all that need be
spent, must in the nature of things be
totally unreliable. He would mention
another circumstance. Some time since,
he called attention to the fact that the
Queenscliff battery was not properly protected in the rear, but he was immediately told by Colonel Scratchley, in the
presence of the late Colonel Anderson,
that as a matter of fact it w:as utterly impossible, for want of a sufficient depth of
water, for ships to get behind the battery.
Upon that he (Mr. Clark) pointed out that
Captain Cox's chart gave a depth of water
in the rear of the battery, on the Point
Lonsdale side, of from 40ft. to 70ft. That
was enough to show the want of knowledge
of the gentleman who had been sent out to
the colony to conduct its defences. And
when he expressed to Colonel Scratchley his
surprise at the fact that, under the circumstances set out ill the chart, the flank of the
battery was left unprotected, what was he
informed? "Oh, Sir William "-(whoever
"Sir William" might mean)-" was assured by the fishermen that it was utterly
impossible for a ship to get there." Why
among the Victorian engineers there were
better men than any who could be imported
from England. If the colony had talent of
its own, why should it not be brought out
'and relied upon? It was a reflection upon
the manhood of the citizens of Victoria that,
whenever there was a war scare, the Government rushed to England for the advice and
assistance of officers who erected batteries
one day which had to be pulled down on
the morrow. That was an utterly wrong system. The misfortune was that the honorable member for W arrnambool belonged to
a party that wanted to import everything.
There was only one article he did not want
to import, and that was because he was personally very much interested in it. He did
not rise to discuss the general question of
defences. Three weeks might very fairly be
devoted to going into the whole scheme for
the defence of the colony. His principal
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object was to protest against what had oecm'red in the past, and was likely to occur
in the future, namely, the utter waste of
money on defence works commenced in consequence of a sudden scare. What was the
good of the proposed forts? When they
were constructed, and the batteries were
erected, where would be the men to work the
guns? Did the Treasurer propose to apply
a portion of the present vote to the re-organization of the volunteer force?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN remarked that the
colony must have a permanent artillery
corps. The re-organization of the volunteer
force could wait for a few weeks longer.
Mr. A. T. CLARK asked what would
be the use of the 125 men whom Colonel
Hutton proposed to enlist as a permanent
force? Were they all to be placed in one
battery, or was one man to be placed at each
gun, or what was intended to be done with
them? Certainly 125 men would not do
for the Queenscliff battery. (Sir B. O'Loghlen-", With 200 or 300 volunteers.")
He'
would rely on the volunteers, and not have
any permanent men. A paid corps would
do nothing but break the spirit of the
volunteer force. That was the result during
the period that the last paid artillery
corps were in existence. The members of
that corps were maintained for the benefit
of the staff, and the volunteers could learn
nothing of many matters with which they
onght to become acquainted. What the
volunteers wanted was to be allowed the
opportunity of becoming proficient in every
detail of warfare-of going into the batteries
and learning all the duties of a soldier, and
not to be met at every turn by paid officials,
who said" You must not come here," and
"You must not go there." Y ear after
year he had protested against the way in
which money had been squandered on defence
works. There was nothing to show for
the expenditure except a fort at Queenscliff, half a one-a mud structure-at Swan
Island, and the foundations of a fort in the
South Channel. The latter was rapidly
silting up the channel. If the Government called for tenders to carry out the
works in the South Channel as originally
proposed by Sir William Jervois, it would
be found that they could not be completed
in ten years. He would like to know how
much of the £80,000 which the Treasurer
said the South Channel fort would cost had
already been expended? (Sir B. O'Loghlen
-" About £10,000.") A vast amount of
money had been dribbled away on defence
works which would be utterly useless, He
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was as anxious as any man that the defence
of the colony should be placed on a sound
and satisfactory basis, but he thought it
was time that Parliament refused to sanction any further expenditure for defence
works unless it knew the precise character of
the proposed works, upon whose advice they
were to be constructed, and where the men
to man them were to come from.
Major SMITH said he did not agree with
the remarks of the honorable member for
Williamstown, who, by the way, was a
member of a former Government that commenced the carrying out or the present
scheme of defence works. Amongst the
things done by that Government towards
,the defence of the colony was the entering
into a contract for the South Channel fort,
and also the purchase or Swan Island.
Considering the large public revenue of
Victoria, it was the duty of Parliament to
make the, port of Melbourne absolutely safe
against foreign attack; and, indeed, it
would pay to do so, as a mere matter of
insurance, for the protection of property in
and around the metropolis. The port or
Melbourne ought to be made thoroughly
impregnable. With that view a former Government, of which Sir James McCulloch
was, the head, requested the Imperial Government to send out one of their most
experienced engineers to advise as to the
construction of defence works, and Sir William Jervois, who had designed some of the
principal fortifications in Great Britain,
came here. He reported to a succeeding
Government, and amongst his recommendations were the very works which were
now being carried out. The late Commodore on the Australian station, and other
distinguished' officers, had pronounced the
battery at Queenscliff to be the most perfect in construction and design which they
had ever seen, and their verdict was very
similar in regard to the plan of the works
to be carried out at Swan Island. It was
therefore idle for the honol:able member for
Williamstown to depreciate these works.
As to the alterations made in the original
plans for the South Channel fort, they
were the result of the investigations which
Sir William J ervois made as to some modern
improvements in Europe, after his first visit
to this colony. Sir vVilliam advised that,
for a less expenditure than was originally
suggested, equally as effective a fortification, and e\ren a more effective one, might
be obtained, and he recommended that the
difference between the two sums should be
,expellded' in the purchase of gun-boats,'
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which the Government proposed to ,do.. It
was no use having batteries unless men were
enrolled to keep them in order and to man
them in case of necessity. So far as he
understood, the Colonel-Commandant was
of opinion that this could not be done
unless 125 permanent artillerymen were
placed under the command of the staff. It
would require five or six men for each gun
to keep such weapons as those at Queenscliff in proper order, ready for any emergency, and to work one in actual warfare ten
men would be necessary. If the colony
purchased the best weapons that could be
procured, it ought, at least, to have men to
keep them in efficient order. He would
certainly support the proposal of the Government in this respect. It was a matter
of very little moment whether the men were
called artillerymen or gunners, provided that
there were sufficient of them. He understood that the re-organization of the volunteer force would not be effected at present.
(Sir B. O'Loghlen-" Not till the 1st
January next.") As there would beplenty
of time to discuss that matter whim the
vote for the volunteer' force came before the
committee, he would not at present offer
any remarks on the subject.
Mr. LANGRIDGE stated that he did
'not see that the Government could do otherwise than make arrangements for manning
the batteries which had been erected. When
the batteries at Queenscliff and Point N epean, and the one in course of erection at
Swan Island, were properly equipped and
fully manned, they would be all that would
be required for the defence of the port. He
desired to offer one suggestion to the Government, in view of their intention as to the
establishment of a torpedo corps, and the
ordering of torpedo-boats and gun-boats from
England. H.M.S.NelBon, which was at present at Sydney, was furnished with torpedo-'
boats, launches, and torpedoes of the latest
and best description; and it would be advisable for the Government, before ordering
any, torpedo-boats, or incurring expense in
connexion with the organization of a torpedo
corps, to request the Commodore to allow one
of the skilled officers of that vessel to come
to Melbourne and advise them on the subject. He thought this suggestion deserved
the serious attention of the Government.
Mr. TUCKER remarked that a good
deal had been said as to the opinion of distinguished military engineers abol'l.t the defence works which were being carried on, and
he was disposed to regard those authorities
with gr~atrespect until one day, on board the
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'Victoria, the honorable memberfor Williamstown pointed out to one of them a radical
defect in the designs for the fortification 'of
Queenscliff. The reply made by the officer
in question was to this cffect-" Then we
must put two guns on the other side.'} On
hearing this admission his opinion of the
distinguished officer in question went down to
zero, while his opinion of the honorable mem'ber for ,Villiamstown went up considerably.
The honorable member deserved credit both
.for the time which he devoted to his duties
as a volunteer, and also for t~e study that
he had bestowed on the question of the
defences, which had enabled him to give
·the Assembly a great deal of information
on the subject on different occasions. He
(Mr. Tucker) was opposed to the importation or further militnry talent from the old
country, because he thought there was
.sufficient in the colony. Only the other
day, a number of 014 soldiers came forward
and offered their services to the Gov~rn
ment, and no doubt they included artillerymen and others who were capable of giving
valuable information and advice on matters
connected with the defence of the colony.
Men who had been the most successful in
passing examinations, and carrying off
honours at military colleges, did not always
turn out to be the best practical men' in
actual warfare. He would mention one
'notable case in proof of this. In the last
Zulu war, Lord Chelmsford led the British
army to absolute slaughter, and yet he took
the highest honours at the military college
where he was a student; while, on the
other hand, the man who most distinguished
11imsel£ was Lieutenant Bromhead, who was
plucked at college, not being able to pass
an examination. There was surely sufficient
military and engineering talent in Victoria
to enable the colony to carry out all the
defence works which it required. One of
the taxes which the Government proposed
to remit might fairly be retained, in order
to defray the cost of defences, and he hoped
the Treasurer would reconsider the proposed
remissions. At all events, the colony ought
to be placed in a thorough state of defence.
Mr. WOODS observed that the honorable member for Williamstown deserved the
thanks of the country for the suggestions
which he had made on several occasions in
regard to the defences. Amongst other
things, when the powder magazine was
being built the honorable member pointed
out that a' vessel might get near the back
beach at Williamstown, in spite of all the
batteries there, and throw a hot shell 011 to
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the magazine. ~.'he honorable member also
showed the weak point in connexion with
the Queenscliff battery, and, ir that battery
. was now an efficient arm of defence, the
result was to a large extent due to the
honorable'meniber's interrerence. He (Mr.
Woods), if he felt so disposed, might, take
credit for baying suggested the battery at
Point N epean. Honorable members did
not want to claim credit for any suggestions they had made; all that they
desired was to help the Government in
hn,ving the colony placed in as complete a
condition of defence as possible. To keep
the batteries in a state of efficiency there
must be a permanent corps of artillery; it
was of no use depending solely upon the
volunteers. But the a.rtillery corps should
be a proper one-not one like the last,
which he had already described as an ornamental nursery for policemen. At all events,
a skeleton artillery corps must be maintained to keep the batteries in order; and
everything should be so arranged that,
in case of necessity, volunteers could be
despatched to Queenscliff by train, and the
batteries be fully manned within an hour.
While the Government were waiting for the
gnn-boats from England, they might improvise a couple of gun-boats by utilizing for
that purpose two of the four guns belonging
to the Cerberus. He placed greater reliance
on floating defences than on land batteries.
(Sir B. O'Loghlen-" Sir William Jervois
goes in for both.") To some extent, both
were necessary; but he attached the greatest
importance to floating defences-to the
Cel'be1'1.ts, the Nelson, and the gun-boats.
The chances were that a war-vessel steaming
at the rate of 14 or 15 'lmots an hour could
pass a battery without being hit; and, if
such a vessel succeeded in slipping the
batteries, the protection of the port of
Melbourne would depend entirely upon the
torpedoes and the floating defences. He
understood the Treasurer to say that the
gun-boats which had been ordered would
draw only about 9 feet of water. (Sir B.
O'Loghlen-" One 9 feet, and the other 11
feet.") Those were the kind of boats which
would draw an enemy into danger, supposing
all the buoys to be taken up, and other marks
obliterated to prevent safe navigation in the
Bay by any foreign cruiser. They ought,
however, to be high-speed boats, or otherwise
they would be liable to be simply run down
by a fast-steaming vessel. If any considerable length of time was likely to elapse'
before the gun-boats arrived from England,
he thought the Government would do well
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to adopt his suggestion to improvise a couple
of gun-boats in the meanwhile.
Mr. NIMMO stated that he was prepared to vote for the grant of £100,000,
as the Treasurer said it was required, but
he would have preferred seeing a Bill passed
with a schedule attached to it, setting forth
the various items of the proposed expenditure. If the defence works recommended
by Sir William Jervois were carried out,
~here would be very little to fear from any
enemy that might visit the colony. At all
events, no prudent enemy would be likely to
attempt to enter Port Phillip Bay, but
would more probably endeavour to approach
Melbourne by way of Flinders and Western
Port. He thought that those were really
the vulnerable points, and that some defence
works should, be provided there. He would
also suggest that, in the event of a threatened
attack upon the colony, all horses and cattle
should be removed from the neighbourhood'
of Western Port, as an enemy landing in
that locality would then be under great
difficulty in transporting their heavy guns
overland in the direction of Melbourne. He
was quite sure that, if the worst came to
the worst, the people of the colony would not
shrink from their duty. At Emerald Hill
there was a volunteer corps of 120 men who
would account for 240 Russians any day, or
the like number of any other foreign soldiers. He had not heard any sufficient
reasons advanced to show that the volunteer
force of Victoria was not an efficient body
of men.
SirJ. O'SHANASSY said the discussion
had very clearly shown the desirableness of
passing an Act of Parliament authorizing the
systematic carrying out of such works as
were necessary for the defence of the colony.
The honorable member for Williamstown had
spoken in a very depreciatory manner of
imported articles, but he would call the
honorable member's attention to the fact
that, up to the present time, the colony had
not been able to manufacture a pound of
gunpowder or a single gun. The honorable member professed to have pointed out
a great defect in the defence works at
Queenscliff recommended by Sir William
Jervois, but it was rather too bad to cast
such a reflection upon that eminent officer.
To show how unjust it was, he would call
attention to the following extract from the
report of Sir William J ervois : " As regards the defence of the Queenscliff
batteries against assault, a four-sided defensible
enclosure should be formed, the eastern side of
which will be the cliff, and which will include the
existing work, and the premjses occupied by the
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light-keeper's quarters and telegraph-office. The
right battery, which cannot conveniently be
included in this enclosure, should be surrounded
by a stockade and ditch. Both the batteries as
well as the adjacent ground will be commanded
by a tower projecting into the road at the northwest angle of the main enclosnre, and flanking
it on the north and west sides."

It would, therefore, be seen that Sir William

Jervois pointed out the very thing which the
honorable member claimed the credit of
suggesting. The honorable member for
Stawell was under the impression that he
recommended the battery at Point N epean.
(Mr. W oods-" I certainly did.") If the
honorable member looked at the report, he
would see that the battery at Point N epean
was one of the things recommended by Sir
William Jervois, who wrote as follows with
reference to it : " The works at Point Nepean and Queenscliff
will be constructed, the former for four, and
the latter for six, powerful muzzle-loading rifled
guns. At Point Nepean the battery will be
arranged in a semicircle, and each gun with a
wide sweep. The left gun will bear on the deep
water outside the harbour towards Western
l'ort, the right on the harbour inside the Heads,
and the whole will be arranged so as to afford
the greatest amount of fire that can be obtained
from them upon the entrance channel, and on
the passage between Point Nepean and Queenscliff."

There was every reason for having the
greatest confidence in Sir William J ervois
as a military engineer. Instead of that
officer being blamed, or regarded as incapable, because he had modified his recommendation as to the South Channel fort,
the fact simply showed that he had profited
by the latest experience with regard to the
most effective kind of fortifications-a
matter on which ,new light was continually
being thrown. The martello towers for the
defence of the English coast, which cost
£11,000,000, were constructed by the
advice of the highest intelligence and skill
at the command of the nation, but they
were now worthless as a means of defence.
What was the value of the assertions of
the honorable Plember for Williamstown
against the authority of such an officer as
Sir 'Villiam J ervois ? The honorable
member said that the people of this colony
had come from a glorious race, and that
they ought to depend upon themselves for
the defence of the colony. But it was not
enough to be content with belonging to a
glorious race, because the experience both
of England and other countries showed that
sometimes great mistakes had been made by
not being prepared for war. To efficiently
man the Queenscliff and other batteries, it
appeared that a permanent corps of 125
men was absolutely reqllired. There was
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protect themselves, because, although they
had but a handful of soldiers, every man was
trained to the use of the rifle. In ancient days,
at Thermopylre, 320 men turned back a million; and he was satisfied that the 800,000
people of Victoria, one-fourth of whom were
grown men, would protect the colony from
any force which might come against it.
He had a great desire to see standing armies
done away with. He did not believe, when
there was a strike of mechanics to protest
against wrong, in the matter being settled
by military intervention. He was for
courts of arbitration, and not soldiers,
settling the difficulties which arose, from
time to time, between labour and capital.
The Estimates provided for a new organization-for 2,110 volunteer militia for six
months of the new financial year, at a cost
of £15,250 for the half-year, or £30,500
per annum. They also provided for 125
permanent artillery at a cost of £12,500
per annum, making together a total extra
charge upon the ratepayers of Victoria of
£,45,000 per annum. Besides that, £100,000
had to be sent immediately to England for
gun-boats, and those gun-boats would have
to be manned. Every fresh battery that
was put up, armed with one 01' two guns,
would also have to be manned at a large
expense. He was sorry the Treasurer had
allowed the unreasonable and childish scare
which arose the other day to interfere with his
better judgment. He believed there would
not have been a word about these votes but
for the man Bryant-a ruffian who came to
the colony to lie and steal, and do everything else that was evil. That man caught
the proprietor of a newspaper in a trap, and
that gentleman could not get out of the
trap without inducing the Government to
go to England for gun-boats and artillery,
and arms of precision, and, in consequence,
the colony would be taxed and taxed and
taxed to support a number of men in idleness. A recent arrival in the colony had
told him that it was positively painful to
find at every turn in Europe-wherever
,he went-the tramp of soldiers. Why
there were now no less· than 5,000,000 or
6,000,000 of soldiers in Europe to keep
the people in absolute bondage. He was
afraid that this provision on the Estimates
was only the beginning of a standing army
that would crush out the liberties of the
colony. The House ought not to begin any
such tIling. If there were to be militia,
let them be paid for the time they served.
Let them be men who had an interest in
The United States were able to the country. Such men, if they had a.

nothing more clearly shown by all the reports on the defences than that paid men
must be kept to work the batteries. It would
be a great piece of insanity to leave the guns
to be kept in efficient fighting order by a
number of volunteers, because the duty
could not be performed except by a body of
skilful and properly trained men constantly
employed at it. Although the employment
of men for military purposes would take
.them away from occupations which added to
the wealth ot the country, fighting was a
portion of modern civilization. The colony
must therefore get the best arms of defence
that it could obtain, and it could not get
them without paying for them. If necessary, expenditure in some other direction
would have to be curtailed in order to pay
the expense which the defences would entail.
With respect to the torpedo corps, he would
be very glad to hear that it was to be
thoroughly organized, because Sir William
Jervois and other able authorities were
agreed that torpedoes would be of the
greatest possible service in checking any
hostile ships that might enter Port Phillip
Bay, but it was necessary that there should
be an efficient corps to work them. It appeared to him that the utmost attention
should be directed to this branch of the
service, and he regretted that it had been
handed over to the Chief Naval Officer, of
whom, however, he did not wish to speak
disrespectfully. He desired to mention one
thing which he believed had not previously
been pointed out, namely, that nearly oppositr.
Point Arthur there was a deep channel, very
narrow, where torpedoes could be very advantageously placed, and might be successfully
directed against any ship which succeeded
in passing the ba.tteries at the Heads and
reaching that point.
Mr. LONGMORE stated that he
regretted that the Government had allowed
themselves to be led away by the scare
which had been raised by the man Bryant.
If the Cerben~s, the Nelson, and the shore
batteries were not sufficient to protect Melbourne, then the city would never be protected against any privateers that might
attempt to levy contributions upon it. No
doubt the colony ought to be defended, but
the proper persons to defend it were the
people of the colony themselves. He
objected to the creation of a large military
and naval power which might at any moment
be turned upon the people of the colony.
The colony ought to have a militia, but not
a standing army maintained at a very large
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few skilled officers to guide them, would
soon acquire the knowledge necessary to
enable them to work batteries and gunboats; but he protested against the State
employing 2,000 or 3,000 men, and paying
them large sums of money merely to walk
about. The taxpayers did not want. any
such system, and would not thank the House
for inaugurating it. The Cerberus ought
to be sufficient for harbour defence. Reference had been made to the defects of the
crown-wheels of that vessel; but he considered it a discredit to the vessel, and the place
from which she came, that her boilers were
utterly useless. (Mr. W oods-" They were
burnt coming out.") (Mr. Francis-" She
was mainly sailed out.") The boilers were
never worth putting inside her; an.d it wal;!
the same kind of thing which they would
get if the Government sent to England for
gun-boats. Small gun-boats could be made
here. He referred to such a contrivance as
a platform for a single gun, composed of
heavy timbers covered with iron, and drawing from 7 to 10 or 11 feet of water. It
was perfectly preposterous to send money to
England by tens of thousands of pounds in
order that some manufacturers there might
make a fortune out of the colony. He
hoped the House would take these things
into consideration, and leave off playing at
soldiers. There never was a time when there
was less danger of war than the present.
It was not to be supposed that the whole
of Europe was going to war over the Suez
Canal. If such a thing should occur, it might
be well regarded as one of the remnants
of the policy. of the vile Government of
Disraeli, which put England into a false
position by sending her troops all over the
world. The last Turkish war was got up
for nothing' else than to allow the Jews to
get rid of the bonds they held with some
profit.
Mr. ZOX observed that there was hardly
an honorable member who had not expressed.
an opinion as to the absolute necessity for
the expenditure of the money now asked for.
The only difficulty appeared to be how best
to expend it. He would suggest that the
Treasurer should abide by the matured experience of the officer sent out here by the
Imperial Government to advise the colony
as to its defences. It seemed extraordinary
that the honorable member for Williamstown
and other honorable members should find
fault with that gentleman, because it was a
natural conclusion that an officer competent
to advise about the defence of England was
(ully competent to ad vise about the defence of
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Victoria. According to the honorable member for Ripon, there never was a time when
there was a less chance of war than the present,
but that was a most substantial reason why
the colony should take advantage of the
present opportunity to protect itself. Did
honorable members really want to receive
information of the outbreak of a European
war before proceeding to put their house in
order? The idea was simply ridiculous.
The honorable member for Warrnambool
had been upbraided by the honorable member for Williamstown for suggesting that
it was necessary to obtain well-qualified
officers from England in order to train the
raw material available in the colony; but
the honorable member for Warrnambool wag
quite right. Notwithstanding the good
opinion which Victorians had of themselves,
he believed that, in the event of invasion,
they would, in defence of their homes and
families, give a warm reception to the invader. But they wanted proper training
uncleI' good officers. Certainly it seemed
only common sense, in organizing a military
corps, and in providing for the manning of
defence works, for the colony to avail itself
of the best European experience obtainable.
He considered the Government perfectly
justified in the steps they had taken, and he
supported the vote as a mere insurance investment. There would be no satisfaction
in waking up some fine morning to find a
hostile fleet in Hobson's Bay, and Melbourne
being levelled with the ground, and millions
upon millions of money being sacrificed, with
the knowledge that the entire disaster might
have been averted had a comparatively small
expenditure been incurred in placing the
colony in a proper state of defence.
Mr. WRIXON remarked that if honorable members were agreed that the colony
should be protected, there was only one
intelligent course to be pursued, and that
was to get the best professional opinion as
to the best means of protecting it, and be
guided by that opinion. Therefore it was
idle to discuss the details of the professional
branch of the subject. With regard to the
constitution of the local military force, that
involved a matter of policy which honorable
members would have the opportunity of
considering on a future occasion. As to
the point raised by the honorable member for Ripon-the payment of a small
number of artillerymen, 125, to man the
batteries-he did not think that proposal
involved any policy. Even in the United
States, to which the honorable member
adv.erted, there was a small army of some
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'30,000 men, and it had never been supposed
that the existence of that army infringed on
'the principle of citizens defending their own
country. In fact, the citizens of the United
States showed their ability for fighting
during their great civil war. As to the vote
now asked for by the Treasurer, it would
appear as if honorable members scarcely
saw where they were going. The committee were being asked for certain votes on
account, preparatory to passing a Supply
Bill for £1,000,000, and he was not prepared
to raise any objection to those votes, but it
seemed to him somewhat inconvenient for
the House to be called upon to pass a
Supply Bill when honorable members were
in the midst of the consideration of the
financial proposals of the Government. Those
financial proposals having been questioned
by the honorable member for Warrnambool,
it was understood that honorable members
would have the opportunity of considering
and discussing them in Oommittee of vVays
and Means, and it was somewhat objectionable-it was not strictly on the lines of
constitutional precedent-for a Supply Bill
for a large amount to be interjected in the
middle of what ought to be a debate on the
Budget proposals. As the leader of the
Opposition, the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), did not raise objection to
the course taken by the Government, he
(Mr. W rixon) would not do so, yet he could
not help regarding it as a most slovenly,
way of carrying on financial business.
Honorable members ought to have arrived
at some determination how far they were in
accord with the Government means of raising revenue before they voted two months'
Supplies on account of a financial year
which had not yet been entered upon.
Mr. WALKER considered it very objectionable that the debate on the Budget
should have been so intermittent and spasmodic. It was generally understood that
an opportunity would be given to honorable
members to debate the proposals of the
Goyernment with regard to their estimates
of income, and especially the surplus which
the Treasurer expected to realize, and also
with regard to their expenditure; and yet,
night after night, when honorable members
assembled to take advantage of the opportunity, something intervened. He was not
sufficiently conversant with parliamentary
practice to be able to say who was to blame
for this; but, whoever was to blame for it,
he agreed with the honorable member for
Portland that it was much to be regr-etted
that the financial proposals had, not been
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thoroughly debated and dealt with. With
regard to the proposal for the defence of the
colony, he was not one of those 'who entertained any particular alarm about the safety
of Victoria. The chances of any foreign
power, and especially any European power,
sending a fleet to attack this colony in time
of, war were of the remotest kind possible.
History showed that nations required, at
such times, all their naval forces to protect
their own coasts and harbours ; and he believed the spirit of diablerie, which led
nations at war with each other to send ships
to levy contributions on the enemy, had
passed away to a considerable extent. The
only exception with regard to the remote
chances of a visit by the ships of a hostile
state was America. There was no chance
of either Russia or any other European
'nation troubling this side of the world in
case of England being at war, for the reason
that European powers were not in a position
to build their own ships. Their vessels,
as a matter of fact, were built in Great Britain,
and, in case of war breaking out, they would
require all their ships for their home defence;
they would be unable to get any more. That,
however, did not apply to America, and
therefore he thought the only danger which
the colony had to apprehend was from the
United States. Supposing the colony were
to be visited by a hostile squadron, there
was more than the possibility, there was
the probability-considering the high rate of
speed at which modern vessels could travelof the ships being able to enter Port Phillip
Bay without being hit by the batteries at
the Heads. The honorable member for
Stawell had referred to ships which steamed
14 knots per hour, but there were vessels
in the colonies which steamed 16 knots per
hour. The Rotomahana was one of these.
Supposing a vessel like the R()tomahana
were entering the Heads at flood tide, when
the current ran at the rate of 8 miles per
hour, the chances of her being hit by a shot
from the batteries were very doubtful. Then,
again, he was told by experienced shipmasters-by captains of the largest steamships which frequented this port-that, by
banking up their fires and hiding their
lights, they could enter the harbour at
night time without being noticed by anybody
on shore. If that were so-and it would be
well for evidence to be taken on the pointof what use were the shore batteries? Of
course it might be said that these proceedings
could be frustrated by the lights of the
light-houses being extinguished; but, if
that were to· take· 'place, merchant 1essels
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arriving at the Heads during the night would
have to remain outside until daylight, when
they could become an easy prey to any
hostile squadron. This was a matter which
he thought should be fully looked into by
the Government before any more public
money was expended on shore batteries. He
was of opinion that the cheapest and
most effectual means of defending the port
was by torpedoes. He concurred with the
honorable member for Belfast that· if the
narrow parts of the channel, to which reference had been made, were properly laid with
torpedoes, the probability of hostile vessels
being able to get into Hobson's Bay would
be very much lessened. The very fact that
the channels were laid with torpedoes would
have a deterrent effect upon veflsels attempting to enter. With regard to the immense
outlay contemplated on defences, and the
annual outlay which would have to be submitted to afterwards, it had occurred to him
whether if the money which it was proposed
to expend in this direction were turned into
an insurance fund-if it were allowed to
accumulate on the chance of the colony
having, some day or other, to pay a contribution to a hostile squadron-the colony
would not be in pocket in the long run.
With regard to the organization of the new
forces, one thing which he considered ought
to be kept in view was that the men should
have some voice in the selection of their
officers. Colonists we~e too much in the
habit of looking to England for guidance in
militarymatters,butin those matters England
was, at present, far behind other nations.
He believed it was the custom in the German
army for a regiment to have a large voice in
the selection of its officers. In the early
days of the Victorian volunteer force, it was
too much the custom to appoint civil servants
as officers. Some were fit for the position,
while others were unfit; and the result was
the men lost confidence in their officers,
and the force deteriorated. One thing which
he held a strong opinion about was that, if
there was to be a paid force at all, it should
be entirely paid. A partly paid and partly
volunteer system had not answered in the
past. (Mr. A. T. Clark-" Yes; the naval
reserve.") The best force which the country
had was that organized under Colonel
Pitt, and that force deteriorated under the
operation of the land warrant system, by
which .£50 worth of land was given to
volunteers for their services. When that
system was established, men entered the
force for the purpose of getting land, and
that purpose alone; and in consequence
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the force went downwards, and it never regained the efficiency which it had originally.
Therefore, he contended that the colouy
should have either a purely volunteer force
01' a purely paid force.
vVith regard to the
necessity for having a permanent force of
skilled men, it had been shown already that,
if the State went to a heavy expense in the
purchase of guns and war material, it was
absolutely necessary to employ men able to
use them when the occasion arose, and to
keep them in proper order and repair in
time of peace; but this could be accomplished only by making the force permanent by Act of Parliament. Therefore,
the proposal that the House should pass
such an Act, so that it would be out of the
power of any Government to disband such
a force when there was a pressure on the
Treasurer to make savings, had his hearty
approval.
Mr. MUNRO said he had listened with
a considerable amount of amusement to the
speeches which had been delivered. The
committee seemed to have formed themselves into a debating club on military
matters, and, as was usually the case, those
who understood the least about such matters
had the most to say. For himself, he had
to state that he had the pleasure of serving
on the Defence Oommission of which the
honorable member for Belfast was chairman.
Among the recommendations of that body
was one that willows should be grown, in
order that gunpowder might be manufactured in the colony. But even that recommendation had not been acted upon. Every
now and again a panic arose with regard to
the matter of defences, and then Parliament
went in for a wasteful expenditure of the
public money. That was what it was doing
on the present occasion. As the honorable
member for Portland had pointed out-and he was the only honorable member who
had ventured to do so-the committee
were about to vote £838,200 for the
next financial year, and this without the
question of the financial proposals of the
Government being either accepted or
rejected, and without the expenditure for
the new year being taken into consideration
at all. ·What did this mean? It would be
much wiser, and much more business-like,
to take the whole Estimates and pass them
in globo, and say nothing about them, than
to pretend to sit as guardians of the public
purse, and to be careful that there was no
wasteful or unnecessary expenditure, and at
the same time to vote close. upon a million
of money without looking at the Estimates.
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The natural result of the proceeding would
be that, when honorable members came to
deal with the Estimates, they would be told
that the expenditure for one-sixth of the
year had already been voted, and that the
expenditure had been going on in accordance
with that vote. In other words, the whole
power over the expenditure would be taken
out of their hands. He did not say this
proceeding was a new one. For the last
two or three years, . the sessions of Parliament had commenced so late that Supply
Bills had to be passed hurriedly to satisfy
the claims of the public creditor; but it was
arranged that the present session should
commence before the close of the financial
year, in order that the public finances might
be subjected to a thorough revision. Yet,
instead of that taking place, honorable
·members were asked to vote £1,000,000 on
account of next year before they had considered a single item on the Estimates, and
before the current financial year closed.
Was that a business-like way of dealing
with the affairs of the country? So strongly
did he feel personally about the proceeding
that, if he felt he could get any support, he
would resist the passage of the present vote
until something had been done in the way of
considering the Estimates. The money was
not wanted. Ministers were simply dragging
a red herring across the trail. Perhaps
the Treasurer was afraid that the honorable
membedor Warrnambool might take another
fit, and get on the back of the elephant
again, and so cause confusion in the House.
He did not know whether it was true, but he
was informed that a large number of men
were employed in making Sir John Coode's
canal without authority from anybody at all ;
that a steam-engine and other appliances
were in use, and that one or two hundred
men were at work. (Mr. Walker-" Would
not that be done by the Harbour Trust?")
He understood the Harbour Trust had refused to touch the land.
He was told on
good authority that the operations were
being carried on by the Government with~
out any authority at all, but he could not
believe the tIring was true unless the
Minister of Public Works declared it was.
Certainly honorable members, as rational
creatures, ought not tq be called upon to
vote money until they had the opportunity
of satisfying themselves that the expenditure proposed 'was a proper expenditure. He
.agreed with the honorable member for Portland that the present was a slovenly way of
doing business. It was not a proper way-
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way; and he would like to know who. was
responsible for this sort of work.
Mr. HARRIS observed that one thing
for which the Ministry were not responsible
was the waste of time which had taken place
this session. The House had been sitting
eight or nine weeks, and most of the time
had been consumed in debating motions of
want of confidence in the Ministry. As to
the question of the defences, he agreed
with the Treasurer that it was a wrong
and suicidal thing to postpone whatever
expenditure ,~as absolutely necessary in
that direction. With regard to the recommendation of the Defence Commission as
to the manufacture of gunpowder, he might
mention that plenty of willow cuttings were
obtainable from the Mount Macedon and
other State nurseries. He considered that
the colony should manufacture not only the
gunpowder, but also the shot and the dynamite that it required. He submitted that
something should be done for the defence of
Western Port Bay, where there was a depth
of water of some 25 or 30 feet, and where
troops could easily be disembarked. Entertaining that opinion, he was glad to find that
a railway from Frankston to Hastings was
among the lines provided for in the Railway .
Bill, and he hoped it would be one of the first
to be proceeded with.
Mr. PEARSON admitted that the defence of the country was a matter of urgent
necessity, and contended that because it was
urgent it ought to have formed the subject
of a separate vote, and not been mixed up
with votes for ordinary services. He agreed
with the honorable member for Portland and
the honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr. Munro) that the Government were
thoroughly out of order in what they were
doing. But the character of the session
had been very extraordinary. The House
had been distracted with motions of want of
confidence proposed, as it seemed to him,
without sufficient reason. Of course the
first motion of the kind was perfectly
reasonable. Moreover, it was in accordance
with Victorian precedent. But, as to the
others, honorable members on the Ministerial
side ought to have known their own minds
before moving them. Under these circumstances, he was disposed to support the
Government in doing the work of the
country. However, he hoped they would
push on with th3.t which was the real urgent
work of the session, and particularly the Bill
to amend the Water Conservation Act
which the country so much wanted, and wIrich
was something the House could unite in
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passing. During the present discussion on
the question of defences some most extra'ordinary arguments had been used. One
was that the colony should not be placed
in a state of defence because scares repeatedly
arose, and there was no reason to suppose
that the present scare was better founded
than any previous one. He could understand that argument if it were at all probable
that repeated scares would be the means of
preventing the breaking out of a European
war in earnest. But the fact was that for
the la,st ten years, during which repeated
'scares had prevailed, the state of Europe
had been such that war might have broken
out at any moment. No man could say
when war would not break out, in view of
the' enormous a:rmaments which certain
powers had brought together, and in view of
'the approach, sooner or later, of the time
when the present situation would become
intolerable. The Egyptian question, which
seemed a silly one in itself, might possibly
lead to complications in which Englandthe one power that really desired to keep
-the peace of the world-might be involved.
Another extraordinary argument came from
the honorable member for Boroondara. The
argument which disfigured an otherwise
extremely able speech was a strange one to
advance in an Assembly that ought to be
's pecially jealous of the honour of the country.
It was that the money which ought to be
expended on defences should be funded, and
kept as a ransom for the invader when the
invader came. (Mr. A. T. Olark-" It was
a joke:") He thought it was ; and yet the
argument had about it a sufficient amount
of earnestness to call for comment. He
must say that he had no sympathy with
suah a feeling, even on those strictly business grounds which the ,present Govern'ment professed to advocate. He did not
think a worse bargain could be made. Why
,any invader, if successful, would exact
at a single visit enormously more than
twenty years' accumulations of such savings,
not to speak of the cost of putting the'
defences in an efficient state afterwards.
He did not propose to go at any length
into military matters, upon which he did not
profess to have any special knowledge, but
there was one thing which had been proved
'beyond doubt by the great wars of the pre'sent century, and that was that the efficiency
of a force depended entirely upon trained
soldiers, and especially upon educated officers.
The honorable member for Williamstown
quoted America as an instance of a country
that was able to defend itself with volunteers.
Mr. Pearson.
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To what period of American history did
the honorable member refer? In the great
War of Independence, the Americans were
most conclusively beaten in almost every
great engagement with the British army.
They only won by very superior forces,
and not until they had obtained the assistance of French regular t.roops. Besides,
a militia, after fighting for two years in
its own country, became almost as effective
as a regular army. (Sir J. O'Shanassy
-" Did the Americans successfully resist
the landing of troops 7") Not on any single
occasion that he could remember. Did the
honorable member for Williamstown refer
to the second American war? At that time
England sent some 5,000 or 6,000 men to
take vVashington, and, although there were
something like a million of men enrolled in
the American militia, only some 8,000 or
10,000 appeared to defend the capital of
the country, and they were scattered in every
direction before the English troops. (lVIr.
A. T. Olark-" Look at the last civil war.")
The history of General Grant's campaign
showed that the first battle he won very
nearly turned out most disastrously, because the troops, being untrained men, as
soon as they had won the victory, scattered
in every direction, and the officers, being appointed from political considerations, got up,
everyone on the nearest stump, and began to
rally the soldiers about the greatness of the
, Union. There was not an officer on the
Northern side in that war worth his salt who
was not trained at West Point. An English
officer with GenerallVIcClellan said that, in '
the beginning of the war, the reason why the
South won so many victories against the
North was that the Oonfederates were on
the defensive, and stood still while the
Federals, in marching forward, got into confusion before they reached the enemy. He
hoped the Premier would not be deterred
by any criticism in the House or elsewhere
from importing, if necessary, or securing
anyhow the services of a competent commander, and the very best material that
could be got in the shape of trained soldiers.
At the same time, he thought the suggestion
was a good one that'there ought to be a cadet
corps, or a sort of military college-perhaps
for the whole of Australia-in which yol.ll1g
men wealthy enough to adopt a military life
might get that military training without
which they would be useless in war. With
respect to the present position of the colony,
he took it that they were absolutely deficient,
or nearly so, in war material,. but he believed
the Government were importing it as fast
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as they could, and he for one would support
them in doing so. They were also deficient
in trained soldiers, and he was glad to see
that the Government were making a beginning with an artillery corps. He did not
think the late Government were in the least
to blame for disbanding the former artillery
corps, because it was established on an altogether wrong basis, the men beingahvays
drafted into the police before they became
efficient. It was far better to get rid of a
worthless institution like that, and begin the
work over again. He hoped the Government would specially consider in what way
the training of officers could be made really
systematic. The honorable member for
Boroondara stated that he believed that in
the German army the officers were elected,
but, so far from that being the case, there
were the most rigid rules with regard to the
appointment of officers, which secured the
most accurate selection of the men best filled
for particular positions. Besides, in the
Prussian and Austrian armies, no man could
be an officer without being noble, and this
restriction alone excluded popular selection.
Mr. HARPER remarked that the discussion which had taken place had been on
the subject of the defences, but it appeared
to him that the question before the committee was the propriety of voting £838,000
on account of the services of the year. He
sympathized with the view of the honorable
member for Portland that, before voting
nearly a million of money, it would be advisable to adjust the ways and means of raising
the money, especially as, according to the
last financial propositions of the Treasurer,
the estimated income of the year would be
diminished by £100,000. As it was the
evident desire of the committee, however,
to go on with the vote, he would offer no
obstruction to that course, but, at the same
time, he presumed the Treasurer would
spend no money on account of items in the
Estimates concerning which there was likely
to be a difference of opinion. The item of
£9,405 for "miscellaneous" in the Ohief
Secretary's department was disproportionately large in a two ~lonths' Supply Bill, and
the proposed vote on the Estimates for expenses in connexion with the Exhibition to
be held at Amsterdam would have to be
discussed before any expenditure was in-'
curred under it. vVith respect to the
question of the defences, he entirely approved
of the attitude of the Government, and the
intentions the Treasurer had expressed.
Any Victorian visiting New South Wales,
and in~pecting the defences of Sydney, must
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feel humiliated when he reflected on the large:
amount of money which had been spent on
the defences of this colony, and how little
there was to show for it. Hitherto, Victoria had acted, in regard to the defences,
too much under the influence of sudden
heats of excitement, and then, on cooling
down, the works had been left in such a
position that they crumbled to decay. The
Government, therefore, were. entitled to
credit for seeking' to place the defences
once for all on a thoroughly sound footing,
so that the colony· might be prepared to
meet any enemy who came to her door.
The honorable member for Boroondara
had referred to the possibility of an
enemy being able to enter the Heads
and come up the Bay by night, but surely
that danger was a matter to be dealt with
by the military authorities. He trusted,
therefore, when the Government passed a
Bill to place the defences on a sound and
proper condition, they would see that the
colony had not only an efficient force, but
also efficient officers to command it. He
thought it was the duty of the Assembly
to strengthen the hands of any Government who sought to place the colony in a
sound and efficient state or defence, and
therefore he cordially supported the action
of the Ministry in this matter. The honorable member for North Melbourne (Mr.
Munro) spoke of money being thrown away,
and no doubt a great deal of money had
been thrown awayin connexion with the defences; but, nevertheless, if the colony did.
not at once prepare itself to meet the advent
of an enemy, whose arrival might not be so
very far off as many thought, it might
find, when too late, that the expendituro
now proposed to place the defences in an
efficient condition would have been a very
small amount in comparison with what it
would have to pay.
Mr. FISHER said he did not think,
upon mature consideration, that the money
asked for the defences would be really thrown
away if it did nothing else than produce
the very fine patriotic feeling which he had
seen exhibited from all sides of the Assembly.
Money spent on defences, or rather on experiments - for that was really what it
amounted to-was not wasted. VV Olud it
be said that the immense sums of money
which England spent on building ironclads
which had become useless in the present advanced state of warfare was thrown away?
Oertainly not. It was necessary to mako
those experiments in order to arrive at the
splendid ironclads which now rll:l~d th~ s~as.
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It was absurd to speculate upon the danger in submitting the vote for the consideration
of a hostile vessel coming into Hobson's of the Assembly. He desired to point out,
Bay by night, because, the moment the colony however, that, whilst the committee were
was apprised that there was any danger of professedly debating a vote for £100,000 for
invasion, the Bay would be protected both by the defences, they were virtually and practinight and day. He cordially supported the cally considering a Supply Bill for almost a
Government in their desire to place the million of money. The Government called
colony in a proper state of defence. In the Parliament together in April avowedly for
business of the world, the man who was best the purpose of enabling it to fairly discuss
able to defend himself was the one least the Estimates of the ensuing year before
liable to be attacked, and in the same any expenditure was incurred in connexion
way, if a country showed that it could with them. But what was really occurring
protect itself, other nations would be as compared with what had transpired in
careful before treading on its toes. In the the last few years ? No Supply Bill of this
history of the world, it had been the nations kind had been submitted during the last two
which showed most skill and genius in years until very late in July, and he thought
employing implements of war which had that on the occasion when the Service
gained the upper hand. The Romans Ministry went out it was the 2nd or 3rd of
invented spikes with which they managed August before the House was called upon to
to bore the Carthaginian vessels, and, in vote any payments on account of the current
the end, Rome conquered Carthage. As year. (Sir B. O'Loghlen-" That was very
the science of war had advanced in modern inconvenient.") It was just to avoid such
times, England had been bound to keep inconvenience that Parliament was called
pace with it. No one heard now of "the together at a comparatively early period this
wooden walls of old England," of which the year. He was aware that circumstances had
poets s~ng, as a means of defence. England occurred beyond the control of the Governnow relied upon her ironclads, and, as this ment to impede the transaction of business,
colony had to learn from the nations of the but he had no hesitation in saying that the
old world in warlike matters, he thought it Government themselves were responsible for
was necessary not only to import implements a portion of the delay. What necessity,
of war, but also that high strategetical skill for instance, was there for the Minister of
which was required to make use of those Railways to occupy three hours in moving
implements. He believed the great stum- the second reading of the Railway Bill,
bling-block to the complete efficiency of the which was identically the same as the
volunteers had been the want of good measure which he submitted last session,
officers-men who thoroughly understood and' the second reading of which was
the business of war. He did not think, then passed without a division? (Sir B.
however, that all the money spent in training O'Loghlen-" It was a capital speech.")
volunteers had been lost, for he believed It might be, but he thought he would show
that, if there was an attack made on the some weak points in it when he came to deal
colony, there were thousands of old volun- with it. Moreover, the Treasurer stated the
teers who would be able to come forward and other day that the loan money from which
to take their places in the field in a few the lines in the Railway Bill were to be
days. What 'was most required was a clever made would not be in the colony until March
military commander, who would be able to next. So what possible reason could there
inspire the officers of the force with some- be to occupy three hours in speaking on a
thing like confidence, and to teach them Bill the railways comprised in which could
those manoouvres which were necessary in not be constructed foratleasttwelve months?
war. He thought the Government were to The Government, therefore, were responsible
be complimented on their promptitude in for wasting the time of the House, and
taking the matter of the defences in hand obstructing the furtherance of practical
in a systematic manner, and, as there business. Again, it was several weeks since
appeared to be no real opposition to the the Budget was submitted, yet, although he
vote of £100,000, he hoped the works for . wished to offer some remarks on the subject,
which it was intended would be carried on he had had no opportunity of doing so. He
admitted that it was desirable to place the
as rapidly as possible.
Mr. LAURENS observed that he had colony in an efficient state of defence, but
he thought it would have been a fairer and
no desire to discuss the defence vote, as h
was not familiar with the subject, but he halt more constitutional course if the Government
no doubt that the Premier had acted wisely had submitted the defence vote by itself
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instead of mixing it up with a general vote
of Supplies, involving the expenditure of
nearly £1,000,000.
Mr. GARDINER stated that, although
he regretted that the Treasurer did not
propose the defence vote of £100,000 by
itself, he thoroughly agreed with the vote.
The war cry was ringing throughout Europe,
and it behoved the colony to place itself in
an efficient state of defence, for nothing
rendered a country so respected by other
nations as the knowledge that it could offer
an impregnable defence to an attack. Some
honorable members regarded the present
fear of war as a scare, but the fact that
warlike preparations were going on all over
Europe showed that in the old world the
danger of war breaking out was regarded
as imminent. In his opinion, defences were
required not only at the Heads, but at other
points along the coast. He quite agreed
with the remarks of honorable members
who said that the batteries at Queenscliff,
Point N epean, and Swan Island were not
in a fit state to meet an enemy, and he
hoped no time would be lost iu placing them
in a condition of efficiency. The honorable member for Boroondara spoke about a
hostile ship being able to come into the
Bay at night, but he (Mr. Gardiner) ventured to say that there was not a shipmaster who would be able to bring a large
vessel through the Heads at night without
means to guide him. As for colonial traders
having, in case the lights of the light-houses
were extinguished, to remain outside the
Heads all night, and possibly become the prey
of any enemy's privateer hovering about,
it would be easy to send out a pilot vessel
to bring them in. As a matter of fact,
the chief danger to be guarded against was
that connected 'Yith the points of the coast
outside the Heads at which an enemy could
land. He believed there were such places,
and that an enemy might be expected to
put troops ashore there to march first on to
Geelong and then on to Melbourne. To
whom, in a case of that sort, would the
colony look for the means of repelling the
invasion ? Would it not be to land forces
formed of young Victorians? Let the blast
of war once be heard, and thousands of young
Victorians would be found ready to shed their
blood for their country, and to defy any
foreign foe that dared to face them. N evertheless, it was necessary to be prepared, not
only for an invasion by land, but in every
way, and for that reason he would support
the Government in carrying out the defence
scheme they had adopted.
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Mr. FRANCIS said he wished, without
in any way justifying the imputations cast
upon the Government by the Opposition,
to ask the Treasurer to give the committee
an assurance similar to that which, under
similar circumstances, his predecessors
always gave, namely, that none of the
money about to be voted would be expended
in connexion with any item of the Estimates
which his knowledge or experience led him
to believe would constitute a matter of
debate or controversy. He did not wish to
tie the Treasurer down by' too great an
obligation, but, inasmuch as the amount
the honorable gentleman asked for constituted nearly one-fifth of the income of
the year, and, in the expenditure of it, he
.would have almost omnipotent power, it
was scarcely too much to require from him
an honest and cordial undertaking not to pay
any money, except in cases of emergency,
upon any item upon which there was likely
to arise any difference of opinion. For
instance, among the debatable items might
be mentioned those that came under the
heading "miscellaneous," or that related
to local municipal works, such as roads,
bridges, and the like.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN remarked that it
was undoubtedly the practice for the Treasurer of the day, in cases like the present,
to give the· undertaking the honorable
member for Warrnambool asked for, and he
(Sir B. O'Loghlen) had no hesitation in
complying with the request. Of course, he
would have to exercise his judgment as to
matters of emergency, with respect to which
it was for the House to hold him responsible;
but, independently of affairs of that kind,
he would promise that no money would be
expended on any debatable item until the
estimate relating to it was passed. In
connexion with the land forces, however,
large payments would have to be made on the
first day of the new financial year. (Major
Smith-" Under the existing regulations?")
Certainly, under the existing regulations. .
(Sir J. O'Shanassy-" What about the
£50,000 for 'works and buildings'?")
The honorable· member for Belfast must
surely know that a large number of the
items that came under tIle head of "works
and buildings" represented works that were
not yet finished, and must be gone on with.
In fact, the contracts connected with them
were let, and the amounts set down on their
account were simply revotes.
Mr. FRANCIS inquired whether payments would be made on account of any of
the items which appeared on the Estimates
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under the head "miscellaneous" in the
Public vVorks department, and wllich consti'tuted so many acceptable plums for different
municipalities?
Mr. C. YOUNG stated that no amounts
of the kind were ever paid until the expenditure had received the approval of honorable
members.
Mr. TUCKER considered that some explanation ought to be given respecting the
new appointments-he understood they were
over a hundred in number-the Government
had made in the Railway, Postal, and other
departments. It was all the more important
that honorable members should obtain some
information upon this head because the
Estimates contained none. They could not,
of course, be expected to specify services
that were paid for out of contingencies-a
mysterious but comfortable plan. These new
appointments might not singly be of much
importance, but in the aggregate they largely
increased the expenditure, and undoubtedly
they ought to be closely scrutinized. He,
for one, would insist upon their being subjected to a most rigorous examination.
The motion was agreed to.
The resolution was reported to the House
and adopted.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
'We(bwsday, June 28, 1882.
Consolidated Revenue (£1,038,450) Bill: Defence of the
Colony.

The PRESIDENT took the chair at twentytwo minutes to five o'clock p.m., and rea.d.
the prayer. '

WAYS AND MEANS.
The House then went into Committee of
vVays and Means.
Sit- B. O'LOGHLEN movedel That, towards
making good the Supply
granted to Her Majesty for the service of the
year 1882-3, the sum of £1,038,450 be granted
out of the consolidated revenue of Victoria."
The resolution was agreed to, and was
reported to the House.
CONSOLIDATED REVENUE
(£1,038,450) BILL.
The resolution passed in Committee of
Ways and Means was considered and
adopted.
Authority being given to Sir Bryan
0' Loghlen and Mr. Grant to introduce a
Bill to carry out the resolution,
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN brought up a' Bill
"to apply out of the consolidated revenue
the sum of £1,038,450 to the service of the
year 1882-3," and moved that it be read
a first time.
The motion was agreed to, and the Bill
was read a first time, and afterwards passed
through its remaining stages.
The House adjourned at twelve minutes
to eleven o'clock, '

Supply Bill.
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CONSOLIDATED REVENUE
(£1,038,450) BILL.
This Bill waS received from the Legislative Assembly, and, on the motion of the
Hon. J. MACBAIN, was read a first
time. '
Mr. MACBAIN, with the leave of the
House, moved the second reading of the
Bill. He observed that a very important
item included in the Bill was a sum of
£100,000 for the defences. The Government proposed to carry out on a modified
scale the defence scheme of Sir William
Jervois, and the works intended to be carried
out were fully explained in the report of
Colonel Scratchley with which every honorable member had been supplied. Every
one who had visited Queensclift'must have
seen that a great amount of money had
been thrown away there to very little purpose in connexion with the defences. The
present Government, however, determined
that no more money should be spent except
on a settled plan which would result in
placing the defences on a sound and substantial footing. The Government prodt
d £300 000 .
l'
h
pose 0 spen
,
m comp etmg t e
defences of the oolony, £100,000 being
devoted for the purpose in 1882-3 and
£100,000 in each of the two following years.
Various opinions were entertained as to the
probability of this colony being attacked in
the case of a war in which England was
engaged. Some people thought, that, if
England went to war with another great
power, the latter would be certain to send
a number of troops here. He did not
at all' share the apprehension that any
country with which England might be at
war would be likely to send a sufficient
number of men to land on the shores of
Australia with the view of taking possession of the country, or of preying upon its
resources. vVhat there was to fear, he
thought, was a hostile nation sending war
ships here, and no doubt, if war vessels got
into Hobson's Bay, they would inflict great
loss on Melbourne, and great damage to the
best interests of the country. With, the
view of preventing such an occu~rence--:-
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prevention was better than cure-the Government wished to place the defences of the
port in a condition to prevent the entrance
of any hostile vessel. He believed the feeling of the Government on this question was
shared not only by Members of Parliament,
but by the community at large, and that,
as long as the people saw some substantial
result commensurate with the expendit~re,
they would not grudge any reasonable expense in putting the country in a proper
state of defence. Sir William Jervois'
original estimate for the scheme of coast
defences was as follows :-For Port Phillip
£350,000, for western ports £30,000, or
a total (including works, armaments, and
torpedo defences) of £380,000. Revised
estimates, however, prepared up to the 20th
March last, were as follows : " Expended on Swan Island, Queenscliff, and South Channel, including
1881-2...

...

...

...

...

To complete-in order to mount guns
in colony-Swan Island, Queenscliff, and Point Nepean
...
...
For works and additional guns-Swan
Island, Queenscliff, and Point Nepean
...
. ..
South Channel fort
Torpedo defences
Battery of field guns ...
...
....
Completing reserves of ammunition ...
Batteries at western ports
Contingencies, allow ...

£45,163
30,500
49,000
80,000
20,000
2,500
5,000
18,000
10,000

Total
... £260,163
Deduct expended on Swan Island,
Que~nscli~, and South Channel, in...
45,163
cludmg thls year, 1881-2 ...
Balance requirfild

... £215,000

It would be seen from this that a saving of
£120,000 was effected on the original estimates, which would more than cover the
expenditure on gun-boats and torpedo-boats.
He might state that, another Chamber
having the previous night approved of the
action of the Government in regard to the
defences, the Government had that day
sent a telegram to the Agent-General
ordering one large gun-boat at a cost of
£37,750, which was supposed to have a
speed of eleven knots an hour, and a second
gun-boat, having a speed of nine. knots an
hour with a light draught of ,vater, to cost
£27,500; also one large torpedo-boat to
cost £10,500, and two small torpedo-boat.s
to cost £3,300 each. The total cost of the
gun-boats and torpedo-boats would thus be
£82,350. The Government had previously
been in correspondence with Armstrong and
Co., the makers of these boats, but a direct
order for the boats had now been despatched.
With these gun-boats and torpedo-boats,
the batteries, and the Cerberus and Nelson,
S~B. 1882.-3 L
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the Government were advised by the most
eminent military men th@y had been able
to consult that Hobson's Bay could be defended against any hostile ships which in
the event of war might attempt to enter it.
The Government, however, not only intended to carry out their defence works, but
also, in accordance with the advice of three
such authorities as Sir William Jel'vois,
Colonel Scratchley, and Colonel Hutton, to
place the land forces on a satisfactory basis.
A Bill would be introduced very shortly to
place the land forces on a legal footing, so
that the Government of the day would be
compelled to carry out the views of Parliament and the wishes of the community with
respect to them.
The Hon. N. FITZGERALD said he
thought the House had heard with the
greatest possible satisfaction the last remarks
of the honorable member representing the
Government. It was of the utmost consequence to the future of the colony that not
only should it have proper defences but also
proper men to work them. The Government would find the latter difficulty the
greatest obstruction in the way of their
scheme, but certainly they were going the
right way about meeting it by proposing to
pass an Act of Parliament, which would
place it beyond the power 01' caprice of
individual Ministers to interfere with the
efficiency of the defence force which was to
be established, or with the prosecution of
the defence works. He thought the honor.
able member representing the Government
only did justiee to the patriotic spirit not
only of the Council but of the country
generally, when he said there would be no
opposition to the Government proposals.
The only fault which severe criticism could
find with the Government in the matter
was that they did not some months ago
take the responsibility of doing what they
now intended to do. Even if the Egyptian
difficulty had never arisen, he apprehended
that it was the duty of. every Government
to see that the defences of the colony were
sufficient to prevent the repetition of the
scares which had occurred in the past.
Every person who visited Sydney must
remark with approbation the foresight which
had been shown by the authorities of New
South Wales in putting the harbour in a fit
state of defence. The difficulties of defending Melbourne were not very much greater,
yet Government after Government had regarded with the greatest apathy the necessity
which existed for properly defending the
port. At length the present Government
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had awoke to the urgency of the question, and
he believed that it was the feeling of every
member of the Council and of all thinking
persons outside that they had not realized
one day too soon the responsibility which
rested upon them, as the Executive of the
country, to see that it was put in an efficient
state of defence.
The Hon. W. A. ZEAL expressed the
hope that the Government would see the
desirability of employing a sufficient number
of men to work the guns find naval apparatus they, were proposing to purchase.
It must be apparent that unless there was
an efficient corps to work the guns and
gun-boats-a permanent force-it would be
quite useless to incur the expense contemplated. He would also like to know from
the honorable member representing the
Government that something had been done
towards putting the Cerbel''lts in an efficient
state of repair, and towards organizing a
torpedo corps, so as to prevent any privateer
from running up the South or West Channels.
He believed that with an efficient torpedo
corps, aided by the Cel'be1'us, it would be
utterly impossible for any privateer or single
vessel of war to do any damage to Melbourne. The consequences would be most
appalling, however, if for the want of
efficient means of defence an armed cruiser
was allowed to enter the port, for she would
inevitably levy a contribution which would
amount to many yefirs' expenditure in
maintaining the defences in a proper condition. " He hoped the honorable, member
representing the Government would impress
on his colleagues the necessity of at once
engaging men, and placing the defences in
such a state as would give the public assurance that the Government were taking
sufficient measures for the protection of the
colony.
Mr. MACBAIN said he could assure
honorable meillbers that the Government
were taking the most active measures in
the matter. The Premier had devoted a
great deal of his ti~e to the consideration
of the whole question, but there were difficulti~s in the way of carrying out the whole
scheme of defence at once. He thought
it was better to proceed gradually and
surely than to rush into an enormous expenditure without any satisfactory result.
It was the earnest object of the Government
to take such steps for the defence of the
Heads and the Bay that if a cruiser got inside
the harbour it would never get out again;
and he believed they would accomplish that
object.

PubUc Inst1'Uction.

Mr. ZEAL asked the honorable member
representing the Government whether the
statement made the previous evening by a
member of another place-namely, that the
crown-wheel of each turret of the Cerbe1'u8
was made of cast iron, and that a sudden
shock might fracture it-was true?
Mr. MACBAIN remarked that he was
not at present in a position to answer the
question, but he would make inquiries on the
subject, and inform the House of the result
on the next day of meeting.
The motion for the second reading of the
Bill was agreed to.
The Bill was then read a second time, and
was afterwards passed through its remaining
stages.
The House adjourned at four minutes
past five o'clock, until Tuesday, July 4.

L'EGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Wednesday, June 28, 1882.
Public Instruction: Parwan School-Railway Department:
Balmain-street Crossing-Irrigation: Waterworks in the
Northern Areas-Bacchus Marsh Railway-Mr. GordonAlleged Damage to a Mining Claim-Old Colonists' Association Bill-Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's ,Bill: Second Reading: Third Night's DebateLegal Profession Bill-Criminal Law and Practice Statute
Amendment Bill- The Liquor Traffic: Local Option:
Victorian Spirits- Building Societies Act Amendment
Bill-The Eight Hours System on the Railways-Railway
Rolling-Stock: Colonial Ash-Railwa.y Passes-Ways and
Means: Tobacco Duties: Debate on the Budget: Fourth
Night.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
Mr. REES asked the Minister of Public
Instruction whether a teacher had been
appointed to the State school at Parwan,
and, if so, when he might be "expected to
take charge? The school had been closed
some time, and great inconvenience had,
been experienced in the neighbourhood in
consequence.
Mr. GRANT stated that a teacher had
been appointed, and would take charge on
the 4th July.
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. BOSISTO asked tIle Minister of
Railways whether, in view of t1le late fatal
accident at Balmain-street (Richmond)
crossing, and the opinion expressed by the
coroner's jury that safer arrangements were
required, a check-gate or foot-bridge would
be provided at that place?
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Mr. BENT stated that arrangements
had been made for the opening and closing
of the gates by mechanical contrivance from
the gatekeeper's box.
IRRIGATION.
Mr. DEAKIN asked the Minister of
Water Supply what portion of the £100,000
voted for country waterworks would be
expended upon the head works of Mr.
Gordon's irrigation scheme for the Bacchus
Marsh district? He put the question
because the Bacchus Marsh district was
in some sense a representative district
in which any experiment with regard to
irrigation would probably be conducted more
favorably than in any other part of the colony
on account of the natural conformation of the
country, as well as the peculiarly rich soil.
Mr. C. YOUNG stated that the vote
of £100,000 was strictly limited to the
northern areas. The Government never
contemplated making a grant to such a
district as Bacchus Marsh, which was moist
country and well adapted for irrigation at a
comparatively small outlay.
Mr. DEAKIN inquired what was meant
by " the northern areas" ?
Mr. C. YOUNG replied that "the
northern areas" meant areas to the north
of the Dividing Range.
BACCHUS MARSH RAILWAY.
Mr. REES asked the Minister of
Railways when he expected that tenders
would be called for the construction of the
Bacchus Marsh line?
Mr. BENT said he expected tenders
would be advertised for in the course of tl;te
curren t week.
MR. GORDON.
Mr. McCOLL asked the Minister of
Water Supply if he would lay on the table
the correspondence and all documents connected with the appointment of Mr. Gordon,
hydraulic engineer, together with the certificates of his ability?
Mr. C. YOUNG stated that the agreelllent with Mr. Gordon was entered into by
a former Minister of Water Supply, and
consequently he must decline to lay the
papers referred to on the table, except in.
obedience to an order of the House obtained
by motion.
MINING CLAIM DAMAGE.
Mr: PEARSON asked the Minist€1~ of
Mines whether he was prepared to recommend the payment of any compensation to
3L2
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Messrs. J. and J. McWaters for the damage
their claim was said to have sustained from
a Government race passing over it?
Mr. BURROWES stated that he had
visited the claim, and he thought there was
very little to complain of; therefore he was·
not pi'epared to make any recommendation
of the kind indicated. He might mention
that some very extraordinary letters on the
subject had been written to the Mining
department.
OLD COLONISTS' ASSOCIATION
BILL.
On the motion of Mr. ZOX, this Bill
was read a third time and passed.
MELBOURNE TRAMvVAY AND
OMNIBUS COMPANY'S BILL.
The debate on Mr. Gillies' motion for
the second reading of this Bill, and on Mr.
Gardiner's amendment that it be read a
second time" this day six months" (adjourned from ,June 14), was resumed.
Mr. BOSISTO.-Mr. Speaker, there is
no doubt that upon the question of the propriety of introducing tramways into this
country a great diversity of opinion prevails.
I don't rise with the intention of opposing
the Bill, but I feel the question is one upon
which the House should have the fullest
information before finally deciding upon it.
Tramways as they exist in New South
Wales certainly do not meet with my approval; yet books on tramways which I
have consulted show that the advantage of
them as a means of locomotion has been
proved in several countries. It is a moot
point whether the construction of tramways
should be undertaken by the State or by the
municipal authorities or by private enterprise. The municipal authorities, it appears,
are somewhat in the position of honorable
members : they cannot come to a distinct
decision on th~ subject at present, and therefore they acquiesce in the introduction of
the Bill for the purpose of having it sent
to a select committee before whom the whole
question may be sifted. I am aware that
great difference of opinion prevails as to
whether tramcars will be an improvement
upon the present public vehicles-the omnibuses and the cabs. Another point in
dispute is as to which is the best motivepower for tramcars. In some places steam
is used ; in others, compressed air; and in
others again - Berlin for example - an
electro-motive power is adoptea. The honorable member in charge of the Bill (Mr.
Gillies) has stated that OIl the tramways
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to be constructed under the measure horsepower will be employed. I am not in a
position to express an opinion as to which
power is the best to use; but the iubject
has been elaborately written upon, as honorable members who choose to consult Clark
on Tramways, a work to be found in the
Public Library, can ascertain for themselves.
Mr. Clark, writing in 1878, saysH A horse is a very good motor for turning a
gin or drawing a cart. He is out of place on a
tramway."

Then he asks-" What is a tramway?"
And he replies as follows:" It is, or ought to be, a pair of smooth regula.r
bare of iron laid in the street, to be traversed by
heavily laden passenger cars, much heavier than
the light elastIC omnibus. As an omnibus is a
fitting load for a pair of horses, a tramcar is too
great a load for a pair of horses; in a few words,
the employment of horses on tramways is a
misfit and a barbarism, and must be replaced by
mechanical power."

Writing again in 1882, Mr. Clark observes" That horse-power will eventually be superseded by mechanical power on tramways IS a
foregone conclusion."

The difference of opinion with regard to the
motive-power which should be employed is
to my mind a further reason why the whole
subject should be investigated by a select
committee. I admit that, at the present
time, the public are well served by omnibuses and cars, one advantage of which is
that they can take up and drop passengers
at any point along the route traversed,
while the proposed tramcars will stop only at
stated places. Therefore putting one means
of conveyance against the other, the present
may be regarded as having equal advantages,
if not superior, to those anticipated from the
tramcars. However, I believe the time is
coming when tramcars will be running
along the main thoroughfares of Melbourne
and the suburbs, and without the assistance
of either horse or steam power. I believe
that electro-motive power will. be the power
employed. Nevertheless, it is important that
the whole question should be thoroughly
investigated in order that it may be ascertained whether it is absolutely necessary, for
the purpose of bringing about such a
change in the means of public locomotion,
to grant to a private company what may be
termed a monopoly for twenty-one years.
Of course the fact should be borne in mind
that many of the suburbs of Melbourne have
already the benefit of railway accommoda~
tion, and the propriety of tramway construction should be considered in connexion
with the probability of that means of conveyance interfering with railway traffic. I
Mr. Bosisto.
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am very anxious to promote everything
which is calculated to contribute to the
welfare and progress of the community, and
to add to the public convenience, and, if it
can be shown that these ends will be served
by the construction of tramways in Melbourne and the suburbs, I will not oppose
the proceeding. But the whole thing should
form the subject of a searching investigation. Entertaining these views, I shall vote
for the second reading of the Bill in order
that the measure may be remitted to a select
committee, reserving to myself the right to
act, with regard to the later stages of the
Bill, according as I may be influenced by
the committee's report.
Major SMITH.-Sir, personally I have
always been opposed to any interference
with the streets of municipalities. At the
same time, I realize that in due course our
towns, like those of other countries, must
be intersected by tramways. Last session,
at the request of the city council of Ballarat,
I gave notice of my intention to move for
leave to introduce a Bill enabling local
bodies throughout the colony to raise money
to construct tramways, or to authorize persons to undertake such works on certain
conditions; and I have given notice, this
evening, of a similar motion. Thai is
the kind of measure which most of the
country municipalities desire. However, it
appears that, in this matter of tramway
~onstruction, the municipalities of Melbourne and the suburbs separate themselves
from the country municipalities, because
they ask that the power of constructing
tramways in the metropolitan district shall
be given to a private company. The Bill
provides that before a tramway is laid down
in any municipality the consent of the local
council must be obtained, and that an
appeal against that consent can be made to
the ratepayers. If Melbourne and its
suburbs approve of this, I, as a representative of Ballarat, do not see my way to
interfere. I don't feel justified in objecting
to the reference of the Bill to a select C0111mittee fairly chosen. I have had some
experience of tramways. I have seen the
Sydney tramways, and I believe they are of
the worst possible kind. If I thought the
Bill would be the means of introducing such
tramways here, I would vote against the
measure at every stage. But I have
also seen tramways in New Zealand. In
Dunedin there are tramways worked by
horses in the most satisfactory manner
possible. They run through the principal
streets, and can stop, so to speak, at every .
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man's door. The carriages are clean, pleasant, and airy-quite a contrast to the dirty,
I am almost inclined to say filthy, description
of cars in use in Sydney. I believe that,
originally, the tramcars in Dunedin were
drawn by motors, but one night the motors
were destroyed. It is said by some persons
that the crime was committed by cabmen,
but I don't believe cabmen would do anything of the sort. However, since then,
horse-p.ower has been used, and when I was
at Dunedin I found the tramcar a very
agreeable conveyance to travel by.
Mr. WALSH.-Who built the tramway?
Major SMITH.-I believe it was built
by a private individual under the sanction
of the Dunedin City Council. Tramways
are also in existence in WeWngton, p,nd
there steam motors are used. But I object
altogether to steam motors. I consider
that the tramcars should either be drawn by
horses or propelled by compressed air, so
that the carriages may be kept clean, ~nd
the passengers be spared discomfort.
Mr. ZOX.-Mr. Speaker, the honorable
member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies), in moving
the second reading of this Bill, intimated to
the House that the municipal councils of
Melbourne and the suburbs never ga.ve any
consideration to the question of tramway construction, and that it is only because a private
company have taken up the matter that the
councils realize its importance, and that iliatis
the reason why, to a certain extent, opposition is offered to the measure. Now I desire,
on behalf of the Corporation of Melbourne
and the suburban corporations, to show the
fallaciousness of that statement. In 1861,
it was first proposed to construct tramways
in Melbourne by two competing companies,
bl,lt the necessary permission could not be
granted for want of legal power. In 1872,
the Omnibus Company applied for power to
make tramways; but the application was
opposed by the municipal councils of Melbourne and the suburbs, and was refused.
In 1874, the municipal bodies applied to the
honorable member for Rodney, who had
charge of the Bill to amend the Local Government Act, to introduce in that measure
a provision authorizing them to construct
tramways; but the honorable member declined to do so. In 1875, there was a conference of municipal bodies, at which a draft
Bill was adopted. A deputation from the
conference afterwards waited on the then
Minister of Railways (Mr. Woods), who
approved of the principle of the Bill, and
promised to take action upon it. In the following y~ar, Mr. Masters, the acting town
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clerk of MelboID'ne, 'solicited the Government to take charge of that Bill, but the
application was declined. On the 4th October, 1876, a deputation waited upon Sir
James McCulloch to request the Government, of which he was the head, to assist a
company in passing a Tramway Bill. The
request was opposed by representatives of the
city and the suburbs. Sir James McCulloch
intimated his willingness that a provision
empoweringmunicip,alities to construct tram..
.ys should be included in a Metropolitan
Board of Works Bill which the Government
contemplated SUbmitting to Parliament. In
1879, a joint conference was held, at which
it was resolved to ask the Government to.
give power to municipalities to make tramways. The then Minister of Public Works
(Mr. Patterson) approved of the idea, and
suggested that the metropolitan municipalities should have a special Act for the purpose. However, the head of the Goverllmell~
(Mr. Berry) declined to countenance such a
measure, on the ground that it would interfere with the railways. At the joint conference of 1879, the following resolution was
adopted : "That this conference again a!~sumes the
right of the municipa.l representl1.tives of the
ratepayers to have absolute control of the construction a.nd management of street tramways
in their own districts, and pledges itself to oppose
any private Bill giving control to individuals
or companies, irres pecti ve of the authority of the
local bodies."

It thus appears that large consideration has
been given to the question by the municipal
bodies. The debate shows that there is a
consensus of opinion among honorable
members in favour of the introduction of
tramways into Melbourne. I see no objection to tramways, provided tllat those who
lay them do not get advantages to which
they are not entitled. But I don't see why
the public streets, the construction and
maintenance of which have cost tens of
thousands of pounds; should be handed over,
as a monopoly, to a company for the space
of 21 years.
Mr. FRANCIS.-They are in bad order
now.
Mr. ZOX.-I admit that, and I hope
an improvement will shortly take place.
The Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus
Company ask for a monopoly of the public
streets, or at all events that portion of
them over which their tramways will run,
for 21 years, and they say that, after paying
a dividend of 10 per cent. and putting by
2t per cent. for the reserve fund, the balance
of profits will be subdivided. I certainly
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approve of the municipalities receiving a per cent. to the reserve fund; and, forsooth,
portion of the balance of profits.' It will . the balance of any profit remaining above
12! per cent. is to be divided between the
be one way to lighten the taxation which
the ratepayers have to submit to.
compap.y and the municipal bodies.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-The promoters say
An HONOR.ABLE MEMBER ...-The company'
that this shall be done.
will have to keep in repair a certain portion
Mr. ZOX.-I know that they say so, 'of each street through which their tramways
and I also know that gentlemen who are will run.
members of municipal councils are interested
Mr. ZOX.-I have taken some trouble
in the company to a large extent financially.
to ascertain what amount the company will
have to expend for that purpose. I am inMr. L. L. SMITH.-Ah !
formed, on the best authority, that, if they
Mr. ZOX.-The honorable member for
made roads somewhat similar to that which
Richmond (Mr. Smith) seems to doubt the
statement; but, as a ma tter of fact, one mem- is laid down at the intersection of Swanstonber of the City Council has admitted that he
street and Collins-street, such roads would
is a shareholder in the Tramway and Omnibus last for ten years without the expenditure
Company, and that he regrets he does not upon them of a single shilling for repairs.
No doubt the construction of such roads,
hold more shares than he now possesses.
and the laying down of the rails, would inHow can such a gentleman be expected to
.- exercise an impartial judgment in regard to volve considerable outlay; but it appears to
the provisions of the Bill? .If the proposed
me that 21 years is a very long period to
. tramways will prove so remunerative that
propose to give the company a monopoly .
they will pay a dividend of 10 per cent. per
The Adelaide Tramway. Company have obannum on the outlay, besides allowing' 2t tained powers for only seven years, and yet
I believe they pay a dividend of 10 per cent.
per cent. to be added to the reserve fund,
why do not the corporations of Melbourne and
If that is the case in Adelaide, how much
more profitable would a similar undertaking
the suburbs join together for the purpose of
oonstructing and working the tramways? If . be in Melbourne, with powers extending
over a period of 21 years? There would,
the municipal bodies will not undertake the
work, why should not the Government call however, be very little profit available for
dividing between the company and the
for tenders with the view of ascertaining the
municipal bodies after a dividend of 10 per
most advantageous terms which any private
cent. had been paid to the shareholders, anel
organization will offer for the privilege? No
doubt it is a mistake for cabmen to labour
2t per cent. added to the reserve fund, because,
under the impression that tramways will of without imputing any improper conduct to
necessity injure their interes~s. In 1869, the company, we know that matters could
there were only 924 licensed conveyances be manipulated in such a way that there
plying for passengers in Melbourne and the would be a very small margin of profit, if
any, left beyond 12t per cent. Several of
suburbs, but, at the present time, there are
the shareholders in the company are con1,331, so that the number of cabs has
stituents of mine, and men for whom I
increased, instead of decreasing, since the inentertain very high respect. No doubt they
troductionof omnibuses. At the same time,
I desire to point out that since 1868-9-a feel much aggrieved at the position I
have taken up in regard to the Bill; but,
period of about 14 years-the total amount
from a sense of justice, a~d as a commercial
received for hackney carriage licences has
man, I am bound to see that what is
been £40,340. Presuming that the annual
virtually a monopoly is not granted to any
amount will go on increasing for the next 21
years-the period for which it is asked that company unless the public will receive a fair
equivalent. It is said that the municipal
the operation of the Bill shall extend-in
bodies may, if they think fit, purchase the
the same ratio that it has done during the
property of the company at the expiration
last 14 years, the total sum paid for licence
fees in the 21 years will be £60,000. Why of the 21 years at its market value. I
would like to know whether market value
should a monopoly be granted to the Melmeans the value of the' tramways,' rollingbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company for
stock, and all the appliances connected
21 years without demanding a q'ldd pro
quo? What the company propose to give therewith, or whether the purchase money
is absolutely no equivalent for what they will depend upon the amount of dividend
paid to the shareholders?
desire to obtain from the Legislature. They
.Mr. WOODS.-The price to be paid will
propose to pay a dividend of 10 per cent. per
annum to the shareholders, and to add 2i· simply be the value of the plant.
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There cannot be competing tramways.
Mr. ZOX.-Does the honorable member
There cannot be two tramways in one
forStawell speak authoritatively on the
street. What this House has to consider
point?
is whether the promoters of the present
Mr. WOODS.-Yes.
Bill are a bona fide company, and whether
Mr. CARTER.-The words are" the
then value."
the powers for which they apply can be
Mr. ZOX.-It is certainly important to . granted to them consistently with the public
understand exactly on what basis it is pro- interests. I do not mean to say that all
that the company ask for should be conceded;
posed that the purchase money shall be fixed.
I do not say that I oppose the making of
but it will be for a select committee to
tramways; but there are many grave and
determine what conditions and restrictions
important questions involved in the Bill
ought to be imposed upon them. The tramwhich will require careful consideration.
way system which the company propose to
establish is different from that which exists
In my opinion, the proper course would
be to refer the general question of the
in Sydney. III Sydney the tramway is a.
introduction of tramways to a select comsteam railway running through the streets;
mittee. Certainly, before I vote for giving
but here it is intended simply to be an
omnibus system on rails. The tramcars
any company a monopoly for 21 years, I
will be drawn by horses in identically the
shall see that the public will get a q'uid
same way that the omnibuses are now
pro q~to.
Mr. PATTERSON.-Mr. Speaker, it is
drawn, except that they will be confined to
the centre of the road and will run on rails.
satisfactory that the debate has narrowed
itself down to the question-" Who shall
Other vehicles will not be prevented from
do it ?', The advisability of introducing
crossing the rails, running parallel with
tramways is not disputed. The matter for
them, or going in any direction they like;
consideration is who shall construct and
in fact, other traffic will not be intercepted
work them. Shall it be done by the Governor interfered with in the slightest degree.
One reason why I am in favour of tramways
ment?' Everybody will say that the Government have quite as much on their hands, in
is that I believe they will increase the value
the shape of railways, as they can manage.
of every man's property in the suburbs of
Shall it be done by the municipal bodies?
Melbourne 100 per cent. They will have
I shall be glad if they would do it. If the
the same effect in improving the value
municipal bodies could combine together
of suburban property that omnibuses have
and arrange for the construction and workhad. The cabman believes, if tramways
ing of tramways, and the distribution of
are established, his occupation will be
profits, that would be satisfactory, or if they
gone; but there are miles of suburban
constructed tramways, and leased them, as
If
districts where cabs do not ply.
has been done in New Zealand, that would
tramways are introduced, cabs will be
not be unsatisfactory. It must be rememable to. run in districts which are now
bered, however, that, in order to construct
altogether neglected by them. No doubt
and work tramways, capital is required;
care ought to be taken that more powers are
and I believe that most of the municipal
not given to the promoters of the Bill than
bodies in the vicinity of Melbourne luive
it is fair and just, in the public interests, to
borrowed just about as far as they can go.
concede to a private company. But though
(" No.") At all events they have deterthe Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus
mined that they would not undertake the
Company are a private company, they proconstruction and management of tramways.
pose to. expend half a million of money in
Therefore the only remaining question is .establishing the tramway system, and I ask
whether the power of doing so shall be
honorable members what that means? It
given to the company on whose behalf this
means that every person in the community
Bill has been introduced. It is said that
may become a shareholder in the company.
if we allow a private company to make tram(" No.") I admit that the promoters may
ways we shall grant a monopoly. vVhat is a
put some money in their pockets at the
monopoly? Is there a railway in England
commencement of the undertaking, but
that is not a monopoly?
from time to time the shares of the comAn HONORAlltE ME?tIllER.-There are
pany will be distributed throughout the
community, and will become the property
competing lines.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-Not to the same
of this man, and that man, alld the other
man, just as ·is at present the case with the
districts. (" Yes.") There are not two
railways running parallel to each other.
shares ill the Omnibus Company. The new
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company's shares will be just qs marketable a
commodity as those of any other company.
,While believing that tramways in Melbourne and the suburbs will be a great
public advantage, I would like the lines
so arranged as not in any way to interfere
with the absolute centre of the city. If the
terminus was near Hockin's Hotel on one
side and Prince's-bridge on the other, so
'as to exclude the main centre Qfthe city
from the operations of the company, that
-would be a great improvement upon the proposal contained in the Bill; bnt, of course,
that is one of the matters for the select
committee to deal with. That tramways to
the suburbs would be of material advantage
to the public I have no doubt whatever.
There will always be some objections raised
to the introduction of tramways, just as
there have been objections to omnibuses,
railways, and all modern and sensible im.provements. The proposal to establish
tramways is presented to us in the Bill in
its least objectionable form, inasmuch as
the tramcars are to be worked by horses,
the speed is to be limited to something like
seven miles an hour, and the undertaking
is to be carried out by a company who will
110 doubt be able to manage it successfully.
What the House has to consider is not so
much whether tramways should be established by a company as whether it is desirable they should be introduced........whether
the public of Melbourne and the suburbs
should keep on for ever with miserable old
cabs, or obtain the improved means of
locomotion which has been adopted in other
parts of the world of late years. The introduction of tramways will not injure the
cabmen, but will give better facilities for
travelling; and the more facilities there are
for travelling, the more people will travel.
Besides, as I have already stated, there are
many parts of the suburbs to which there
are no regular conveyances, and where cabmen will be able to ply without any competition by the tramways. From my dealings
in suburban property, I know that the
value of such property is greatly enhanced
if it is brought within easy means of
communication with the metropolis either
by railway, omnibus, or cab. The effect
of the establishment of tramways will be,
I repeat, to increase the value of suburban property 100 per cent., and many of
the persons who will profit thereby belong
to the comparatively poor Glasses of the
community. I have no interest in the
company who are promoting the Bill-I
. know nothing of them-but I support the
Mr. PatteTBon.
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principle of the measure, because I feel that
the introduction of tramways is a proper
thing.
It will be fOl; the select committee
to which the Bill will have to be remitted
to take care that the public interests are
properly conserved.
1\fr TUCKER.-Sir, although the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) is an apostle of progress, he is willing to create the most gigantic. monopoly
that the colony has ever seen. He is
ready to hanel over to a company the free
use-almost the fee-simple-of some 50
miles of public roadway, and this, too, in
face of the fact that, in order to construct
railways to the suburbs, the Government
have to purchase land at a cost of from
£10,000 to £12,000 per mile. I will put
the matter as a simple question of arithmetic. If the Bill proposes to give the
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company 50 miles of roads for nothing, and if
the Government have to purchase land,
within perhaps half-a-dozen chains of those
roads, at £10,000 per mile, does not the
measure propose to subsidize the company to the tune of half a million sterling? And yet the honorable member for
Castlemaine supports a proposition of that
kind, in the third session of the Parliament,
although the people of Melbourne and the
suburbs have not had the slightest chance
of giving their vote on the question at a
general election. They have, however, been
misrepresented by a body that took upon
itself to assume functions which it had no
right to assume. I refer to what is known
as the Tramway Conference. After the
municipal councils had discussed the matter, and after many of them had taken the
votes of the ratepayers as to the proposed
introduction of tramways, and had had
a decided "No" given to the proposition,
those very councils sent delegates to a socalled Tramway Conference, and arrogated to
themselves functions which they ought not to
have exercised. As trustees of the streets
of the municipalities, they had no right to
agree to the introduction of a Bill for
virtually handing over to a company 50
miles of roads. I have no desire to discuss
the measure from the cabman's point of
view, 01' in the interests of any other particular class. I look at it simply from a
public aspect, and I say it would be unjust
to the public interests to allow any such
monopoly as the Bill would ere ateo The
tendency of modern times is that all the
profits derived from the aggregation of
people in large centres of population ~hould
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of the Harbour Trust. I am proud of
·be divided amongst the people. We at.tempted to carry that out in connexion with
that body, and glad to see the way in which
it conducts its business. If tramways are
the Bill introduced by the Metropolitan Gas
decided upon, why should not a somewhat·
·Company, and how the attempt failed
everybody knows. The wAole question of analogous body be constituted to undertake
the construction of tramways ought to be them? If tramways were managed by such
a body, the profits derived from them would
-referred to a select committee of this House.
The committee should decide, first, whether be sufficient in some districts to allow the
:tramways are desirable, and, if they determine
municipal rates to be reduced one-half. The
promoters of the Bill promise that the muni·that point in the affirmative, they should
then decide whether the tramways ought to
cipalities shall obtain a certain share of ,the
.be constructed by the Government, or by
profits, but that is only a sop; and, if the
proposals of the company are sanctioned,
.the local governing bodies, or by a Metropolitan Board of Works. If the committee the probabilities are that the local bodies
·report against the work being done by any will never receive a farthing from the tramways. In England some of the railway
·one of these bodies, I will then be prepared
to consider whether tramways shall be con- companies are required, by the terms of their
structed by private enterprise. The very Act, to let the municipal councils through
modest company on whose behalf the Bill whose districts they run participate in any
profits that remain after payment ,of a
·has been introduced ask that powers shall
certain dividend to the shareholders, but the
be given them to work the tramways for 21
municipalities never derive any benefit from
years, or about half the actual life of Mel· bourne at the present time. The populathe arrangement. A director of a railway
tion of the metropolis and the suburbs is
company declared on one occasion .that,
now about 300,000, in 10 or 12 years it rather than the municipalities should receive
will have increased to 500,000, and before
a farthing, the company would take up the
the expiration of 21 years it will be some- whole line, and reconstruct it in the most
thing like 750,000; and yet the company,
expensive manner, so that the whole of the
in return for all the advantages they ask,
surplus profits would be absorbed. I 'hope
propose to do nothing-they do not even
that the Bill will not be allowed to proceed
propose to carry passengers at any lower further. The proper course is to negativ~
fares than they are at present conveyed. I
the motion for second reading, and refer the
am very glad that the Government have
subject of tramways to a select committee.
taken up an attitude of opposition to the
I will join with honorable members in apBill, and I hope the measure will not be
pointing a fair select committee to consider
allowed to pass the second reading. It ,the general question of tramways, but I
object to .any private company getting the
ought at all events to be staved off until
the people have the opportunity of expressenormous monopoly which the present Bill
ing their opinion upon it. One of the obwould give them.
jections to the Government undertaking
Mr. DEAKIN.-Mr. Speaker, it seems
tramways is that, if they did so, they would
to me that the objections to tramways being
, be 'a trading company. But do they not
constructed by a private company have
undertake railways, telegraph lines, and
already been, to some extent, answered.
post-offices? Would any private company be
The Government, by their silence, .have
allowed to establish railways, telegraph lines,
virtually declined to construct tramways,
or post-offices? Certainly not. It would
and the municipalities have also indicated
be suicidal on the part of the Government
that they do not aspire to undertake the
to consent to this company getting their
'Work, at all events at present. Under these
foot in by even having the Bill sent to a
circumstances, it appears to me that it would
select Gommittee. In Manchester, I underbe unfair for the Legislature to adopt a
stand, the manufacture of gas is in the
dog-in-the-manger policy, and for that
hands of the City Corporation, and the re- reason I am ready to support the proposal
sult of that arrangemeni is that the rates
that tramways shall be constructed by a
have been greatly reduced; and probably a private company. If a Metropolitan Board
similar result would be achieved here by of Works was established, and' would undertramways being in the hands of a public take the control of the streets of the city
body, if it should be decided that it would and the suburbs within a radius of say ten
be .to the public interests to have tram- miles, the construction and management of
ways at all. The management of the port tramways might very fairly be handed over
,of Melbourne has been placed, in the hands to that body,and the profits could then be
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applied to the maintenance of the streets.
Mr. WOODS.-l\fr. Speaker, it is satis·
I would like, to hear some expression of factory to find that all honorable members
opinion from the House as to whether there
are beginning to see the necessity for having
is any probability of such a body being tramways in Melbourne .and the suburbs
created; indeed, I think that matter should
constructed and managed by some one. I
be exhausted before the Bill is finally passed.
am not surprised that there is a general
The advantages of tramways appear to be opinion in favour of tramways being introvery obvious. By the facilities which they
duced here, for they exist in nearly all the
offer for locomotion they enable map.y people,
other large cities in the world. Tramways
whose occupations are in a town or city, to
simply afford a superior method of locomolive at some distance from the scene of their tion. They provide the public with the means
labours, and thus get fresh air when they of cheap, safe, convenient, comfortable,
otherwise would be unable to do so. In .and, at the same time, rapid travelling.
this way tramways assist to overcome the
That is something that people have not got
inconveniences and sanitary evils which at the present time. As for the monopoly
necessarily arise from the aggregation of
tIle honorable member for Fitzroy (Mr.
large populations. To any scheme which
Tucker) alluded to, what does the present
will have this effect we ought to extend the proposition amount to? Simply to one to
most favorable consideration; but I trust
lay steel rails in the streets, and to run
that, when the Bill is referred to a select omnibuses on them instead of on the bluecommittee, the terms proposed by the comstone metal, and nothing more. If it is
pany on whose behalf it has been introduced true that when the omnibuses run on those
will be subjected to a very careful scrutiny. rails only half the number of horses and
I have been informed by business men men now required in connexion with them
that the concessions asked for by the
will be employed to carryon the same
company, after making allowances for all amount of traffic, and that ladies and
deductions, are worth about £200,000.
children will be enabled to step into the
Whether that calculation is correct or not
vehicles with the greatest ease, while the
is a 'matter which ought to be ascertained by public generally will obtain a superior means
the select committee. If there will be such of locomotion, why should the arrangement
a large margin of profit as some persons
be denounced as a monopoly, simply because
who are qualified to speak on the subject it will benefit a private company as well as
assert, then the local bodies should share in the whole metropolitan commuNity? The·
the profit to a much greater extent than the tramway system simply means a superior
Bill proposes. It seems to ~e that the term mode of managing our street traffic, and, if
neither the municipalities nor the Governfor which the company ask that their powers
shall extend is unreasonably long, and also ment are able to adopt it, why should
that there is not a sufficient guarantee that honorable members stand in the way of a
the tramways will be constructed within a private company doing so? I tell the House
reasonable time. Further, I do not think that, whether the Bill is or is not carried,
that provision is made for sufficient control something must be done, and that soon, in
view of the enormous increase in the metrobeing exercised over the expenditure of the
company, and likewise that the company politan street traffic that is continually
should only be entitled to demand a certain going on, to clear the principal streets of
Melbourne of the crushing and crowding
maximum sum as the priie to be paid for
their property when the time arrives that that now take place in them, and to
the local bodies can purchase it. The right render them tolerably passable. On what
to run tramways in the public streets of principle of justice are those who propose to
Melbourne and the suburbs certainly ought spend not only £500,000, but practically
£750,000, in establishing this superior
not to be given to any private company until
the whole subject is thoroughly inquired method of street locomotion accused of
into, and the proper way to obtain such an wanting to gain a monopoly? Would the
Government, or the .municipalities, lay down
inquiry is to refer the Bill to a select committee. While I am in favour of tramways, steel rails in the streets and supply vehicles
I desire that they should be introduced on with motive-power to run on them, unless ,
such terms that justice will be done to the they had, at the same time, powers prac ..
tic ally amounting to a monopoly? To
'community, and especially to the Governaccuse the Tramway Company of wanting
ment, whose suburban railways will be de'preciated in value at least 50 per cent. by a monopoly presupposes that under their
. Bill no cabs would be allowed in the streets,
the construction oftl'amways •.
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and that no method of locomotion, save by
tramway, 'Would be permitted.. How can
there be a monopoly if everyone who wishes
to ride along the streets can travel either
by tramcar, or cab, or any other of the
ordinary means of conveyance? "That
does our cab system amount to? Honor~
able members know pretty well that in this
city there are an enormous number of cabs
continually running up and down and
grinding up the bluestone, sometimes with
only one or two passengers, and often with
none, from very early in the morning until
very late at night; and that the whole
arrangement means the employment of many
hundreds of vehicles, and men and horses,
to do work which, under a different system,
could be easily performed by a fourth part
of the number.
Mr. TUCKER.-Does a" different systern" mean one of omnibus drivers working
sixteen hours a day?
Mr. WOODS.--:...The number of hours
per day an omnibus driver works is a matter
of detail, and need not be considered now.
I would like the honorable member for
Fitzroy to estimate the number of hours a
cabman usually works. For my part, seeing that cabs are about all day, and nearly
all night too, many of the drivers using up
three horses in a day's work, and, in view
of their threepenny fares, it is a wonder to
me how they manage to live. In truth, I
know no more puzzling social problem.
Our present cab system is simply an exhibition of bad management and bad economy.
Again, with the dense crowding we have in
the streets in the heart of the city, should
it not be our aim to abolish horse traffic
there as much as possible? There is also
another way of looking at the subject which
I specially commend. to the attention of
those familiar with the latest discoveries in
physical science. What comes of this con.
tinuous pounding of horses' feet upon the
bluestone metal of the streets? The production of an impalpable powder which,
mixed with horses' manure and other refuse
matter, eventually constitutes what the
people of the city have one day to walk
upon as mud, and on the next to breathe as
dust. Do honorable members suppose that
that sort of thing has no effect on the
general health? I, for one, hope to see the
,time, and I do not think it is far distant,
when horse vehicles, as a means of conveyance for city passengers, will almost be
abolished, and their place taken by noiseless smokeless locomotives. Inasmuch as
it seems to be agreed on all hands that,
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tramways are an essential of city life, will
we not be a long way behind the age if we
refuse to adopt them? Victoria having the
reputation of being about the most progressive colony of the Australasian group, will
it not seem strange if, in the matter of
street locomotion, we are content to lag in
the rear? If a superior system of street
vehicle management is an obvious necessity
to us, why should we refrain from adopting
one forthwith? It is said "Let the Government lay down tramways." But what
have the Government to do with any affair
of the kind? As to their capacity to
conduct a system of street tramways, let
the It per cent. they get from the Hobson's
Bay Railway speak. Have not the citi.zens
already to pay enough to make up for the
losses of the State upon its railway management ? Besides, were the Government ever
so able to manage tramways, it is not their
duty to obstruct private enterprise. Private
enterprise proposes to establish a tramway
system which will give us more convenience,
more comfort, more cheap communication,
and a more healthy city than we have at
present, and I consider that it should not
be interfered with, but rather encouraged, to
reap a fair and ample reward for its trouble.
With regard to the ability of the municipal
bodies to lay down and carry out a tramway system, I have also a word or two to say.
I think, however, I need do little more than
point to the Sydney-road as a monument
of their capacity. Do honorable members
recollect the state of that road five years
ago? It was a disgrace to civilization.
The fact is that each of the municipalities
concerned tried to cast upon the others the
onus of making the road, and in consequence
it was allowed to lapse into a regular breakneck condition. Again, each of the metropolitan municipalities were to contribute to a
new bridge over the Yarra, but one or two of
them elect to stand out, so that the others
may be forced to undertake the work without their aid, and the bridge remains unbuilt. The condition of the St. Kilda-road
affords another instance of what I mean.
If ,the local bodies cannot agree over the
maintenance of an ordinary roadway, how
can they be expected to agree over the working of a tramway? I will test this view
of tlie case a little further. Would any
municipal corporation take over the property
of the Omnibus Company as it is, and
work it? Of course none of them would
think of doing such a thing. Yet the
monopoly of the omnibuses is equal to
-what that of the tramcars would be. The
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only difference is that under the Bill the
Tramway Company will not have their
rails disturbed for 21 years. With that
exception, every other street vehicle will
be on the same footing as the tramcars.
It may almost be said that 21 years is the
usual life of a ste~l r.ail not subjected to
specially heavy wear. Honorable members
will please to recollect that the rails will be
laid flush with the street, so that they
cannot p.ossibly ~nterfere with its ordinary
traffic. On the other hand, their use will
lessen the wear and tear of bluestone in the
thoroughfares, and also the area of the road
to be maintained by the corporation towhich
it belongs. 'Vbat becomes of all the bluestone that is annually laid on the streets of
Melbourne? It is ground up by innumerable wheels and horses' feet into a powder
which naturally absorbs the filth of the city,
and then all or it that is not blown down
people's throats is washed into the Yarra,
from the bottom of which it has eventually
to be dredged up at the public cost. But
traffic carried on rails creates no dust. Besides, the use of tramcars will materially
reduce the number .of horses used in the
street. Would not such a reduction be a
. public advantage?
SirJ. O'SHANASSY.-Itwould be the
ruin of the maize duty.
Mr. WOODS.-I dare say there is a
joke about somewhere, but I am so much of
a Scotchman that I cannot see it. If tramcars interfere with the cabs, the utmost that
can happen will be that the cab traffic' will
be pushed further afield, in the same way
that the opening of every new railway
pushes Cobb's coa~hes further afield. Another point is that tramway traffic is comparatively noiseless. For my part, I cannot
comprehend how the people who live in the
shops and offices of the city stand the intolerable row of the street vehicles. It would
-be impossible for me to put up with it.
When I was in Adelaide, nothing struck
me more, than the comparative silence of
the streets, and the rarity of street cabs.
One word about the motive power for tramcars. I believe I do not go too far when I
assert that I have a mechanical motor that
will take tramcars through the streets of
the city without fil'e, smoke, or noise j but
in any case, whether my statement is COlnpletely correct or not, it cannot be long
before sllch a motor is invented by some
one of the intelligent and inventive youth
of the colony, and the use of horses on tram,vays is superseded. I hope that, for the
·credit of the reputation of the colony for
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progress, honorable members will consent
to give th~ tramway system a trial, and
that, instead of trusting to the suddenly developed capability or the local bodies, they
will leave the matter to private enterprise.
The honorable member for East Melbourne
(Mr. Zox) has asked what the ·Tramway
Company will expect to receive at the end of
their lease of 21 years. Well, I formerly
felt curious on that point myself, and the
other day inquired respecting it of one of
the principal promoters of the Bill. Wlutt
did I find? That I might have saved my
trouble had I looked at the clauses of the
measure which plainly provide that at the
end of their lease all the company will have
to sell would be their plant. The good-will
of the system will become an ~sset of the local
bodies, who,'if they are wise, will immediately
sell it. I trust honorable members will read
the Bill a second time without further delay.
Mr. W ALKER.-M'r. Speaker, I cannot
imagine what there is. to gain by attempting
to prove that the Bill will not confer a monopoly upon the Tramway Company. The
monopoly they seek is twofold. In the first
place, they want the sole right to construct
tramways in the streets of the metropolis,
and, secondly, they wish to prevent anyone
else from running cars upon their rails.
Mr. WOODS.-Thatis simply like legislating that one man shall not wear another
man's gloves.
Mr. W ALKER.-To my mind it is cle~r
that the company seek a monopoly. One
strong objection to tramways is that the rails
leave a groove in the road just wide enough
to catch the wheels of ordinary vehicles, and
sometimes it is found difficult to get them
out of it.
Mr. WOODS.-There is no need for any
groove at all.
Mr. WALKER.-Of course, if there is
no groove, the objection I refer to will not
exist.
Mr. WOODS.-Let the honorable member look at the tramway running from the
Flindel's-stree_ railway station to the Spencer·street railway station, which bears the
heaviest trains, and does not in the least
interfere with ordinary traffic.
Mr. ,yALKER.-That must be a good
thing. There cannot, I think, be the smallest
doubt as to the desirability of trl'l.mways. I
have seen them in all parts of the world, and
can testify to their convenience. Everything
that has been said on that point and about
their silence is fully borne out by my experience. But then comes the questionHave we fully ascertained that no other body,
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I allude to the local bodies, will supply us with
tramways? Will we be wise in coming at
once to terms with the company for whom
the Bill has been introduced P I would be
glad if the measure made it a condition that
for twelve months it should be open to the
local bodies to construct tramways, and that
if, at the end of that period, they did not
avail themselves of their powers in that respect, a private company should be endowed
with them. At the same time, in order that
we may have full information respecting the
proposed tramways, the Bill ought to go to
a select committee, and with that view I
shall vote for its second reading.
Mr. McCOLL.-Sir, I understand that
the Corporation of Melbourne are interested
ill the Bill, inasmuch as they have the right
to control the streets, and I have no doubt
the Tramway Company have suffered not a
little on that account. I think that were
they to purchase that right they would find
a considerable difficulty removed from their
path. Conflicting interests and want of
agreement have prevented many a great
work from being accomplished. For instance, a good many years ago, Mr. Bremner,
of Wick, one of the most eminent hydraulic
engine~rs at home, came here with the view
of starting a canal from Prince's-bridge to
Hobson's Bay, and a private company was
prepared to go on with the scheme-the
whole affair would have come into the hands
of the city by this time-but the corporation
would not agree to the terms proposed, and
finally Mr. Bremner left Victoria in disgust.
At Bacchus Marsh, some 25 years ago, an
irrigation plan, which would have gained
millions of pounds for the country, was proposed, but again rival interests intervened,
and the affair could not be gone on with.
It is time we took a new departure in these
matters. Too much is left to the Government, and opportunities on a large scale
ought to be offered to private enterprise.
In order to afford a precedent in that direction, I shall vote for the second reading of
the Bill, with the hope that it will be referred
to a seleot committee to be appointed by ballot.
I believe that means can be devised to prevent this tram project from becoming a
monopoly for the benefit of a few, as many
fear it will do, while, on the other hand, the
encouragement of such an enterprise may
caus~ it to form a precedent for other projects
'which private enterprise alone can properly
carry out. For all these reasons, I have
determined to vote for the second reading of
the Bill, hoping that in committee tIllS
House will guard the interests of the public,
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while at the same time allowing a just return
for the spirit, energy, enterprise, and capital
which the promoters of this undertaking have
thrown into it. One strong reason in favour
of the introduction of tramways in Melbourne
is that they will tend to lessen the quantity
of dirt which is carried from the streets into
the Yarra and thence to the Bay, filling it
up slowly but surely. The honorable member
for Stawell has truly described the atmosphere breathed by the people of Melbourne
on dusty days, and, as the tramways will tend
to lessen this evil, I think their introduction
deserves support on the ground of public
health as well as on the ground of the cheap,
rapid, and easy means of conveyance they
will afford to the people of the city and
suburbs.
Mr. HARRIS.-Sir, I think that, while
this Bill con~ains a great many good
features, it also contains some blots. Mel.
bourne and its suburbs are at present not at all
badly supplied with means of locomotion, but
if it can be proved that tramways will provide
a cheaper, more comfortable, and more convenient mode of conveyance, I think they
ought to be accepted. I have had some
experience of the tramways both in Sydney
and Adelaide, and I agree with the honorable
members who have said that those in Sydney
are a great eyesore and have depreciated the
value of property in the streets through
which they run', although at the same time
they have enhanced the value of property in
the immediate vidnity. The steam motors,
however, are very objectionable things to
have in a city. In Adelaide, on the other
hand, the tramways are merely large omnibuses drawn by two horses. They are convenient and easy of access, and I believe no
complaints have been made by shopkeepers
or owners of property as to their having
lowered the value of property. I think the
great blot on the present Bill is the immense
monopoly it proposes to create, and probably
the best course to be taken with regard to it
is to refer it to a select committee, with the
view of having alterations made in it to
remedy the defects which have been pointed
out. I believe the company which runs
the tramways in Adelaide has only a seven
years' lease, and although, in view of the
immense capital of half or three-quarters of
a million proposed to be expended by the
Melbourne Tramway Company, perhaps a
longer term than seven years should be
allowed them, I think the period of 21 years,
proposed in the Bill, is going to extremes.
The Premier has opposed the Bill on the
ground that tramways will interfere with the
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railway receipts, but, I think, he has overrated their effect in that direction. I do not
think they will depreciate the railway profits
to any considerable extent, because they will
merely be a substitute for the omnibuses at
present running. Even if they do cause a
small diminution in the receipts from the suburban railways at first, the increase of population wiU soon recoup that falling off. The
honorable member for Emerald Hill (Mr.
Macgregor) objected to the Bill on the
ground that it would injure the cabowners
and cabdrivers; but I think we are here
not to legislate for any particular section
of the community, but for the whole community-to carry out whatever is likely to
do "the greatest good to the greatest number." I think almost every honorable member
is of opinion that there should be tramways,
the only solid objection to this Bill being
that it will grant a monopoly to a particular
company. The proposal of the company to
divide the profits over 12! per cent. with the
municipalities would, in my opinion, simply
amount to nothing. The best feature in the
Bill is the power which will be given to the
various municipal councils to veto the introduction of ttamways in their respective districts. In supporting the second reading of
the Bill, I reserve to myself the right of
voting against the third reading if the alterations I desire to see made are not carried out
by the select committee.
Mr. CONNOR.-I think the honorable
member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) has made
out a very good case in favour of tramways;
but my principal objections to this Bill are
that it will create a monopoly for 21 years,
and that the tramways proposed to be made
under it will deprive the Government railways of a large amount of revenue. These
are very important features, and, unless they
are amended in committee, I shall feel bound
to vote against the third reading of the Bill.
I think all municipalities should have power
to construct tramways in their :-c~pective
districts. Tramways would, no doubt, be a
great advantage in a large city like Melbourne, and I am surprised that a rich corporation, like that of the city of Melbourne,
should not have taken up this important
work itself, so that the ratepayers might
gain the benefit of any profits that might
arise from the running of tramways. I think
the proper course to take with the Bill
is to refer it to a select committee, appointed
by ballot, so that all sides of the question
may be fairly inquired into, and the public
may derive the greatest possible advantage
from the introduction of tramways.
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Mr~ WHEELER.-Sir, I do not know a
single promoter connected with the proposed
tramways, and, being a country member, I
have no interests or prejudices to serve in
this question. This Bill appears to be regarded as introducing an innovation on
the present system of travelling in Melbourne, and it has been the fortune of all
innovations or reforms to be obstructed
and opposed because certain persons have
interests to serve and others have strong
prejudices. It seems to me that this is not
a question to be regarded in the light of
how it will affect Oollingwood or any other
suburb. The travelling public have to be
consulted in a matter of this kind, and if
tramways aad to the ease, comfort, and
speed, and lessen the expense, of travelling,
surely the House has a right to take those
points into consideration. I shall have great
pleasure in supporting the Bill going to a
select committee, for I have no doubt that
a committee will deal with it in a satisfactory ma~ner, and, even if they do not, the
House will not be bound to .adopt their
report. Honorable members talk of a monopoly, but I would like to know what
difference it will be to the public how much
profit this company may make so long as
the public gain the benefit? As to the tram·ways injuring the railways, I would point
out that we have been going on constructing
railways all over the colony, yet, instead of
the railway revenue falling off in the percentage it pays, the returns are becoming
more favorable year by year. There is no
doubt that the more travelling conveniences
are provided the more the public will travel,
and I do not think the suburban railways
will suffer at all from the introduction of
the proposed tramways. Even if theY'do
suffer slightly, the travelling public will reap
the benefit, and, as the advantage of the
public should be the first consideration, I
do not think the Government should stand
in the way,' of an enterprise of this description. I db not think a lease of 21 years is
an out-of-the-way term to give the company,
consiaering that they will have to run all
the risk of th.e undertaking not proving successful. The honorable member for Stawell
referred to the state of the Sydney and St.
Kilda roads as instances of the bad management of the local bodies, but I do not
think it was fair to blame the local bodies
in that matter, because it must be remembered that the tolls, which maintained the
roads, were· suddenly swept away without
any substitute being provided, and the local
bodies were left perfectly powerless. I
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agree, however, with the honorable member
that local bodies would not work these
tramways as well as a public company.
Therefore, if a company is not allowed to
construct the tramways, let the Government
themselves construct and run them, and then
the State will gain the benefit of whatever
profits are derived from them.
Mr. BLACKETT.-Mr. Speaker, as a
representative of one of the largest suburban
constituencies, I occupy a rather peculiar
position on this question. About twelve
months ago, a poll of the ratepayers of
Fitzroy was taken, and the vote, by a small
majority it is true, went against tramways
in the abstract. The question put to, the
ratepayers was not whether they were in
favour of tramways being made by the
Government, by a Metropolitan Board of
Works, by the municipality, or by a company, but simply" Are you in favour of
tramways?" and the majority answered in,
the negative.
On the other hand, the
city corporation of Fitzroy authorized, by
their delegates at the Tramway Conference,
the introduction to Parliament of the Bill
now under consideration; and, under such
conflicting circumstances, I feel somewhat in
a difficulty to know exactly what are the
wishes of my constituency. But I think that,
in these matters, we ought to be actuated
by the highest motives, and to consider
what is "the greatest good of the greatest
number." The Bill should be looked at
from every possible point of view, and every
objection urged against it considered; and,
in that way, I think the House will come
to a decision which will meet with the
approval, not only of the metropolitan constituencies, but of the country generally.
In the manifesto issued by the Anti-Tramway Association, which has its head-quarters
at Fitzroy, they state that" all admit that
on some routes tramways would be an improvement." This admission shows that
some change of opinion has occurred during
the twelve months that have elapsed since
the poll taken in Fitzroy declared against
tramways altogether. There is, evidently, a
considerable amount of fluctuation in public
opinion on the question, and, I think, the
best course would be to carry out what appears
to bethe general wish of the House, and refer
the question of tramways to a select committee so fairly constituted that there can be no
possible charge of favoritism with regard to
one side or the other. That is the position
which Parliament, as the High Court of this
country, should take up on a question of
this kind; its verdict, like that of the
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highest' court of judicature, should be given
C01'am conscientiw. Whatever decision may
be arrived at I trust will be in the thorough
interests of the public, and my wish is that
it may be in a progressive direction. I
believe that locomotion of all kinds is
destined to improvement, and I think that,
if we resist all improvements ab initio, we
shall be showing that we are not worthy
representatives of a progressive community
like that of Victoria. It has been stated
that tramways would be a monopoly, and if
they were to be a monopoly in the slightest
degree they would not have any support
from me, because I do not 'believe in monopoly in any shape or form. We know,
however, that the omnibuses at present run
over practically the same routes as those
proposed in the Bill for the tramways; and
the only difference, it seems to me, the Bill
will make will be that the vehicles, instead
of running on bluestone metal, will run on
rails. I am strongly of opinion that no
municipality, should have tramways imposed
on them against their will. I am informed
that this Bill covers an insidious design, on
the part of the company, to override the
municipalities, and that, although all seems
fair on the surface, there is no real check
by the municipalities on the progress of the
company. If I find that is really the case;
I shall certainly vote against the third
reading of the Bill, whatever may be the
recommendations of the select committee.
If, h6wever, a fairly chosen committee is
appointed, I believe they will not countenance any provision which would militate
against the independent rights of the various
municipalities which' encircle the city of
Melbourne. The municipal councils having
affirmed the principle of the Bill, and consented to its introduction, I presume they
did not mean it to 'be thrown out immediately, but rather that it should be the
means of eliciting discussion, which would
enable the tramway question to be looked at
from every point of view. With the same
object, I shall support the reference of the
Bill to a fairly selected committee.
Mr. MASON.-Sir, it is my intention
to support the amendment of the honorable
member for Carlton. Seeing, however, that
the House evidently desires the Bill to be
referred to a select committee, I would
appeal to the honorable member for Rodney
(Mr. Gillies) to take the same course as
that which was taken by the honorable
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro)
when he had charge' of the Metropolitan
Gas Company's Bill-namely, to ask the
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House to suspend the standing orders
relating to private Bills so that a large
committee, say of twelve members, may be
appointed to inquire into the whole question.
I believe that if the honorable member intimates that he will take that course he will
probably consult the interests of the promoters of the Bill, as well as enable the
public and the House to gain a great deal
of information on the question of tramways
generally. On such a committee the members representing the metropolis and suburbs
ought to be fairly represented. The honorable member for Rodney led the House
to believe-unintentionably, no dqubt--that the Bill gives no more power to the
company than is given to similar companies
under the Tramways Act in England.
Such, however, is not the case. The Tramways Act does not provide for a monopoly
such as is proposed in tlris Bill. The 7th
section of the Tramways Act provides that,
on application by the local authorities or
other persons for permission to construct a
tramway, the Board of Trade are to make
inquiries in the locality, and, having satisfied
themselves that a tramway is desirable, may
grant a provisional order subject to the
approval of Parliament for the construction
of a tramway. There is no clause corresponding to that section in this Bill.
Further, I would point out that if the
Government want to make a railway in any
locality they have to pay for the land on
which it is constructed, but this Bill proposes that Parliament shall step over the
heads of municipalities and take from them
whatever rights they have.
Mr. GILLIES.-No.
Mr. MASON.-The honorable member
knows that the local bodies or the ratepayers have not asked for this Bill. We
have received no petition in favour of it
except that from the promoters.
Mr. GILLIES.~A conference of the
local bodies has consented to the Bill.
Mr. MASON.-The local councils do
not, pcrhaps, represent thcir constituents
on this question. With regard to the
manner in which the passage of this measure will affect the interests of tIle State
railways, the Minister of Railways told us
the other night, in moving the second reading of the Railway Bill, that if this Bill
were passed it was quite possible that he
would find it necessary to withdraw the
whole of the projected suburban railways.
That is an argument which would rather
induce me to support this measure, because,
in the event of the Minister adopting such
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a course, the money thus saved could be
expended in the construction of railways in
the country districts. It has been suggested that the company, having gained the
monopoly granted in the Bill, would not
construct the proposed tramways, but I am
bound to say that in my opinion the company is thoroughly bonafide in regard to
what it proposes todo. The company is a most
respectable one and has done good service
in the past, and I am quite sure that it
would not attempt to steal a march on this
House in the manner suggested. I object,
however, to this House passing a measure
to interfere with the property of persons
who own the streets of Melbourne and
suburbs. The streets do not belong to
Parliament, but to the ratepayers and the
owners of property on either side of them.
It is quite possible that, as has been stated,
tramways would increase the value of pro. perty in the suburbs, but I doubt very
much whether they would increase the value
of city property-of property in Bourkestreet or Collins-street-if they ran through
those streets. I trust the honorable member
for Rodney will adopt the suggestion to
have a large committee appointed which
will hold a fair inquiry into the whole of
this question.
Mr. MUNRO.-Mr. Speaker, of course
the honorable member who has charge of a
private Bill can only follow the instructions
of the promoters, but I confess I coincide
with the opinion that it would be for the interests of all parties concerned if the standing orders relating to private Bills were
suspended so that the number of the proposed committee might be increased from
five to twelve, so as to have a full and
thorough investigation into tIle whole
question. When this Bill was first submitted to the House, I understood that the
chief opposition to the measure came from
the cabmen, on the ground that their vested
interests would be interfered with; but,except
the honorable member for Carlton, I have
not heard any honorable member maintain
that view of the question. The chief objection urged in the House appears to be to a
particular company being allowed to get tIle
advantage supposed to be conferred on the
Tramway and Omnibus Company by this
Bill. The point raised by the IlOllorable
member for South Gippsland with regard to
the streets-Collins-street for ill stancebelonging to the property-owners on both
sides is a purely fallacious one. Collinsstreet is a public highway, and the right of
travelling over it is as much in the Japanese
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who have lately arrived in the Bay as in
any of the property-owners. That being so,
Parliament has a perfect right to regulate
'how the public highways are to be dealt with
in this Bill. There is no power given in
tl1e'Bill to the company to enter upon any
public highway until the local authorities
have given them permission to do so, so
that the argument that Parliament is superseding the local bodies falls to the ground.
My feeling is that Parliament has, no right
to meet every innovation or improvement at
tlle threshold with a direct refusal of all
inquiry or investigation. It is our duty as
representatives of the public to allow the
fullest inquiry into this question, and if,
after inquiry, the proposal is found to be
right.and proper, to pass it into law; if not,
to reject it. Dming t.he discussion' of this
Bill several references have been made to
a measure of which I took charge-the
Metropolitan Gas Company's Act-and I
have been told over and over again that by
getting that measure pa&sed I was a party
to III monopoly. A greater fallacy was
never uttered. There is not a line in
that Act to prevent any other gas company that chooses to start obtaining the
same privileges and carrying its mains
along the same toads as the Metropolitan
Gas Company. But what are the facts in
addition to that? At the time that measure was introduced', the rights and 'privileges of the City of Melbourne Gas Company were detrimental to the interests of
the commnnity, and in the Bill which I
introduced restrictions' were imposed which
had never existed in Victoria before. For
instance, in the City of. Melbourne Gas
Company's Act, before the amalgamation,
the company was only required to give a
light equal to oil-even the quality of the
oil was not mentioned-whereas, in the Act
now existing, the Metropolitan Company
are required to supply a light equal to 16
candles. There is another provision in the
Act of the effects of which the public
complain, but which really the company are
compelled to carry out. The company are
required to keep up a certain pressure of gas,
and a large amount of gas is wasted in
private houses because people do not regu- ,
late their gas, and hence a quantity of gas
passes through the burners without being
consumed. J:i"ormerly the pressure was not
so great, and therefore all the gas was
burned. But the company are not to blame;
this Hous~ compelled them to ke~p up a
certain pressure, and if private people will
not regulate their gas they m1lst suffer. l
SES. 188!.-3 l\I
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merely refer to this to show that in the
case of the measure to which I allude full
inquiry was made; a select committee
went carefully into the niatter, and everyt~ng was done that was thought proper
to protect the interests of the public.
I am perfectly satisfied that the public
are much better served now ,than they
were before that Act was passed. With
regard to the Bill at present before us, I
think it only right that we should have a
proper inquiry about it at the hands of a
proper committee. If the committee are of
opinion that it will be for the public good
to pass the Bill, let us pass it. If, on the
other hand, they consider that the measure
will give certain privileges to a private company to the detriment of the public interest,
let us reject it. I approve of the Bill being
read a second time to-night. Before it can
be referred to a select eommittee, there will
be opportunity for the promoters to ~onsider
the expediency of nominating a larger number of members on the committee than are
usually chosen to deal with a private Bill.
Mr. GILLIES,-I may mention that,
before the honorable member for South
Gippsland addressed the House, I intimated
to several honorable members on this (the
'Ministerial) side that I proposed to give
notice at the Private Bill Office of my intention to ask for the suspension of the standing
orders to enable me to move that the number
of members of the committee be increased.
The SPEAKER put the questionThat the word "now" (proposed to be
omitted,1vith the view to add to the motion
the words "this day six months") stand
part of the q1.JestionAyes
42
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NOM

Majority for the second reading

25

AY1~S.

Mr. Barr,
" Blackett,
" Bolton,
" Bosisto,
" Bowman,
" Brophy,
.. Ca.meron,
Carter,
" A. T. Clark,
Connor,
.. Cook,
Cooper,

" Davies,

"
"
"
"
"
"
"
"

II

Deakin,
])ow,
,Fincham,
Francis,
"Fraser,
Gillies,
Graves,
Harris,
McOoll;

Mr. McLean
Sir C. MacMahon,
Dr. Madden,
Mr. Mirams,
.. Munro,
., Officer,
" Orkney •
Sir J. O'Shanassy,
Mr. Patterson,
Major Smith,
Mr. L. L. Smith,
Toohey,
" 'Walker,
" Wallace,
" Walsh,
Wheeler,
" Woods,
" C. Young.
Telle1·s.

Mr. W. Madden,
~,

Zox.
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NOES.

Mr. Berry,
" Fisher,
" Gardiner,
" Gibb,
" Grant,
" James,
" Langridge,
" Laurens,
" Nimmo,

Mr. O'CalIaghan,
Sir B. O'Loghlen,
Mr. Rees,
" Tucker,
" Williams,
" A. Young.
Telle7·s.

Mr. Bell,
" Mason.
PAIRS.

Mr. W. M. Clark,
Robertson,
:: Wrixon.

I

Mr. Macgregor,
. " Bent,
" Pearson.

The Bill was then read a second time.
LEGAL PROFESSION BILL.
Mr. MASON moved for leave to introduce a Bill to regulate the practice of the
legal profession.
Mr. LAURENS seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read
a first time.
CRIMINAL LA VV AND PRACTICE
STATUTE AMENDMENT BILL.
Dr. MADDEN moved for leave to introduce a Bill to amend the Criminal Law and
Practice Statute 1864.
Mr. CONNOR seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
The Bill was then brought in, and read a
first time.
THE LIQUOR TRAFFIC.
LOCAL OPTION.

Mr. MUNRO, referring to his motion on
this subject, which stood next on.the paper,
stated that as the discussion upon it would
occupy a large amount of time, and as
several honorable members were anxious to
go on with other business, he was willing to
pm;tpone submitting the motion, provided
honorable members would allow the Building
Societies Act Amendment Bill to pass
through its final stages before any other
matter was dealt with.
As no honorable member offered objection
to the arrangement, the motion was postponed until Wednesday, July 26.
COLONIAL SPIRITS.
Mr. BOWMAN stated that he was not
consulted with regard to the arrangement
for allowing precedence to the Building
Societies Bill, and, as the opportunity was
open to him to propose a motion of which
he had given notice, he begged to move"That there be laid before this House n. return
showing-I. The number of gallons o~ Victoriaumade spirits on which duty was pn.ld from the
1st January to 31st March, 1882. 2. The number
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of gallons which paid duty under the name of
gin, brandy, whisky, rum, &c. 8. T~e n~mber
of gallons exported or sent out of VlCt(~>rIa.. 4.
The greatest number of gallons of YlCtonan
spirits which was held under the exc.lse at any
one time. 5. To show, as far as pOSSible, .from
what ingredients each of the above-mentiOned
spirits was produced."

Mr. MUNRO said it was a breach of the
understanding which had been arrived at to
propose the motion.
Mr. A. T. CLARK rose.
The SPEAKER.-Does the honorable
member rise to second the motion?
Mr. A. T. CLARK replied in the
negative.
The motion lapsed for want of a seconder.
BUILDING SOOIETIES ACT
AMENDMENT BILL.
The amendments made in this Bill, in
committee were considered and adopted.
On the ~otion of Mr. MUNRO, the Bill
was read a third time and passed.
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
EIGHT HOURS SYSTE~I.
Mr. R. CLARK moved-"That the eight hours system be at once
c.dopted On the Victorian Hailways."

Last session, the Minister of Railways
distinctly promised that th.e eight h~urs
system should be observed III the varIOUS
branches of the Railway department; but
the promise had not been ful~lled.. . He h.ad
taken the trouble to m.ake mqumes WIth
reO'ard to the matter, and he found that
th~re were, at Sandhurst, engine-drivers
who worked from 10 to 15 hours per day.
Some time since, the Minister visited Sal~d
hurst having with him the LocomotIve
Supe;intenden~ a.nd the Tra~~ Mana.ger,
and he then llltlmated that, If the eIght
hours system could be car.rie~ out, hc ~oul~
not have the slightest Ob]ectlon to brlllg It
into operation ttt once. Subsequen~l~ he
(Mr. Clark) submitted to the Mllllster
certain suggestions from the men themselves, showing clearly that tl~e systcm
could be carried out with very lIttle extra
expense to the department. He would read
the suggestions to the House : "We respectfully suggest ho~v to work the
eight hours sys~em. The day pIlot to star~ at

. 8 a.m., work until 5 p.m., o~e hour for. meal. rhe

night pilot from 5 p.m. untIl 2 a.m., With an h~ur
for meal thus making eight hours for each shIft,
there being only two shifts at present. ~n th.e
wool and wheat seasons, w~len .the engm.e IS
required 24 hours, an extrn. shift WIll be req~lred,
each shift working the ei[{ht.hou~s consec~tlvely
without meal hours; thiS IS qUIte practicable.
The shunters and pointsmen to work the same
hours as pilotmen. There are at present ten men
upon the platform. We propose that five men
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work from 6 a.m. until 3 p.m., and from 3 p.m.
until 12 midnight, each shift having one meal
hour; this is also practicable, and will not cause
extra expense."

These suggestions were submitted about
four or five weeks ago to the Minister of
Railways, but as yet no answer had been
received from the honorable gentleman. It
appeared that at Ballarat the eight hours
system was in operation in the locomotive as
well as the traffic branch, much to the satisfaction of the employes; and surely what
could be done at Ballarat could also be done
at Sandhurst, at Echuca, and in other parts
of the colony. Here was a letter on the subject
which llad been received from Ballarat : .. There are three sets of men on the pilot at
Ballarat. The first set come on at 12.15 a.m.,
and leave at 8 a.m.; total,
hours. The second
set come on at 8 a.m., and leave at 8 p.m" and go
and get tea, and return to run a passenger train
to Creswick, leaving at 1) p.m., and returning at
6.15 p.m. The third set come on at 3 p.m., and
leave at 12.15 a.m.; total,
hours. These men
take week about. The other trains do not average
much OTer eight hours by taking the week
through, and I believe the traffic men in Ballarat are working about the eight hours; and I am
pleased to say that our present foreman is always willing to do all he can in justice to all
men."

n

9*

In Sandhurst there was an association of
railway employes, and an officer of that
association had sent him a statement showing how the hours of labour under the
Railway department varied-the hours being
longer in one part of the colony than they
were in another. The statement was as
follows :-"In Melbourne the pilots work the eight
hours to the letter, but in case~ of emergency are
paid for all time worked above eight hours. The
Geelong men work the same hours as the Melbourne, but are very frequently worked extra
time, and are not paid for it. In Ballarat there
are three shifts, and the men, both locomotive
and traffic, work so near to the eight hours
system that they are quite satisficd. Sandhurst
pilots-Minimum, nine ,hours; maximum fourteen hours, and no payment for the time above
eight hours."

That day he had received a letter from
.Dunolly, showing distinctly that the employ¢s there worked from 10 to 15 hours
per day. He would explain to the House
what engine-drivers stationed at Sandhurst
had to do. An engine-drivel' had to be
in attendance on his engine at 11 a.m.; he
left Sandhurst at noon; he reached Melbourne at 4.8 p.m., but he was unable to
leave his engine until 5.45 ; he then went
and obtained his tea, but he had to leave
Melbourne again at 7.15, not reaching
Sandhurst until after eleven o'clock. That
meant 13 hours' work. Several enginedrivers had suffered greatly in health
through these long hours, as the following
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communication from Dr. Atkinson, of Sandhurst, would show : H Sandhurst, 28th June, 1882.
"During the past 20 years I have met with
engine-drivers complaining of pains in the lower
lim bs, and in some of loss of power in the same
parts. I am of opinion that the cause resides in
the continuous vibration. When I was first consulted on the subject, I advised the adoption of
means to lessen this vibration. I consider that
eight hours is long enough for an engine-driver
to work. The strain on his attention must be
considerable.
"HARRy'L. ATKINSON, M.D."

Two engine-drivers hn,d died in the lunatic
asylum from the excessive vibration here
referred to, which, from the time it had to
be endured, was an unwholesome strain upon
any man's physical energies. He was satisfied that no honorable member desired that
engine-drivers, who necessarily occupied
positions of great trust and responsibilityand on whose proper attention to duty a great
deal of human life depended-should be required to work more than eight hours pel'
day. . He was also satisfied that honorable
members wished the hours of labour on the
railways to be uniform, as far as possiblethat the eight hours system should not be
limited to Melbourne and Ballarat, but
should be extended, if practicable, to all
parts of the colony. Of course, the system
would have to be departed from in cases of
emergency-for example, when an engine
broke down, or some other accident took
place. He was certain that there was not.
a single engine-driver who was not prepared
to work extra time whenever the necessity
arose; but it was a lasting disgrace to the
colony that any such men should have to
worldrom 9 to 15 hours per day. Certainty,
it was most desirable that working men
should have time for the enjoyment of
domestic comfort, and for improving themselves. But they had no time for anything
of the kind when they had to work the long
hours he had stated.
Major SMITH seconded the motion.
Inasmuch as in the railway workshops and
on all railway contracts the eight hours
system was observed, he did not see why it
should not also apply to engine-drivers,whose
duties were very onerous, who had charge
of a vast amount of property, and who were
responsible, to a large extent, for human
life. He was of opinion that the system
should be applied to engine-drivers above
all other work-people, and that they should
not be permitted to work more than eight
hours per day, even if they desired to do so,
and were paid for the extra time. With
regard to other railway employes, whose
duties were not so arduous-employes li1~e

840

Railway Depa'ftment.

[ASSEMBLY.]

those who were engaged about some of the
stations-a different arrangement might
perhaps be mad.e. Victoria had set a bright
example to the other Australian colonies
with regard to the hours of labour, and he
considered that, in connexion with occupations involving the safety of human life and
property, the eight hours system should be
rigidly observed.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN remarked that no
one could quarrel with the principle of the
motion, but the honorable member who
brought it forward must be perfectly cognizant of the fact that, some weeks ago, the
Minister of Railways, accompanied by two
officers of the department, went to Sandhurst for the purpose of ascertaining how
far it was possible to carry out the eight
hours system. In fact, no person was more
anxious for the carrying out of that system
than the Minister of Railways, and he had
endeavoured to carry it out in every branch
of the department. (Major Smith-" Why
is it not carried out ?") Why did not the
honorable member for Ballarat West (Major
Smith), when 11e was in office, insist upon
11is Government carrying out the system?
It was not possible to establish a new order
of things all at once, but the Minister of
Railways had been endeavouring for some
time past to enforce the eight hours system
in his department, and a report on the
subject from the head of the traffic branch
was now awaiting consideration. In the
absence of the Minister, from ill-health, he
begged to move the adjournment of the
debate. (Major Smith-" After a little more
discussion.") The Minister of Railways
was the person who could inform the House
of the exact position of the question, and it
was only right that the debate should be
adjourned until he could be in his place.
Mr. LONGMORE seconded the proposal
for the adjournment of the debate. He considered it was not fair that the motion
should be discussed in the absence of the
Minister of Railways. The Government
deserved credit for having said that they
would do all they possibly could to apply
the eight hours system to the Railway department.
.
Mr. BOvVMAN thought that, in the absence of the Minister of Railways, the debate
ought to be adjourned. He had been in
communication with the Minister with the
view to get the eight hours system extended
to the railway employes at Maryborough,
and the honorable gentleman had promised
to do everything in his power to accomplish
that object.

Elght
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Mr. A. T. OLARK remarked that he
did' not see how the absence of the Minister
of Railways could be a sufficient reason for
adjourning the debate, or, indeed, make the
slightest difference as to the course which
the House ought to adopt in regard to the
motion. The intention and wish of ninetenths of llOnorable members was that the
eight hours system should be carried out
in the Railway department, but they were
now brought face to face with the fact that
their desire had not been given effect to.
It was, therefore, the duty of the House to
instruct the Minister to apply the eight
hours system to the employes of the department, whatever trouble or cos~ might
be incurred in doing so. Notwithstanding
all that had been said as to the difficulties
in the way, there could be no doubt that,
although considerable expense might be entailed, the system could be brought into
operation next day, without the least inconvenience, if the Minister ordered it to be
done. Were the Government going to beg
the question? (Sir B. O'Loghlen-" No.")
He hoped that honorable members would
come to a vote on the question at once, and
it would then be for the Government to give
effect to the resolution of the House. The
Government ought to allow the House to
relieve them of all responsibility in the matter
by letting the motion be adopted. He had
nothing to say against the Minister of Rai.lways. The honorable gentleman honestly
desired that the railway employes should
have the benefit of the eight hours' system,
but the permanent heads of the department
were opposed to it, and it was easy for them
to find excuses and urge objections to its
general application. It would strengthen
the hands of the Minister materially if he
knew that the House had adopted the resolution whieh it was now asked to agree to,
and that it was prepared to justify the increased expenditure that would be incurred
by giving effect to it.
Mr. GRAVES observed that he had had
the opportunity of examining the papers in
the Railway department with reference to
the adoption of the eight hours system in
the department, and he knew that the
Minister of Railways had given instructions
with the view of carrying out the wishes and
intentions of the House on the subject. It
would be desirable that the House should
know from the Minister himself exactly
what the honorable gentleman had done in
the matter, and therefore, in his absence,
the adjournment of the debate ought to be
agreed to.

Railway Department.

o

[JUNE 28.J

Mr. WOODS said he believed he was as
ardent a supporter of the eight hours system,
where it could be fairly and properly applied,
as any member of the House or any man in
the country. There were cases, however,
in which it would not be fair to apply the
system; and he could point out some practical difficulties in the way of giving effect
to a bald resolution declaring that none of.
the railway employes were to work-that
was, to be in attendance at their postsmore than eight hours per day. At present
the gatekeepers on the various railways cost
the country £40,000 a year, and at least
double that expenditure would have to be
incurred if none of the gatekeepers were to
be on duty more than eight hours a day.
Again, at nearly all the stations, except the
terminal and junction stations, the staffs
would have to be increased, for the present
officers had necessarily to be in attendance
more than eight hours per day. Their-duties
were very light, consisting at many stations,
of little more than closing the carriage doors.
He was glad to hear that the engine-drivers
and firemen at Ballarat were satisfied with the
efforts which were being made, in accordance
with the instructions of the Minister of
Railways, to extend to them the eight
hours system. The Minister, he believed,
was as anxious as the honorable member for
Sandhurst (Mr. Clark) to have the system
carried out, but the hours of the whole of
the engine-drivers and firemen could not be
reduced to eight all at once. (Mr. R. Clark"Why not ?") . He would tell the honorable
member the reason why. If, for instance,
the Locomotive Superintendent was called
upon to provide, at a day's notice, 15 additiona.l engine-drivers and 15 additional
firemen, he would have to put on men
who had not had sufficient experience to be
intrusted with passenger trains. The House
ought to be satisfied that every effort was
being made by the Minister to extend the
eight hours system throughout the department. (Mr. R. Clark-" It is not so.")
Under any circumstances, it was not merely
unjust but ungenerous to discuss the matter in the Minister's absence. He trusted
that the honorable memher for Sandhurst
would gracefully consent to the motion being
postponed until the following Wednesday,
in the hope that the Minister would then be
present in his place to give the House full
information as to what he had done in the
direction desired.
Mr. W. MADDEN said he wished to
point out that the action of the honorable
member for Sandhurst (Mr. Clark), in
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forcing on the motion in the absence of the
Minister of Railways, who was ill, looked
like an attempt to gain some political kudos
at the honorable gentleman's expense. The
Minister had made every effort for several
months past to give effect to the eight
hours system in his department. He had
been in communication with the principal
officers; he had obtained suggestions and
reports; and it was his intention, if possible,
to adopt the system throughout the department.
Mr. McCOLL appealed to the honorable
member for Sandhurst (Mr. Clark) to agree
to the adjournment of the debate.
Mr. FRANCIS expressed the opinion
that it would be ungenerous to the Minister
of Railways if the debate was not adjourned.
As he believed that the honorable member
for Sandhurst (Mr. Clark) acquiesced in
this feeling, he would only add that eight
hours should be the measure of a fair day's
work in the Railway department, and he
understood that the Government were ill
favour of that policy.
Mr. R. CLARK intimated that he did not
object to the adjournment of the debate.
The motion for tp.e adjournment of the
debate was then agreed to, and the debate
was adjourned until Wednesday, July 5.
RAILWAY ROLLING-STOCK.
Mr. WOODS moved" That there be laid before this House re)?orts
on the value of colonial mountain ash for rallway
rolling-stock."

He said there was a considerable quantity of
this description of timber in the neighbourhood of Healesville,. and he thought it was
desirable to ascertain whether it was not
suitable for making railway carriages.
Mr. COOK seconded the motion, which
was agreed to.
RAILWAY PASSES.
Mr. LEVIEN movecl"That a select committee be appointed to
inquire into and report upon the systems, past
and present, of issuing free passes on the Victorian Hailways, with a view of placing the matter
upon a more satisfactory footing; such committee
to consist of Mr. Bent, Mr. Gillies, Mr. Woods.1
Mr. Blackett, Mr. Patterson, Mr. Wilson, ana
the mover, three to form a quorum, and to have
power to call for persons, papers, and records."

He said it was hardly necessary to point out
the desirability of placing tl1e issue of free
railway passes on a more satisfactory footing.
It ought, he thought, to be regulated by a
system which would be a.pprovecl of by
Parliament, and be of general application,
whatever Govel'llment. might be in office.
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Hitherto each Minister of Railways seemed'
to have exercised his own discretion as to
the issue of passes, which would. no longer
be the case if some fixed principle was
adopted.. The motion had the approval of
the present Minister of Railwn.ys, and. all
the ex-Ministers who were at present members of the House had consented to act on
the committee, except the honorable member
for Ripon, who had excused himself on the
plea that he had not sufficient time.
Mr. MUNRO, in seconding the motion,
remarked that the issue of railway passes
was a subject which required careful consideration. He knew that greater courtesy
was shown in other colonies to visitors
from Victoria, with respect to the grant
of railway passes, than was extended to
visitors who came here from the neighbouring colonies. This was a matter which
ought to be brought under the notice of
the proposed committee. He would also
suggest that gentlemen who had been Ministers of the Crown in Victoria for a period
of say six or seven years should be entitled
to railway passes. He believed that some
Ministers of Railways gave passes to all
Executive Councillors, but others die1 not.
The granting or refusal of passes ought not
to be left to the generosity or otherwise of
the Minister for the time being, but should
be controlled by proper regulations.
Mr. A. T. CLARK said the same argument that had induced the House to adjourn
the debate on the motion as to the adoption
of the eight hours system in the Railway
department afforded an equally strong
reason why the present motion should be
postponed. (Mr. Levien-" The Minister
of Railways approves of this motion.~') Not
only did the Minister approve of the object
of the other motion, but the House was also
known to be in favour of it. He would ask
the House to seriously consider the position
into which it was drifting. It would be
most interesting to have a return laid on
the table, showing the number of Royal
commissions, boards, and select committees
that were now sitting. The smallest event
that cropped up was sufficient to induce the
Ministry to appoint a commission or board
to deal with it. At present, the colony had
nothing but a wooden Government. (Mr.
Longmore-" And a wooden Opposition.")
It was about time that responsible government was restored. He would ask the honorable member for W arrnambool whether he
intended to continue to dictate to the
Ministry without accepting any responsibility ? The Parliament had beoome a
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laughing-stock; and the colony was in the
extraordinary position of having taxes imposed. and remitted not by responsible Ministers-not by men who had to face the
people and take the r~sponsibility of what
they did-but at the dictation of one or two
honorable members sitting in the Ministerial corner. Such a system of government never previously existed. He would
refer to another matter-an occurrence which,
he believed, was unparalleled. A legally
constituted board recently sat and determined a case, and the Government had
deliberately appointed a judge to review the
decision of that board. (Sir B. O'Loghlen
-" They were bound to do so.") He did
not understand how the Premier could
justify the action of the Government. A
more contemptible and degrading act was
never done by any Ministry.
At tbis stage, tlie time allotted for giving
precedence to private members' business
having expired, the debate stood adjourned
until VV'"ednesday, July 5.
WAYS AND MEANS.
The House went into Committee of Ways
and Means to consider the motion (see p.
758) submitted by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen on
VVednesday, June 21, for the imposition of
excise duties on tobacco on and after the
1st September, 1882.
Sir B. O'LOGH.LEN said-Mr. Cooper,
I wish to remind the committee that the
amount estimated to be obtained from these
duties during the financial year 1882-3 is
£75,000, but about £13,000 of the amount
will really be received through the Customs
department. When the excise duties on
tobacco were originally imposed two increases were made in the import duties, and
became a portion of the permanent Tariff.
One of them is Is. per lb. on tobacco and
snuff ,which yields a revenue of about £28,000
a year, and the other is Is. per lb. on cigars,
which realizes about £5,000. So that if
the committee refuse to continue the excise
duties, as proposed by the Government, the
permanent Tariff will have to be altered,
and the actual amount of revenue which
will be lost may be estimated at £95,000 a
year.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Do I understand
that the Government are going to allow the
tea duty to remain as it is ?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Yes.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I am exceedingly
sorry to hear that the Government have
abandoned their proposed remission of the
tea duty. I don't know what honorable
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members will say to their constituents when
they go before them again.
Mr. MIRAMS.-They never have been
short of anything to say.
,Mr. LONGMORE.-It is quite possible
that the constituencies will not be short of
something to say to their present representatives at the next election. The remission
of the tea duty has been promised for a
series of years, and a few weeks ago the
Government declared that the time had
come for abolishing it, because, as they
said, there was an overflowing Treasury;
but the Assembly has allowed them to
abaildon their intention of taking off the
duty. I regret that the gentlemen sitting
on the front opposition bench have opposed
the remission of the duty on tea, altogether
contrary to their declarations before their
constituents for the last eight or ten years.
Major SMITH.-You are wrong.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I tell the honorable
member for Ballarat West (Major Smith)
that ]le opposed the remission of the duty.
The objections taken to the Budget by 'the
gentlemen on the front opposition bench
were in consequence of the proposed remission of the duty on tea.
Major SMITH. - The honorable member's statement is not true, and I ask him
to withdraw it. I spoke against the general
proposals of the Government, and not
against any particular proposal.
The CHAIRMAN.-If the honorable
member for Ripon has imputed something
to the honorable member for Ballarat 'Vest
(Major Smith) which that honorable member says is not true, the honorable member
is bound to accept the denial.
Mr. LONGMORE.-There-can be no
doubt that, after the Budget was submitted,
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
Berry) expressed regret at the proposed
remissions, and that the honorable member
for Ballarat vVest was quite prepared for
the eventuality which he expected.
Major SMITH.-The honorable member
has said that I was in favour of retaining
the duty on tea, and I call upon him to with.
draw the statement, because it is not true.
Mr. LONGMORE.-If my statement
affects the honorable member in any shape
or form, I will withdraw it as far as he is
personally concerned. I regret exceedingly
that the Government have not adhered to
their proposal to remit the tea duty.
Major SMITH.-Henr, hear.
The CHAIRMAN.-The question before
the committee, is not the duty on tea, but
the excise duties on tobacco.
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Mr. MUNRO.-Sir, I rise to a point of
order. It was distinctly understood last
week, when the honorable member for Warrnambool withdrew his motion condemning
the remissions proposed by the Government,
that he would submit the same motion in
Committee of vVays and Means. I desire
to know if that course has been abandoned?
The CHAIRMAN.-As far as I remember, the understanding was that the
honorable member for vVarrn:;tmbool should
be placed in precisely the same position in
Committee of vVays and Means that he was
in when he proposed his motion in the
House. The honorable member, however,
has not submitted his motion in committee,
and the only question before the chair is the
motion proposed by the 'rreasurer.
Mr. BERRY.-I submit that the honorable member for Ripon is quite in order
in discussing the whole policy of the Government in regard to the remission of taxation.
The Government have not yet had any
affirmation of the acceptance of their scheme
by the Assembly. I take it that, as the
proposal to renew the tobacco duties was
accompanied by a speech from the Treasurer,
showing that he has abandoned certain of
the remissions which he proposed in his
original Budget statement, and that he
contemplates an altogether new remission,
the whole policy of the Government is now
before the committee. Moreover, it could
not be more conveniently discussed than on
the proposal to renew the tobacco duties.
Mr. lVIIRAMS.-I think there can be
no doubt that when the Treasurer assured
the honorable member for Warrnambool
that, if the motion which he proposed in
the House was withdrawn, he would he in 3;
position to submit the same motion in
committee, it was understood that every
hOllorable member would have the same
rights and privileges that were reserved
to the honorable member for Warrnambool.
If that had not been the case, it is not
likely that the motion would have been
allowed to be withdrawn. I hope that the
Chairman will take this view of the matter,
so that honorable members may not be
jockeyed out of their right to discuss the
whole of the Budget proposals.
Mr. A. T. CLARK.-I entirely concur
with the remarks of the honorable member
for Collingwood (¥r. Mimms). In order
to give the Government time to reflect
whether they can by any means justify the
renewal of the tobacco duties, I would
suggest that progress be reported.
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The CHAIRMAN.-If the honorable
member for Warrnambool were to submit
his resolution to-night, full latitude would
be allowed him and every honorable member who debated the subject, but, the question now before the committee being simply
the resolution moved by the Treasurer, I
can only rule that the regulations which
govern the procedure of Parliament require
that to that matter the present discussion
ought to be confined.
Mr. DEAKIN.-Would the Ohairman
kindly state whether it is open to any
honorable member, other than the honorable
member for vVarrnambool, to move the
resolution or one substalltially the same as
he formerly moved?
Sir B. O'LOGHLE"N.-I apprehend that
it will be open to any honorable member to
move any amendment he thinks proper upon
the motion now before the chair, but, at the
present stage, the olllymemberwllO can move
an amendment is the honorable member for
Ripon, because he has not yet completed his
remarks.
Mr. BERRY.-I don't think either the
Ohairman or the Treasurer fully realizes the
point that has been raised. At present there
is no question of moving an amendment. In
fact, there must be a discussion before it will
be proper to move an amend men t. The point
is that, in the first instance, the Treasurer,
when he made his Budget statement in
Committee of Supply, laid before honorable
members certain proposals for remissions of
duty, and it was in connexion with them that
the honorable member for Warrnambool
mOl'ed his resolution, which was debated and
withdrawn. Since then, putting aside any
understanding that was arrived at between
the honorable member and the Speaker, we
have had a statement from the Treasurer,
in Oommittee of Ways and Means, essentially modifying his Budget proposals, and
if we cannot discuss the new proposals now
we shall never be able to do so. In fact, this
is the first opportunity that has arrived to
honorable members of discussing the altered
financial policy of the Government, and it
&cems to me only right and fair that we
should be able to debate the subject without
any amendment being moved.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I see the force
of the argument just offered by the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), and
I am quite ready, on the part of the
Government, to adopt his view. That is,
we are willing that, inasmuch as the statement I made the other night in Oommittee
of Ways and Means opened up the general
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question of the financial policy of the Government, honorable members should be
enabled to debate that subject upon the
motion now before the chair. At the same
time, I quite support the ruling the Chairman
has just given.
The OHAIRMAN.-I have no doubt ot
my· ruling being strictly in accordance with
parliamentary practice, but, if it is the
general wish of the committee to discuss the
financial policy of the Government in connexion with the present motion, I do not
think it will be my duty to adhere rigidly
to the line I laid down.
DEBATE ON THE BUDGET.
FOURTH NIGHT.

Mr. LONGMORE.-Sir, I presume then
that I shall be in order in referring to the subject of the tea duty. No doubt, in the first
Budget debate, the honorable member for
Geelong and the honorable member for
Ballarat West both protected themselves by
saying that they l1ad always been in favour
of the remission of that duty, but let me
point out that the former also expressed
himself to the following effect : "I have nothing further to say, except to
express the hope that the Treasurer and the
committee will scrutinize very closely the real
condition of the finances of the country, and
that honorable members will make themselves
quite sure, before they permit the Government
to carry out the proposed remissions of duty, and
to persevere in the plan of increased expenditure
they have laid down, that such a course will not
. hereafter compel either the re-imposition of the
duties to be dispensed with, or the imposition of
others far more burthensome."
Later in the debate the honorable member
for Ballarat West spoke as follows : "Underthese circumstances, I consider that the
so-called remissions of taxation will afford no
benefit to the great body of the people."
Mr. MUNRO.-Read afew lines previous
to that passage.
Mr. LONGMORE.-I am quite willing
to do so. What the honorable member for
Ballarat West had previously said was"I, for one, would.be perfectly satisfied to support the Government in doing away with the
tea duty."
But we know tha.t he was not going to
support the Government in doing anything
of the kind. The fact is that honorable
members on the front opposition bench at
first opposed the remissions proposed by the
Treasurer in the Budget speech, and were
rather for the motion of the honorable member for Warrnambool, but, subsequently, we
had it announced to us that they were ready
to come forward to assist the Government
in order to defeat the conservatives in the
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Ministerial corner. That was a complete
change of front for a political purpose-for
the purpose of getting to the other side of
the Ohamber. It is of no use saying the
contrary, because we understand all about
these eventualities. Do we not know that
certain honorable members in the Ministerial
corner and on the front opposition bench
had been well in accord, and laid down
the form of a Ministry in which the conservative element would have an overpowering
influence? That is what I am aiming, at.
I want to show that honorable members on
the front opposition bench were quite willing
to sell the privileges of the people in order
to get themselves into such a combination
as that. (Laughter.) They may laugh at
what I am saying, but I assure the committee that the recent motion by which they
attempted to expel :ple from the House was
only a cover to deceive the community, and
get popular acclamation until they managed
to land themselves on the Treasury bench.
Sir, it is of no use telling me that honorable
members on the front opposition bench were
not in league with the honorable member
for Rodney (Mr. Gillies), with the honorable member for East Melbourne (Mr.
Zox), with the honorable member for West
Melbourne (Sir O. Mac Mahon), and' with
the honorable member for the Ovens (Mr.
Kerferd). These were in such league, and
it is not possible to deny the fact.
Mr. ZOX.-I deny it.
Sir C. MAC MARON.-The statement
of the honorable member for Ripon, so far
as it concerns myself, is utterly untrue.
Mr. LONGMORE.-It would not be a
very difficult matter to prove all I have
said.
Sir C. MAC MAHON.-Prove it tllen.
Mr. LONGMORE. - The honorable
member need not mind. What I want to
draw attention to is the profligate manner
in which honorable members on the front
opposition bench were first opposed to the
remission of the tea duty, and then went.
for it straight when it suited them to help
the Government in order to defeat honorable members in the Ministerial corner.
They found that their little game was
up, and that they had showed their hand
too plainly; The House and the country
have heard a good deal lately about loyalty,
but I would like to see on the front opposition bench a little loyalty to the people of
the colony: It has grieved me very much
to find the Government going away from
the remissions they originally proposed.
They had an opportunity of relieving the
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people of some of their burthens, and
that relief ought to have been given. No
amount of pressure ought to have caused
Ministers to step aside for a moment·from
the position they had taken up. I am also
deeply sorry that honorable members 011
the front· opposition bench showed themselves ready to oust on any or every point
the Ministers who were at last doing something for the people of the country. What
have I not seen? A session or two ago, I
saw the honorable member for Geelong,
when he was in office, on the one hand
surrender his land tax without the slightest
attempt to carry it, and, on the other, include in his system of taxation duties 011
beer and tobacco. He traitorously left
his land tax to the tender mercies of the
Upper House, but the duties that pressed
upon the people he clung to. But a day
of reckoning will come to him before
long, when no Irish question-no affair
of Jewish cent. per cent. loyalty-will be
allowed. to intervene between the House
and the people of the colony. I would like
to see the time arrive when those who pretend to lead the party of the people will be
true to its interests. I tellllOnorable members that the subject of the land tax must
come up again, and that remissions of other
taxation "\vill enable us to get to the real
business all the sooner. The party now on
the opposition side of the House are not
doing what they ought to do on behalf of
the constituencies they represent. For
example, what d.o I find with respect to
the constituency of Mandurang? That
the Hon. W. J. Olarke has recently
acquired from the selectors in that part of
the country an estate of over 6,000 acres.
Who enabled that to be done? The
Minister who set aside my regulations concerning the lending of money to selectors.
What is the case now? The selectors of
the colony an~ falling into the hands of the
money lenders and the large land proprietors
wholesale. I warn honorable members that,
in spite of all the traitorous things t~at
have been done, the people will yet insist
upon having the land tax they ought to
have. I assert that the Government ought
to have gone on with their remissions, and
also that the honorable members on the front
opposition bench have been acting, not in
the interests of the people, but simply in order
to get themselves on the Treasury bench.
Mr. McCOLL.-They are only units;
we do not follow them in that sort of thing.
Mr. LONGMORE.-If any MinistryI don't care who·its members are-attempt
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to take burthens off the shoulders of the
people, the honorable members now in opposition do not do their duty if they oppose
them.
Mr. W ALKER.-Sir, we have heard
from the honorable member for Ripon that
he wishes for the remission of the tea duty
in order that fresh taxation in the shape of
an increase of the land tax mav take its
place. . Now I think that is an ~dmission
that the remission would not be a wise one
in a financial point of view, because it would
create a deficiency in the revenue. I don't
know that it was the intention of the
Government to create such a deficiency.
Indeed, I do not think it was. Nor do I
suppose the honorable member had any
understanding with Ministers to the effect
that, if the remission of the tea duty occasioned a Treasury deficit, the case would
be remedied by an extension of the land
tax.
Mr. LONGMORE.-None whatever.
Mr. W ALKER.-The. inference I have
indicated was, at least, as fair as many of
the inferences drawn by the honorable member. The whole question of these remissions being based on an estimated surplus,
I think it is only just we should have an
opportunity of judging whether the expectations of a surplus are well or ill founded.
The supposition of the Treasurer is that we
shall, in the incoming year, enjoy, not only
the prosperity that has marked the year
just closing, but an increasing prosperity.
It.is stated, in opposition to that view, that
1881-2 must be regarded as an exceptionally
good year, but the Treasurer still insists
upon going far beyond that point, and that
the revenue for 1882-3 will exhibit a great
increase upon that of the year preceding.
This is borne out by his estimates, which
show that, allowing for his intended loss of
£52,000 on tea-£52,000 is what he expects to derive from tea during the first
half of the year-he anticipated for 1882-3
an increase from customs duties alone of
£27,000, which practically means that under
existing circumstances he expects to obtain
during the coming year, without any extension of taxation, an increase in Customs
receipts of £79,000 over those of the preceding year. Now will any reasonable
man say there is any probability, with customs duties remaining as they are, of anything like so large an increase being realized?
Why-the year that is concluding has been,
perhaps, the most remarkable year the
colony has ever known.
lVIr. LONGMORE.-What for?
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Mr. W ALKER.-For prosperity, for a
plentiful supply of work and high rates of
wages for the working classes. The existence of that state of things has led during
the last twelve months to an unusual consumption of dutiable goods-to a swelling of
the Customs receipts from almost every class
of goods upqn which duties are levied to
an extent which we are not likely to see
again for some time to come. For my part,
I think the Treasurer is altogether mistaken
in his anticipations, and that his most trustworthy plan would have been to take off a
considerable discount from the Customs
returns for 1881-2. I will give one or two
illustrations which will show why I think
the honorable gentleman has considerably
over-estimated his Customs income.
Mr. LA URENS.-There has been a
great falling off in the Customs returns of
the last two weeks.
Mr. W ALKER . -It would not be fair
to take the returns of two weeks in the present unsettled state of our financial affairs
as trtdy indicating the condition of those
affairs generally. First, there is the tea
duty. The Treasurer expects to receive
from that source during the first six months
of the year no less than £52,000, which we
may take to mean £104,000 for the whole
year, or an increase of £20,000 over the
tea duty receipts for the present year, which
are set down at £84,000, a sum greatly in
excess of that realized in former years.
'Vhat are the facts about the recent supply
of tea to the Victorian market? The
article has come in so plentifully that
prices have gone down, and in consequence people have laid in very much
larger stocks. I am speaking from my own
knowledge. The rise of the state of things
I describe was very much helped by the fact
that the price of money was low, and it was
comparatively easy to get accommodation
from the banks. It is well .known that
many persons in trade who two years ago
could get no bank accommodation whatever
have lately been allowed it rather plentifully, and, as might be expected with the
price of the article low, stocks of tea among
the retailers have become rather heavy.
Small grocers, for instance, who were previously able to keep only a small stock,
have been induced by the ease with which
they could get bank accommodation to buy
larger quantities for future sales. Indeed I
may say, with regard to almost all dutiable
articles, that the stocks now in the'hands of
the retailers are greatly in excess of what
they have been accustomed in past years to
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hold. That circumstance supplies an excellent reason why we should not expect the
Customs.receipts for the next twelve months
to exceed those for the year just concluding.
Again, the Treasurer expects a large increase in the Customs returns with respect
to sugar. But why does he do so? We
have not had lately any material increase
to our population, and there is undoubtedly
a limit to the quantity of sugar each individual can consume. Of course, I do not
allude to the" sugar" the honorable member for Carlton has been so anxious about,
but to the article in its domestic sense.
Why then should the Treasurer expect to
get £12,000 more from sugRr in 1882-3
than he got in 1881-2? . Again, I may
point out that, inasmuch as the duty on sugar
is always paid on arrival-sugar is never
bonded - the Customs department have
really no means of checking the rate of its
consumption. They only know the amount
of duty paid on it, which is no criterion as
to what is done with it. With tea and the
other dutiable goods that are bonded, the
case is quite different. Under these circumstances, I regard the proposed remissions
of duty, especially that relating to tea, as
imprudent and uncalled for; and, as to the
estimates on the subject the Customs department sent to the Treasurer, and which
were, no doubt, accepted by him, it is
evident they were framed recklessly-at all
events, without the same care that has been
shown in the past-and I consider them
fallacious.
Why there is at present a
three months' supply of tea in the warehouses. It is important to remember that
our population is at a stand-still, there
being no increase to it except from the
ordinary natural causes. In his Budget'
speech the Treasurer referred to his expectations of a large increase under the
head "miscellaneous," a.nd he specially referred to the item of boots aild shoes.
But, as a member of the Tariff Commission, I
have ascertained, from documentary evidence,
that the value of the boots and shoes
annually imported has fallen from £303,437
in 1870, to £100,941 in 1880. I have not
seen the returns for the last two years. In
the face of a reduction so steady and marked,
and amounting to as much as two-thirds,
how can the Treasurer expect an addition
to the revenue from that source? Of course,
if protective dnties are to accomplish their
object, they must cause a gradual decrease
in the Customs receipts from them. To
expect them to cause an increase is tanta-

. mount to saying they have failed in their
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object. While on this part of my subject
let me say that, although I am called a
free-trader, I have had it proved to me, by
unquestionable testimony, that we have in
our midst workmen. as skilful and able to
turn out a good article as workmen in any
part of the world. Consequently, it is no
wonder to find importations of manufactured
goods, of a dutiable character, continually
on the decrease. I will not go into the
question whether the excellence I allude to
is due to protective duties, but I think
it very probable that it is so due. There
can be no doubt that those duties have
stimulated many a local manufacture.
Is it wise, is it prudent, to make remissions
of duties which bring in a large amount of
revenue, which are admitted in ·every part
of the world to be suitable duties-I now
refer more esper.ially to the beer duty-and
which are easily and cheaply collected?
There is one important aspect of the question
which should not be lost sight of. I believe
that the question of a customs union
between the colonies is assuming such
prominence that politicians will be forced
into accepting it whether they like it
or not. Evidence is continually being
produced before the Tariff Commission that
large manufacturers in every branch of trade
are in favoui' of having an extension of
their markets, and some of them say they
would even give up the duties if they had
freedom of trade with the other colonies.
They find that a population of 900,000
does not offer a sufficient market for their
manufactures.
Mr. LONGMORE.-Thatis not the case.
Mr. W ALKER.-The honorable member and I do not agree on a great many
questions, and this is one of them. It may be
asked-Why should Melbourne become the
manufacturing emporium for Sydney and
Adelaide? Why cannot those places manufacture for themselves? Everyone knows,
however, that, whatever the reason may he,
certain manufactures have established themselves in certain localities all over' the world.
For instance, Sheffield is the manufacturing
centre for cutlery, Nottingham for lace, and
many other towns in England have become
celebrated for the manufacture of particular
things. In certain places certain manufactures have arisen, and there they
will remain. In the same way, perhaps
owing to the protective duties, or perhaps
from some other cause, manufactures were
started here before they were commenced
in the other colonies, and, perhaps on ac-
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they have been more successful. There is
under the Treasurer's llew proposals, he will
no doubt that Victoria is in a position to
only have £40,000 more at the endof1882-3
supply, and is supplying, the other colonies than he would have received under the original
with a large number of articles which they proposals. I believe that, if the Treasurer
require, when the Tariff of those colonies should have a surplus, there are some purposes
will allow it to do so. The question of a
to which he might apply it with very great
customs union is assuming such prominence advantage. For instance, I understand that
that in any taxation or remissions that are pro- it has been customary for the Treasurer to
posed Parliament should hold that event in use the trust funds of the colony as a sort of
view. A customs union can only be arrived at floating balance to meet payments that arise
by a considerable giving up of duties on the
bflfore the commencement of the new financial
part of each colony, and therefore I think
year, and so on. That money, if invested,
the beer duty, or any other excise duty, is
would bring 4 per cent., and would it not be
of such an unexceptionable character that it
wise for the Treasurer to have a floating
ought to be retained so that the colony may credit balance of a certain amount?
be able to give up something else to achieve
Mr. MIRAMS.-He pays interest on it
the great boon of an intercolonial customs when he uses it.
union. With regard to the estimates of
Mr. W ALKER.-Of course he does,
revenue, I find that the Treasurer is so· but he loses the 4 per cent. which he would
sanguine that he actually estimates that
not have to pay if he had a floating balance
a larger number of rich people will die in on which there· was no interest. With a
1882-3 than have died ill the present year.
floating credit balance, there would then be
The estimate under the head of "duties on
no interest to pay on the trust account at
estates of deceased persons" is set down all, bec~use the money would be invested,
at £70,000, whereas two years ago only and the interest would be paid by whoever
£37,000 was realized from this source.
had the investment. Therefore, this would
be a wise manner in which to use the surSir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Last year it was
plus which the Treasurer expects, if he gets
£78,000.
Mr. W ALKER.-For the present year, it, which I do not believe will be the case.
the amount is only £69,000. Is it prudent Again, in the Estimates the tonnage dues
to take £70,000 as the average of receipts and pilotage dues are put down at £26,000.
which in a few years have ranged from I think the Minister of Customs might have
£37,000 to £78,000? The 'Treasurer also advised the Government of the wisdom of
expects to receive £160,000 from sales of decreasing the pilotage dues. There has
land by auction, whereas this year the certainly been all attempt to make a reducrevenue from that source was only £154,000. tion at the expense of the pilots, but I
I do not know where the land. is to be got . subnlit that it would be a wise thing for the
which will bring in £160,000 next year; but colony to pay the pilots out of the consoliwhat I do know is that it is highly immoral dated revenue and charge no pilotage at all.
to use the revenue derived from the sale of It is continually being said that Melbourne
land for the ordinary expenditure of the is at a great disadvantage as compared with
Sydney, because there are 40 miles of pilotcountry. I believe it was considered a perage waters here as against :five miles at
missible thing to do when the revenue was
Sydney. But would it not be wise to get
in a very depressed condition, but, now that
the Treasurer calculates on a surp~us of over that natural difficulty by ceasing to
£200,000, I think it would be only common charge for pilotage? After all, the lifeblood of commerce is shipping, and if Vicjustice either to pay whatever is realized from
tIllS source into the railway construction . toria can induce a larger quantity of shipping
account, or apply it to the extension of the to come here should it not do so ? If ·the
finances are in such a flourishing condition
conservation of water, or some other such
as the Treasurer believes them to be in, it
object. It must be remembered that this
money is a portion of the .capital of the colony would be a prudent thing for the Governand not of the income, and it is admitted on ment to consider the propriety of applying
all hands that it is an undesirable thing to live a portion of the surplus to abolish not only
on capital. My object in calling attention the pilotage dues, but· also the tonnage
to this item is to show that the Treasurer dues, which .could be done for a small
has been over-sanguine in his estimates. The amount of money. I think, however, that
any remissions at present are unwise, for
honorable member for Warrnambool's arguthe simple reason that the Government
ment was that remissions would be unwise
and imprudent at the present juncture. Yet, themselves have appointed a commission

The Budget.

[JUNE 28.]

for the purpose of revising the Tariff. The
very object of that commission is to discover
what duties are hampering trade while not
assisting the protective, policy of the country.
There are hundreds of duties bringing in separately very trifling sums, but representing in
the aggregate a very large amount, and I
think there can be no doubt that the Tariff
Commission will report in favour of sweeping
away all such duties which are not assisting
the industries of the country. I am quite
certain that, if the Treasurer had said to the
House-" Under ordinary circumstances I
would not ask the House to re-impose the
beer and tobacco duties, but now that the
Tariff Commission is sitting I will ask the
House to leave things as they are until the
commission reports, and Parliament has an
opportunity of considering its report," not
a member of the Housewould have objected
to such a course. The Treasurer, however,
is now proposing remissions of duties, the
loss of which may have to be made up by
imposing fresh taxes at the end of the next
twelve months. That is certainly not a
desirable state of things. The Treasurer
now proposes not to re-impose the beer
duties, but to re-impose the tobacco duties.
I certainly do not know any argument that
can be addllced in favour of the one duty
that does not equally apply to the other.
The Treasurer says that beer is a necessity,
but that tobacco is a luxury, but I confess
I cannot see how such a distinction can be
drawn. I would ask the Treasurer to pause
-there is no harm in making another change
-and consider whether, in trying to reimpose the tobacco duties only, he may not
lose both. If the committee all round will
assist him to re-impose the tobacco duties, tIle
same t'trguments which would influence them
in that course will also cause them to assist
him in re-imposing the beer duty; because
both taxes were originally put on together,
and are of a similar character. Who are the
agitators in favour of the non-re-imposition
of the beer duties? As far as I know, the
agitation is confined entirely to the brewers
and the publicans, and that fact alone is a
strong proof that the duties have never been
paid by the consumers, but by the brewers
and publicans, and as a class they are very
well able to pay them. I sincerely hope the
Government will reconsider the position
altogether, and, for the reasons I and other
honorable members have given, will abandon
the idea of not re-imposing the beer duties.
Mr. GRAVES. - Sir, the honorable
member for Boroondara has asserted that
theCustollls estimates have been recklessly
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calculated. Now it will be remembered
that the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry), who fairly and reasonably canvassed the different portions of the Budget,
referred to only two or three items in the
Customs estimates, and did not criticise
those estimates generally. There are 22
items in the Customs estimates, and, of
those, only eight show an increase over the
present year, the remainder being decreases.
I may inform the committee that these
estimates are not the calculations absolutely
of the Minister. As honorable gentlemen
who have had charge of the Customs department are aware, there is, in that
department, a room called the statistical
room, the officers in which are never brought
into contact with the public, bu.t occupy
their whole time in collecting the most
reliable data, on which the Customs estimates are founded. There are officers
there who have been 28 years in the department; their calculations are made by·
certain rules, and they are wholly uninfluenced by anything except by hard facts
and figures. When they have m~de their
estimates, they submit them to the Minister
for the time being, with the reasons on
which their conclusions are founded.· In
estimating an increased revenue from the
duties on certain articles, they take into
consideration the estimate of the preceding
year, the stocks in bond, the orders sent
home, and what articles traders have in excess of their requirements, and, putting all
these things together, they, after months
of trouble, submit their conclusions to the
Minister of Customs, whose duty it is to
lay the estimates before the Treasurer. If
the Treasurer disapproves of the estimate
of any particular item - which did not
occur in the present case, for the estimates
I forwarded to the Treasurer remained unaltered-he asks for the information on
which the estimate has been arrived at.
The reasons for the iilcreases which are
shown in the eight items which have been
increased are very easily given. In the fu'st
place, I apprehend there was no reason for
fearing a worse state of things during the
ensuing year than has been exhibited during
the current year. The officers took into
account the considerations I have already
mentioned; and, moreover, we know as a.
matter of fact that the consumption of
certain articles is increasing, because wages
are good, and. the people or the colony arc
in a prosperous condition. Take, for instance, the item of dried fruits. That item .
has been increased, because we found that,

850

[ASSEMBLY.]

Fourth, Night's Debate.

during the last six months, there has been
Mr. GRAVES.-The honorable member
a great increase in the importation and con- alludes to the fact that, in the original
sumption of the article. Agthin, the hon- . estimates submitted by me to the Treasurer,
orable member for Geelong could not underthere was a sum of £100,000 estimated to
be receiyed from tea. At that time the
stand why an increase was expected on rice,
Treasurer had not informed me of his inbecause, he said, the Ohinamen, who use
tention to remit the duty on tea, and thererice, are leaving the colony. N ow the
Chinese only use one kind of rice-Patna
fore in the Estimates first submitted to
rice, which has flour round it-and no inthe House', the £100,000 was included,
crease has been estimated on that description.
but afterwards the estimate was reduced
As a matter of fact, the number of Chinese £52,000. That accounts for the difference
between the honorable member for Warrwho left the colony last year was 137, and
the number who arrived was 131, so that
nambool's statement and mine. The honorable member for Warrnambool stated that,
there are only six Ohinamen less in the
country. We find, however, that when when this Ministry came into office, they
times are good, as at present, and labourers took the Estimates of their predecessors.
Mr. FRANCIS.-They were in print
are receiving from 8s. to 12s. per day, there
is a greater consumption of such articles as when you came in.
Mr. GRA VES.-That is the fact. 1\.s
dried fruits and rice. Moreover, the esti-·
mate of the former was increased particu- honorable members know, this Goyernmcnt
came into office on the 9th of July, just after
larly on account of the knowledge of the
department that green fruit is exceptionally . the beginning of the financial year. When
scarce, owing to the late dry season. Another tIle revenue ·estimates of my predecessor
were submitted to me, I found that they had
increase to which the honorable member for
been carefully prepared on the calculations
Geelong referred was that on cigars, from
of the officers in the usual way. Those
£22,500-the amount received during the
estimates, howeyer, were prepared in June,
present year-to £30,000. But what are
the facts? We know that during the past and it will be remembered that I had until
two years a certain class ·of cigars, Manilla the October following to recast them, and
when I did so, from my knowl~dge of how
cheroots, have been imported largely into
the prosperity of the colony had been inthe colony, but the Oustoms have received
creasing in the meantime, I increased them
very little revenue from them, because they
by £130,000. Yet what has been the
have been chiefly smuggled. Two of the
result? The actual Oustoms revenue of the
largest merchants in Melbourne quite reliIlquished the trade in Manilla cigars, yet year has been £300,000 over tIle estimates
they could be procured of the best quality at of my predecessor, who left office just as the
tide of prosperity was beginning to flow
almost any public-house or tobacco shop,
on the colony. I calculated my increased
owing to the smuggling that was carried
on. Now that that smuggling lIas been' estimates fairly and reasonably, yet the prosperity progressed at such a rate that it has
stopped, the amount of duty received from
been my good fortune to see those estimates
these cigars during the last few months was
exceeded to the extent I haye mentioned. I
£700 or £800. Moreover, in consequelice
of the stoppage of smuggling, the two large would point out that the best financial
authorities are sometimes wrong. The honormerchants I I1ave referred to haye resumed
their orders, and we know besides that there able member for Warrnambool said, the
is a greatly increasing demand for Manilla otlwr night, that he had been careful to
under-estimate rather than oyer-estimate.
cheroots. Why you will see little boys in
Now I find that the honorable member was
the streets, as soon as they are away from
Minister of Oustoms in 1866, and in that
their mothers, running into a tobacco shop,
and buying a packet of these cheroots; in year the netreyenuefrom the Customs, includfact, their consumption is becoming enor- ing distilleries and excise, was £1,217,005,
whereas the honorable member's estimate
mous among smokers. I will not weary the
was £1,356,470. Therefore there was a
committee by going through all the items
deficiency on the estimate of that year of
of increase in detail, but I will say that the
estimates were fairly and reasonably calcu£139,465.
Mr. FRANOIS.-We altered the Tariff
lated, and certainly there was no- intention
immediately ..
of inflating them. The total excess of next
Mr. GRAVES.-The honorable member
year's Oustoms estimates proper oyer the
was Treasurerin 1870, and in that year heesti.
present year is only £27,000.
mated the Oustoms revenue at £1,488,500,
Mr. FRANOIS.-No, £79,000.
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but he only received £1,376,438, so that
there was a deficiency of £112,061. I only
mention this to show that no Treasurer or
Minister of Customs can be certain of
realizing his estimates. vVhatever may be
the result at the end of the ensuing financial
year, I assert that the present Customs estimates were calculated fairly on the basis laid
down by experienced officers, and not for the
purpose of deceiving the Assembly or the
country.
.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I certainly did not say
they were.
Mr. GRAVES.-Thehonorablemember's
financial experience must have shown him
that Ministers cannot always realize what
they hope and expect; but I consider that
it would be quite as dishonest for a Minister
to under-estimate, against the knowledge in
his possession, as to over-estimate.' For my
part, I placed all prejudices and inclinations
on one side, dealt only with facts, and endeavoured to act exactly in the same way as
I would do if I were acting for an insurance
company, or any other business whatever.
The honorable member for Boroondara drew
attention to the pilotage dues; but I may
point out that the Customs department do not
receive any of the pilotage dues he referred to.
Mr. W ALKER.-I said you should pay
the pilots out of the surplus, and let the ships
come in free.
Mr. GRAVES. - Of course I never
thought of such' a thing. The pilotage at
Melbourne is paid by dues, which are considered very high. They were carefully
revised the other day, and a reduction was
made.
Mr. W ALKER.-At the expense of the
pilots.
Mr. GRA VES.-The pilots have a large
accumulated fund, and the question arises
whether they' have not collected that fund
at the expense of the public. However,
the gentlemen who have the power of reviewing the pilotage dues have reduced them
considerably. I had very little to say in
the matter beyond giving an opinion, but
I went carefully over the revised rates, and
pointed out one or two items which I
thought had been cut down rather too much.
The revised rates have been accepted by
the Chamber of Commerce and the shipowners as satisfactory. The pilots of
course could not be expected to be equally
satisfied, but they have accepted the revised
tariff, and I think they are still very well
paid. The Customs department does not
get anything from the pilotage into Port
Phillip, except a very small amount for the
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pilotage from Point Henry to Geelong.
The department receives the pilotage from
vVarrnambool and other smaller ports, but
the money goes out again in another shape.
The .honorable member for Boroondara also
referred to the tobacco duties, but I cannot
see any parity between the tobacco and beer
duties. If the tobacco excise duties were
given up at present, their loss would cause a
great inconvenience, because the Government
derive a large revenue from them. There are
17 tobacco factories in Melbourne employing
1,200 hands, and the local manufacturers
have received great concessions. They receive unmanufactured tobacco from America
at Is. perlb. duty, and the necessary condiments-rum, liquorice juice, &c:-are admitted free while they are protected, less
the excise duty, to the extent of 3s. per lb.
on manufactured American tobacco imported. I may say that the local manufacturers are now making tobacco so well
that the best experts have the greatest
.difficulty ill telling the difference between
the imported and the colonially-manufactured article, while the latter is daily
improving. The other day at t,he Customhouse, in a case of alleged smuggling,
although the services of the best experts in
Melbourne were obtained, they were in the
greatest difficulty in determining, between
samples of American and Victorian-manufactured tobacco, which was which. The
existing uncertainty, however, with regard
to the continuance of the tobacco duties is
greatly injuring the trade, and the hands
are now only working half-time. At an
interview with the late Treasurer, the
manufacturers asked that the duties should
not be taken off, and he gave a promise to
that effect; and this morning I received a
letter, which one of the press gentlemen
took away, stating that the local manufacturers were not interfered with by the duties,
but that, on the contrary, they would prefer
to have them kept on. I quite agree with
the remark of the honorable member for
Boroondara. that the factories of this colony,
of different kinds, are now producing very
superior articles. I have already referred
to the difficulty of distinguishing Victorianmade from imported tobacco, and I may also
mention that, in a dispute which occurred the
other day with regard to the drawback on
some paper, I called in local manufacturers of
paper, and even they could not decide whether
the paper in question was made in the colony
or imported, there is so little difference between the two art.icles. Honorable members
will realize the difficulty of administering the
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Drawbacks Act under such circumstances.
In connexion with the beer duty, I should
mention that the Customs revenue, under the
]l~d of sugar, also includes glucose, which is
now being imported by brewers in largely
"
increased quantities.
Mr. FRANOIS.-They use it where they
used sugar before.
Mr. GRAVES.-I suppose they do. It
is cheaper, but they use more of it.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Increase the duty on
it so as to compel them to use malt. "
'Mr. GRA VES.-There is strong evidence before me to show that the material
can be produced in this colony as cheap as
at home. The Government, however, have
been careful not to interfere with the action of
the Tariff' Commission at all. Although I
have ill the department recommendations
from the officers, and information showing
exactly what duties could be advantageously
taken off I would not even allow the matter
to be me;ltioned, so as not to interfere with
the labours of the commission. The work of
the commission must be very advantageous
to the country, but it will be a year before
"their recommendation can come into operation because I think the Tariff must be
dealt with a"s a whole, and therefore I did
not seek to interfere with it at all. In
conclusion, I repeat that I endeavoured not
to swell my Estimates, but to make them
fail' and reasonable. I admit I certainly
did not anticipate a gloomy state of affairs,
such as some honorable members think this
colony is going to fall into. For my part,
I think that things are looking very well
indeed. I have heard of some very large
transactions within the last few weeks at a
very low rate of interest, money being lent
for long terms at 5, 5~, and 6 per cent. If
there was a prospect of the state of affairs
changing in a few months, experien~ed men
would not lend money for five or SIX years
on those terms. Money is plentiful, and men
who are likely to be good judges-bankers
and other experienced men-have told me
that they never knew so legiti.mate a trade
as that which is being carried on at present. As the proprietor of a large bonded
store said to me the other day-" Everything
is dear except money; goods are dear, but
money is cheap." I repeat that I do not
think my estimates are inflated. In fact,
from the experience gained since they were
framed I believe that, if the officers had to
prepar~ them again, they would increase
rather than decrease them. (Cries of
" Adjourn.") I am in the hands of the
committee; and, as there appears a general
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desire for adjournment, I will move that the
Ohairman report progress.
The motion was agreed to, and progress
was reported accordingly.
The House adjourned at seventeea
minutes past eleven o'clock.

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Th~tr8day,

June 29, 1882.

Railway Department: Portland Station: Annual Report:
Railway Carriages: Wright v. Driscoll: Motion for the
Adjournment of the House-Myrniong and Blackwood
Mails-Closed Roads: Swing Gates-Railway Signalmen:
Colour Blindness- Coburg Railway-Locomotive Whistles
-Standing Orders Committee-The police: Rochester
Station-Commissioner of Titles- State School BuHdinll8
- Ways and Means: Tobacco Duties: Debate on the
Budget: .Fifth Night.

-----

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
PETITIONS.
Petitions were presented by Mr. MCCOLL,
from residents of the Second White Hill,
Bendigo, against the erection of a d!namitc
maO'azine in that locality, and praymg that
it n~ight be built on land more remote from
population, of which there was abundance
in the district;" and by Mr. KEYS, from
residents or" Fern Tree Gully, Scoresby,
Mulgrave, Oaldeigh, Brighton, &c., praying
that the proposed railway to Fern Tree Gully
might be taken from Oakleigh instead of
Dandenong.
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.
Mr. WRIXON asked the Minister of
Railways when the proposed station ~ccom
modatioll at Portland would be provIded?
Mr. BENT stated that he proposed to
build a railway station neal' the jetty at a
cost of about £2,000.
Mr. LAURENS inquired when the
annual report of the Railway department
would be laid before the House?
Mr. BENT said he believed it would be
ready in the course of eight or nine d~Yi.
The publication "had been delayed owmg"
to the fire at the Government Printingoffice.
Mr. MUNRO called the attention of
the Minister of Railways to the following
passage in a prospectl~s issued by the "
Pickles (Sandhurat) CarrIage Manufacturing Company : "The present firm have secu.red £ron~ the Commissioner of Railways a promIse to bUlld £25,000
worth of railway carriages at the schedule of
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prices of accepted tenders, on the 23r<1 jnst.,
the event of the firm's tender being nonsuccessful."

Pl'OBec'ution jOl' Ll;b~l•

offences had to stand their trial in the
ordinary way? (Sir B. O'Loghlen-" I
know nothing about the case; give notice
If this statement were correct, it would for Tuesday.") "Vho was it that directed
have an influence on the tenders. Manu- there should be no prosecution? Why was
facturers would not care to tender if they not the ordinary course of justice followed?
believed that one particular firm, in the (Sir B. O'Loghlen-" These things go in
event of its tender not being accepted, would regular course.")
This thing did not
still get a portion of the work at a schedule go in regular course. According to regular
of prices.
course, Driscoll should have stood his trial.
. Mr. BENT stated that no promise of the (Sir B. O'Loghlen-" Give notice of ques}\.ind had been made. The firm referred to tion for Tuesday, and then you will get an
had not yet applied for any specifications, answer.") Did the head of the Governand would not get any advantage over any ment mean to say that he did not know that
other firm. The tenders were to be in by direction was given that this man I3hould
the 6th July.
not be prosecuted? (Sir B. O'Loghlen" I never heard of it; what was he accused
PROSECUTION FOR LIBEL.
of? ") He was accused of slander, and
Mr. A. T.CLARK (who, to put himself in committed on that charge; but the prosecuorder, moved the adjournment of the House) tion was abandoned through the intervensaid he had been asked to submit to the tion of Mr. Gormley, a J.P. appointed by
House a statement with the view of obtain- the present Government. (Sir B. O'Loghlen
illg a frank explanation from the Minister -" I don't know.him.") The facts of the
of Railways. An engine-driver named case were beyond doubt. (Sir B. O'Loghlen
Wright, employed on the new line from St. -" It is a mare's nest.") It was no mare's
Arnaud to Donald, was accused by a man nest. Would the Attorney-General undernamed Driscoll of being continually drunk take to lay the whole of the papers on the
while on duty-an offence which,' if true, table on Tuesday? (Sir B. O'Loghlen--.,.;
would have warranted the offender's im- "I will make inquiries.") Would the honmediate dismissal. The charge baving been OI"able gentleman promise, without reservamade in writing, n;n exhaustive inquiry was tion, that he would lay the papers on the
instituted by tbe Locomotive Superinten- table on Tuesday? (Sir B. O'Loghlendent, with the result that Wright was ac- "Certainly not.") He could and would have
quitted. In fact, the inquiry showed that the papers on the table, in order that the
Wright was olle of the best men in the country might know the particular influence
service, and that the charges brought again.st brought to bear in this case. Was it not
him had not the smallest tittle of founda- an extraordinary thing that after a police
tion. The Minister of Railways was asked magistrate committed a man for' trial,
whether he would allow the engine-driver demanding the heaviest possible bail, the·
to prosecute Driscoll, and he (Mr. Clark) prosecution should suddenly be stopped?
believed the honorable gentleman not only Could anyone but the Attorney-General
gave permission, but also placed on the interpose iiI such a way?
papers a minute setting forth that ·the
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN rose to order.
Railway department would bear the ex- W as it in order for the honorable member
pense of the prosecution. The case was for Williamstown to ask questions of another
brought before a court of petty sessions, honorable member when that honorable
and a police magistrate committed Driscoll member would be called to order if .he'
for trial. So strong waR the case that ventured to answer them?
Driscoll was allowed to be at large only on
The SPEAKER.-An honorable mem-·
very heavy bail. However, a justice of the bel', while addressing the House, can ask I:!-S·
peace named Gormley interested himself on many questi0ns as he likes, but he can'
Driscoll's behalf with such effect that the receive no answer, and he must be subjected
Crown declined to go on with the prosecu- to no interruptions.
tion. It was only right to say that both
Mr. FISHER said although he did not
Driscoll and the justice of the peace approve of motions for the adjournment of
were R.oman Catholics.
He begged to the House, and did not do much to encourask the head of the Government under age them, he would second the present
what circumstances Driscoll was allowed motion, because he had one or two matters
to escape the penalty. attaching to his to bring under the notice of another Minister,
conduct, when other persons guilty of like . -the Minister. of Public Instruotion.. BJl.t,:
lD
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before entering upon those matters, he wished
to state that the honorable member for
Williamstown had exhibited some unnecessary warmth in addressing the observations
he had to the House. It was somewhat diffi.
cult to understand which was the person in
. whom the honorable member had an interest
-whether it was the person prosecuted or
the prosecutor? vVhether it was one or the
other, he (Mr. Fisher) considered it highly
inconvenient that matters relating to the
administration of a particular department
should be thus brought under the consideration of the Assembly. The person prosecuted,
if he laboured under the grievance of having
been prosecuted maliciously, had his remedy
against the person who instituted the prosecution, whether the Crown went on with the
case or not. If the person aggrieved were
the prosecutor, he (Mr. Fisher) didllot see
how any particular grievance that person
might labour under could be sheeted home
to the Attorney-General. He was aware,
from some little experience of such matters,
that the Attorney-General had really nothing
at all to do with them. The depositions in
the case were sent from the police magistrate
to the Crown law offices, where they were
overhauled by a competent person who probably submitted them to the Crown Prosecutor for the district. No doubt it was
upon the report of the Crown Prosecutor
for the district that there was no case for a
prosecution that the prosecution in this case
was stopped. He repea ted that the AttorneyGeneral had little or nothing to do with
such cases. (Mr. Kerferd-" You are quite
wrong; he has to do with every case.") With
every case to which his attention was specially directed. (Mr. Kerferd-" With every
case.") Did the honorable member for the
Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) mean to say that
the Attorney-General looked minutely into
every case? (Mr. Kerferd-" Into every
case.") Did the honorable member mean
to say that the Attorney-General went into
the merits of all the cases which came before
the Courts of General Sessions, the Central
Criminal Court, and the Courts of Assize?
Surely the honorable member would not contend that for a moment. With regard to
the case mentioned by the honorable member for Williamstown, there was no evidence
relating to it before the House, honorable
members knew nothing of the particular
circumstances, and therefore to ask the House
to act as a sort of court of appeal in the case
was asking a little too much. Under the
circumstances, he thought the subject might
very well be allowed to drop. The matter
Mr. Fisher.

P1'osecutz'on for Libel.

to which he wished to draw the attention 0
the Minister of Public Instruction was the
state of the school buildings at Durham
Ox, Loddon Vale, and Mincha South. The
correspondent of the local board of advice
informed him that children were prevented
from attending these schools because the
buildings were so incommodious that they
did not afford even decent shelter in incle ..
ment weather. Therefore, he trusted that
steps would be taken to provide something
like reasonable and suitable accommodation.
Surely this could be done without difficulty
if thousands of pounds could be expended
upon one school at St. Kilda, as was being
done at present. He likewise desired to call
the attention of the Chief Secretary to the
disreputable condition of the police quarters
at Durham Ox. The roof was in so bad a
state that the rain dripped through into the
building. He hoped the repairs necessary
would be effected without delay.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN observed that he
would not have risen on this occasion to
address the House but for the fact that the
honorable member for vVilliamstown, with
his usual impetuosity, had made a statement which could scarcely be a correct
representation of the matters referred to.
The honorable member stated that a magistrate named Gormley, sppointed by the
present Government, used his influence with
him (Sir B. O'Loghlen) to prevent a prosecution. Now he did not know that there was
a magistrate named Gormley, and certainly
no such gentleman waited upon him. No
person had used any influence with him
with reference to the case. In fact, he
knew nothing of the case. It would seem
as if somebody 'had been cramming the
honorable member. (Mr. A. T. Clark" No.") The statements made by the
honorable member were, within his (Sir B.
O'Loghlen's) knowledge, absolutely untrue.
(Mr. A. T. Clark-" They are perfectly
true.") The honorable member had no right
to interrupt-when he (Sir B. O'Loghlen)
was stating that, within his personal kn01Yledge, the statements made by the honorable
member were untrue-with an interjection
that they were true. The honorable member
was grossly out of order.
The SPEAKER.-I hope this matter
will proceed no further. The AttorneyGeneral, who had no notice of it, has promised to look into the matter between this
and Tuesday; and the proper course-I
will· not say the polite, but certainly the
parliamentary course·-is to accept that
assurance,
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Sir B. O'LOGHLEN remarked that the
honorable member for Williamstown, instead
of following the course recommended to him
of giving notice of question for Tuesday,
had made upon him (Sir B. O'Loghlen) an
attack which not only reflected upon him
personally, but also reflected upon him in
his capacity as Attorney-General. Why,
if he were to allow himself, from any motive,
to do what the honorable member for
Williamsto,vn imputed to him, he would
not deserve to hold the position of AttorneyGeneral in any portion of Her Majesty's
dominions. He was not acquainted with
the facts of the case, and, as far as he was
aware, no action had been taken by the
Crown. If the honorable member knew the
process in connexion with such matters, he
would be aware how utterly absurd it was to
dream of any influence being brought to
bear upon the Crown with regard to the
entering of a nolle p1·oseq'l.li. The practice
with regard to depositions was that, after
they reached the Crown Solicitor's office,
they were briefed to the Crown Prosecutor,
together with any further information which
might have transpired. It was the business
of the Crown Prosecutor, acting as a grand
jury, to deal with the matter upon the facts
submitted to him, and see whether a case was
made out. If he considered the case not
made out, and that it ought not to be presented to a jury, the Crown Prosecutor
returned the brief, with a statement of his
reasons, to the Attorney-General.
The
Attorney - General perused the brief and
inquired .into the whole matter, and sometimes asked for further information, before
a nolle prosequi was entered. Judging
from the honorable member for Williamstown's statement, the case now in question
was a malicious libel; but a rule was made
some years ago by Mr. Justice Higinbotham,
when Attorney-General, that in no case of
private libel should a prosecution be instituted by the Crown. The effect of that
rule was that, if one person wanted to proSeCtIte another for malicious libel, he must
apply to the Supreme Court. If he ventured to institute a prosecution before a
magistrates' court, the magistrates might
commit, but the matter could go no further.
He repeated that he knew nothing of the
particular case which the honorable member
for Williamstown had brought under the
notice of the House. If the honorable
member, without slandering him, had asked
him to make inquiries into the matter, he
would. have done so, and have supplied
the honorable member with the desired
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information. He hoped, llOwever, the Honse
would not insist upon the papers in the
case being laid on the table. The House
had refused to order the production of
papers relating to matters in which the
Crown Prosecutor had acted as a grand
jury. It would be a very unfortunate
circumstance if in any case the decision of
a grand jury in England was reviewed by
the House of Commons, and it would be
equally unfortunate if the decision of a
Crown Prosecutor in this country, in a matter in which he had acted as a grand jury,
was reviewed by the Legislative Assembly.
Simply on public grounds, he would. resist
any proposal to lay the papers on the table.
Mr. BARR said it appeared that the
Attorney-General had dispbyed an amount
of heat in the course of his remarks which
was quite unnecessary. The honorable
gentleman'S statement showed that he apparently knew nothing of the case. The
fact was that the man Wright was accused
of a crime, but, after a searching inquiry by
the Railway department, it was found that
there was not a particle of truth in the charge
made against him-that the man who had
made the charge did not even know the
accused. Wright then commenced a prosecution for slander, by the advice and with
the consent of the Railway department, and
he was informed that the department would
pay his expenses if he was proved innocent.
He was advised to take this course in order
to clear his own personal cha~acter, and also
to remove any suspicion of the department
having sheltered an unworthy officer. The
case came before the court, and. it appeared
that there was not a vestige of justification
for the slander; in fact, Driscoll shunted the
matter off, on the ground that he did not
write the letter which had been sent to the
department. (Sir .J. O'Shanassy-" 'Vhere
did you get all this information?") He
was prepared to substantiate it, but he would
not state where he got it. It did not always
pay to say where information came from.
vVhen it was brought before the police magistrate, the slander was so apparent that
Driscoll's lawyer asked that the case should
be dealt with summarily, but the magistrate
refused to deal with it summarily, and committed Driscoll for trial. Wright was bound
over in the usual form to give evidence
against the man on his trial, but a few days
afterwards he received notice that the case
was not to be gone on with. Instead of Driscoll being placed on his trial for the slander,
he had been whitewashed by the action of the
Law d~partlllent.
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Sir J. O'SHANASSY remarked that it
was unfortunate that the honorable member
for Portland had not been afforded an opportunity of bringing forward, for the consideration of the House, the report recently
presented by the Standing Orders Oommittee.
The adoption of the recommendations contained in that report would prevent the time
of the House being wasted with these
frequent motions for adjournment, and ex
part~ statements on matters which it was
impossible to deal with fairly without notice.
Oases of an intricate character were often
brought forward on motions for adjournment,
and the character of persons was maligned
without there being any opportU1~ity at the·
time to ascertain the real facts. The course
adopted by the honorable member for
Williamstown that night was an illustration
of the evil of the system. The honorable
member's conduct was certainly not an
example of fair play, of which so much was
talked about. The honorable member, in his
hatred of what he called "the tholy Roman
Catholic influence in this country," had done
what was not fair either to himself or to any
member of the House. It happened that
he (Sir J. O'Shanassy) was in the district
of St. Arnaud a few days ago, and there
became possessed of all the facts of the case.
It was very singular that he should learn
the particulars merely by an accident. It so
happened that both the parties concerned in
the case, Wright and Driscoll, were Oatholics,
and· so also were the police magistrate by
whom Driscoll was committed for trial and
the Attorney-General. The Law department, it appeared, had laid down the
rule that the Orown would not prosecute
in any case of private libel, and, in accordance with that rule, Driscoll was not prose-:cuted. What ground of justification did
this afford for the statement that undue
influence was exercised on behalf of Driscoll
because he was a Roman Catholic ? Not
the slightest. The usual course had been
pursued in the case. The Crown had not
prosecuted, but vVright had been lett to
resort to the ordinary remedy of private
individuals in cases of slander. He had
brought an action for damages against
Driscoll, and the latter must appear in
oourt to answer the case. No influence on
earth could prevent the action going on.
Did not this show that the honorable member for Williamstown had fallen into a
complete mare's· nest? The honorable
member ought to be ashamed of himself for
allowing his judgment to be entirely carried
~way by political passion.
He (Sir J.

'P1'osec'lttion for Lz·bei.

O'Shanassy) hoped that the Premier would,
as soon as possible, let a few hours be
devoted to the consideration. of the report of
the Standing Orders Oommittee, which, if
adopted, would stop the frightful abuses
resulting from motions for adjournment.
Mr. DOW observed that the AttorneyGeneral no doubt knew nothing of this case
until it was mentioned in the House, and,
in justice to the honorable gentleman, it was
only fair to make this statement. He (Mr.
Dow) was fully acquainteel with the facts of
the case. Martin Driscoll, who was a selector
in his district, came to Melbourne, and waited
upon him in reference to the case. Driscoll's
version was that, while in a state of intoxication, he had been made a tool of, and,
although he could not write himself, had
allowed his name to father a letter which
charged Wright, who was an engine-driver
in the St. Arnaud district, with being drunk
while on duty. He (Mr. Dow) told the man
that he had acted very foolishly, and that
he did not well see what could be done for
him. However, he took Driscoll before a
Melbourne justice of the peace, and got him to
sign a statutory declaration to the following
effect : "I don't know Wright. I never saw him. I
have been used as a tool to write a letter to
the Railway department reflecting on Wright's
character. I did it under the influence of drink.
I wish to withdraw everything I have done
against Wright, and I hope the Railway department will take this statement, and ask Wright
not to cast me in damages."

He (Mr. Dow) afterwards went to the
Railway department, placed tIllS statutory
declaration before Mr. Labertouche, the
Secretary of the department, and asked if
Wright could be induced to withdraw his
action against Driscoll. Mr. Labertouche
replied that the declaration might be quite
true, but he did not see how the department
could discriminate between Driscoll drunk
and Driscoll sober; that it might be that·
Wright really was intoxicated on the occasion
in question; and that, if the action for
slander was withdrawn, it might be said
that some influence or bribe had been brought
to bear by W right's friends to induce
Driscoll to withdraw it. Mr. Labertouche,·
therefore, considered that the case must be
fought out between the two men, but he said
the department would stand entirely neutral
in the matter. He (Mr. Dow) informed
Driscoll of the result of the interview, and
added that he would have to stand the
brunt of the action, which he had brought
on by his own foolishness. He was inclined
to think that the honorable member for·
Williamstown must be under some mistake.·
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If the honorable member was correct, then Society, who had received a copy of very
Driscoll had misled him (Mr. Dow), because valuable information on the subject of
he said that Wright was the prosecuting colour blindness laid before the Internationa~
party. He understood that the whole thing Medical Congress lately held at Vienna.
was between vVright and Driscoll. At any He might mention that one celebrated
tate, he went to no Minister about the matter, oculist, Professor Denders, found that out
and ,he was satisfied that the Attorney- of 2,300 railway employes, 152, or about
General knew nothing at all about it.
6i per cent., were colour blind. As about
Mr. MUNRO said he was themagistrate 4,000 men in the Victorian Railway depart~
before whom Driscoll's declaration was ment were more or less connected with
made, and therefore he wished to state that signalling, it might be inferred that at least.
he did not communicate that declaration or 240 of them were colour blind.
Mr. BENT said he held in his hand a
the facts of the case to anybody.
The motion for the adjournment of the lengthy report from the Chief Medical
Officer on the subject of colour blindness,
House was put and negatived.
and also a letter from Mr. Rudall, who
POSTAL DEPARTMENT.
was the representative of this colony at the·
Mr. DEAKIN asked the Postmaster- International Medical Congress. He might·
General if he would lay on the Library table inform the House that, when the Hobson's
the contract between the Postal department Bay lines were placed under the charge of
and the contractor for the mails between M.r. Mirls, that officer was instructed to
Myrniong and Blackwood ?
have all the employes on those lines exMr. BOLTON said there was a combined amined, with the view to ascertain if any of
contract which included the two places men- them were colour blind. The examination,
tioned by the honorable member, and he had took place, although the men protested
~o objection to place it on the table of the against it, and it was found that about the .
Library.
percentage alluded to by the honorable
member for Richmond (Mr. Bosisto) were
CLOSED ROADS.
Mr. LONGMORE asked the Minister of affected with colour blindness. Those who
Public Works if he had sanctioned the did not pass the examination satisfactorily
erection of any swing-gates on public roads? were put i1). positions where colour blindnefJs
Mr. C. YOUNG replied that, to the best would not interfere with, the proper dis- .
of his recollection, he had not sanctioned the charge of their duties. The Ohief Medical
Officer recommended that the tests proerection of any swing-gates.
posed by the Medical Congress should be
ROCHESTER POLICE STATIO;N.
enforced, and it was the intention of the
Mr. McCOLL (in the absence of Mr. Government to carry out the recommend a- "
tion. Although such an examination of
WILLIAMS) asked the Chief Secretary if his
attention had been called to the condition all the railway employes would involve conof the police barracks at Rochester; and siderable expense, even one accident, which
whether he contemplated the erection of might be caused by not having the ox:,aminew ones?
nation, might cost the Government a great
Mr. GRANT said there was an item deal more.
on the Estimates for police barracks, but
COBURG RAILWAY.
there were other places which had greater
Mr. COOK asked the Minister of Rail.'
claims to expenditure under the vote than
ways what conclusion, if any, the GovernRochester.
ment had come to regarding the proposed
COLOUR BLINDNESS.
deviation of the Brunswick and Coburg'
Mr. BOSISTO asked the Minister of Railwav?
Railways whether the Chief Medical Officer
:Mr. BENT said he had just received the
had yet reported to him on the subject of report of the Engineer-in-Chief as to the
colour blindness in railway signal-men; proposed deviation. He had not yet had
and also whether he would adopt (as other time to read the report, but he would do so,
countries were doing) the complete" tests and come to a decision on the subject on th~
of sight" as resolved upon and recom- following day.
mended by the late International Medical
LOOOMOTIVES.
Oongress, for stokers, drivers, and others
cqnnected with railway signalling? He
Dr. MADDEN asked the 1\linist.er of
put the .question at the request of the Royal ~!ilways whether anything 'could be done.... 1
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to lessen the shrieking of the whistles of each case for plans and supervision, and the
names of the architects who prepared the plans
locomotive engines on the suburban rail- and
specifications."
ways? On the other railways the locomoMr. LAURENS seconded the motion,
tive whistles had a deep sonorous note, not which was agreed to.
in the least offensive to anybody; but the
Mr. GRANT laid the return on the table.
incessant shrieking of the whistles on the
DEBATE ON THE BUDGET.
suburban lines was an intolerable nuisance.
Mr. BENT said he would make inquiries,
FIFTH NIGHT.
Rnd ascertain if anything could be done in
The House having resolved itself- into
the matter.
Committee of Ways and Means,
The debate on the Budget and on the
STANDING ORDERS OOMMITTEE. amended financial proposals submitted by
Mr. WRIXON asked the Premier when Sir Bryan O'Loghlen (adjourned from the
he would afford the House an opportunity previous evening) was resumed.
of considering the report of the Standing
Mr. GRAVES.-Sir, it is my intention
Orders Oommittee? (Sir J. O'Shanassy to continue the observations I was making
-" Let it be considered now.") He would last evening, in reply to the honorable
be very glad if it could be considered at member for Boroondara, when it was thought
once, but he was afraid that there was a best that the debate should be adjourned.
difficulty in the way, as it appeared on the The honorable member charged the Oustoms
notice-paper for the following Wednesday. department with over-estimating the revenue
He hoped, however, that on Wednesday it was likely to receive during 1882-3, and
the Government would afford facilities for I have something more to say with reference
the discussion of the report.
to the points upon which he dwelt. I come
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said he would be first to his statements respecting the revenue
happy to let the report be considered now, to be derived from the tea duty. I underbut he doubted whether it was possible stand that he is very well acquainted with
under the circumstances. However, he saw the commodity of tea, being, in fact, largely
no objection to it being taken into considera- engaged in both importing and exporting
tion on the following Wednesday, after the it. He asserted that the estimate of the
expiration of the time allotted to private Oustoms department of the quantity of tea
members' business.
likely to be consumed during the ensuing
financial year was considerably in excess of
WATER SUPPLY.
the true quantity, and in proof of his asserMr. C. YOUNG, pursuant to order of tion he mentioned that large stocks were,
the House (dated June 20), laid on the table at the present time, in the hands of the
a return relating to the Yan Yean and retailers. The subject being one of which
Ooliban water supply systems.
the department can have no knowledge
within itself, I have been at some trouble
COMMISSIONER OF TITLES.
to ascertain the opinion of the trade on
Mr. HARRIS (in the absence of Mr. that point, because, if the honorable member's assertion is true, the conclusions of
CARTER) moved"That the letter, dated the 2nd October, 1874 the Oustoms department must be some(74/689), from the then Attorney-General, or a what in error.
I have sought informacopy thereof, appointing the present Commis- tion respecting it from some of the largest
sioner of Titles, be laid on the table of .the
importers in the tea trade, and the following
House."
Mr. COOPER seconded the motion, is a communication I have received from
which was agreed to.
. one of them :of tea, as is usual at this time of
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN laid the letter on the"Retailers
year, have run themselv.es very low in the
the table.
best qualities of tea, and the first arrivals from
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
SCHOOL BUILDINGS.

Mr. TUCKER moved"That there be laid before this House a return
showing the number of school buildings erected
from plans and specifications prepared byarchitects other than those in permanent Government
employment, specifying each school building,
the date when built, where situated, the cost of
construction, and the amount of fees paid in

Foo-chow, say in June and July, generally consist of the qualities most wanted; therefore there
is no doubt that if the duty is not abolished till
31st December next, it would be a fair estimate
to calculate on a revenue of £40,000 for the next
six months, and I assume this because first crop
teas that come down early in the season from
China cannot be replaced again during the
season. Against any estimate made by your'
department must be taken into consideration the
following fa'cts, viz., that the China market for
new season's tea has opened (~ccording to telegrams received) higher than last season, which
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may mean corresponding advance on this side,
and may check buyers operating, and so clearances at the Customs. On the other hand, three
steamers will probably load teas for the colony,
viz., Killarney, Douglas, and Ganges; if this is so,
competition will be keen" and almost inevitably
lead to lower prices, witn probablv as a consequence increased clearances at "the Customhouse, for at all events the first four months
(July to October). Buyers will then hold off."

at 3d. per lb. must come to close on
£100,000.
Mr. W ALKER.-But that is £20,000
more than the revenue estimate for last
year.
Mr. GRA VES.-The department estimate that, nearly 8,000,000 lbs. being used
for 1881-2, the quantity used in 1882-3 is
I have already stated that the Customs not very likely to be less.
department does not make its estimates
Mr. FRANOIS.-But the revenue set
upon outside information at all, because if it down for the whole of 1881-2' is only
did it might be led into very serious error. £84,310.
I endeavoured last evening to describe the
Mr. GRAVES.-I can only repeat that
process adopted by it in estimate making. I don't think there has been any overOf course there can be no doubt it may be estimate on the part of the Oustoms departfrequently wrong-that is to say, its esti- ment. The figures I have quoted show
mates may be falsified by actual results. 7,.381,0841bs. as appropriated for home conFor example, I expected to receive during sumption in 1881-2 up to yesterday. That
the last few days a much larger revenue makes our estimate of 8,000,000 Ibs. a very
from tobacco than we have received. The close one. I cannot cause the facts to
revenue from the article has indeed greatly look better or worse. And now as to the
fallen off, from reasons which I will· not beer duty, about which the honorable memgo into. The department can make only ber for Warrnambool said the other night
general calculations, which unexpected cir- that it did not matter in the least to the
cumstances may at any time interfere with. brewer whether it was imposed or not, for
The following return has been placed in it did not fall upon him. What is the his-·
my hands:tory of the tax? It was first imposed by
TEA.
the late Government as an emergency tax,
IMPOHTS.
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr.
From July 1,1881, to June 28,1882
Berry), who was then Treasurer, stating that
-Melbourne and Geelong (exclusiveofanyportion of cargoes
he thought it would be best to go on with it
of Killarney and Douglas).
•.• 12,489,998 lbs.
for a year or two, as it was easy of collection,
EXPORTS.
until it could be remitted. That view was
From July 1 to June 28, 1882Melbourne and Geelong
... 4,690,829 lbs. also taken by the present Premier whei! he
made his celebrated speech at Lancefield on
HOllIE CONSUMPTION.
the
14th July last year. He said, speaking
From July 1, 1881, to May 31,1882
-whole colony...
...
... 7,089,614Ibs. of the beer duty, as follows:-

From June 1 to June 21,1882Melbourne and Geelong
...
From June?2 to June 28,1882Melbourne only ...
...~

250,003 lbs.
91,467Ibs.
7,381,084Ibs.

STOCK IN nOND.

On June 26, 1882 (exclusive of
a~y portion of the cargoes of
K~lla1'ney and Douglas)...
...

8,933,688Ibs.

The Killarney and the Douglas are the two
tea steamers that have just come in.
Mr. FRANOIS.-There are other tea
steamers to follow.
Mr. GRAVES.-There are two more to
follow, but it is not certain that they are
coming here. At all events they have not
arrived. The quantity brought here in the
two steamers mentioned is about 3,000,000
lbs. The Oustoms department. estimate
the amount of tea to come here during
1882-3 at about 12,000,000 lbs., and that
about 8,000,000 lbs. will be consumed here,
and that about 4,000,000 lbs. will be exported. Now the duty on 8,000,000 lbs.

"The Government would very much like to
make these remissions, but they cannot afford
to make them now, although they are desirous
of lightening the burthens of taxation. The
matter of Id. per gallon on beer seems little, but
it means £40,000 a year, and that is a serious
thing for a Government facing a deficiency to
consider."

As to the tax not falling on the consumer,
I think I have in my possession a document
that will satisfy the House that the contrary
is the case. At all events, it does not fall
on the brewer. Immediately after the tax
was imposed, a meeting of Melbourne brewers
passed the following resolution : " We, the undersigned mem bers of the Brewers'
Club, bind ourselves and the firms we represent
to charge our customers in all cases whatsoever
with the full amount of the excise duty imposed
by law, and on such duty to allow no rebate or
discount, this understanding to continue in force
as long as such excise duty is imposed on the
brewing trade.'

That was signed by fourteen of the leading
brewers, and, to show that the arrangement
has all along been fully adhered to, I have
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here ,an account up to a very recent' date.
rendered by a brewer to one of the leading
licensed victualling firms of the city. It
clearly and distinctly shows in one column
the number of hogsheads of beer supp~ied,
and in another column the duty charged,
the total being £186 12s. 2d. for beer, and
£26 7s. 10d. for duty. Off the former
amount a discount is taken, but not one
farthing is deducted from the amount of the
duty. So the brewers do not pay the duty
but charge it to their customers, the publicans, who I have no doubt charge it, in their
t,urn, to the consumer. I feel certain the
(lonsumer pays the tax.
Mr. FISHER.-But beer is no dearer.
Mr. GRA VES.-I don't say it is, but ~
don't suppose the dealer will pay an enhanced
wholesale price for an article, and not make
the retailer feel it in some way.
Mr. WALSH.-The consumer does not
get quite the same quantity as before.
Mr. GRAVES. - I dare say some
arrangement of the kind exists. Next as to
the tobacco duty. I have received the
fpllowing from the Chief Inspector of
Excise : IC Distill.eries and Excise office, Custom-house,
"Melbourne, June 17, 1882.
. "I haTe been informed by several tobacco and
cigar manufacturers that they approve of the
excise duty, and all that they ask is that the
law should become final, for, with the uncertainty
no\v existing, they simply manufacture enough
for immediate consumption. lithe law be made
final, 'the manufacturers will be able to lay in
stocks of leaf tobacco, and the more the raw
material is matured, the better will be the manubctured article. Without doubt, the quality of
the tobacco since the duty was imposed has improTed, for the admixture of rum, liquorice paste,
sugar, and other condiments, which, since the
passing of the Act, have been allowed to be used
In the various factories free of duty, has given
the tobacco a pleasant odour and flavour, which
are much appreciated by the public, and the
colonial is perceptibly taking the place of the
imported tobacco, and, in my opinion, will, in
time, entirely shut it out, with the exception of
sma.ll quantities of the choicest brands. Before
the duty was imposed, the condiments were but
sparingly used, and the coionialleaf will improve
as planters better understand its growth and
manipulation.
"Should the duty on tobacco not be re-imposed, there will be a loss to the revenue of
£60,000 for the coming year, and I would add that
the cost of collection is more than covered by the
licence fees paid by proprietors by the sum of
£200."

The net duty on tobacco collected from July
1, 1881, to date, is £63,160 18s., the
licence fees received during the same period
amount to £2,029 5s., making a total of
£65,190 3s., from which £9,54513s. 6d. has
to be deducted for drawback on imported
leaf tobacco used in the tobacco manufactories. The estimate of the revenue from
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' the tobacco duty during 1882-3 is before'
honorable members.
Mr. HARPER.-Buppose the excise duty
on tobacco was remitted, what would be the
amount receivable from the import duty on
the article?
Mr. GRA VES.-I have not made that
calculation, but the sum can be easilyascertained. Of course, it would be considerable.
I may mention that, this time two years ago,
the honorable member for Geelong, the then'
Treasurer, absolutely promised in plain words
that, should it be intended to remit the new
tobacco duties, the tobacco manufacturers'
would get sufficient notice to prevent them
from being subjected to a loss. Of course,
the object of that promise was to meet the'
case of large stocks on hand. I am informed
by the tobacco manufacturers of this city
that, since the question of the re-imposition
of the duties has arisen, they have been
utterly unable to effect any sales whatever.
Mr. FRANCIS.-What will be the loss
on account of .1882-3 from the remission of
the beer duty?
Mr. GRA VES.-About £91,000. With
regard to our prospects respecting the gene- .
ral Customs receipts for'1882-3, and some
honorable members not being satisfied of
their soundness, I will mention one or two
h
matters. It is not necessary to repeat t at
money is coming into the colony from many
sources. One remarkable circumstance is
that the mining interest is most decidedly
improving. About £65,000 per month is
derived from that quarter alone, and in a,
large degree from claims that have been
prospected for years. . That is necessarily a
considerable cause of prosperity in the Ous- .
toms department, and I don't think there is
much chance of 'it failing yet awhile. Many
.
d
of the mines I refer to have been domg dea
work for years past, and l1ave now many \
productive years before them. Then, at present, more people are coming to Melbourne
than has been the case for a long time, and·
that leads to an increased consumption of
dutiable goods. The honorable member for
Warrnambool said the other night"For sOllle time past carpenters have been
getting l8s. and 14s. a day, with more for firstrate hands; bricklayers have been receiving
from 12s. to 13s. per day; and plasterers have
been earning from 14s. to 16s. per day. What do
these men care for a reduction which amounts
to about a half-penny per week ?"
I thoroughly agree with the honorable member, but I wish to observe that the works
on which these men are engaged are not
going to stop at once. On the contrary,
the.b~ildin~ tra~e seems incre~sinp in
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activity, and there is no ground for supposing
that the demand for labour will fall off.
Larger orders than before are being sent
home by importing firms to meet increasing
requirements. I presume that all those
firms cannot be in error. I also find that
there is now a larger quantity of land under
cultivation than there was this time last
year. In the north-eastern district the
increase in the acreage under cultivation
i~ from 25 to 30 per cent., while in the
north-western district, where last season
the crops were not very heavy, there is no
falling off in the area sown.
Mr. TUCKER.-About 184,000 acres
have recently gone out of cultivation. '
Mr. GRAVES.-No doubt the dry
weather caused a great loss, but it has been
more than made up. I think that, generally
speaking, the colony is prosperous. That
is the opinion of the leading men both here
and at home who devote attention to the
affairs of this colony. I noticed, the other
day, an article in the leading commercial
c.olumns of the Age. I do not know whether
. it was written by the honorable member for
Collingwood (Mr. Mirams) or not.
. Mr. MIUAMS.-The Minister of Customs is certainly not likely to know .
. Mr. GRA VES.-WeIl"the article I refer
t9 contains the following : , "Indeed, the immediate future is looked forward to with favorable anticipations. There is
an improvement to report both in our pastoral
and agricultural prospects, the recent weather,
both in Victoria and New South Wales, being
favorable. It is satisfactory to hear from our
London correspondent's cable message, in view
of the offering of a new Victorian loan on the
London market, that the Economist, the leading
financial journal of the United Kingdom, considers that our monetary position is sound. It
was on the ground of the value, and the increasing value, of our assets that the Economi3t
suggested a'short time since that the time was
opportune for our contracting our new loans or
renewals at low rates of interest, say from 3 to
3! per cent."

On all these grounds.I think we ought to
anticipate for 1882-3 what has been enjoyed
in 1881-2. The other day, the honorable
member for Geelong stated" It is only a matter of fair play to say that
tbe present Government manage the finances
with reasonable skill and in a satisfactory
manner."

The same thing has been said in other
qual:ters. I do not think that we can
fairly be charged with 'inflating our estimates of revenUe in ,any way. On the
contrary: I regard gloomy forebodings as
quite out of place at the present time.
There is only one uns;1tisfactory feature in
01:1r anticipa~ions ~ith respe~t to the coming

Fifth Night's Debate.

86t,
'..
.'

twelve months. For many years past' I
have noticed - although I could never
account for the fact-that whenever our
wool clip was short, damaged, or broken,
prices were always low, and that, on the
other hand, when the supply was plentiful
and good, rates were high. Well, what I
foresee for 1882-3 is, first, that, owing. to
the number of sheep in the adjoining colonies'
t4at have died, our shipments of wool will
be short; secondly, that because of the,
extreme drought the wool itself will be:
broken; and, thirdly, that under these
circumstances the price of the article will be
low. That is the only unfavorable feature
in the prospect before me.
Mr. WRIXON.-Sir, I desire to avail
myself of the opportunity of saying' something with regard to the financial proposals
of the Government. I think it is .important
that we should have an opportunity of dis-'
cussing those propositions generally, quite
apart from any hostile motion or any inten-'
tion to move in a hostile manner with respect to them. I think the Government'
were perfectly justified in withdrawing the
remissions they intended to make when a
large section of the Committee of Supply'
indicated their objection to them. I con- sider that for any Government under such
circumstances to take up the position of
saying that they would not modify their
financial proposals, but would make the
question one of the existence of the Government, would be most unjustifiable, because
such a course would place honorable mem- \
bers in the false position of not being able,
to deal with financial matters on their'
merits. The House of Commons has not·
only always claimed very large control over
matters of finanoe, but the opinion of the
best political authorities tends in the direction that the HOllse should take 'uPQn itself
stillmore control in such matters, and ~hat
the Government of tlIe day should be even'
more ready than past Governments have
been to submit to a modification of 'their
financial proposals at the hands of the
House or the committee as the case may.
be. I know that in regard to the estimates
of expenditure, Mr. Gladstone, in his last
financial statement,'indicated 1tis opinion
that the House of Commons ought to
exercise a much greater control and have'
a much more determining voice in the future
than it has exercised in the past In his
financial statement made on the 28th of
April last, Mr. Gladstone said- .
j

"I confess I have very great doubt in my'
the s~ste!ll ,un:der _which our;

o~n min~, whether
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estimates are now framed upon the exclusive revenue, which has been a great souree of
responsibility of the Government, and without
any responsibility on the part of the House of income, has been decreasing year by year,
Commons, is a good system. I will not indicate and will continue to do so. In the neighany conclusion, nor have I arrived at one, but I . bouring colony of New South Wales, the
am extremely dissatisfied with the working of
the system that now works, and that has worked land is the great mainstay of the revenue,
and so it has been here; but we must conduring the last twenty or thirty years."

Mr. Gladstone there indicates a somewhat
new view of even the constitutional position
of the House of Commons, namely, that it
should undertake a greater control over
matters of expenditure. Of course the
qu.estion of Ways and. Means-of providing for the revenue-has always been one
of the special functions of the House. For
these reasons, I have no objection whatever
to the action of the Government in modifying their financial proposals when the Assembly evidenced that those proposals were
distasteful. As to the question raised by
the honorable member for Warrnambool,
and also dealt with last night by the honorable member for Boroondara, respecting the
inflation of the estimates of the revenue, I
.do not propose to go over the ground again,
but I must certainly say that their view
commends itself to my mind. With respect
to the proposed remissions of the Government, it seems to me that we have not
merely to look at the estimates for this
particular year about to commence, but we
have also to look to the general financial
position of the country for some years back.
If we do that, we will find that it is the
tendency of our expenditure to increase and
of our means of revenue to decrease. Yet
I understand now that, although the Government do not propose to remit the tea
duty or to reduce the postage rates in the
ensuing financial year, they contemplate
proposing a reduction of the postage to come
into operation in the following year.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Not this session. There is no Bill on the subject to be
introduced this session.
Mr. WRIXON.-I understood it was
part of the policy of the Government to
reduce the postage. At all . events, it is
certainly part of their policy not to renew
the beer duty, and with regard to this I
may say that, quite irrespective of the
question as to how far the estimates for the
ensuing year may be realized or fall short,
it seems unwise for the Government to contemplate giving up any source of revenue
which really does not press upon the people,
having regard to our position as a community in which the expenditure yearly increases while the means of revenue have a
tendency to fall off. For example, the land

template a continual decrease in the revenue
from land, whether in the shape of the
proceeds of land sold or in the rents from
selectors. We shall thus eventually have
to meet a certainly not diminishing expen ..
diture at a time when the land revenue will
be gone altogether. Moreover, the land
revenue is not only a gradually decreasing,
but also an uncertain revenue. We cannot
say that in any particular year, owing to the
drought or some similar cause, the receipts
from the Orown tenants and lessees may
not fall off very largely. Two years ago,
the Treasurer calculated absolutely upon
getting a certain sum in the shape of rent
from the Orownlessees, but the drought came,
the people were not able to pay up, and
Treasury-bills had to be issued. The same
thing may occur again any year, and, therefore, I think the Government should be slow
to throw away a~ly branch of revenue which
does not press on the people and is not complained of. Again, the State is now making
a number of new railways, and the Government propose to construct some 55 further new lines all over the country. It
is perfectly plain that those new railways
stretching into unpeopled districts cannot
be expected to return such an amount of
. revenue as the existing lines,'while, being of
cheaper and lighter construction, they will
require a larger sum to maintain them.
We must, therefore, take a somewhat more
sparing view of our future railway revenue,
as compared with the expenditure. Another
source of expenditure which we have to face
is that on the defences, towards which
£lOO,OOO was voted on Tuesday night.
We have all come to an agreement that the
defences we are organizing must be placed
on a permanent footing-be a permanent
settled charge on the revenue. That is
another reason why the Government should
be slow to throwaway any source of revenue.
Again, the other night, the House voted
£100,000 for water supply purposes, from
which we are not going to get any return in
the shape of interest. The vote was a sort of
largess or grant to suffering districts. I do
not complain of it as such, but I would point
out that we shall have many similar appeals
in the future for grants for water supply.
That is another source of expenditure we
should be prepared to face, and under such
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circumstances a cai'eful and thrifty Government would be anxious to cling to any
revenue it might be receiving. But I wish
to draw the special attention of the Government to the fact that there is an important
department which seems to have escaped
their notice altogether in proposing these
remissions-I refer to the Education department. New schools have llitherto been
built out of loans, but time after time
Ministers of Public Instruction, in their
annual reports, have pointed out that we
shall get into a very unsatisfactory position
if we continue building all new schools
out of loans. We have spent. between
£1,500,000 and £2,000,000 on the erection
of schools, and all that money has come out
of loans. I think, however, that if we wish
to deal with the education system in a
prudent and statesmanlike manner, we
should look a little ahead, and see whether
we could not provide out of our general
revenue for the new schools that will be
required.
. Mr. FRANCIS.-Thatwas done during
the first two years of the Education Act.
Mr. vVRIXON.-Yes, but the strain
became too great. When we launched into an
expenditure of £1,500,000 or £2,000,000,
it could hardly be expected that we could
provide for such an expenditure out of the
general revenue, but now, having provided
schools pretty generally, I think the Government, if they find money a little plentiful and the sources of revenue a little
buoyant, should make some arrangement
for building new schools out of the yearly
revenue. Another point, not less important,
is the maintenance of the schools. Ministers
of Public Instruction-including the present
Minister in his last report-have repe~tedly
pressed upon the notice of the Government
the necessity for making full provision for
maintaining the State schools. In fact it
is only common sense that, having spent
nearly two millions in building schools, we
should not maintain them imperfectly, and
allow necessary repairs to hang over until
the property is seriously injured. That,
however, is what will happen unless we
make more ample provision for the maintenance of schools than has been done in
the past. A third point repeatedly brought
under the notice of the Government in the
annual Education report is that at present many State schools are in leased
premises, and that it is highly desirable
those schools should be on Government land
-that for leased buildings we should substitute Government buildings •. The carrying
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out of that pl'(;)posal would demand a small
present expenditure, but it is urgently required, in order to complete the system.
In the financial proposals of the Government, all these matters connected with the
Education department seem to have escaped
their attention. But, although the Treasurer
said not a word on the subject in his Budget
speech this session, in the financial statement he delivered on the 22nd September,
1881, he alluded tp these very difficulties.
He said" I have here a report from the architect of the
Education department, in which he says that a
sum of £296,000 will be requisite for the purpose
of school buildings in connexion with the department. The country has started the system
of taking sums out of loans for school buildings, and new schools cannot be built unless it
carries on the same system, because the expenditure under the Education Act is increasing every
year, and there is no revenue in the colony from
which to build schools. Therefore, if they are to
be built at all, it must be out of a loan. The
architect seems to think that this sum will meet
present requirements, but he adds that the estimate is only up to the 80th June, 1882, and fresh
applications are arriving every day."
.

The Treasurer there refers to the chief difficulty to which I have adverted, for he
alludes to the country having started the
system of taking sums out of loans for
school buildings, and I gather from his eX
pressions .that he would be glad to depart
from that system if he could. Later in the
same year , when moving the second reading
of the Loan Bill, he saidM

"The sum required for State school buildings is
£278,000, to complete works foreseen up to Sep·
tern bel' 15, 1881 j to which must be added £28,500
on account of new applications expected by June
80, 1882, making a sum total of £296,500. I see
also that to the memorandum on the subject of
Mr. Bastow, the architect for the EducatlOn department, there is appended a foot-note setting
forth that after June 80, 1881, the 'maintenance
of buildings and new afplications' are to be provided for by an annua vote of £50,000."

Here, in October, 1881, we have the Treasurer calling attention to a note of the
architect's stating that after June 30, 1881,
the maintenance of buildings and new applications were to be provided for by an
annual vote of £50,000.' That is to say, the
Government then realized the proper and
statesmanlike way of looking at the question, and considered that, if we are to
maintain our school system, we should as
soon as possible adopt a plan of providing
for a yearly expenditure out of the revenue
to maintain existing sohools and builclnew
ones. That system was to have been
started long before the presen:t date, yet
in the Budget speech of this session
there was not a word about the Education

,department at all, '01' the slightest reference
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to the view previously eXPlessedby the I have not the least doubt that, in carrying
,Government. The only vote on the present 'out those propositions, the Government
would have the support of the House and
~stimates with regard to school buildings is
one of £20,000 for maintenance, and no- of the people outside. I believe that the
thing whatever is said about the £50,000 public would much rather see the 2d. per
which, I gather from the Treasurer's state- gallon on beer continued, and the Education
ment last year, the Government were to department placed on a satisfactory fooir.
provide as soon as they had the money. ing, than see the beer duty, or even the tea
~ot only the Treasurer, however, but also duty, abolished, and the department left to
the Minister of Public Instruction in his go scrambling on as it has done for years
last report, which is dated 20th September, past. Besides there is the certainty that it
i88!, has pointed out the whole difficulty cannot go scrambling on very much longer,
v.ery clearly and fully, and I only wonder for, when we have ceased floating loans, how
the honorable gentleman did not press the are we to provide the new school buildings
matter more on the attention of the Go- which will still be wanted? Moreover, the
vernment than he seems to have done, older buildings will be needing repair, and,
seeing that they have a quantity of money if we are not to live from hand to mouth, I
they do not exactly know what to do with. maintain that it is our duty to see that the
admitted defects which are pointed out in
The Minister of Public Instruction says"The maintenance of school buildings bas the extract I have just read are dealt with.
been attended to somewhat more fully than in The Government, as I have already said,
1879-80, a sum of £15,000 having been made
available, which is £5,000 more than the amount do not seem to have given the matter the
voted for the previous year; but, as repairs bad attention it deserves, but I trust, now that
run considerably into arrear, it has not even yet they are not going to insist on their' in- ,
become possible to overtake all urgent requiretended remissions, they will take the quesments. '
. "'fhe annual cost of maintenance cannot be tion in hand. Altogether, therefore, it
el!ltimated at less than £22,000 per annum; but,
as the sum of £20,000 bas been placed on the seems to me that, if we look at our :financial
Estimates for 1881-2, there is a prospect of position with prudent care, we will see that
bein~ able to deal with the most pressing rewe are not in a position to throwaway any
quirements before much further injury occurs revenue unless there is some pressing urgent
to the school buildings."
claim for doing so-unless it presses on
That is about as qualified a way of .putting the people, or unless by the proposed remisthe matter as could well be adopted.
sion some industry or trade can be. promoted,
"A sum of £50,000 to £55,000 was estimated or some indireet object gained. When Mr.
as' necessary to meet both the annual cost of
maintaining tbe property, of the department, Gladstone threw away the paper duties,
and of providing for such new applications as there was a great object to be accomplished
would be caused by further settlement, together -paper was not only rendered cheaper, but
with the growth and shifting of population;
and there is no reason to think that this estimate a lot of entirely new manufactures were
is in excess of what will be needed for years to created. In the same way, one of the recome. For the past two years, provision has
been madE! for maintenance; but no vote has ductions in the duty on coffee increased its
y.et been taken to meet the yearly claims for the consuIjlption 75 per cent., and recouped the
establishment of new schools.
revenue for the reduction in the duty. If
.e A great number of schools are still beld in
leased premises, and the erection of State build- this Government showed that there was
ings for them, in, addition to some urgently any desirable object in view in the proneeded buildings and other necessary works, posed remission of the beer duty, or the tea
would involve the further outlay of £270,000.
The change may be made a gradual one; but it ' duty, there might be areason for a reduction
is desirable that it should be effected as soon as of the duties, but they have not attempted to
practicable."
show anything of the kind. Moreover,
Surely it would have been wise and business- neither of these taxes has ever been comlike for the Government, instead of ignoring plained of by the public.
these questions altogether in their financial
Mr. LONGMORE.-Yes.
proposals, with the exception of providing
Mr. WRIXON.-The beer duty was not
£20,000 for the maintenance of school complained of until the Government started
buildings, to have not only made ample the proposition to abolish it, and, of course,
provision for maintaining the sohools, but if the Government make an offer to give ut? a .
also to have started, if possible, the system tax, plenty of people will be ready to accept it.
of providing for new schools out of the
Mr. LONGMORE.-The tea duty was
general revenue, and to have carried out complained of.
the recommendation in the report of substi, Mr. WRIXON.-I do not wish to argue
t~thlg State buil,dings. for leased premises. :so much about. t~e tea duty, because the ;
Mr. Wri.l'On.
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Government are not persisting in its remission, and it is therefore a waste of time
to discuss the subject, but I thoroughly
concur with the Government in continuing
that tax, which, I believe, is not felt by the
public at all. I believe the public would
prefer to pay both the beer and tea duties,
and the twopenny postage as well, until the
great works are accomplished which require
revenue, and especially until the Education
department, which, as I have shown, is in a
very unsatisfactory, position for want of a
little more revenue, is placed on a proper
footing. It is certainly not pretended that
the beer tax presses on the public in any
way, or that any particular good will be
accomplished by abolishing it. Its proposed remission, in my opinion, is a clear
case of wastefulness with regard to revenue
rather than an exhibition of prudent carefulness. I agree that the indirect taxation
of the country is too high; but how does
that arise? It arises from the fact that we
imposed here a protective Tariff which is
really a revenue-producing Tariff. Under
the Government of Sir Charles Gavan
Duffy, duties were clapped on everything in
Committee of Ways and Means-I remember the occasion well-with an all-round
eagerness and impartiality which would be
inexplicable did we not know that it had its
origin in the desire for protection. Under
the guise of protectioil, and in the name of
protection, duties of 22 per cent. were put
011 almost everything, whether we could produce it here or not. The result has been
that we have for years been raising nearly
£2,000,000 per annum through the Custom-house, a large portion of which comes
from duties which are called protective, but
are really revenue producing, because the
articles are not made here.
Mr. LONGMORE.-That is decreasing
annually.
Mr. WRIXON.-I was about to say
that the revenue from those articles will
become less and less every' jear, for the
reason that we shall be making more and
more of them in the colony each year.
When the Tariff Commission reports, as I
believe it will do by the end of the year,
the revenue from these so-called protective
duties will cease, because it is admitted on
all hands that our policy is to be to take
off the taxation on all articles that we cannot make here, and to put prohibitive duties
on articles ,that we can make. We are,
therefore, clearly coming to a condition of
affairs in which there will no longer be the
present large amount of indil;ect taxation,
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and, unless it w~re the policy of the Govern. . .
ment to substitute direct for indirect taxation, it would be unwise to give up items
of taxation like sugar, beer, and tea. If
we are to have taxation through the Customs at all, it must be on just such articles
as those. I, for one, do not believe that
it would be wise or desirable to derive the
whole revenue of the country from direct
taxation, and I think that where small indirect taxes are just, are not complained of
by the public, and do not press on any industry, they should not be given up. It is
a partial view of the question simply to
say that because ,,;'e have a little money in
hand this year we must therefore give
up a large amount of taxation. I believe'
that, so far from the working classes of this
country wishing for doles of this kind, all
they require is to have the sources of industry opened up and made as free 'as possible, and new industries promoted if
possible, by an adjustment of the Tariff. I,
think that is what they desire, and that
they have no wish to come cap in hand to'
this House and ask for the remission of the'
trifling tax on beer, or a reduction of the
postage. Therefore, I am quite prepared
to support the Government in their present'
position, because I think it is a wise one, and
deserving of the support of the committee.
Mr. CARTER.-Sir, the honorable
member for Portland gave excellent reasons
why he should not support the Government,
and of course concluded by stating his
intention to support them. The honorable,
member is one of the puzzles of Victoria.
In his opening remarks he quoted from a'
speech of Mr. Gladstone, in which that
gentleman stated that he had not arrived'
at a conclusion as to whether the House of
Commons should have a greater control
over the expenditure of the public money
than it was supposed to, have had hitherto.'
The honorable member for Portland on all
subjects resembles Mr. Gladstone on this
subject, for I believe the honorable member
has never arrived at a conclusion on any
subject; and, as far as I can judge, he will
probably arrive at the conclusion of his life'
a thoroughly impartial man, always advocating both sides of every question, and
never seeing his way to vote for either. I
think Mr. Gladstone must have made the
statement which the honorable member
quoted with some qualifications, because, if '
there is one question upon which the House
of Commons and this Assembly have an'
absolute veto, it is the question of ex-'
penditure. If Mr. -Gladstone ha,d put it
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that the House could not initiate Bills to
jmpose taxes, he would have been right;
but to say that the House of Commons, or
this ~ssembly, pannot veto expenditure is,
~ think, quite wrong, because we have the
right to reduce every vote we think proper.
Therefore, we do not. want any more power
to. enable us to control the expenditure of
the Government than we have at present.
The honorable member went on to express
the opinion that the expenditure on school
buildings. under the Education Act was
likely to be very much increased, and that
the Government should devote any surplus
that may exist towards erecting new buildings and repairing old ones. I would
remind the honorable member, however, that
out of the £200,000 provided in the loan
for school buildings, only £80,000 has yet
been used.
Consequently there is a
balance remaining unexpended of £120,000,
which must tide us over several years, even
at the rate of expenditure suggested by the
official head of the Education department.
I would . also point out to the honorable
member that the amount estjmated to be required for the ensuing year is £20,000, and
not £50,000, so that there was no reason
to allude to the sum of £50,000 at all. As
to the rest of the honorable member's
speech, I find, sir, that a great many people
have much delight in proposing and supporting taxes to which they themselves do
not contribute. I do not suppose the honorable member for Portland ever drank a
glass of colonial beer in his life, and I dare
say he will never" arrive at a conclusion"
to drink one. Consequently, with the
greatest impartiality, he says-" Why not
tax colonial beer? I never use it; the tax
won't hurt me, or any of my friends, the
rich bankers or squatters or landowners.
This is a tax which falls exclusively on the
working classes, and does not fall on the
propertied classes; therefore,tax beer." This
seems to be the one subject on which the
honorable member has arrived at a conclusion, and naturally we find it is a subject
in which he has a particular interest. Are
we not well aware that, if we take these
taxes off the working classes, we shall
have to tax the classes who are not
the working classes-that the simple result
of removing the taxation which falls solely
on particular classes of the community
will be that the other classes will have to
contribute their fair share to the revenue?
Now I would like to know why people
should not be taxed in proportion to their
means instead of in proportion to their
Mr. Carter,
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habits? Why should one man who derives
an income of £100,000 per year from bank:
shares or some other investment escape
taxation, while another has to pay 2d. on
every gallon of beer he consumes? If I
smoke a pipe I am to be taxed, but if I do
not smoke a pipe I am not to be taxed. I
think that a very unfair system of taxation.
I advocate a system of taxation which taxes
all people, from the richest to the poorest,
in proportion to their means; and I am
thoroughly opposed to taxes which are
simply imposed upon the habits of the
people. It would be quite as reasonable to
tax teetotallers as to tax beer drinkers.
Why should the honorable member for
Ripon escape taxation which helps just as
much to protect Iris person as it does to
protect the person of any other member of
the House? I assert that the honorable
member for Portland's argument that people
should be taxed according to their habits
and not according to their means i8 one
that will not bear investigation. Then,
again, the honorable member said that no
one pretended that they wanted this reduction. There I agree with him, no one did
pretend. Those who ask for the reduction
have asked for it in earnest; there has been
no pretence whatever about the matter.
Then the honorable member for Portland
says the Customs revenue must decrease.
I would like to know what authority the
honorable member has for that statement?
Why the estimate of Customs revenue for
1882-3 is in excess of that for 1881-2 by
£186,300; and if the honorable member
looks back for the last 30 years he will find
that, as population has increased in ~his
country, the Customs revenue has increased;
and-as I don't think the Malthusian system
has taken root here-as the population of.
the colony goes on increasing, I fancy the
revenue will increase too. In this rich
country, the more people we have the richer
we shall be. Every man, woman, and. child
in the country is a source of wealth to the
country, and everyone who dies or leaves
the country is a loss. vVhat is wanted is
more people; and, in the meantime, we are
doing ·our best to populate the country.
Therefore, I say, we need not be at all afraid
that the revenue is going to decrease.
Then, again, it should not be overlooked
that a large portion of our population is in
a very different position at the present time
from what it was a few years ago. Six or ten
years ago, there were a large number of men
who had taken up land under licence, but
now the licensees have become freeholders.
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We have now men who actually own
the lands which they farm. The honorable member for Portland has talked of
the serious loss of revenue which will be
sustained when the State will have no
revenue coming in from Crown landswhen all those lands will be converted into
freeholds. But I say that state 'of things
will be a source of wealth to the country and
not a source of poverty. Surely men when
they, become freeholders are better off, are
better able to pay taxes-to consume the
luxuries of life-than when they hold the
land they occupy simply under licence. To
suppose that, because the State has parted
with its land at the ridiculously low rate of
£1 per acre, therefore the people on the
land are impoverished, is one of those
extraordinary things that I cannot understand. Not one of those men would sell his
land for anything like the price he gave for
it. Therefore I say the wealth of the
country must increase just in proportion to
the number of people settled upon it. I
think that instead of trying to decry our
position, and to make out that we are,
worse off than we are, it would be far
better to see in what way the expenditure of the Government might be diminished. Why should not something be
done here in the way of decentralization?
In England, the expenses of the police are
not paid out of the general revenue, and
why should such expenses in this colony be
paid out of the general revenue? If the
police in Victoria were maintained, as in
England, by means of a county rate, does
anyone suppose for a moment that the
Kelly gang would have existed six months?
Why it would have been the interest of every
man in the Kelly district to catch the Kellys,
for the reason that for every outrage committed by the gang the. district would have
had to bear the loss. But of course, as long
as the Kellys were a source of income to the
people of the neighbourhood, they could not
be caught. Then again, I think it is quite
possible that by-and-by we may get rid of
the gigantic expenditure on railways simply
by leasing the whole of the lines to a
company. At present, our railway system
seems chiefly designed to find billets for the
unemployed-to find places for persons who
don't choose to go and find work for themselves. The staff is perpetually augmented
in a most extraordinary manner. The same
thing applies to the Yan Yean. Why
should not that system of water supply be
placed under the control of a Metropolitan
Board of Works? If it were not for the
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patronage which attaches to all the Government departments-if we managed our
public works as men of business, and not as
politicians-we would get rid of about onehalf of our national expenditure, and our
public works would yield a profit where they
now make a loss. Then the honorable
member for Portland talks of the proposed
remissions; but I submit that, when a new
tax is imposed, it is an imposition and not
a remission. The late Treasurer imposed,
under exceptional circumstances, certain
taxation-the excise duties on beer and
tobacco. I voted against both duties, and,
if I were in a position to do so again, I
would do the same thing. Those duties
were imposed with the distinct understand ...
ing that when the end for which they were
imposed was achieved, they would be taken
off. That was not merely the statement of
the then Treasurer, but the will of the
House; and the will of the House was expressed in the most forcible way it could,
namely, by making the Act a very short one
-by making it expire at a certain date.
When that date came, it was found that the
duties were still needed, and they were re·
imposed for another short period terminat.
ing on the 31st August next. Now I say
that if you bring in a Bill to re-impose that
taxation, there is no remission, but there is
an imposition; you re-impose taxes which
are in existence already. I can see a great
difference between the two articles-the
tobacco and the beer. While an excise duty
is imposed on tobacco, the customs duty
on the imported article is increased by
Is. per lb.; consequently the manufacturer
of colonial tobacco is protected by an
amount similar to that of the -duty imposed upon him under the excise law.
Colonial beer, on the other hand, has no
such protection, nor can it be protected by
any addition to the present import duty.
Such protection would be utterly unnecessary, because the cost of manufacturing
colonial beer is only about one-half what
English beer, intended for export, costs at
the port of shipment. The colonial brewer
can sell his beer at a price which defies
competition, so far as the English article is
concerned, for the reason that the latter has
to be made so much stronger in order to stand
the voyage. Therefore, I say the colonial
brewer needs no protection as against the
English brewer_ But the honorable member for Portland would have the excise duty
of 2d. per gallon re-imposed. In England,
when an excise duty on beer was imposed
the malt tax was ,abolished ,;, and if this
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'Parliament would do the same thing-if it
would abolish the customs duties on malt
and hops-I have no doubt the brewers and
pUblicans would be content to submit to an
excise duty on beer. The argument on this
subject, used in a leading article in the
Argu8 this morning, is not exactly a fair
one. The At'gu8 has always maintained, and
I think correctly, that the imposition of a
customs duty increases the price of the
commodity. Therefore, a customs duty on
malt and hops should increase the price of
malt and hops. But, according to the
reasoning adopted this morning, the price
of malt and hops has been reduced. This
accords with the view entertained by tIle
honorable member for Collingwood (Mr.
Mirams), that the putting on of a customs
duty decreases the price of the commodity.
Mr. MIRAMS.-So it has done.
Mr. CARTER.-I admit it does whenever the supply' exceeds' the consumption ;
but the supply of malt and hops, although
it has increased, has not yet overtaken the
demand. And although the price of malt
and hops has not increased to the extent of
the duty, it has increased by a large proportion of the amount.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Not in tlle case of hops.
Mr. CARTER.-In the case of both. I
suppose the honorable member will admit
that there must be some difference in quality
between the imported and the local article.
Certainly brewers would not pay so much
more for the former than they do for the latterif they were not satisfied that the imported
article goes much further than the colonial
commodity, and produces something much
better. I call the abolition of the tea duty
a remission. I call the reduction of the
inland letter postage a remission. Had
those two proposals been grouped in one
vote with the re-imposition of the beer duty,
I certainly would have voted for the amendment proposed by the honorable member for
Warrnambool, because I hold that the whole
question of the remissions, as first proposed
by the Treasurer, was one which should
have been dealt with broadly, and in view of
the gross amount to be remitted, as a
question of national policy. But when the
remissions were reduced so as to involve
only a mere paltry question of £60,000 a
year, I think the honorable member for
Warrnambool took the best course he could
follow. The honorable member could not
expect to have everything his own way, and
he took as much as he could get. The
result was a reasonable understanding hetween the Government and' the' honorable
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member, and, that understanding having
been arrived at, I certainly shall not do
anything to upset it. This brings me to
another point. I think that sooner or later
-very likely sooner-the people of this
country will wake up to consider what are
the advantages of party government. It
seems to me that government by party is
one of those practices whic11 must very soon
become less popular than it has been. If
we had not government by party, we would
have dealt with the proposals of the
Treasurer very much after the fashion of a
board of directors or some other business
. people; we would have struck out this, and
put in that, and quickly have dealt with
tIle whole matter. But, because we have
government by party, immediately ~he
Treasurer comes down with his proposals,
and some gentleman says he can',t see
his way to vote for them, the declaration is
announced to be something which involves'
the fate of the Ministry. Because we have
government by party, the paltry question
whether a small tax shall be put on or
, taken off cannot be disposed of without
throwing the ,country into confusion-with'out turning out one Ministry and putting
another in their place. It does not seem to
me that the game is worth the candle. It
would appear that the gain to the country is
not for one moment to be compared with the
gain to certain members of this House. I
am of opinion that government by party'
is a particularly bad thing for the country,
but a particularly good thing for 9 out of
the 86 members of this House. It simply,
means that there is £14,000 per year,' with'
pickings, patronage, and power, put up for
a general scramble among 86 members. I
don't care what Ministry may have seats on
the Treasury bench, there are always a certain number of members who are prepared
to do their level best to put them off
that bench, and to put themselves in their
places.
Mr. LONGMORE.-You know a good
deal about that.
Mr. CARTER.-The honorable member
for Ripon is quite wrong. I worked my
level best for years to put out one Government, and that was not because I wanted to
take their places, but because I believed that
Government to be disadvantageous to the
welfare of this country. The best answer to
the honorable member is that I was one of
the first men asked to join the new Government-an honour which I declined. l'herefore, the honorable member's insinuation
that I attempted to put out a Government·
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for any such purpose is quite without foundation. At the same time, I don't think it
does to be too severe on those gentlemen
who do so much to put out Governments.
Look at the difference between the man who
comes into this House with his £300 a year
and no other visible means of subsistence,
and who feels that, if he could only put out
the Government and become one of their
successors, he would get his £1,400 or
£1,500 a year. The temptation is immense.
We are all human; and" to err is human."
But, when honorable members have once
tasted blood, when they have once enjoyed
a seat on the Treasury bench, and after they,
have launched out into all the luxuries
which attend the position of a Minister of
the Crown, in comparison with the beggarly
£300 a year which they had before, they
think they have an inherent right to the
position, and that any others who may
chance to occupy it are mere interlopers, who
ought to be sent about their business with
all possible despatch. Every ex-Minister,
as soon as he becomes an ex-Minis tel', seems
to think that he ought to be back in office
again. Under these circumstances, I would
suggest that, whenever an alteration of OUr
Constitution~ct again takes place, provision
~hould be made for increasing the number
of benefices-say to 45. The Ministry need
then have no fear of want of confidence
votes, because they themselves would form an
absolute majority of this House; but, as long
as there are only nine Ministers, the temptations to obtain office are very strong. As I
have said, I don't blame ex-Ministers for this.
They stand like Tantalus of old; they see
the golden fruit, as it were within their
reach, and, just as they go to pluck it, it
recedes from their grasp. A want of confidence motion upon which they rely is withdrawn at the last moment, or the Government give in, or something or other happens.
I am not at all surprised at the hysterics
which, have been indulged in, during the
last week or so, in the House. But why
don't honorable members practise the old
Spartan virtue of endurance? Why do
they carry their hearts upon their sleeves
" for daws to peck at " ? vVhy do the disappointed get up and rail at everybody, and
shriek and cry, and show the world how
angry they are? Why do they_ not bury
their disappointment in their own breasts,
and bear themselves like men? I consider
the scenes which have taken place in this
House within the last fortnight a disgrace
to civilization. Although the gentlemen
who have expressed themselves as so very
SillS. 1882.-3 0
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dissatisfied have not got their £1,500 a
year, the country can endure that state of
things. The country does not care twopence who is on the Treasury bench. It
only wants to be governed peaceably and
quietly, and left alone. I believe that, if a
poll were taken' to-morrow on the question
that this House should be shut up for three
years, there would be an almost unanimous
vote in the affirmative. The reason is that
, this House has come to be looked upon as
one of the great drawbacks to the prosperity
of the country. Why, during the recent
recess, everybody was happy; the country
went on, and everything prospered; but as
soon as the House met again everybody was
anxious to know whethir Berry was coming
back, or whether any more taxes were going
to be put on; Immediately Parliament
meets, the public pulse commences to beat
with the most feverish anxiety, and that
fever is exceedingly detrimental to the
public health. If Parliament could 'only be
shut up, what a blessing it would be to the
country. The whole case seems to me to
be that under government by party we hays
so arranged matters that there must be 8.
continual strife to turn out the Government
. for the time being and to put in BOme otha~
, Government. At the same time, I think it
would have been only reasonable if, when
the number of members of this House was
, increased, the number of Ministers had been
increased also. If the proper number of
Ministers was 9 when the House consisted
onlyof 60 members, the number should be 13
or 14 with a House of 86 members. Were
such an arrangement in force, some discontented members could be provided for.
With regard to the tobacco and beer duties,
I would like to be in a position to vote
against the imposition of both. I consider
that both are taxes on the working classes;
and I hold that taxes should be imposed 011
the people in proportion to their means and
not in accordance with their habits.
Ml\ LA URENS.-You will have to take
off the duty on spirits if people are not
to be taxed according to their habits.
Mr. OARTER.-I don't see that, because
everybody· drinks spirits except some few
hundreds of teetotallers. I t would be a bad
thing for the country if the consumption of
spirits were discontinued. Is not the honorable member for North Melbourne (Mr.
Laurens) aware that one of the cleverest
books published l&tely in England is entitled
Alcohol, the Ca'ltseoj HumanP1'og1'es8? The
author of that work shows clearly and conclusively, as I think, that all t~e nations in,
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the world that have progre'ssed at all are who supported him, with taxing this counusers of alcohol, and that people who have not try to a very large extent-if I recollect
taken it in any shape have fallen down to the rightly, with imposing new taxation to the
level of the South Sea Islanders. I don't tune of some £2,000,000.' But that statewish to be personal, or I could point to in- ment was perfectly untrue, as was proved
stances even in this country. Up to the by the honorable member for Geelong on
time of the Flood, there was no alcohol; several occasions. With these circumand Providence got so disgusted with the stances in my mind, I cannot understand
people that it drowned them all. But Noah how those honorable members should now
became a vigneron, and the world has not seek to re-impose the tobacco duties.
since 'been destroyed.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I think the honorable
Mr. RICHARDSON.-Sir, I thought member for Creswick (Mr. Richardson) is
the honorable member for St. Kilda (Mr. laboring under a mistake. On the 26th
Carter) was goiilg for once to be consistent. October, 1880, when the tobacco duties
He commenced by charging the honorable were first proposed by the honorable memmember for Portland with making a speech ber for Geelong (Mr. Berry), Mr. Service,
in one direction, and declaring, when he the leader of the then Opposition, speaksat down, that he would vote in another ing with my concurrence and knowledge,
direction. But the honorable member has saidexactly followed the course for which he
" As far as I am concerned, I will certainly
condemns the honorable member for Port- assist the Government in the imposition of both
the beer and the tobacco duties, because, unlike
land. The honorable member would like the present Treasurer, who formerly denounced
to be in a position to vote against the re- them, I have always believed in those excise
imposition of the tobacco duties, but, duties."
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I admit that,
because some compact has been entered
into, he is prepared to forego his privilege when Mr. Service was Treasurer of the
in that direction. The honorable member Kerferd Government, the imposition of
for St. Kilda has laid down a new platform. duties on beer and tobacco formed part of
He dwelt upon the struggles which have his Budget scheme. Indeed, I supported
taken plaee for office, and his description Mr. Service in the proposals which he made.
was so vivid that I thought he was narrating But that does not affect my statement as to
his own personal experiences. If the hon- the charge brought against the honorable
orable member has not been an aspirant for member for Geelong, when the duties
office, I think it has been under disappointing were imposed, that he was increasing the
circumstances. The honorable member has ' taxation of the country. I say there is an
hitherto been very consistent in connexion apparent inconsistency, which needs justiwith the imposition of taxes, especially fication, in the action' of honorable memtaxes on beer and tobacco. He most bers who opposed the taxation proposed
courageously and consistently opposed the by the honorable member for Geelong in
taxes on beer and tobacco when they were opposing now the remission of the tobacco
first proposed; and I did expect the hon- duties. I concur with the honorable memorable member to be consistent to-night, ber for Portland that the time has come
and oppose them again. The honorable when provision should be made from ,the
member has made a sneering allusion to revenue for the maintenance of the State
men who don't indulge in whisky; he has schools of the colony, but! am far from thinkalso referred to the South Sea Islands; but ing that the statements which the honorable
I think it would be far better for men to go member made are strictly correct. I do not
to the South Sea Islands than, through the think the State schools have been allowed
use of whisky, to have to go to the lunatic to go into disrepair. A large number of
asylum. In connexion with the question schools which came into the hands of the
of the beer and tobacco duties, I cannot Government on the inauguration of the
help recalling what took place when those Education Act were olel buildings, and were
duties were first imposed. The honorable out of repair to some extent. The Education
member for Warrnambool and the honor- department has since been engaged in
able members associated with him were putting those buildings into repair, and,
really violent in their opposition to the although the whole of the repairs may not
imposition of those duties. They charged have been overtaken, Idon't think the amount
the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. required for the maintenance of school
Berry), and the Government of which he buildings will be so much as it has been.
was the head, alld the hOllorable members Indeed I think that the item of building and
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repairing schools is the only item of expenditure in connexion with the Education
department in which any sensible reduction
can be made. If the Treasurer will turn
his attention in this direction, he will see
where a reduction of expenditure may be
made.
Mr. TUCKER.-By the amalgamation
of the architect's branch of the Education
department with the Public Works department.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I am not sure
as to the expediency of that amalgamation.
The public works of this country have been
carried out, generally spea,king, in the most
extravagant manner. In many cases, the
buildings had been ill-constructed, aml the
repairs have been of a character which the
honorable member for Fitzroy (Mr. Tucker)
would not tolerate in connexion with, any
building of his own.
Mr. TUCKER.-The school.buildings
have cost 50 per cent. more than they ought
to have cost.
Mr. RICIIARDSON.-I have no doubt
that they have cost much more than they
ought to have done. The cost of school
buildings is one matter in which a reduction
of expenditure may be made in connexion
witll the Education department, but I do not
think it is the fault of the architects of the
department that those buildings have been
more expensive than they ought to have
been.
Mr. TUCKER.-Whose fault is it?
Mr. RICHARDSON.-Architects generally like to make their designs ornamental,
and, if they are allowed to do so, that will
increase the cost of the buildings. There is
wanted some restriction-some controlling
power-to prevent architects spending money
uselessly. The honorable member for Portland raised a point which has hardly received.
the consideration due to it. The honorable member stated that the Government
were quite right in changing their proposals, and not making the remissions,
because the majority of the Assembly
requested that they should abandon the
remissions. I will, however, ask the honorable member to look at the matter in
this light: the Government, in this case,
represent the Crown, and it is their duty to
request that taxes shall be imposed or remitted as may be necessary to meet the
expenditure of the Crown. They proposed
that certain taxes should be remitted, but
the Legislative Assembly, who represent
the people that have to pay the taxes, said
~" No,. you shall take this money; we
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won't have these taxes remitted." The Government, as representing the Crown, said
-" You have given us too much money;
the people are taxed excessively; they pay
more than they have a right to pay;" but
we interposed, and declared that the people
should not be relieved from these taxes, that
the remissions should not be made, and that
the Government must take back their proposals, and that the taxation of the people
should continue whether the Crown needed
the money or not. "If the Crown does
not want the money, increase your expenditure," is virtually what was said to the
Government. Is the honorable member for
Portland or the honorable member for W arrnambool prepared to justify this trom any
constitutional stand-point? Is any instance
known in which, when the Crown proposed
the remission of certain taxation because
it considered such taxation was unnecessary,
the House of Commons interposed, and said
that the taxation should be continued? I
doubt very much whether any case of the
kind can be found in the records of the
House of Commons. The honorable member for Portland referred to the case of the
paper duties. There may be some analogy
between the refusal of the House of Lords
to remit the paper duties and the refusal
of the Legislative Assembly of this country
to remit the duties which the Treasurer recently asked it to remit. There is, however,
this important difference between the two
cases: the House of Commons sought to
remit the paper duties, but the House of
Lords refused to consent to their remission.
What was the consequence? The pressure
.of the House of Commons was brought to
bear, and the House of Lords was compelled
to consent to the remission. Suppose the
Legislative Council interposed, and prevented the Assembly remitting duties, what
would be the result? Would there not be a
cry in this Chamber against the Council,
and would there not be a tumult in the
country?
Mr. SHIELS.-How do you draw a
distinction between the remission and the
imposition of taxation? If the Crown says
that it wants certain taxation imposed, has
not t!lC Assembly the right to refuse to
grant its request? I can point out to the
honorable member two cases in which the
House of Commons objected to the remission
of taxation.
Mr. RICHARDSON.-I would like to
know under what circumstances the House
of, Commons objected to the remission of
taxation
in those cases.. I am
SUl'e' .that
.
.
.
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. they were not similar to the circumstances
under which the Assembly objected to the
remissiOl~S recently proposed by the Trea. sur~r. The Assembly has the right to
protect the people against unreasonable
demands by the Crown; but iil the present
· case the Crown said-" We are getting
· more money than we require," and yet the
· Assembly refused to allow the taxation to
be lessened. The honorable member for
W arrnambool forced the Government to
withdraw their remissions. I do not say
that the Government are very much to blame
for refusing to insist on the remissions, but
the honorable member for Warrnambool
· must take the responsibility of his action.
The honora.ble member has introduced a
new praetice, which I venture to say is an
unconstitutional one, and cannot be justified.
The honorable member made out a good
case why the remissions should not be
granted-he showed that the state of the
. revenue and the demands of the Crown
would not warrant the remissions-but what
is the logical conclusion from that fact?
That the Government must take the responsibility of having made a proposal
which they were not justified in making.
The reason why they submitted that proposal must be apparent to honorable members. The speech of the honorable member
for Geelong on the Budget clearly pointed
out the finaneial position of the country.
Although the honorable member for Ripon
made a severe and snvage attack on
the honorable member for Geelong for
his criticisms on the Budget, I am sure
honorable members generally will admit
that the honorable member for Geelong
criticised the Budget very fairly, and
that his speech will he remembered with
pleasure. The speeches of the honorable
member for Warrnambool and the honorable
member for Geelo:ng must have convinced
the Treasurer that he was too sanguine in
his anticipations. Before he submitted his
Budget proposals, the honorable gentleman
ought to have brought himself face to face
with the almost certain result of the contemplated remissions. He ought to have
asked himself-" What balance shall I bring
forward at the end of 1882-3 if these remissions are made ?', If the honorable gentleman had done that, he would have found
that the carrying of the remis~ions wonld
lamI him in a deficiency of more than
£300,000. Experience proves that whenever
there is a surplus revenue there is always a
disposition on the part of the Treasurer of
the day to increase the expenditure of the
Mr. llichl:J,rdson.

I
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country. As the honorable member for Geelong has pointed out, the present Treasurer
proposes an increase of nearly half a million
of money-l think over £470,OOO-under
votes. vVhen the honorable member proposed to remit duties, he should not have
increased the expenditure under votes. However, as 1 have already remarked, there has
always been a disposition on the part of the
Government of the day to increase the expenditure of the country in a time of prosperity. It is very peculiar that during the
last 25 years there have only been 13 occasions, including the present, when the
balance-sheet for the year has shown that
the income of the country has exceeded the
expenditure; and since 1872-3 that . lIas
only occurred on one occasion before this
year. In every othei· year the revenue has
not been equal to the expenditure, or, in
other words, there has been a deficiency.
Such a state of things ought not to exist.
It must be very inconvenient to the Government, and ought not to be tolerated. The
Government, when they contemplated remissions, ought to have decreased the expenditure rather than increased it; at all events,
they ought not to have increased it to the
extent which the Estimates show they have
done. If they had refrained from increasing the expenditure, they might have
carried their proposed remissions. With
regard to the altered proposals, I mu·st
say I think that the Treasurer ought not
to have proposed to let the excise duty on
beer lapse. That duty should be continued
rather than the tobacco duties. I know
that the honorable gentleman would gladly
· remit the duty on tea, and thereby relieve
the country of taxation to that extent. I
regret that the Government are placed in
circumstances which oompel them to forego
the remission of the duty on tea. If the
honorable member for Warrnambool will
consider the effect of the action which he
has taken, I think he must see that he has
done something that is constitutionally'Trong. The Government desired to remit
certain taxes,and they ought to be the
· best judges whether those taxes could be
remitted or not. If they could not be remitted, surely the proper conclusion to arrive
· at was that the Gov-ernment were not fit for
the position they occupied. I pity the
helpless condition in which I see the Govern~
ment. I do not nmke the remark offensively, but the Government have shown
themselves to be in a helpless position by
having had to remodel their financial pro~
posals in consequence of the pressute
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brought to bear upon them by the honorable member for Warrnambool and those
acting with him. I put it to the Government whether, under the circumstances,
they ought not to seriously consider the
propriety of getting the Estimates through
as rapidly as possible, and making preparation for· going to the country, and
asking the country for a decision as to the
present state of political affairs. Honorable
members must feel that the House is demora.lized. Look at the state of the benches
to-night. Look at the state of the benches
every night, except when a motion of noconfidence is being discussed, or when there
is some scandal going on, or something in
connexion with which the Government can
be " slated," to use a parliamentary colloquialism. I will certainly help the Govern, ment to get through their Estimates and
the other necessary business of the session
as rapidly as possible, if they will only
promise to go to the country immediately
afterwards.
Mr. ZOX.-Sir, it is certainly to be
regretted that there is such a small attendance during the discussion of the important
stlbject at present before the chair; and I
agree with the last speaker that, if the
question was of a different nature, the
benches would be thronged. The Treasurer,
in making his financial statement, congratulated Parliament upon the prosperous
condition of the country. No doubt, during
the past year or two, there has been an
amount of progress and prosperity in the
colony almost unparalleled at any period of
iti history; and, in consequence of this
unusual prosperity, the revenue for the
current year has exceeded the anticipations
of the Treasurer by many thousands of
po~nds. I, however, do not' understand
how the honorable gentleman has arrived at
the conclusion that the next financial year
will be stm more prosperous, and that the
revenue will show a corresponding increase.
From my own commercial knowledge, and
from the conversation I have had with
several gentlemen well acquainted with the
position and prospects of the colony, I have
no hesitation in saying that the Oustoms
revenue next year will not be nearly so
large as for the present year. There
are special causes why the Oustoms revenue
has been so large this year and last year
which will not operate during the year
1882-3. For instance, the Exhibition,
w'hich was wonderfully successful, exceeding the most sanguine expectations, attracted goods here from all pru·ts of the
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world, and many persons invested money
in the purchase of those goods, although
they did not actually require them. One
gentleman told me the other day that he
spent over '£1,000 in the purchase of'
articles shown at the Exhibition, although
he did not really need them. I have 110
hesitation in saying that, through the instrumentality of the Exhibition, many
thousands of pounds were added to the
Oustoms revenue. I do not blame the
Treasurer for taking a sanguine view of
the prospects of the colony, but I would
not be doing my duty, as the representative
of·a commercial constituency, if I did not
express my opinion that the honorable
gentleman's estimate of ,revenue for the
ensuing year will not be realized. The
Treasurer has, no doubt, been actuated by
the best of motives in accepting the
advice of honorable members sitting in
this (the Ministerial) corner as .to the
remissions which he originally proposed in
his Budget statement. I differ materially
from some of the opinions expressed by
gentlemen sitting near me, but I know the
motives which actuated them in the advice
which they tendered to the Treasurer, antI
I firmly believe that the best thing I can
do is to give in my adhesion to the propositions now made by the Government. I
was very much astonished when the Treasurer proposed to remit the duty on tea.
In all parts of the world both free-traders
and protectionists acknowledge that tea is
a legitimate article for taxation. We constantly hear it said that the bmihen of
taxation ought to be made to fall as light
as possible upon the work-jng'man; but, as
a matter of fact, hI this country if a working man purchases only one pair of imported trousers, or two shirts, he will pay a
great deal more in the shape of customs
d.uty than he is required to contribute on
.all the tea he consumes in the course of a
year. In England the duty on tea is 6d.
per lb., and the revenue derived from that
source in 1881 was .£3,8G5,000. The great
majority of the people are much better off
in Victoria than in England, and surely
the working classes of the colony can well
affoni to pay a duty of 3d. per lb. on tea,
when poor struggling people in England
pay 6d. per lb. The people of England
paid £3,194,914 excise duty on beer in
1881, and yet, althoug'h the working men
of Victoria receive much higher wages than
tJ1C same classes in Englan:d, the Government now ask that the excise duty on beer
which has been in operation in this colony
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for some time shall not be continued. I
am bound, however, to agree with the proposal of the Government, for the reason
that when the duty was first imposed, at
the instance of the honorable member for
Geelong (Mr. Berry), I looked upon it
merely as a temporary tax, which was to be
removed as soon as the state of the revenue
would permit.
An HONORABLE ME1\IBER.-SO we all
said.
Mr. ZOX.-I am, therefore, bound in
honour to agree to the abrogation of the tax;
at the same time, I feel quite sure that, if
the Treasurer's expectations of revenue are
not realized, the re-imposition of the duty
will be proposed next year. A great deal
has been said about the heavy taxation
which the working men of this 'colony have
to pay, but the working women pay more
taxation than the men by a large percentage.
There is hardly an article of their wearing
apparel on which women do not pay a heavy
duty. On woollen piece goods alone women
pay '£15,000 per annum to the State; and
if any of the goods they require contain 99
per cent. of cotton and only one of woollen
a duty of 25 per cent. has to be paid upon
them. In nearly all countries, duties on
such articles as beer and tea seem to be
regarded as legitimate taxation; but I
repeat that I am bound to support the
proposal to let the beer duty lapse, inasmuch
as it was understood at the time it was
imposed that it would be a temporary tax.
The revenue was then in such a position
that the Treasurer had to issue Treasurybonds to the amount ot £500,000, but the
revenue is now so flourishing that we are
told that the beer duty can be allowed to
lapse. It may, however, happen that the
revenue will fall off in the future, and that
the loss of the beer duty will cause a deficiency. Before the Treasurer proposed
his remissions or allowed duties to lapse,
he ought to ,:have remembered what the
Tariff Commission are doing. I am a
member of the Tariff Commission, and
there seems to be a consensus of opinion
amongst the members of that commission
that a large amount of duties might be remitted without in any way interfering with
the fiscal policy of the country-that is,
with the principle of protection. The chairman of the commission, the honorable member for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams), is doing
]1is duty well and giving general satisfaction; if there is any fault to be found with
him, it is only by the protectionist members
of the commission, like_ himself, and not by
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the free-traders. The honorable member
for Fitzroy (Mr. Tucker), who is also a
member of the commission, agrees with the
opinion that many duties might be abolished
without interfering with protection. No
Government ought to interfere with the
principle of protection until the people
themselves desire that it shall be abandoned,
but, whenever any proposal is made for the
remission of duties which hamper trade, it
is always met with the cry-" You are
interfering with the protectionist policy of
the country." I think it would have been
more statesmanlike for the Treasurer to
have allowed the Tariff Commission to present their report before he proposed any
remissions of duties, and, as a member of
that commission, I object to what I conceive to be an, undue interference by the
Government with the labours of the commISSIOn. It was almost a sham for the
Government to appoint the commission if
they intended to interfere with the fiscal
policy of the country prior to the termination of the labours of the commission.
The commission ,are taking evidence day by
day; they have devoted a great deal of
time and trouble to the inquiry; and they
intend to sift the~ evidence in such a manner
that I believe Parliament and the country
will be perfectly satisfied with the result of
their labours. The Government should
have allowed the commission to complete
their work and bring up t.heir report, and
then, if the Government found that they
could remit duties, they should have based
the remissions on the recommendations of
the commission, and not ha.ve been subject
to spasmodic outbursts. Every man of
commercial experience knows that the great
injury'is done to trade by constant changes
in the Tariff. But what I am now afraid
of is .that, when the commission brilig up
their report and recommend certain remissions of duties, the Treasurer of the day
will say that the Government cannot afford
to make the remissions. I t may be easy
now to remit beer, tobacco, tea, or other
duties, but when once they are remitted it
will be difficult to re-impose any of them,
even if they are required. It may, however, be found in future that the state of
the revenue requires that the duties which
it is now proposed to remit shall be reimposed, and then a terrible cry will be raised
throughout the length and breadth of the land
against those honorable members who are
in favour of the re-imposition of the duties
as a fair means of raising revenue. In fact,
the proposal may create more dissension in
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the colony than was caused by any of the
Reform Bills introduced by the honorable
member for Geelong. I have expressed my
opinion, as a commercial man, that the
Treasurer's estimates of revenue for the next
financial year will not be realized. I shall
be delighted if I am found to be wrong, but
it will only show the marvellous elasticity
·of the resources of the colony if the estimates
are realized. It is my intention to support
the Government at this juncture, because I.
believe that they are endeavouring, to the
best of their ability, to do their duty. They
have been blamed for vacillating, but I
suppose they have seen reason to reconsider
their propositions. The person who is most
to blame for the present position of affairs
is the honorable member for Geelong. There
was a fear that the honorable membe!' might
get back to office, and that is the reason why
the Government, and also other honorable
members, have been led to modify their
views. I give the honorable member for
Geelong credit for possessing great ability;
and I believe that, if it had not been for the
terrible scare caused by the action of a
former Government of which he was the
head, political associations might have been
made with him which have not been entered
into because other politicians are afraid of
his extreme opinions. In conclusion, I will
simply repeat that I sincerely hope that the
Treasurer's estimates of revenue will be
realized, though I fear they will not be.
Mr. BARR.-Sir, I was very sorry to
hear some of the remarks of the last
speaker. It see~s to me that the statements made during the debate on the
Budget go to show plainly that it was the
steps formerly taken by the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) when Treasurer, to meet a period of commercial
depression unexampled in the history of the
colony, that led to the grand state of affairs
we now experience. I quite agree with
the remarks once made by Mr. Service that
tIle strange and unforeseen situation in
'which we were placed a year or two back
was only our share of the depression that
was being felt all over the world, intensified
by our droughts, and I certainly expected
that, on the present occasion, honorable
members opposite would show some consideration for the position in which the honorable member for Geelong was formerly
placed, and express some approval of the
action he then took, and with which at the
time they coincided. There can be no
denying that the House, as a whole, consented to the imposition of the beer and
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tobacco duties, solely because of the absolute necessity there was for additional
taxation to enable the colony to pay its
way, and only with the distinct understanding that they would be but temporary,
and remitted as soon as the state of the
revenue would allow that to be done.
Indeed, I may go further and impute the
necessity that arose for these duties to the
impossibility of coercing the other House
into an amendment of the Land Tax Act
which would bring into the revenue the
amount that was deficient under that measure. I heartily congratulate the Treasurer
on the change that has recently taken place
in the prospects of the colony, but I say
that the present state of things is only
what any reasonable man might have anticipated from the course followed by the
"Working Man's Ministry." Had the
honorable member for Geelong been in
office, I have no doubt he would have seen
his way to the remission of the beer and
tobacco duties.
Mr. BERRY.-Of both of them.
Mr. BARR.-Had something of that
sort not been anticipated, not many. honorable members would have agreed to duties
which. are objectionable, inasmuch as they
fall on only a portion of the community.
At the same time, I must remind the Treasurer that one swallow does not make a
summer, and that other causes, such as a
great falling off in the land revenue, may
arise to prevent him from again bringing.
down a surplus. Besides, we may be merely
on the top of a wave. Under these circumstances, perhaps it will be imprudent.
to make large remissions of duty until we
have floated our loan in a way to relieve us
from our responsibilities in that direction,
and in the direction of our maturing debentures.
Mr. PEARSON called attention to the
fact that a quorum of members was not
present.
.
A quorum having been formed,
Mr. BARR resumed.-In connexion with
the point I have drawn attention to, I will
remark that no duty is levied at the'
Custom-house which is so fairly and
generally 'distributed among the community
as the tea duty is. Some of the best
authorities on fiscal matters have described
such a tax as one that presses equally upon
all classes, is easily and cheaply collected, and
does not require a considerable outlay from
merchants owning the article until they are
ready to put it on the market. Every one
consumes about an equal quantity of tea,
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for doubt very much that·the consUmption'
is at all regulated by the social'position of
the consumer, and in that way the impost
complies to an unusual extent with the
conditions the leading political economists
lay down as those that ought to attach as
much as possible to customs duties. For
these reasons, I am inclined to be against a
remission of the tea duty, which has not
been asked for by any section of the community, and of which, I think, the mercantile
classes to a. man would disapprove, because
it would upset all their arrangements. Consequently I ask why, if there is to be any
remission of customs duties, should we not
hark back to the temporary taxation imposed
by the late Government to meet an exigency
which has unquestionably passed away?
Why not remit the tobacco duties? I' am
sure honorable members have expressed far
more opposition to those duties than they
have to the beer duty. I differ from the
Treasurer in regarding beer as a necessary of
the working man, but I think tobacco may'
almost be looked upon in that light.
Sir B. O'LOGRLEN.-I simply said
beer w~s a necessary of a large number of.
working' men.
Mr. BARR.-As a matter of· fact, a large
number of men are so unsociable that they
neither drink nor smoke. For myself, I
don't drink much beer, and I know numbers of working men who, although their
avocations-for instance, that of attending
to thrashing machines-are most exhausting, for months together do entirely without
beer, never requiring it, and drink only tea.
Yet I have often heard even men of that
class say-" I would do without a meal
rather thanlwithout tobacco." Again, the
duty on beer is only about a tenth of the
price of the article, whereas the duty on the
tobacco most in use amounts to one-third of
its market value. I am not now referring
to the more expensive kinds of tobacco or
cigars, which run from 8s. to lOs. per lb.,
and with respect to which the duty is little
felt, but to the kind mostly used by the
working classes in the country, the price of
which, originally 2s. per lb.-I have known
tons and tons sold at that price-is raised by
the duty to 3s. per lb. So the tobacco duties
don't fall upon the consumer at all in the
same way that the tea duty does. In fact,
they touch the working classes more than
the better-off classes. Therefore the Trea..,
surer would get much more of the support
of the former were he to say-" We will take
the duties off tobacco, but we will continue
the duty. on beer, because-beer is altogether
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an article of luxury, and the brewers are
quite content, now that it is imposed, that it
should be kept up."
Mr. GRAVES.-Because they undertake to pay none of it.
Mr. BARR.-I don't know about that.
I know many publicans don't pay the duty.
My impression is that it may be supported
from the teetotallers' point of view, that is
to say, because it decreases the quality of
the beer. Speaking from a great deal of
experience, I would very much like, in the
interest of the working classes in the country
even more than of those in the towns, to see
the tobacco duties removed, and the tea and
beer duties kept as they are. Neither of the
latter are really; felt, but the former are
keenly felt.. As to the policy of remission
of taxation originally proposed by the Treasurer, I think he did well and wisely when
he accepted the advice of gentlemen more
acquainted with the commercial world than
he can possibly be, because he must be conscious that we have no security that the
wave which has lifted us up to the acme of
prosperity will last us any considerable time.
For example, if, .with the possibility of a
European war not very remote, our· loan is
not floated very 'soon by the new Agen __
General, who seems at ,present to have done
very little for:his salary-Mr. ANDERSON.-Why he has only
just arrived in England.
Mr. BARR.-Well, I am free to say that
I would like to see the late honorable member for Boroondara distinguish himself at
home as much as he has done here. If I
might offer advice to the Treasurer, I would
urge him to get the loan floated as soon as
possible, for European affairs may very soon
get extremely complicated. In any case, I
trust the loan will be a success.
Mr. RALL.-Sir, I think it wafJ thoroughly understood when the tobacco duties
were imposed that they were only intended
to meet an emergency, and that when that
emergency was over they would be promptly
removed. I know I can find several speeches
in Hansard which bear that interpretation.
For myself, I can't at all agree with the
Government in dropping the beer duty and
re-imposing the tobacco duties. I regard
that as beginning at the wrong end. We
have over and over again been told that the
beer duty falls partly on the brewer and
partly on the publican, but we know that
the tobacco duties fall wholly on the consumer~
Some say that the beer duty falls
on the consumer, but what was the statement: nUl-de at a· recent meeting of the
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·Licensed Victuallers' Association? The
secretary of that body mentioned that they
took such an interest in the matter,and felt
it so keenly, that they would raise £10,000
to support parliamentary candidates at the
coming elections who would serve the interest
of the pUblicans by abolishing the obnoxious
impost. On the other hand, what do we
hear on the subject from the consumer?
Nothing. I think the farmers and other
classes ought to have been studied by the
Treasurer rathel' than the merchants. vVhy
'should the latter above all men be consulted
as to changes in taxation? I fancy the
honorable member for St. Kilda (Mr.
Carter), when he championed the cause of
the publicans this evening so strongly, was
bidding for a share of the £10,000. At
least that appeared to me to be the case.
How some of the members of the Ministry
can support the tobacco duties I cannot
· quite understand, in view of their former
'utterances in this Chamber. For instance,
one of them spoke as follows :-'· "It should be recollected that tobacco was a
necessity to working men. There was many a
working man who would rather go without food
than without his smoke. Therefore, it was most
injudicious to do anything calculated to raise the
· price of the article to the consumer .. The proceeding would bring odium on the Government
and their snpporters."

Another of the honorable members now on
the Treasury bench, replying to the honorable member for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams),
expressed himse~f to the following effect:"The honorable member made a tirade against
the Opposition, but did he not know that a large
number of opposition members intended to
· support the tobacco duties? It would, however,
be to their shame if they joined that political
rat, the honorable member for Kara Kara, and
others, in increasing the particular taxation they
· were returned to Parliament to lighten. No
one knew better than the honorable member for
Collingwood that the tobacco duties would be
felt by the working class.es mO.re than by any
other."

And, further on, the same honorable gentle-.
,man said"For himself, he had far too much respect for
his constituents, who were real working men, to
do anything else than set himself agaillst those
tobacco duties with all his strength."

· Where is his strength gone to now ?
Mr. BENT.-Thank you; I am getting
better.
Mr. HALL.-I hope the 11Onorable
gentleman will be strong enough to vote
against the tobacco duties. For my part,
I cannot understand these llOnorable members changing their opinions so decidedly.
Certainly I have heard nothing to justify
them in doing so. Altogether the Government have given me a great deal of trouble.
SES. 1882.-3 1)
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Three or four times have I helped to drag
them out of the mire, but if they do not
mend their ways I shall be unable to afford
them any further support.
.
Mr. PEARSON.- I tllink the last
speaker was a little hard on the Government
in taunting Ministers individually with receding from the position they took up a
year and a half ago; when they were in
opposition. At the same time, while I don't
wish to judge them by any high standard, I
also must find fault with them for abandoning the ground they formerly occupied, and
also their proposals of a week or so ago.
For my part, I concurred to a certain extent
with the propositions contained in their
original Budget; that is to say, I agreed
with the Treasurer when he told us that the
Government were prepared to remit the tea
duty. I had a little doubt at the time
whether the revenue would allow of the
concession, but, nevertheless, I felt it was
so distinctly a part of the liberal programme,
and so desirable in the interests of temperance, that I would risk something to follow
him on that point. Now, to my astonishment, he yields to the pressure of those
whom I scarcely know whether to call his
chiefs or his supporters-it is only a few
days since they put forward a no-confidence
motion against him-and tells us that he
. intends to continue the tea duty, but to
drop the beer duty. What sort of a change
is that? As far as I can see, however the
mutations of the last six weeks may be
viewed, they have been most decidedly in
the direction of showing that we ought not
to consent to any remission whatever. I
don't deny for a moment that the Government might have proposed a Budget in
which remissions of duty would have been
possible. Had they promised this year, as
they did last year, an amendment of the
Land Tax Act which would enable it to
bring in the rev-enue it was originally intended to produce-that is to say, to increase
the revenue from that source by £40,000 or
£50,000 a year-they would unquestionably
have been entitled to ask for some excise or
customs remissions. But, in fact, their
whole proposal about the land tax was from
first to last mere moonshine. There is nothing to show that they ever had the faintest
intentions of redeeming their promises on
that head. And we may safely say they
have no idea of doing anything of the kind
this session.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I stated in my
Budget speech that the Government had no
intention o£ increasing tbe l~lld tax ~s W~
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proposed to do last year, because other taxation was to be removed.
Mr. PEARSON.-vVe, on the opposition side, have no desire to press the present
Government to take up the Land Tax Act
Amendment Bill in the shape in which the
late Government passed it through the Assembly. I have always contended that they
are not bound to take up the measure of
their predecessors. But, when the Treasurer
says he is not prepared to adhere to his
plan of placing the land tax on the basis
originally intended, I think the country has
reason to be dissatisfied with the statement.
Let us look at the circumstances under which
the Budget was proposed. The Treasurer
had gained £200,000 by not having to pay
that sum into the railway loan liquidation
and construction account; he had saved
£80,000, which ought to have been charged
to revenue account for school buildings, by
charging it to loan account, and he is preparing to borrow £200,000 for the same
purpose. In that way £480,000 is accounted for.
Mr. ANDERSON.-It must be remembered that he paid off £500,000 of the
obligations of the last Government.
J\ir. PEARSON.-But he came in for
the surplus left by the late Government. I
do not think that, under the circumstances,
his financial position entitles him to ask for
remissions. We must also bear in mind that
he proposes an increase of expenditure in
almost every public department. Then what
is the present position of affairs? Within
the last month we have known that money
is likely to get tight, and within the last
week we have lea.rned that England is committing herself to a policy which will undoubtedly lead to a large expenditure of a
certain kind. Of course, we all hope there
will not be a war, but, even assuming that
there will be none, we know that warlike
preparations, such as sending troops from
Iudia and Malta, and putting men-of-war
into commission, cannot cost less than
£4,000,000 or £5,000,000, and that in
the face of that outlay we shall find it more
difficult than it might have been to raise
the loan we require. At all eYents, such a
time is not one for the remission of duties.
Then see the position in which I, for one,
am placed. I wish to support tho Government in maintaining the revenue. I oppose
the taxation of tobacco 011 principle, and,
not liking this constant indebtedness and
knowing the enormous yalue of a good
credit balance, I desire above all things to
see the finances of the colony placed on a
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solid basis. But if I vote with the Government on the present occasion I begin at the
wrong end, for the beer duty will be remitted without the House being consulted,
and. £100,000 will be wasted in a most objectionable manner. If we are to remove
taxation, I would like to begin with tea, go
on with tobacco, and, if the revenue allowed
it, finish with beer. . Upon the whole, I am
bound. to vote against tlie maintenance of
the tobacco duties, simply because I want
to force the Government to raise the money
they require in a less objectionable manner.
Mr. O'CALLAGHAN.-Sir, if the remission of the beer duty is not carried out,
a great wrong will be done. What is the
history of that duty? . It was brought
forward at a time when the country was
suffering, and honorable members sitting
behind the late Government who proposed
it were opposed to it, but they gave way in
order to restore the revenue to a proper
condition. The honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry), ·has been magnanimous
enough to say he is now against continuing
the beer duty, so the question of remitting
it cannot be a party one. Some honorable
members assert that the tax falls on the
publican: All the worse· for the publican.
Moreover, that makes it a class tax. Who
are the publicans of the country? I don't
know what they are in Melbourne, but in
the country they are strong in the shire
councils and other public bodies, and they
are the largest ratepayeis. I· know one
publican, and he is not a rich one, who pays
£200 a year in beer duty. It will be a
scandalous breach of public faith if the remission of the beer duty is not carried out.
Mr. LAURENS moved that progress
be reported. He observed that the Government would acquit him of eyer having been
guilty of "s~one-walling," but, as he had
been waiting ·for the past month to say
something on the Budget, he trusted that
the Government would not ask him to
address his remarks to a thin House at so
late an hour.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN observed that the
honorable member would haye an opportunity of stating his yiews when the resolution was reported. A number of members
had stopped in the hope of doing some
business that night, but, if progress was
reported now, the debate would start afresh
on Tuesday.
Mr. RIOHARDSON thought the Treasurer might fairly concede the request of
the honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr. Laurens).
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Mr. ANDERSON expressed the hope
that the Treasurer would not give way. A
number of country members had, at great
inconvenience, stopped to see the debate out
that night, and they were quite ready to
listen to the honorable member for North
Melbourne (Mr. Laurens). It was not yet
eleven o'clock, and the honorable member's
speech would be reported.
The committee divided on the motion to
report progressAyes ..•
12
Noes •••
21
Majority against the motion

9

AYES.

Mr. Berry,
" A. T. Clark,
" Dow,
" Fisher,
" Gardiner,
" Hall,
" Laurens,

Mr. Longmore,
" Pearson,
OJ
Richardson.
Tellers.

Mr. Barr,
" Mirams.
NOES.

Mr. Anderson,
" Bent,
" Bolton,
" Burrowes,
" Carter,
" Francili,
,. Gibb,
" Grant,
" Graves,
" Kel"s,
" McIntyre,

Dr. Madden,
Mr.O'Callagban,
" Officer,
Sir B. O'Loghlen,
Mr. Orkney,
" Toohey,
" Walsh,
" Zox.
Tellers.

Mr. Harris,
" Langdon.

Mr. WALSH suggested that, as the
honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr. Laurens) was desirous of addressing
the committee, and had, he (Mr. Walsh)
believed, prepared himself with some important particulars, it might be arranged that
the honorable member should commence
his remarks now, go on for half-an-hour,
and finish his speech on Tuesday.
Mr. BERRY said the oourse suggested
by the honorable member for East Melbourne (Mr. Walsh) was a reasonable one.
This was altogether an exceptional debate,
and, when it closed, the general discussion
could not be renewed. He thought the
honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr; Laurens) was not the only one who
wanted to speak. He (Mr. Berry) had
been anxious to hear the honorable member
for Warrnambool, and had been reserving
his own remarks until he had spoken. He
understood that honorable member to intimate tl~e previous week tl1at he would move
in Committee of Ways and Means the same
proposition as that which he submitted to
the House, and afterwards withdrew. The
honorable member, however, had not said
a word on the matter since, and he (Mr.
Berry). thought the committee had a right
3p2
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to hear from the honorable member what
his views were. He (Mr. Berry) found
himself in a very awkward position, be-.
cause, although he desired to speak, he did
not wish to do so until he had heard the
honorable member for Warrnambool's explanation. It would be extremely inconvenient to close the debate in a thin House
that night, and, if progress was reported
now, there was little doubt that the discussion would be terminated early on Tuesday.
He did not think that much would be
gained by asking the honorable member for
North Melbourne to divide his speech.
Mr. FRANCIS observed that he regretted that the honorable member for
Geelong (Mr. Berry), who could speak so
forcibly and impre~sively, should have refrained from addressing the committee on
account of waiting for him. He was not
prepared to move any amendment, because
he was entirely with the Government on the
tobacco duties. He made a full explanation elsewhere of the'reasons which induced
, him not to proceed further with the resolution he proposed in the .,House, and he
might state that, as far as an exposition
could be given of accord and unanimity,
the gentlemen who acted with him were
fully satisfied with the course he was taking.
The concessions made by the Government
were so close to what he demanded that he
did not mean to proceed with the resolution.
(Mr. Berry-" That is all I wanted the
honorable member to state.") The honorable member for Geelong was quite off
the track if he assumed that there was
any embarrassment or absence of unanimity
among those who were acting with him
I (Mr.
Francis), for there was not. With
regard to the question of reporting progress,
he knew from long experience that, when a
considerable minority made up their minds
that business should not go on, it would be
only inflicting punishment on themselves,
without accomplishing any good results, for
the majority to try to press matters beyond
that point. His advice to the 'Treasurer,
therefore, would be to accept the inevitable,
and report progress.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN moved that progress be reported.
Mr. A. T. CLARK observed that, of
course, he had no objection to progress
being reported, but he regretted that the
Treasurer had not exhibited more " back.
bone" than he had done. He thought that
matters had now arrived at such a point
that honorable members should thoroughly
understand that the honorable member for
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Warrnambool, as the recognised leader of a was that the honorable member who jnmped
certain party, hitd come to' the conclusion the leadership on that occasion had to sucthat, .no motiol~ of any sort hostile to the cumb, and he (Mr. Longmore) believed the
Budget proposals of the Government was lamentable outcome of the whole affair was
to come from that party. He thought it that that honorable member was not in "the
was about time honorable members began to next arrangements." He could assure the
conduct the business of the count1"y as men; honorable member for Williamstown that
and did not allow theniselves to be hum- if 'he rushed in "where angels fear to tread"
bugged night after night by bogus motions. he would be sorry for doing so, because
He would now tell the honorable member gentlemen who had rushed into that posifor Warrnambool that, after to-night, he tion on former occasions had paid dearly
might exercise his power to the utmost, but, for it. He hdp"ed th~ honotable member
no matter what occurred during the session, in :future would confine himself to looking
the honorable member would have to fitee aft~r the Cerberus, and se~ing that ,she was
~he ~ifficulty that he would neither be able kept in a fit state to meet any 'enemy that
to change the Government nor rpake the might come into Port' Phillip Bay, and
'smallest alteration in its composition until would let the leadership of the liberal 'party
'Parliament was dissolved, and it was re- remain where it was., Badly as the position
mitted to the country to be dealt with. In was filled, it was filled with more dignity
'saying that, however, he wished it to be than w'oilld be imparted to" it if it ~ere
understood that he would continue to hold jumped by the honorable member.
himself at liberty "to criticise both the
The motion for, reporting prog;ress was
'administrative 'acts and legislative proposals then agreed to, and progress was reported
of the Government; and he ,vould vote accordingly.
'against the re-imposition of the tobacco
The House adjourned at ,eleven o'cl<?ck,
'duties, which were put on in an emergency until Tuesday , ,July 4.
"
:which the "late Government had" to face.
:But as to the Ministry, after the vacillating
c6liduc~ he had seen "come from 'the' MinisLEGISLA,TIVE COUNCIL.
terial corner, he preferred to allow them to
T1tesday, July 4, 1882.
be judged by the cOIUltry.
Mr. CARTER said he had to congratulate Assent to Bills-Old ,Colonists' Association Bill-Building
'the great liberal party on their new leader,
Societies Act Amendment Bill-Tra.mways Bill.
for the honorable member for Williamstown
----------"
.
had spoken, not only for himself, but on
The PRESIDENT took the chair at twenty.
behalf of the party. The honorable member three minutes to five o'clock p.m., and read
for Geelong (Mr. Berry) had not yet an- the prayer.
nounced that he had abdicated his functions,
ASSENT TO BILLS.
but, as he (Mr. Carter) wished always to
The
Hon.
F. S. DOBSON presented a.
give honour where honour was due, he
, would be glad if the honorable member for message from the Governor, intimating that,
Williamstown would inform the House if in on the 29th June, at Government House,
future he, and not the honorable member ,His Excellency gave his assent to the
for Geelong, was to be addressed as the Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill and
the Consolidated Revenue (£1,038,450)
'
'leader of the party. ,
Mr. LONGMORE observed thathefound Bill.
it necessary to repudiate the leadership of
OLD COLONISTS' ASSOCIATION
the honorable member for Williamstown. It
BILL.
.
. was only a week or ten days ago' that the
was
received
from
the
Legislative
This
Bill
position of leader was jumped by another
'honorable member sitting on the front Assembly.
opposition bench,but a large "number of
BUILDING SOCIETIES ACT
the party-privately he might say-repu~
AMENDMENT BILL.
diated the leadership of that honorable
,This Bill was received from the Legislative
'member, and informed the real leader of Assembly, and, on the motion of the Hon.
the liberal party that, if he did not bring J. MACBAIN, was read a first time.
forward an amendment upon the honorable
TRAMWAYS BILL.
member's motion on the grand Irish difficulty, they would vote with the conservatives
The Hon. H. CUTHBERT asked perill the Ministt;}rial'CQrner; The consequence mission to move, without 'notice, for leave
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to introduce a Bill for the construction and
maintenance of tramways. He said that
a Bill relating to the subject had already
been introduced elsewhere, but it referred
only to Melbourne and its suburbs, whereas
~he measure he had in view was designed to
.deal with tramway construction in a far
~ore comprehensive manner, by conferring
upon all the municipalities of the colony the
right to make tramways, with the condition
that, if they did not wish to exercise it, they
might lease it either to an individual or to a
compa~y.

, The PRESIDENT.-The motion cannot
he proposed without notice, if any honorable
member objects.
The Hon. W. McCULLOCH stated that
pe objected.
Mr. CUTHBERT gave notice that he
would, on the following Tuesday, move for
leave to bring in the Bill..
. The House adjourned at twelve minutes
to five o'clock, until Tuesday, July 11.
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table 'of the House has been removed from
the Ohamber and brought back slightly
altered, and that the Olerk has felt compelled to write to the department by which
it was origin~ny furnished to inquire if the
altered document is the saine as that laid
on the table by the Minister. I wish to.
point out that every honorable member is
entitled to see such papers, but no. person
is justified in removing them from the
custody of the Olerk, who. is responsible for
their possession as records of the House.
STATE SOHOOL BUILDINGS.
CHARGES AGAINST OFFICERS. .

Mr. TUCKER (who, to put himself in
order, moved the adjournment of the House)
said he felt it his duty to .state pretty fully
the reasons which had induced him to give
notice of his intention to ask ho.W the
Minister of Public Instruction intended
to deal with certain charges, specified and
made in writing, against the head of the
architectural branch of the Education department and an inspector of works, with
to. the erection and repair of
,LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. reference
State school buildings. A short time
T~tesday, J~tly 4, 1882.
ago, an officer in the employment of the
Government made some very serious
Irregular Petition-Dooumentsin the Custody olthe Clerk of charges against the head of the architect's
the House - State School Buildings: Charges against
branch of the Education department and
Public Officers-Coranderrk Aboriginal Station-Looal
Government La.ws Amendment Bill-The Police-Publio an inspector of works on matters relating
Instruction: School Accommodation-Irrigation-Water
to the repair of State school buildings
Trains - Parliament House - Factories and Workshops
throughout the colony. Since he gave
Bill- Durham Ox Police Station - Ways and Means:
notice of his question,. he had heard· that
Tobacco Duties: Debate on the Budget: Sixth Night.
the Minister did not think it necessary to
The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past go into the charges, but remitted them to
four o'clock p.m.
the Inspector-General of .Public orks to
report or express an opinion thereon. The
IRREGULAR PETITION.
expenditure on the repair of State school
The SPEAKER said-The Clerk has buildings had been thought a matter of so
called my attention to the fact that the much importance by the Audit Oommispetition presented to the House by the sioners that they had brought it under the
honorable member for Emerald Hill (Mr. attention of Parliament in one of their reNimmo) last week was signed by certain ports. A sum of £20,000 appeared on the
petitioners, but that on the other side there Estimates of the current year for the repair of
.was a reservation or explanation from some school buildings; last year a similar amount
of the petitioners. I am not aware that a was voted; in the year 1880-1, £15,000
'petition with such a reservation or explana- was voted; and in the year before that,
tion was ever presented before; but it has £10,000. The amount required for the
already been ordered to be laid on. the table, repair of school buildings had therefore
and· it would therefore be well, perhaps, if gradually increased. The charges brought
the honorable member who presented the against the head of the architectural branch
.petition would consult with the Clerk of the Education department and an inspecto.r of works had direct reference to
.concerning it.
this matter, which had also formed one of
PAPERS IN THE CUSTODY OF
"the principal 'subjects of inquiry by the
THE OLERIC
Royal Oommission on Education. The
.The SPEAKER.-I desire to call at-· House ought to be informed of the fact
:tep.~io.ri·to. the. fa9t tha~ a r~turl~ Iltid o.n the •. ~hat .the o.fficer who. .bro.ught the charges
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was, at the 'time 'he preferred them, himself
under a charge, which he (Mr. Tucker),
having known the gentleman for several
years, had every reason to believe
was perfectly groundless. That charge
was inquired into by a board, but the
officer, when before the board, was precluded from going into the counter-charges
which he preferred against other officers.
Had he been allowed to do so, he would
have clearly shown the animus with which
he had been pursued ever since he became
an officer of. the department, about six
years ago. In the Argus of December 2,
1881, and January 4, 1882, there were
leading articles containing severe strictures
on the architectural branch of the Education department. The officer in question
expressed the opinion that every word in
those articles was true; and, strangely
enough, a trumpery charge was brought
against him a few days afterwards, he was
suspended for five months, and the charge
was inquired into by a board whose report
had been sent back for reconsideration.
He (Mr. Tucker) thought the House would
disapprove of charges of the character of
those made by this officer being referred to
the Inspector-General of Public Works,
because adopting that course was simply
asking one officer occupying a high position
in the public service to report on the conduct
of another officer also occupying a high
position. It was a particularly indiscreet
and improper thing to do in view of the
probability of the House having to decide
on the question of the amalgamation of the
architectural branch of the Education
department with the Public Works' department. The officer in question formulated
certain charges, showing clearly how it was
that such an enormous expenditure for the
repair of school buildings had been incurred
in years past. He declared in writing as
follows : cc I charge these gentlemen with allowing contractors to execute work in defiance of specifications, to the loss of the'department, and I often
told each of them so myself. In consequence of
the manner in which the school buildings have
been erected, I say the item for repairs will,
year by year, be an increasing one, and quite
be,Yond what it should be if the works were even
fauly constructed, . . . I assert that the strictures of the Argus leader of December 12, 1881,
are absolutely correct, to my knowledge. I have
always publicly said so, and this accounts for
the animus against me by Mr. Bastow and Mr.
,Dobbie."
He also gave a list of the schools where bad
work had been allowed to be carried out.
The matter was of very great importance,
and should be investigated by some tribunal.
Mr. Tucker.

Oha14ges against Officers.

There were a large number of portable
schools which the officer in question declared
to be a disgrace to the colony and to the
men who designed them. A return, which
was laid on the table the other day, showed
that the architectural branch of the Educationdepartmenthad been incapable of designing schools which it ought to have designed,
as the department had had to go outside to
get plans and specifications for £80,000
worth of schools. As the work of supervision and t)1e general expenses of the
architect's branch cost 11 per cent. of the
total expenditure on the erection of the
school buildings, while outside the department such charges did not exceed 5 per
cent., there were very good reasons why
inquiry should be made into the matter.
With respect to the portable schools, some
time ago one of those buildings was burnt
to the ground, in consequence of a proper
foundation not having been provided for
the iron chimney. As already mentioned,
the officer in question, when he preferred
his charges against the head of the architectural branch and an inspector of works,
was under a charge himself. He was accused
of having, three or four years before,
travelled second-class on the railways, and
charged first-class fare. He (Mr. Tucker)
could assure honorable members that the
man came to him about the time that the
thing first occurred, ,and told him that he
had been instructed by his superior officer
that he must charge first-class fare, even
though he travelled second-class. The
officer thought this was a very strange instruction, and asked him (Mr. Tucker) what
his opinion was about it. No accusation
was made against him of making an
improper charge for travelling expenses until
February this year, after he had rendered
himself very obnoxious to some of the,
officers above him. He had not scrupled
to tell those officers that he could not pass
certain works, and he particularly mentioned
a school at Donald, the brickwork of which,
after being erected to the height of seven or
eight feet, had to be pulled down iIi order
that the foundations of the building might
be raised. The first intimation he had of
any charge against him was on the 1st
February last, and on the lIth he wrote a
reply stating that he did, in several in·
stances, travel second-class and charge first.
class fare, that he had authority to do S01
and that, if the records of four years previ ..
ously were looked at, it would be seen that
the inspector altered his account. The de·
partment did not reply to this letter, but

State School Buildings.

[JULY

sent an officer all about the country to try
und rnke up something else. On the 24th
of February an accusation was made against
him of charging excessive railway fare three
years ago, or, at all events, between two
und three years ago. Some of the charges
made against him certainly related to what
had occurred at a more recent date, but
they were abandoned before the board of
inquiry. Three days after the second charge
was made against him, the officer sent an
answer to the department, and subsequently
he wrote as follows : " If you won't inquire into my case, I will go
before the Royal Commission on Education and
ask what is to be done."
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the Education department were under consideration in Committee of Supply. The
charges against the head of the architectural branch of the Education department and
another officer were made, as the honorable
member was aware, by an officer who was
under suspension at the time. That officer
was found guilty of the offence wi~h which
he was accused, and he (Mr. Grant) thought
it right to dispense with his services. As
to the charges which that officer preferred
against his superior officers, the following
memorandum had been written by the Secretary of the department : "The charges preferred against the architect
of the department and an inspector of works
had reference to the alleged ill construction of
several school buildings, and to deviations from
the plans and specifications,' whereby it was
represented that considerable loss has been sustained by the State. The charges were referred
for explanation to the inspector of works, who
furnished detailed reports on the several cases.
These were· considered by the architect to
wholly eXCUlpate the inspector from any charge
of laxity in the supervision of works intrusted
to him, and his memorandum justifying the
general character of the work done by the department was submitted to the Mimster. As
the questions raised were of a technical nature,
the Minister requested the Inspector-General of
Public Works to peruse and advise upon the
case, and that gentleman, after a perusal of all
the papers, and consideration of the qnarter
whence the charges emanated, viz., from an
officer nnder suspension for a serious offence,
expressed his opinion that no importance should
be attached to the charges. It was, therefore,
deemed unnecessary to take any further action,
and the complainant was informed accordingly.
A second charge was brought against the same
inspector of having accepted-a gold watch from
contractors. The preseutation was made on the
occasion of the inspector being transferred to
another district, and was sanctioned by the then
Minister."

He then obtained the most prompt reply
that he received during the whole eon'espondence. The reply was received two days
afterwards, and told him that he must not go
before the Royal commission, as it would
be a grave breach of discipline for him to do
so; Afterwards, the officer was informed
that his services were dispensed with. He
(Mr. Tucker) did not advocate either one
side or the other, nor did he wish to prejudice the case in any way, but he' thought
that, under the circumstances, a thorough
investigation should be made into. the whole
matter. If it could be shown that the officer
in question had for six years incurred the
oci.ium of his superior officers because he
would not allow work to be carried out contrary to the plans and specifications, justice
certainly ought to be done to him. One'of
the charges which he made against the inspector of works was that that officer 1'e.ceived a certain gift from some contractors.
That was a charge which ought to be inves- It was not the practice to entertain charges
tigated in 'the interests of the department as of the kind referred to when they were made
well as the public. The fact that the expense by an officer who was under suspension at
of the architectural branch of the depart- the time he preferred them. U ncler the
ment was 11 per cent. of the gross total circumstances, he (MI'. Grant) thought thnt
cost of the erection and maintenance of the he had donc all that he could be expected
.school buildings was one which must be to do; but, if the honorable member for
looked into. He hoped that the Minister Fitzroy believed that a case could be made
would reconsider the case,and causea search- out against the architectural branch of the
ing inquiry to be instituted into the charges Education department, he could move for all
inquiry by a select committee of the House.
made by the officer in question.
Mr. LANGRIDGE seconded the motion
Mr. BELL stated that he felt it his duty
for adjournment.
·to offer some remarks in justice to two
Mr. G RANT said he had not the slightest gentlemen who had ~o opportunity of reidea, when the honorable member for Fitz- plying to what had just been said about
roy (Mr. Tucker) gave his notice of question, them. The officer who had made charges
that it was the honorable member's intention against them was kept in the public service
to move the adjournment of the House in for a considerable time cntirely through the
order to raise a discussion on the subject. influence of the honorable member for
He thought it would have been much more Fitzroy (Mr. Tucker), against the wish of
convenient if the honorable member had re- the department ill which he was employed,
served. his remarks until the estimates for and of every person connected with the
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erectiOli of school buildings. He (Mr. Bell) the school buildings. If the supervision of
had had a great deal to do with contracts that kind of work was to cost 11 per cent.,
for school buildings, and he believed there it was time that the matter was looked
were no men in existence more honest than into.
the officers who had the superintendence of
Mr. McKEAN observed that serious loss
the carrying out of those contracts. He was caused to the State. by having separate
was sure that Mr. Bastow, the architect of staffs in connexion with the Public Works
the department, would not do a wrong or department, the Railway department, and
sanction a wrong for the world ; and neither the Education department for the superMr. Fin,dlay nor Mr. Dobbie, the inspectors vision of public buildings. The erection
of works, would favour any contractor in the and supervision of all Government buildings
slightest degree. They were, both of them, should be carried out by one staff of officers,
gentlemen incapable of doing injustice to the instead of the duty being divided amongst
State. On the other hand, Mr. Garritty- three staffs as at present. It sometimes
the officer who had preferred the charges- happened that in one town there were three
made himself extremely obnoxious. He officers at the same -time inspecting three
wanted to rule everybody and everything. different buildings. That was not the way
He had to be removed from Melbourne to in which any private individual would conSandhurst, and thence to Ballarat-a place duct Ilis business. He would impress upon
of refuge for such-like characters. He would the Government the necessity for amalganave had to leave the department long ago mating the architectural and building staffs
if he had not been kept there a.t the instance of the three departments and placing them
of the honorable member for Fitzroy. (Mr. under one practical head.
Tucker-" That is not true.") Of course he
Major. SMITH said the statement of the
accepted the denial, but it was certainly honorable member for Stawell, with referunderstood at Ballarat that Mr. Garritty ence to the cost of supervising the erection
was kept in the department through the in- of State schools, was misleading. When
fluence of the honorable member who had the Education department was expending a
now championed his case. At all events, it large amount of money in building schools,
was the fact that protests had been made the percentage of the cost of supervision
against the conduct of the officer before the was very low ; but when the amount at the
charges which led to his dismissal were disposal of the department was comparatively
JJrought forward against him. Not only did small, the percentage, of course, was increased,
he charge first-class railway fare when he because the same staff had to be maintained.
travelled second-class, but he charged more No public buildings were carried out at a less
for buggy hire than he actually paid. (Mr. percentage for supervision than the State
Tucker-" He denies it.") There were docu- schools when a reasonable amount of money
ments to prove the case. However, he (Mr. was being expended in the erection of schools.
Bell) would not go further into the matter. While he was Minister of Public Instruction,
What he principally rose for was to object he found Mr. Bastow to be a most consciento charges being brought against two officers tious, honest, straightforward servant of the
of high character, who were not present to State. On the other hand, complaints were
made against Mr. Ga:rritty. It was reported
defend themselves.
Mr. vVOODS said he wisheLl to call that he was disobedient-that he would not
the special attention of the Minister of carry out the orders of his superior officers.
Public Instruction to the statement of the Eventually he was removed to the Ballarat
honorable member for Fitzroy (Mr. Tucker) ·clistrict, and placed under an officer who was
that the architectural branch of the Educa- one of the most efficient inspectors, and at
tion department cost 11 per cent. of the the same time one of the kindest of men;
total expenditure for the erection of school but complaints were still made against him.
buildings. If that was the case, the matter One of the charges preferred against him
should certainly be inquired into at once. was that he had sent in accounts for travelSuch a thing was unknown in any part of ling expenses in excess of the amount that
the world. It was quite true that some of he had actually paid; and he refused to
the schools, such as the one at St. Kild~, supply details of the expenditure when he
were all angles, roofs, windows, mullions, was asked to do so. He (Major Smith)
·and gables-everything, in short, except thought that, in the interests of Mr. Basschool-rooms-but in the country districts tow, an independent board should be ap-about eight or ten lines, and everyone of . pointecl to inquire into the charges made
;them straight, would describe the figure of aga~~st him by Mr. Garritty. He was sure
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that the result would be to entirely exonerate
Mr. Bastow.
Mi'. MIRAMS considered that the
Minister of Public Instruction had not
acted judiciously in referring the charges
against Mr. Bastow to the Inspector-General
of Public Works. To ask the head of one
department to review serious charges made
against the head of a similar branch of
another department was not a course which
would commend itself to the House or the
public as likely to lead to fair play all round.
He gathered from the remarks of the honorable member for Fitzroy (Mr. Tucker)
that the charge of which Mr. Garritty had
been found guilty was a charge of having
done something nearly four years ago,
the documents relating to which had not
been produced, and were stated to be lost.
vVhy was he not charged with an offence of
a later date, the documents as to which
could be produced, so that, if guilty, he
might be fairly convicted? If he wasjn the
habit of travelling second-class and charging first-class fare during a period of four
years, surely it was not necessary to go back
.four years to establish ~ case against him.
The charges which Mr. Garrittymade against
his superior officer were of such a serious
character that the Minister would do well to
accept the suggestion of his predecessor in
office, and appoint a board to inquire into the
matter.
. Mr. TUCKER stated that Mr. Garritty
.was appointed by the late Mr. Ramsay, and
.that he (Mr. Tucker) had nothing to do
with the appointment. One of the charges
preferred by Mr. Garritty was that, in the
erection of a school at Horsham, material
was allowed to be used contrary to the
specific~tions, and he (Mr. Tucker) was
informed that the honorable member for
Ballarat West (Mr. Bell) -knew who was
.the contractor for building that school. He
had used no influence in behalf of Mr.
Garritty. He had done no more for him
than he would do for his humblest constituent, namely, endeavour to see that he got
justice. For years, Garritty was subjected
to the animus which his superior officers had
against him.
CORANDERRK ABORIGINAL
STATION.
Mr. DOW mentioned that, something like
a month ago, the Chief Secretary intimated
that in about a fortnight he would bring
under the notice of the House the report of
the board 'appointed to inquire into the
management of the aboriginal station at
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Coranderrk, thus leading the House to
suppose that he would not take any action
until it had the opportunity of considering
the report. However, the last Gazette
showed very positively that the honorable
gentleman had done something. Under
these circumstances, he (Mr. Dow) was
anxious to know when the House would have
the opportunity of considering the report.
The motion for the adjournment of the
House was put and negatived.
PETITION.
A petition was presented by Mr. KEYS,
from owners and occupiers of property at
East Toorak, Malvern, South Hawthorn,
Boroondara, and Glen Iris, in favour of the
line from Pic-Nic to Glen Iris provided for
in the Railway Construction Bill.
LOCAL GOVERNMENT LAWS
AMENDMENT BILL.
Mr. MASON asked the Minister of
Public· Worl\:s when this Bill would be
printed :tnd circulated?
Mr. C. YOUNG stated that the Bill
was set down for second reading, but when
the order of the day would be moved would
depend upon the progress made with public
business already before the House. However, there would be plenty of time between
the circulation of the Bill and the moving of
the second reading.
THE POLICE .
Mr. HARRIS inquired of the Premier
when additional inspectors of police, as recommended by the Chief Commissioner,
.
would be appointed?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said the Government had the matter under consideration,
and would shortly be in a position to make
the appointments .
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
Mr. DOvV asked the Minister of Public
Instruction when he would be able to supply
school accommodation to the township of
New Bendigo, near St. Arnaud?
Mr. GRANT replied that·the application
for a school at New Bendigo had been referred to the district inspector for a report,
and that on the receipt of the report the
nuttter would be promptly dealt with.
Mr. FISHER inquired when steps would
be taken to provide suitable school buildings
at Durham Ox, Loddon Vale, and Mincha
South? The present accommodation at the
plac.es named was so bad tb,atj~ afforded no
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protection to the children who attended
school from the inclemency or the weather
in winter or the heat in summer.
lVIr. GRANT, in reply, read the following
memorandum : "DURRA1\[ Ox.-It-is not considered that there
is any real necessity for _providing a better
building at Durham Ox. The average attendance for the past six months has been under 30,
while the present school-room with the attached
quarters, which are also used for school purposes, will accommodate at least 50 children.
"LonnON VALE.-The present leased building
furnishes sufficient accommodation, and is being
~rovided with a stove to render it comfortable.
There appears, therefore, to be no immediate necessity for the erection of a new building.
"MINORA SouTR.-In this case also, the leased
building, a weatherboard church, provides ample
accommodation, and is considered to be fairly
suitable for all requirements.
"In dealing with applications for new schools,
and in deciding upon the comparative urgency
of cases brought under its notice, it is the practice
of the department to give precedence to places
where leased buildings are not available.
"G. WILSON BROWN, Secretary."

IRRIGATION.
Mr. DEAKIN asked the Minister of
Water Supply whether he would place the
sum of £5,000 upon the Supplementary
Estimates to\ provide for the head works of
,Mr. Gordon's irrigation scheme at Bacchus
Marsh? The case was entirely exceptional
-so exceptional, indeed, that there need
be no fear that it would form a precedent. The Ministry had obtained a vote
of money for certain districts in the northern
part of the colony, which they considered
stood in need of water supply, and had good
claims for assistance. But the Minister of
Water Supply was sufficiently acquainted
with Bacchus Marsh to be convinced that
that district had unusual claims upon the
Government. The irrigation scheme planned
by Mr. Gordon would supply not only the
locality known as Bacchus Marsh, but a
large portion of the surrounding district,
the inhabitants of which could not be considered wealthy people. On the contrary,
there was no part of the colony, not even the
northern districts-except those which were
least settled-which had suffered more severely from the drought of the last few
years than Bacchus Marsh. If the northern
'districts had any claim upon the Government because they had suffered for want of
water, so also had the district of Bacchus
Marsh. Bacchus Marsh was an old district. The residents there did not have land
given them; they purchased their land
from the State twenty years and more ago,
and they had been paying taxes ever since,
taxes out of which railways and water
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supply works for the benefit of other parts
of the colony had been constructed. On
these grounds, the district had a legitimate
claim upon the Government. Moreover,
Bacchus Marsh had been pronounced by
Mr. Gordon and every engineer of repute
that had examined it to be the one district
in the colony in which the experiment of
irrigation could be fully and fairly tried and
tested.
Mr. C. YOUNG observed that the
subject of irrigation was no doubt very
important, but it was not of such urgent
necessity as the construction of works for
the supply of water for domestic purposes
to the arid districts of the colony, which
was the matter at present engaging the
attention of the Government. Messrs.
Gordon and Black were giving the question
of irrigation their consideration, and that
was a question which would be dealt with
by the Government at a future day. With
regard to Bacchus Marsh, he knew no place
in the colony which had so few claims upon
the Government in connexion with the
carrying out of an irrigation scheme. The
land-holders were, for the most part,
wealthy men, and the scheme of irrigation
which had been projected would benefit but
a small number of persons.
WATER TRAINS.
Mr. HALL inquired whether the Minister of Railways intended to comply with a
request which had proceeded from Shepparton and N umurkah to be supplied with
water trains?
Mr. GRAVES (in the absence of Mr.
BENT) replied in the affirmative.
PARLIAMENT HOUSE.
Mr. ZOX asked the Chief Secretary
whether he would cause a sentinel's box to
be provided in front of Parliament House
to protect the constable on duty from the
inclemency of the weather?
Mr. GRANT said the suggestion had
already been anticipated.
FACTORIES AND WORKSHOPS
BILL.
Mr. WALSH asked the Chief Secretary
when he expected to be in a position to
introd uce the Factories and Workshops
Bill promised in the Governor's ,speech at
the commencement of the session?
Mr. GRANT said he hoped to be able
to bring in the measure in the course of
ten days.
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DURHAM OX POLICE STATION.
Mr. FISHER asked the Chief Secretary
whether anything had been done towards
repairing the police quarters at Durham'
Ox ?
Mr. GRANT said the Chief Commissioner had received a report from the constable stationed at Durham Ox (himself a
carpenter by trade) in which it was stated
that he had repaired the roof of th.e police
quarters and made it watertight.
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the Assembly will be deliberately breaking
faith with the public if it allows the tobacco
duties to be re-imposed, there is the grievance
that land is not paying its extra £70,000,
and that the whole of the new taxation, now
that it is found rather convenient and easy
of collection, is placed on the shoulders of
labour.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I don't see that.
Mr. WOODS.-I see it plain enough.
Tobacco is not a luxury but a necessary to
a large number of the producing population.
DEBATE ON THE BUDGET.
There are people who, because they don't
SIXTH NIGHT.
use tobacco, say it is a luxury, but they ftre
The House having resolved itself into a very small number. Moreover, the proCommittee of Ways and Means,
posals of the Government are proposals
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN said-I desire to which will only eventuate in creating one
inform the committee that I have had or two gigantic monopolies of tobacco manuprinted, this day, corrected finance tables facture in the colony. The sum of £250 is
which show the exact balance to credit at to be paid per annum for a licence to manuthe close of the financial year which has just facture tobacco or cigars or snuff, or anyexpired-the financial year 1881-2. The thing of that sort.
surplus, instead of being £73,000-the sum
Mr. MIRAMS.-Tha"t does not depend
anticipated when I submitted the Budget upon the duty.
.
statement-is £98,000, and, if to that
Mr. WOODS.-Bnt it is all in the one
amount be added the £305,000 dedicated to resolution submitted by the Treasurer, the
the redemption of Treasury-bonds, it will be whole of which I object to. It is only a
seen that the actual revenue for 1881-2 ex- large manufacturer who will be able to pay
ceeded the actual expenditure for that year a licence-fee of £250 per annum. Such
by £403,000. This is a much more favor- restrictions are calculated, if not to kill the
able result than I calculated upon.
trade, to force it into a few hands. I know
The debate on the Budget and on the it is argued that if .there were only a duty
amended financial proposals submitted by Sir on tobacco, and that if the article were manuBryan O'Loghlen (adjourned from Thurs- factured in different parts of the colony, the
day, June 29) was then resumed.
number of inspectors would have to be
Mr. WOODS.-Sir, I intend to oppose multiplied to such an extent that the duty
the proposition of the Government to con- would be of no value for revenue purposes.
tinue the excise duties on tobacco. I look But, surely, there are ways out of that diffiupon those duties as handicapping a parti- ,culty. It is very well known where tobacco
cular industry on the one hand, and punish-' is grown, and it is a very difficult thing to
ing the producing classes on the other. smuggle in manufactured tobacco from the
When the tobacco and beer duties were first other colonies. That being so, why should
imposed, a promise was made by the Go- not the duty be fixed on the tobacco leaf
vermnent of the day, and therefore by the before it goes to be manufactured? Let
Assembly, that they should expire at a cer- those who want to manufacture tobacco take
tain time. I consider that promise ought the unmanufactured article out of a sort of
to be observed. Faith ought to be kept with Government bond, and let them manufacthe public at any risk. Another reason why ture it where they please-in their homes,
I shall oppose the proposition is that, when if they like'-just as it is manufactured at
these duties were first imposed on labour, it Hamburg, Bremen, and other towns on the
was supposed and generally believed that continent of Europe, and just as it was being
an additional £70,000 of revenue was going manufactured here until this very injudicious
to be obtained by means of an amended licence-fee came into force. I ask the Trea..
land tax, so that the total receipts from surer to re-consider this matter. I repeat
that source would be '£200,000 instead of that the re-imposition of the tobacco duties
£130,000 per annum. That expectation has must, necessarily, eventuate in one of two
not been realized. The landed proprietors things-either the destruction of the trade,
were sufficiently powerful both in the As- or the thrOWing of it into the hands of one
sembly and elsewhere to prevent it. There- or two great monopolists. For these reasons,
fore I say that, in addition to the fact that I feel compelled to oppose the proposition.
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. Mr. LAURENS.-Sir, in one sense I
am pleased that I have to address the committee after the whole returns of revenue for
.the financial year 188J:-2 have been published. Weare now removed from the
domain of speculation and estimate, and
therefore I am in a somewhat· better position
than honorable members who have preceded
me in the debate to deal with the Budget
proposals. I very much regret tht,tt the
Assembly, which has uniformly prided itself
~pon having the power of the purse-upon
having the entire control of the finances of
the country-should have shown so little
.regard for this debate, although relating to
matters which concern us all, that on the
very first night, when the honorable mem.ber for Castlemaine (Mr. Pearson) was
speaking, only some 16 or 18 members
were present. That, I think, shows an
entire want of appreciation of the many important matters which, of necessity, must
be involved in the annual Budget. With
regard to the proposal to continue the
tobacco duties, .I dei!lire to mention that in
.December, 1880, when the honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) first proposed
those duties, as one means of meeting the
large deficit which was known to exist, the
present Minister of Railways, having" stone-walled" the proposal, stated just before the
division was taken that"He had far too much respect for his constituents, who were real working men, to do anything else than set himself a~ainst these tobacco.
duties with all his strength.'
That was the statement of the honorable
member for Brighton when he had not a
'seat on the Treasury bench, about a measure
which was intended to operate only for some
six or eight months, for the purpose of
meeting part of a positive deficit. The
honorable member is now a member of a
Government that comes to this Assembly
with a proposal not to re-impose the tobacco
duties for a short period, but to make them
permanent.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.--But he is still
against them.
. Mr. LAURENS.-I believe the honor..
·able member for Brighton can be almost
anything. When the Treasurer submitted
.his Budget he expressed his congratulations,
not without reason, on the large amount of
prosperity which the country enjoyed during
,the past year. Some one interjected that
,this prosperity commenced a little prior
:to the last financial year, and the Trea,surer said that he had never claimed that
th.e prosperity was (.~ue .to him~elf ..01' his
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Q-overnment, and that,' i~ his judgment or
opinion, the renewed prosperity began in the
month of January prior to his taking·office.
. Now I would have expected from a Treasurer, who is in possession of all the official
data showing exactly when the renewed
prosperity. began, something of more certain
sound and character than a mere expression
of opinion or judgment. I can state, almost
to a day, when the renewed prosperity began.
It began, as far as official documents dis~
close, not in January, 1881, but on the 1st
October, 1880-the day;on which the International Exhibition was opened. The
Treasurer'also said that, while he disclaimed
any credit for his Government for having
brought about that prosperity,. he claimed
for them, at all events, that he had done
nothing to prevent it. To my mind, that
remark conveys. the insinuation that the
Government immediately preceding the
present must have done something· to retard
the country's prosperity.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I never said so.
Mr. LA URENS.-I am aware the Treasurer never said so, but that, I submit, is
the insinuation underlying his statement.
I beg here to state that, if a change of
Government could in iMelf bring about
suddenly, from a chaos of adversity and
depression, a state of prosperity,. that kind
of change must have been witnessed when
the Service Government took office in the
early part of Ma.rch, 1880. But what took
place then? Was there a.ny increase in the
revenue? Was the prosperity of the country
renewed? I have here a return furnished
in obedience to an order of the Assembly,
on my motion, showing the number of " unemployed" engaged on relief works when
the Berry Ministry of which the present
Treasurer was a member left office, and the
number when Mr. Service resign-ed after
holding office for five months. What does
.that return show? It shows that the
number of such men employed when the
second Berry Ministry left office was 230,
and that nhe numb~r when the Service
Ministry left office five months afterwards
was 1,182. Is not this evidence that the
time when prosperity and plenty -of employment came round was after the Service
Ministry left office? And not only were
there theM 1,182 men on the relief works
five months after the Service Government
took office, but the very day after the honorable mem,ber for Collingwood (Mr. Langridge) took charge of the Public Works
department, when the Service Government
were turned out, he wa~ m?t by ~O.o. more
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men clamoring for work, which, of cours~, he
could not give tlle.m, for every nook and
corner had been already crammed with those
seeking relief work. I have here also another return, obtained on my motion, which
shows the amount received in wharfage rates
during the five months-from March to July,
1880-when the Service Government were
in offi~e, and also the amount received in
'the corresponding five months of the follow,ing year, when the last Berry Ministry were
in office. I find that in the first-mentioned
'period the amount was £35,322, while in
the five months of the Berry Administration
It was £40,693. These facts are not evidences by any means that prosperity returned
during the time the Service Govm:nment
,were in power, yet, if it change of Government could in itself have produced the
prosperity about which we all rejoice, I have
'a fair right to conclude that prosperity must
o,f necessity have ensued when a conservative Govern~ent took office, just after a
general election, and' when there was every
'reason to believe ~hat the conservativ:e party
was to dominate for some time. I told the
Treasurer a few minutes ago that I would
'give him evidence of the exact time when
'the renewal of prosperity began.' Now the
excess of revenue for the year ending 30th
June, I881-the year of the Berry Administration - over the previous year was
£560,869. The excess of revenue for the
'year ending 30th June, 1882, over the previous year has been only £474,451. That
is a large increase, I admit, but still it is
exactly £86,418 less of an excess than
the year ending 30th June, 1881, showed
over the preceding one. Then, when we
come to the quarterly revenue, we find that
the revenue for the quarter ending 30th
, September, 1880, during part of which the
'Service Government and part the Berry
Government were in office, was less by
£41,252 than the corresponding quarter of
the previous year. But what took place at
the close of that quarter, which terminated
. just a day prior to the opening of the Ex, hibition? During the following quarter,
ending 31st December, 1880, the excess of
, revenue over the parallel quarter of the previous year was £192,518, while the quartel'
, ending 31st March, 1881, showed a similar
excess of £170,680, and the next quarter
ending 30th June, 1881-just prior to the
, present Government taking office-showed
\ an excess of revenue over the corresponding ,quarter of the previous year, when Mr.
,Ser~ice was in office, to the amount of
, £231,117, showing a total excess for' the
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Berry nine months of £594~315 over the
corresponding period of the previous year.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-We beat that
excess.
Mi'. LA URENS.-'V e will see about
that presently. I will now compare the last
nine months of the O'Loghlen Administration with the last nine months of the Berry
Administration. The revenue for the quarter
ending 31st December, 1881, exceeded that
of the corresponding quarter of the previous
year by £124,303. That is the first clear
quarter of the Treasurer's Government. The
revenue for the quarter ending 31st March,
1882, only exceeded that of the parallel
quarter of the previous year by £114,104,
and the revenue of the last quarter, of which
the official returns ,have just been published,
exceeded that of the parallel quarter of last
year by only £45,712. In other words, the
excess for the last nine months of the
O'Loghlen Ministry was only £284,119, as
against an excess of £594,315 during the
nine months of the previous year when the
Berry Ministry were in office.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The £284,000
'was on the top of the £590,000.
Mr. LAURENS.-What I wish to point
out is that the ratio of il1crease which began
during the last nine months of the Berry
Ministry has not been maintained during
the past nine months by ten shillings in the
pound. That is a point the Treasurer cminot get over. If he can get over it, I shall
resign my seat., I think I have made
it clear that not only did the renewed prosperity begin long before the present Ministry
came into office, but also that the ratio at
which it progressed during the last nine
months of the Be~ry Administration has not
since been maintained. But these are not
all the facts. There has been received
during the year of the present Administration from the sale of land £49,908 more
than was received during the previous year.
Is that frevenue such as can be taken to
indicate the pros~)crity of the country? It
has nothing to do with revenue in the sense
in which we are dealing with the term here.
A man can always make money by selling
his patrimony, but the proceeds cannot be
regarded as a portion of his income. That
amount, therefore, has to be deducted from
the excess of revenue for which the present
Government take credit, when comparing it
with the excess during the last nine months
of the Berry Ministry. Again, the amount
received from interest during the past year
exceeded that received during 1880-1 by
£13,438. 'Surely the Treasurer will not
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claim the interest paid on money lying in the
banks as revenue in the true sense of the
term. Then it is well known that the tobacco duties and the beer duty did not come
into full operation for a considerable time
after they were imposed-that they were not
in full operation during the whole of the
nine months of the Berry Administration to
which I have referred. Indeed they could
not have their full effect for a considerable
time, because it is well known that, when
the duties' were about to be put on, people
in the trade shaped their course so as to
get as much advantage as possible out of '
them. Therefore it is that a very large
amount has been received from those duties in
the year just ended in excess of the previous
year. The revenue received from the beer
excise duties in 1881-2 exceeded that of
the previous year by £36,355. The revenue
from the customs duties on tobacco and
snuff showed an excess of £17,363, while
the increase in the revenue from the excise
duties on tobacco was £42,891. Therefore,
the total of the increases for which the
Government cannot claim credit in the
sense in which I am speaking is £159,955.
If this amount be deducted from the
£474,451 received in excess of 1880-1, it
brings down the increase to £314,496, and
if deducted from the excess for the last nine
months, £284,119, it reduces it to £124,164
as against the excess of £594,315 over the
corresponding period of the preceding year
received during the last nine months of the
Berry Administration. Consequently, although I rejoice very much at the fact that
we have had an increase of revenue, and
hope the increase will continue, I think a
fair comparison shows that as between the
past nine months and the last nine months
of the Berry Administration there has been
no ad vance, but a retrogression so far as the
ratio of increase which took place during
the nine months ending 30th June, 1881,
is concerned. When I heard the great
motto, "Peace, progress, and prosperity,"
announced by the present Ministry, I asked
myself-" Has there been no prosperity
lately?" and, knowing that there had been
a large increase in the revenue, I said to
myself-" If I live, I will abide by the result
of a year; if the Government which has
just taken office can show at the expiration
of twelve months a greater ratio of increase
in the revenue than has taken place recently,
then I will believe that there is something in
their motto." After having waited those
twelve months, however, I have now shown
that the ratio of increase which had begun
Mr. Laurens.
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before they came into office has not been
maintained, and therefOl'e their cry about
"peace, progress, and prosperity" is simply nothing at all. I may ask-Where is
the peace? Have we not heard of all kinds
of political machinations going OIl? And
where is the progress, politically speaking?'
The burning question of reform was out
of the way when the Premier came into
office, and yet, comparatively speaking,
there has been no political progress made
at all. Of peace there is very little in the
departments and very little in Parliament.
Prosperity there is, but I have shown that
there was a large amount of prosperity before the Government came into office.
Mr. KERFERD.-What is prosperity?
Mr. LA URENS.-I understand prosperity to be getting plenty of money either
by the community or the individual.
Mr. KERFERD.-And is not that progress?
Mr. LA URENS.-No. My idea. of
progress, politically speaking, is going on
rapidly with measures which are beneficial
to the country-passing those measures
which have been in abeyance and waiting
for years and years. A Health Act Amendment Bill was promised me five or six years
ago, yet it seems as far away as ever, and I
have had to give notice of introducing a
small Bill myself, with the view of remedying one of the most important defects in
the Health Act. Then there is the Local
Government Act Amendment Bill and the
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, with regard to which latter measure
the Premier took credit at Lancefield. The
Bill, however, has made so little progress
that the Harbour Trust has actually given
it up in disgust. Then there is the land
tax. What progress has been made in
carrying out the announcement of the Premier, at Lancefield, when he said that he was
bent on realizing over £200,000 from land
taxation? He has not even talked about it
this session.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-I gave an explanation on the subject the other night.
Mr. LA URENS.-At Lancefield, the
honorable gentleman spoke of a free breakfast table. He said-" If we can get from
a land tax a sum of over £200,000 per annum, we, perhaps, will be able to go a little
in the direction of taking the duties off tea
or necessaries of that kind."
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I did not say
that.
Mr. LA URENS.-My authority is the
report of the honorable gentleman's speech
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in tlle Arg~t8, and I believe I am repeating
substantially what is reported.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No. I have the
report here.
Mr. LAURENS.-If I am wrong, I can
be readily corrected, but I repeat that the
honorable gentleman, in sUbstantially the
language I have used, stated that, if he
could realize over £200,000 from the land
tax he intended to introduce, he would then
be in a position to relieve the working
classes of some of the duties, such as the
duties on tea, and others of that description.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I will tell the
honorable member what I did say. I stated
that, if the revenue exceeded the amount I
then expected-if the country should be
more prosperous than I anticipated - I
hoped that remissions would be made in the
direction to which the honorable member
has referred rather than in the direction of
taking the duty off tobacco.
Mr. LAURENS .....:.The Treasurer qualifies his statement by speaking of it as the
expression of a hope. Even in that aspect,
I am sorry to say that it is a hope deferred.
I would ask the Treasurer whether he has
not found himself in a position, financially
speaking, far above what he had a right to
expect at the time he spoke at Lancefield?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Hear, hear.
Mr. LAURENS.-Surely then, if he
is in a financial position better, by some hundreds of thousands of pounds, than he ex·
pected, even without the increase from the
land tax, it might be supposed that he would.
carry out his pledge. But do I understand
the Treasurer to deny that he stated at
Lancefield that he would bring in a Bill to
impose a land tax which would produce over
£200,000 a year?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-I did say so.
Mr. LA URENS.-Is it also true that
there is nothing in the Government pro·
gramme of the present session about that
land tax?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-I will repeat
what I stated the other night. The Government do not propose, in view of the fact
that there is a surplns of revenue and that
they propose a remission of taxation, to increase the amonnt of the land tax beyond
the existing amount. They do not think
they would be justified in putting increased
taxation on a particular class of taxpayers
. when the revenue is so buoyant as it is at
present. They adhere, however, to the view
that the land tax ought to be levied on
an eq\:!-itable system, and, if they have' an
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opportunity, they will bring in a Bill to
place it on an equitable basis, but, if not,
they intend at all events to introduce a
short measure to temporarily adjust some
of the existing inequalities.
Mr. LAURENS.-I would remind the
Treasurer that this is the third session
since the Lancefield speech, and the last; J:
presume, of this Parliament, so that, practi •.
cally, the whole thing is shelved. Not only
is the land tax shelved as far as the revenue
is concerned, but there was a policy unC!.erlying the statement of. the Treasurer whiGh
has also been thrown over.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No.
Mr. LA URENS.-Certainly it has been
thrown over up to the present moment.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Wait till the
time comes.
Mr. LA URENS.-It has been a puzzle
to a great many people to' know what has
been the cause of the sudden favorable
change of fortune in this colony-how it
comes that, from the great depression, commercial and otherwise, which existed two or
three years back, things have suddenly
become so bright. Now I think that not
only the Exhibition in Melbourne, but also
that in New South vVales, have been great
factors in bringing about the change. I
believe that' even those who objected to the
proposal to' hold an International Exhibi·
tion in Melbourne must now be convinced,
however sceptical they formerly were, that it
was a step in the right direction. I am free
to admit that, when I voted for the proposition, I did so principally because I was a
member of the party which brought forward
the proposal. I supported the project with
some degree of apprehension-I thought the
undertaking was a very bold one-bu~ I am
now convinced that the Exhibition has not
a little contributed to bring about the prosperity which we now enjoy. Perhaps, however, the most important factor in producing
the present state of things was the large
increase in the exports of this colony during
the last two years, as compared with 1879.
Our exports in 1880 exceeded those in 1879
by the large sum of £3,500,389, while the
exports in 1881 were in excess of those in
1879 by £3,797,933. Adding those two
amounts together, we find that the exports
of the manufacture and produce of the
colony in 1880 and 1881 were in excess, by
the astounding amount of £7,298,322, of
what they would have been if they had 1'0·
mained at the samo amount as in 1879.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Nearly double
the amount of the proposed loan.
.
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Mr. LA URENS.-The amount will
stand on its own merits, without being connected with anything else. In view of these
facts, the wonder to my mind is not that
we have prosperity; the wonder would be if
we did not have it. For how could it be
possible for us to increase our exports in
the space of a couple of years by over
·£7,000,000 - an increase over which no
Government could have any influencewithout some such result taking place as
-we are witnessing now? It would have
been almost a miracle if there had ·not been
such a result. What then becomes of all
the prating in the press about the present
prosperity being due to the fact of a certain
Ministry being sent adrift and another
Ministry replacing it ?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No one says
that.
Mr. LA URENS.-The A1'g'ltS has frequently said so, although I have not the
· extracts just now. While on this point
-I may say that there has been a great
deal of confounding of two distinct Governments in using the expression "the
Berry Ministry." Since 1877 there have
been two Berry Ministries, and the one to
· which the present Treasurer and the present
Chief Secretary belonged was that which
got into bad repute. A" history" has
· been specially written of that Berry Ministry,
· but not of the other.
Mr. COOK. - And the history was
embellished.
Mr.' LA URENS.-Perhap it was, but
I suppose those who wrote it believed it tobe true. That was the Berry Ministry
which was so particularly obnoxious to the
conservatives. But who has written a history of the last Berry Ministry? Nobody.
There is nothing to record against them in
comparison with what I find alleged in
The History of the Berry Ministry, which I
hav.e in my hand, against the Government
of which the present Treasurer and the
present Chief Secretary were members.
Let us take some of the headings' in this
pamphlet. There is "The West Bourke
Election." I think that is a matter with
which the present Treasurer was connected.
That was called "Berryism" at the time,
and that is really the Berryism which is
continually talked about; the term does
not apply in the same sense to the last
Berry Government at all. Then there is
" The Longmore Regulations," with which
the honorable member for Geelollg (Mr.
Berry) had nothing to do, although, unfortunately, he got blamed for all the sins
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of his colleagues. Next I find "Terroris~
in the Departments." That refers to the
administration of the honorable member
for Stawell. I believe that the honorable
member for Stawell, some time ago, said to
a friend-" Berryism is dead and will never
revive again," Yet, strange to say, a portion of what is described as Berryism in
this pamphlet is ascribed to the honorable
member himself. Then we find the heading "The Salary Grab." The present
Treasurer and the present Chief Secretary
had a share in that grab.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-What about
the 6d, ?
Mr. LA URENS.-I am aware that the
history records that they left 6d.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Thatwas a great
mistake.
Mr. LA URENS.-Perhaps so, but what
I wish to point out is the confusion of two
distinct Governments which is implied in
speaking of "Berryism," and I think this
point will illustrate that confusion. The
last Berry Ministry, instead of grabbing
everything but 6d., left £3,000 of the
amount appropriated for Ministerial salaries
in the Treasury.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-A great mis. take too.
Mr. LAURENS.-That was not the
Berryism which went in for the "salary
grab," or the Berryism of which the honorable member for East Melbourne (Mr.
Zox) spoke last week. Honorable members
will, therefore, see that there is Berryism
and Berryism, and that there has been a
confounding of two distinct Governments.
Inasmuch as, a few minutes ago, I understood the Treasurer to question the accuracy
of the statement I just before made, as to
the intentions respecting the imposition of
additional land taxation which he expressed
in his celebrated speech at Lancefield, I
will now quote the A1'gUS report-a kind
friend has just supplied me with it-of the
words he used. It is as follows : "The income we propose to raise would be
£200,000 at least, which would be equal to the
amount raised by the Land Tax Act Amendment
Bill. If by a moderate tax we could raise more,
so that we could make a reduction upon the
present taxes, the view of the Government
would be to give the long-promised free breakfast table. I have calculated that we get at
least £186,000 from the duties on tea, sugar.
coirce, cocoa, and other small items. Now if
the revenue is prosperous, and a large income
was received from this land tax, which would
fall equitably on all proprietors, whether in the
colony or absentees, and on every man worth
£125 a year-I say if a large enough sum was
reeeived from this source to enable us to bring
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about a remission of taxation, then the remission
we would propose would be that of the duties
on tea, sugar, cocoa, aud coffee."

The Treasurer seems to wish it to be understood that in that speech he only expressed
a hope, but I find, in the language he gave
utterance to, nothing about a hope. I did
not think my memory had betrayed me, for
I read the speech very carefully.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Then you found
my Budget explained ..
Mr. LA URENS.-Well, if the honorable
member still claims to be correct, I will only
say that I also, in my turn, make the same
claim. Again, a little while back, the
Treasurer asked me who had demanded for
the Government the credit of the prosperity
we are now enjoying. I could not reply to
that for the moment, but I may now call
his attention to at least one of the many
demands of the kind that have been made.
For example, some time since I found in
the A1'gu8, of which I am a constant reader,
the following paragraph : "Some interesting statistics with respect to
wharfage rates-which we publish in another
column-show the injurious effect which the
Berry Administration had upon our import
trade. In 1877, when Mr. Berry assumed office,
the wharfage rates collected during the five
months from July to November amounted to
£46,646 lOs. 6d. During the same months of the
next three years they showed a steady decline,
reaching only £38,018 18s. 2d. last year. The
change of Government has, however, had a
beneficial effect in this as in other directions, the
rates collected during the five months referred
to having amounted to £47,880."

'VeIl, when I read that paragraph, I could
not but ask myself whether, if the change
of Government in question could bring
about a large increase in the wharfage rates,
such an increase ought not to have occurred
when the Service Government were in office.
Accordingly-I have already referred to
the subject-I moved for a r~turn of the
amount of wharfage rates received during
the five months that Ministry were in power,
and also the amount received during the
parallel five months in 1881, when the late
Berry Administration held the reins; and,
when the information I sought was produced,
what did I find? That the amount received
from wharfage rate's during the latter period
showed an increase of over £5,000 upon
the receipts during the former period.
Surely those who write statements like the
one I just now quoted ought, for the sake
of common fairness, to say nothing of logic,
to apply the same reasoning all round. I
don't suppose there was· any erring from
want of knowledge. Something was to be
fastened on to the honorable member for
Geelong and his party-upon what is called
SES. 1882.-3 Q
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Berl'yism-and so a cry, the true nature of
which I have displayed, was got up. Again,
the A1'g'll8 of Saturday stated as follows : "The revenue returns to the end of the financial year, which closed yesterday, show that the
expectations formed by the Treasurer were
by no means over-sanguine. ' Peace' bas undoubtedly brought 'progress and prosperity.'
Comparing the receipts with those of the corresponding periods of 1880-1, we find that the
increase on the quarter is £45,712, and on the
twelve months £474,452."

Yet, if the person who wrote that had only
been honest and candid enough' to apply
the same reasoning to the increase of
£594,000 during the last nine months of
the late Berry Administration, what would
he have shown? I think the very contrary
of what he wished to show. That is what
I object to. I complain of a want of common
fairness.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-What the honorable member has just read describes an
increase on an increase.
Mr. LAURENS.-I know that, but
what I am talking about is the ratio of increase. Had the same language been used
respecting the quarter that ended just before
the Treasurer took office, there would have
been just the same reason for it. The
A1'g'lt8 writer would have been equally
entitled to say-" 'Peace' has undoubtedly
brought' progress and prosperity.'" Was
there not peace during the last nine months
of the late Berry Administration? Strange
to say, within the last quarter that that
Government were in office, and while the
House was engaged on the so-called burning question of reform, there was an increase
to the revenue of £231,117, whereas the
increase during the quarter just over is only
£45,712. vVhere, then, is the grand result
of this so-called " peace, progress, and
prosperity," even with every burning question out of the way and the tide of fortune
at flood? Then what did the ATgu8 state
in its issue of yesterday, which contained the
mail summary? I find there the follow~ng:"We have participated in the advantages
nttending the revival of trade throughout the
world; but this in itself would not have accounted for theactivity which has been displayed
in every branch of commerce and industry. A
great part of the improvement observable is
owing to the absence of political agitation. The
chief merit of Sir Bryan ()'Loghlen's Administration is its entire freedom from sensational
nonsense. Hitherto it has been legal, sober,
quiet, and unobtrusive. People have not been
hams sed by revolutionary threats, or distracted
by vague fears of what may happen. Peace has
uegotten confidence in the minds of traders and
capitalists, and confidence has kindled a spirit
of enterprise which has furnished employment
for all classes, and added considerably to the
capital of the community."
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Here we have again the same insinuation.
One would imagine we were living in a
-period of perfect political peace.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-So we are.
Mr. LAURENS.-So we are; but it is
_a kind of forced and compulsory peace.
There was peace just prior to the Treasurer
taking office, but what kind of peace was
it ? Was it not the boast of the then Opposition that when the honorable member
for Geelong had arranged the reform question he would have to go out of office? In
fact, he was to leave his place if he made
concessions respecting reform, and. if he
refused to make them the same thing was
to happen. In any case he was to surrender
power just as there was coming in the increase of revenue which is now claimed as
the product of the" peace, progress, and
prosperity" established by his successor.
I have here a number of A1'gUS extracts
showing the rate at which revenue is being
received in the neighbouring colonies;
Surely there is a want of logic as well as
of honesty in those who judge the Victorian increase of revenue by itself, and
don't give the revenue increases in the
other colonies their proper comparative place
and prominence. If we were alone among
the group of Australian colonies in having
a large increase of revenue, there would be
some presumptive evidence~something to
go to the jury with-in favour of the late
change of Government here having at least a
little to do with our prosperity , but, as a matter
of fact, the Argus also announces large increases in the revenues of the adjoining
colonies. Touching the quarter ending the
31st March, I find the following statement respecting the revenue of New South
Wales : "The total revenue proper for the quarter has
been £1,675,284 against £1,393,246 for the corresponding quarter of last year, showing an increase of £282,087."

Here is shown an excess in one quarter
equal to the excess in Victoria in a ha1£year, and there has been no Berryism in
New South V\T ales.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-How much of
the New South Wales increase came in the
shape of land revenue?
Mr. LAURENS.-I see no need to go
into the matter elaborately. There was, at
the time I speak of, no material change in
the land revenue of New South VVales. Besides, there is no pertinence in the issue. As
I pointed out some time ago, the O'Loghlen
Government received last year from the sale
of land £49,908 more than their predecessors
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did in the year preceding. I may mention
that the New South Wales railway receipts
for the quarter ending last March were
£423,481, being an increase of £131,566,
which is more than the excess here in the
same branch of revenue during the whole
of last year. And now, coming to the returns for the quarter just ended, what do I
find? That in New South Wales the total
revenue proper amounted to £1,907,952,
being an increase of £217,432, while the
total increase in the revenue of Victoria
during the same period was only £45,712.
What, then, have we to crow about? Is
our increase of revenue sufficient to justify
the magnificent expectations the Minister
of Railways expressed in his tremendous
three-hours' oration of the other night?
What has Victoria to set against the increase
of £204,000 in the railway income of New
South Wales which has occurred in the
last six months? This morning the Arg~t8
published the quarterly revenue returns from
Queensland, and we find everything there
on the same scale. I am, indeed, glad to
find we are getting a share of the prosperity .
that is attending all the colonies of the
Australian group, because it is very much
the same with Queensla.nd, New Zealand,
South Australia, and even Tasmania, as it
is with us. Why, then, should there be any
special boasts on account of Victoria? Our
prosperity is not a matter for boasting, but
for congratulation; and I may say, as a
colonist of thirty years' standing, that my
faith in the future of the Australian colonies,
from the Victorian stand-point, is greater
now than ever it was. But this state of
things is not one due to the existence here of
any special Ministry. Whilst I am on this
point, I would like to tell the Treasurer that
if he had in reality accomplished the feat
whicl1, following his own statement, he
asserts he has accomplished, I would consider it a sin not to allow him to remain on
the Treasury bench for ever and ever. In
fact, I would vote for him and his colleagues
against every possible motion of no-confidence, no matter from what quarter it came.
Honorable members will recollect that on
the 30th June, 1880, there was an aclmowledged deficit of £789,844, and that early
in July, 1881, the Treasurer stated at Lancefield that the public finances were in the
same position as they were twelve months
before.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN·.-I said they were
a little better.
Mr. LA URENS.-Yes, the honorable
member said the then existing state of
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things was a little better, that was to say,
to the extent of about £20,000. And let
me remind him that within seven months
of that time he claimed to have wiped off
the whole of the deficit, with the exception of
£28,000 which certain holders of Treasurybonds would not accept in payment thereof,
preferring to keep the security.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I paid~ off
£517,000.
Mr. LAURENS.--No, £717,564. Am
I not right in saying that the honorable
member claims to have wiped off the whole
deficit in seven months, namely, by the 13th
February, 1882 ?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Yes.
Mr. LAURENS.-Now then I come to
how the deficit of £789,844 was wiped off.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-I never said at
Lancefield that £789,844 was the amount
of the deficit to be wiped off.
Mr. LAURENS.-The honorable member said so in effect, and the proof is in the
columns of the At'gus. I admit the honorable member did not specifically name the
sum I mention, but he practically did so.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No.
Mr. LA URENS.-Well, I assert that he
did. Let me state the case I propose to make
out. The deficit in July, 1880, amounting
to £789,844, there has been paid on account
of it, during 1881-2, as follows : Railway loan liquidation and con£200,000
struction account
...
On Treasury-bonds then due
166,600
On Treasury-bonds not due
166,700
On Treasury-bonds not due
138,600
Interest on same
17,564
28,100
Balance of Treasury-bonds unpaid
£717,564

From this has to be deducted the balance
of £188,780 brought forward to the credit
of 1881-2, which leaves £528,784, Of
exactly the sum the Treasurer can really
claim to have paid off. In fact, instead of
paying off £789,844, as he claimed to have
done, he only paid off £528,784. The
deficit he wiped off was, therefore, £261,000
less than what he stated at Lancefield it
was.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Never.
Mr. LAURENS.-There is your Lancefield speech in the A1·g1l8.
Sir n. O'LOGHLEN.-Read it.
Mr. LAURENS.-I will stake my seat
on the correctness or my statement. I will
not read the whole speech, because that
would take up too much time, but I will read
the extract from it which I quoted in this
Chamber on the 29th September last. It
is as follows :3
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"First as to the position of our general revenue. i have obtamed a statement from the
Under-Treasurer, and, as we stand at present,
we are very much as we stood this time twelve
months. . • . Perhaps we are some £20,000
better than we were then. . . . The financial
position of the colony is tha~ of last year."

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Is that the only
proof the honorable member has to offer?
Mr. LA URENS.-It is very essential
proof. Much plainer language could not be
used. If it be true that the Treasurer has
wiped off the deficit of £789,844-Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-But I never said
I had done so.
Mr. LA URENS.-I go by the Argus
report of the honorable gentleman's speech
at Lancefield. I raised the same point at
the time I first quoted the extract I have
just read, when I also made the following
remarks : " Altogether, therefore, the liabilities on the
80th June last amounted to £735,000. From that
total has to be deducted the credit balance of
£188,780 which the Treasurer has brought forward to this year, and there is then only a sum of
£546,320 left as the total amount of arrears from
1880-1 as against the deficit of £789,844 existing
at the end of the previous year. So far, therefore, from the financial position of the colony
being the same on the 30th June last as it was
twel ve mont.hs before, as the Treasurer stated at
Lancefield, it was better by the sum of £243,524."

Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member refers to my statement at Lancefield for proof that I then admitted a deficit
of £789,844. Well, the fact is I never admitted anything of the kind. I never stated
what the amount of the deficit was, but I
spoke as follows : " We are still nearly in the same position that
we were in when we started at the beginning of
the financial year, twelve months ago. Last
October, £500,000 worth of Treasury-bills were
raised, in order to assist the weak financial
position of the Government. These bills were
made payable in one, two, and three years. That
half million enabled us to payoff our deficit,
and we now stand with £34,000 to the good.
There is also a probable amount of what is
called' savings,' that is, money for public works
that you and other people in the country wish
to be executed, WhICh are on the votes of the
House, bllt which have not been expended in the
past twelve months, so that deducting the
£100,000 'savings,' and the £34,000 balance,
from the £500,000 bonds, you have very nearly
the amount of the deficiency that there was
twelve months ago."
.

According to that, I made out the deficiency
to be £500,000, less £134,000.
Mr. LA URENS.-I don't see how the
Treasurer can get out of t.he clear language
used by himself which I have quoted against
him. He evades reading the passage of his
speech I refer to. It is no good his reading
something else of apparently the same
character, which he wishes to put against
the specific statement upon which I base
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,my argument. I do not assert that he may
'not have made that specific statement unpreparedly, and without mastering the
subject it dealt with, but it will not do for
him to say he covered it by the ambiguous
phrases he has just read, Nor do I say he
desired or tried to create a false impression.
.And now I come to another feat the honorable member has accomplishefl. Last
December he insisted upon the House
passing the Loan Bill, because, he urged, it
was necessary that the Government should
have power to take advantage of the London
market, in order to float the £4,000,000
loan. But what happened immediately
after the present session began? I asked
him if he had sent the debentures of the
loan to London, and he replied in the
negative, and afterwards explained that the
necessity for floating the loan immediately
was done away with by the large and rapid
increase to the revenue. But what does
that mean? It can only mean that the
revenue coming in during two months was
the main reason he had for putting off the
loan. No doubt the revenue for 1881-2
exceeded the estimate by £347,212, but the
excess must naturally be deemed to be
spread over the whole year, and we can only
take one-sixth of it, or the amount receivable
within two months, as the sum which
influenced his act.ion in the matter.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-The honorable
member misapprehends the case altogether.
Mr. LAURENS.-Let me put the point
as I wish to put it. It is obvious that two
months only could have elapsed from the
time the Loan Bill was passed before the
arrangement not to send the debentures
home was come to, and that, following the
Treasurer's own statement, the receipt of
£57,868-one-sixth of £357,212-led him
to that conclusion. The Treasurer has,
therefore, achieved this feat-he has enabled
himself, by the receipt of £57,868, to redeem
Treasury-bonds not due amounting to
£305,300, and he has put off for another
year sending home for the £4,000,000 loan.
He has also managed to put off the payment
of recoups to the amount of upwards of
£800,000 intended to be obtained out of
the £4,000,000 loan.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-The honorable
member misapprehends the case.
Mr. LA URENS.-l don't misapprehend
anything. The Loan Act will show that
one of the reasons why the loan was authorized was that £200,000 was wanted for
the erection of State school buildings and
upwards of £800)000 for the purpose of
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making certain recoups. The honorable gentleman has achieved the wonderful feat of
putting off the loan for another year, and
of doing for a time without the necessity of
having money to pay the recoups. He has
also managed to pay liabilities that were
not due to the extent of between £300,000
and £400,000. It would be a great sin, I
thinJ\:, to remove from office a Treasurer
who' has accomplished these things. I
desire at this point to revert to the charges
which were brought against the Berry Government of which the present Treasurer and
the present Chief Secretary were members.
One of those charges is thus expressed in
The lIistory oj the Berry lrfinistry:" The financial facts with regard to the Berry
Government are an enormously increased expenditure, new taxation to the amount of
£450,000, and a heavy deficit."

The Berry Ministry of that period were
charged, in fact, with having increased the
expenditure of the country to an alarming
extent. The average expenditure during
the first two years they were in office was
£4,787,!)28, but the estimated expenditure
for the present financial year is £5,574,073,
or £786,145 more than the average of the
Berry Ministry for two years. I will not
discuss the propriety of the proposed. expenditure for this year, but I will simply
ask, if an average of £4,787,928 per anllum
was extravagant expenditure, how much
more extravagant must an expenditure of
£5,574,073 be? I will call further attention to someof the headings given to matters
contained in the celebrated Histor,Y oj the
Berl',Y J:finistJ',Y. One is "The Government and the Press." I think the remarks
which appear under this heading apply very
much to things which the present Treasurer
did himself. Another heading is " New
Appointments." The honorable gentleman
had also something to do with the appointments referred. to. A third heading is " The
West Melbourne Election;" and we know
that t.he honorable gentleman had something
to do with that matter. Another heading
is " Law Reform," and under that heading
the honorable gentleman is charged with
having incurred State expenditure on behalf
of a friend to the amount of £463 Gs. 1d.
I wish honorable members to understand
that the Berryism which has been so much
talked about-the Berryism which has been
regarded with such terror-is the Berryism
of the Ministry of which the present Treasurer was Attorney-General, and not the
Berryism of the last Berry Government.
'Vith respect to the remission of taxation) I
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desire to say that, however right some of
the remissions proposed by the Government
may be in the abstract, it behoves us to show
a good front when we go, as we shall do in
a short time,into the London money market
to renew bills to the extent of £8,000,000,
and, therefore, we ought not to do away with
duties unless we are prepared to impose
others in their place. If a private individual had bills to meet which were about to
mature, and he wanted to renew them, what
would he do ? He would try by every possible means to show that he was in a good
financial position, so that he might get his
bills renewed on favorable terms. If he
acted rationally, he would not forego any
sources of income unless they were to be
replaced by others equally as good. It behoves the Government, I say, to act in a
similar manner when we are about to convert debentures-or, in other words, to
It is
renew bills-to a large amount.
specially important that we should not abaRdon any sources of revenue when we bear in
mind the large amount for which we are
about to renew bills. If a private individual
had a £100 bill maturing, it would not
matter much to him were he obliged to pay
£2 per cent. more interest for the renewal;
but has the Treasurer considered what the
colony would lose if 2 per cent. extra had to
be paid for the renewal of £8,000,000 worth
of debentures in consequence of the colony
not showing a good financial front? vVhy
2 per cent. for only one year would be one-fiftieth of the whole amount. If we throwaway
sources of revenue without creating others
to an equal amount, we may find ourselves unable to effect the conversion of
our debentures with advantage. If we
lose only 1 per cent., or a hundredth part
of the £8,000,000, the loss will amount to a
very large sum indeed during the currency
of the debentures. I wish to remind the
Treasurer that part of his Lancefield programme was that a portion of the
£4,000,000 loan would be available for the
purchase of debentures from debentureholders in London who might not be inclined
to fall into any scheme of debenture conversion proposed by the Government, but that
was not adhered to. I recalled the Treasurer's attention to the matter when the Bill
authorizing the raising of the £4,000,000
loan was under the consideration of the
House, and suggested that provision should
be made in the Bill for using a portion of
the money for that purpose, but the suggestion was not acted upon. If it had been, and if
the Loans Redemption Bill had been passed

4.J

897

last session, what would have been our
position? The Agent-General would have
been able to purcl1ase 6 per cent. debentures from those who may not be willing to
exchange their 6 per cent. debentures for
4 per cent. debentures on the terms desired by the Government. If the AgentGeneral had been authorized to float the
£4,000,000 loan as soon as he arrived in
London, now six or eight weeks ago, he
would have been able to take advantage of
the favorable state in which the London
money market has been during that period,
when our 4 per cent. debentures have been
selling at about 2 per cent. above par, without reckoning accrued interest; but I regret
to say that up to the present time he has
not been able to float any portion of the
£4,000,000 loan, and that for a long time
to come he will not be able to effect the conversion of any of the £8,000,000 debentures
which are falling due.
Mr. HARPER.-Sir, I do not propose
to discuss the wide range of topics embraced
in the Treasurer's Budget speech, but I will
try, as briefly as I can, to draw the attention of the committee to one or two points
which seem to me to deserve particular attention. I desire, in the first place, to
remark. that there is in this country, and I
suppose in all countries, a great tendency
on the part of the Government to gradually
acquire expensive and extravagant habits.
This is not a fault attributable to one
Ministry more than another, because any
one who looks to the finance accounts for
several years past will find that steadily,
year by year, Government after Government
have introduced estimates of expenditure
which have exceeded those of their predecessors. I have always been an advocate
for the strictest economy in the administration of the affairs of the country, and I
regret that on the present occasion, owing
to the peculiar circumstances under which
the debate on the Budget has taken place,
it has been altogether out of the power of
honorable members-or, at any rate, if it
has been within their power, they have not
availed themselves of the opportunity-to
discuss the expenditure which the Treasurer
has indicated that he intends to ask Parliament to sanction. A word of caution, I
think, is not unnecessary even to this Government, because, although I do not charge
them with extravf\,gance beyond that of
Ministries who have preceded them, I
observe that the expenditure which they
propose for the year 1882-3 is close upon
half a million beyond that of 1881-2. I
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know that there are two or three items of
a special character which assist to swell the
expenditure for the current year. I may
mention the vote for the defences and the
vote for water conservation which were dis~
cussed and settled. the other night. Even
after making allowance for these two items,
the expenditure proposed for 1882-3 shows
a considerable increase over the expenditure
for 1881-2. When the Estimates are dealt
with in detail, we shall have full opportunity
of discussing them. I only refer to the
proposed increase of expenditure for the
current year as an illustration of the fact
that, whenever there is a large revenue
coming in, there is always a temptation on the part of the Government to
increase the expenditure; In making his
Budget statement the Treasurer proposed
some remissions of taxation, but I am glad
to say that he has since altered his proposals to a certain extent. Notwithstanding
that we have an overflowing treasury-a
treasury overflowing to such a degree that
the Treasurer has been able to state, with
justifiable pride, that he has paid off, before
they became due, obligations incurred by a
previous Government - I felt, when the
Budget was delivered, though I was not
then a member of the Assembly, that it
would be unwise to remit any taxation under
the existing circumstances of the colony.
I still think it is injudicious to remit any
taxation at the present time, and I will indicate the reasons why I think so. In the
first place, we have to look to the possibilities of a lessened prosperity in this country.
We cannot expect that things will go on by
leaps and bounds as they have done during
the last eighteen months. Further, in my
opinion-and I speak as one having seen
a good many changes in business circles and
otherwise-when things are going on merrily, when all men are thinking there is
nothing but prosperity before them, that is
the time to look out for breakers ahead.
Another consideration which weighs with
me arises out of our intended financial operations. This colony has had several very
large financial operations in the past, but
what has been done in the past is, in my
opinion, nothing to that which we will have
to do during the next eighteen months. We
have not only to float a loan of £4,000,000
next year, but also to convert £4,000,000
of 6 per c~nt. debentures into debentures
bearing a more moderate rate of interest,
and-within a short time afterwards we have
a similar amount of debentures to deal
with in the same way. It is of the utmost
Mr. Harper.
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importance that our bonds should stand well
in the home market, and that the new loan of
£4,000,000 should be floated with some considerableamountof eclat. If we do not keep
tIllS in view, and prepare for it as a man of
business would try to prepare to meet some
particular obligation when it became due, I
apprehend that we will not do our duty to
the country. I feel that, having regard to
the financial operations in which the Government will soon be engaged, we ought to
hold our hand at the present time, and not
remit taxation. A third reason why I am
of this opinion is that alterations of the
Tariff are foreshadowed by the Tariff Commission. I have had considerable acquaintance with the operation of the present
Tariff. Thoug h it was adopted in the
interests of protection, I am bound to
assert that it has worked much more
largely in the direction of trade extinction;
that is to say, as far as the outward trade
is concerned, it has not tended towards the
protection of that trade. The honorable
member for Fitzroy (Mr. Tucker), the
honorable member for Collingwood (Mr.
Mirams), and other members of the Tariff
Commission have intimated that they see
their way, even from a protectionist standpoint, to recommend the remission of taxes
to the extent of something like £200,000
per annum. This, and the fact that the
Tariff Commission will shortly submit their
report, is, I think, an argument for keeping
things in stat·u quo. As to our possible
lessened prosperity, I would point out that
for several years this colony suffered a great
deal of depression. I will not attempt to
attribute that depression to any particular
cause. Suffice it to say that in common
with the neighbouring colonies, and many
other parts of the world, Victoria suffered
from bad crops, dear money, and various
other things, which led to a very much
decreased consumption of goods. In this
colony there was also a special cause of
depression, namely, the political excitement
which prevailed during that period and
induced a want of confidence in commercial
circles. The result of the various causes
combined was that the stocks of goods in
the colony were depleted to an enormous
extent. I may here remark that, to any
one who is not acquainted with business in
the colony, it is almost incredible with how
little the trade of this community can be
carried on. Indeed, when .storekeepers,
merchants,. importers, and manufacturers
all pursue the same line of policy-that is,
when they all reduce their stocks and their
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liabilities as much as possible-it has frequently been a matter of great astonishment
to me to see with how little goods the
business of the colony can be carried on.
For two or three years business was lessened
and contracted to such an extent that our
revenue fell off, and there was general depression in all directions. Suddenly better
times came; we had better seasons; we had
better prices; we had a renewal of confidence; money became cheap; and the
vacuum which had been created was filled
-the depletion which had been going on for
some years was stopped. The natural result
was that we 11ad an enormous tide of what
is called prosperity-that is to say, prosperity from a Treasurer's point of view.
Large sums were paid in customs duties;
large quantities of goods were carried by
railway; and altogether a greater revenue
flowed in than the Treasurer could have
ventured to expect in his most sanguine moments. I do not say that the
Treaslirer has no justification for being a
little sanguine about the revenue for 1882-3.
I do not altogether blame him for the estimate he has made, because his experience
as a Treasurer has been somewhat unique,
he having been in a position twice within
one year to make estimates of revenue,
each of which have been considerably exceeded by the actual result, the first by the
enormous sum of between £300,000 and
£400,000. It is therefore not surprising
to see that the Treasurer should feel that
he has a right to rely on his own opinion
as to his estimate of income for the year
1882-3. Any Treasurer who WitS in the
like flattering and satisfactory position
would have the right to say-" I predicted
last year a certain reyenue, and my estimates were exceeded; I predict again a
certain revenue for this year, and I believe
that my prediction will be borne out."
While it is natural, from his view of the
case, that the Treasurer should rely on his
own opinion, I would point out to him,
with all due respect, that his balance-sheet
for 1882-3 is not likely to turn out so
satisfactorily as he expects. I have examined very carefully the Treasurer's estimates of revenue, and I find that on eight
items under the head of Customs, with
which I am more or less acquainted, the
honorable gentleman expects an increased
revenue in 1882-3 of £131,000 over the
abnormal receipts of last year. These eight
items are as follows :-Cigars-Estimate,
£30,000 j collected last year, £25,000 j
increase, £5,000.
Sugar - Estimate,
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£115,000; collected last year, £103,000 ;
increase, £12,000.
Rice - Estimate,
£22,000; collected last year, £20,000 ; increase, £2,000. Dried fruits-Estimate,
£58,500; collected last year, £47,000;
increase, £11,500. Live stock-Estimate,
£40,000; collected last year, £35,000 j increase, £5,000. Ad valO1'em duties-Estimate, £467,000; collected last year,
£433,000; increase, £34,000. "All other
articles "-Estimate, £316,500; collected
last year, £274,000.; increase, £42,500. Tea
-Estimate, £100,000; collected last year,
£81,000; increase, £19,000. No doubt
the Minister of Customs has gone through
the estimates of Customs revenue carefully,
but he takes a more sanguine view of the
matter than I think he is justified in taking.
The honorable gentleman bases his calculations on it continuance of the prosperity
which produced the large revenue of 1881-2.
I .am not one to ·predict bad times for this
colony; on the contrary, I hope that it will
continue to haye good times; but, according
to my theory, the enormous vacuum which
existed in the stores and warehouses for three
or four years has now been filled up, and the
probability is that during the present year
business at the Custom-house will return to
its normal state. Taking the most sanguine view that I can adopt, I cannot sec
how last year's revenue on the eight items
I have mentioned will be exceeded ill
1882~3, and yet the Treasurer anticipates
that there will be an increase of £131,000.
With respect to cigars, the Treasurer may
be right, as steps have been taken to put a
stop to a continuance of the extensive
smuggling of cigars which has gone on in
the past; but I would. mislead the committee if I said that I believe the estimated
revenue from the other articles which I have
('numerated will be realized. In regard to
the items under the head of Excise, I find
that the land tax is estimated to realize
£128,000 in 1882-3, although only
£121,500 has been received for 1881-2 ;
the tobacco duties are estimated at £75,000,
although only £65,000 was realized last
year; a,nd the stamp duties are estimated
to yield £130,000, the amount obtained
last year being £131,000. As to the lastmentioned item, I would remind the Government that during the past twelve or
eighteen months there has been extraordinary speculation in land-perhaps the
most extraordinary that was ever known
in Victoria since the colony existed-and
this has led to an enormous increase in the
revenue derived from stamp duties. The
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honorable member for· Belfast suggests to
me that the sales of station property have
also increased the stamp revenue, and I
believe that to be the fact. At all events,
dUl·jug the last twelve or eighteen months
a vast quantity of land has been sold-not
only in Melbourne and the suburbs, but
in other towns of the colony, and a great
de&lof it has been cut up and resold, and
some of it has been again sold, thus necessi.
tating the purchase of stamps two or three
times over for the transfer of the same piece
of property. Of course this speculation has
considerably increased the stamp revenue.
He would be a bold lllan who would assert
that the speculation in land is likely to
continue to the same extent. Indeed, it is
a well-known fact that the receipts from the
stamp duties are liable to very considerable declension. Even assuming that
the sum anticipated will be realized,
the land tax and the tobacco duties will
yield £16,000 less than the estimate, which,
added to the £131,000 on the eight items
of Customs revenue that I have enumerated,
makes a total of about £150,000 which
the Treasurer has estimated will be obtained
above the abnormally large revenue of
1881-2. To this sum has to be added the
amount of the beer duty which it is proposed to remit. I will not refer to the esti.
mate of Territorial revenue, because that is
a matter with which I am but little acquainted, and I prefer to confine my observations to items which, with some amount
of justice, I may say that I understand. In
making these observations, I hope the Treasurer will believe that I do so in the most
friendly spirit. I do not desire to put him
in a difficulty; but my object is to give him
what I consider to be sound opinion and
ad vice, which I am entitled to do, having
lately been returned as the representative of
an important constituency. I have every
wish, in the interests of the country, to give
the honorable gentleman all the support I
can, and to strengthen his hands in carrying
on public affairs in a creditable manner. As
the most recently elected member of the
Assembly, I may state that during myelection contest I found no enthusiasm-no
strongly expressed desire-amongst my constituency for the remissions proposed in the
Treasurer's Budget speech. On every occasion when I addressed the electors I put the
Treasurer's proposals before them, and gave
reasons why, in my opinion, the remissions
should not be made. I found that even
the remission of the beer tax-the duty on
the working man's beer-drew forth no
Mr. Harper.
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enthusiasm. It seems to me, in fact, that tIle
people are tired of continual party fights.
They desire peace; they desire that the
affairs of the colony shall be conducted in a
quiet, business-like, and reasonable spirit,
and especially that the credit of the colony
shall be kept up to the highest point. The
view which I put before the electors of East
Bourke, and which they approved of, was that,
under present circumstances, the wise and
prudent course was for the Government to
hold their hand, and retain every penny of
taxation, in order that the colony might go
into the London money market with some degreeof eclat. The honorable member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) criticised the Treasurer's
Budget speech in a very temperate and
reasonable manner, and, to his credit be it
said, he deprecated remissions under present
circulllstances. The honorable member for
Collingwood (Mr. Mimms) also plainly
stated that, in his opinion, there ought to
be no remissions at the present time. In
fact, a general desire was expressed on all
sides of the House that the proposed remissions should not be made. That being
the case, I think the Government are
entitled to credit for having listened to the
ad vice of their supporters and the opinions
to the same effect expressed by other honOl'able members, Instead of the Government being rated for having no backbone,
they deserve credit, in my opinion, for
haying given way. There is another thing
to be said on behalf of the Treasurer. If
he had come down with a Budget in which
no remissions were proposed, he would in
all. probability have been met with statements from the Opposition to this effect" As you have an overflowing revenue, why
do you not reduce taxation? Why do you
not propose to give up the tobacco and beer
duties, which were proposed only for a
temporary purpose?" vVhile I think that
the Treasurer has done properly in abandoning the remission of the tea duty and
the reduction of postage, I must say that I
feel disappointed that he has not proposed
to continue an excise duty of 1d. per gallon
on beer, if not the whole of the present
duty, as well as to continue the tobacco
duties. My reason for thinking that the
honorable gentleman should have proposed
to retain the beer duty is that it is a tax
which is easily collected, yields a large
amount of revenue, and is imposed on an
article that ought to bear some taxation.
There is an enormous duty on imported
beer, and I see no reason why beer made in
the colony should be free from all duty

!the Budget.

Sixt7~ :Night's Debate.

whatever. Beer is an intoxicating liquor,
and in all parts of the world it is recognised
as an article that ought to be subjected to
some duty. Another circumstance in favour
of retaining at least a portion of the present
duty on beer brewed in the colony is that
the necessary machinery for the collection
of the duty has been organized at very
considerable expense. On the night when
the Treasurer undertook that, on the
following evening, he would move certain
resolutions in Committce of YV' ays and
Means, I said-

I am aware that the Treasurer and the honorable member for Warrnambool, in consultation, determined to take a certain course.
That course I do not in any way cavil at. I
believe those gentlemen substantially carried
out the arrangement they intended to make,
and which met with the concurrence of
members on this (the Ministerial) side of
the House. But I felt that, after the statement of the Treasurer, honorable members
did expect that eventually they would have
the opportunity of discussing the beer duty.
This brings me to a point which I wish to
put, with all due respect, to the Treasurer.
There is a general consensus of opinion, all
round the Assembly, that if any duty is to
be dropped out, it should not be the beer
duty. The feeling also prevails that all the
duties ought to remain as they are at present
-that we should retain things as they are.
That being so, I think I may fairly appeal
to the better feeling of the Treasurer to reconsider his determination not to submit a
proposal for the re-imposition of the beer duty.
I feel it would be only right and graceful
for him to give way, not to the pressure of
anyone section of the Assembly, but to the
expressions of opinion which have proceeded
from all quarters of the House. I think that,
if the honorable gentleman does so, he will
not lay himself open to any charge of having
given up his position. I would remind him
that, with reference to the motion of the
honorable member for VV'arrnambool, he
distinctly said that, if brought forward in
the House, he could not possibly accept it
in any other way than as a motion of want
of confidence, but that, if the proposal were
submitted in committee, the matter would
then be in the hands of honorable members
to deal with on their own responsibility.
That being so, I fail to see how, even at this

than undertake that he will bring down a
proposal to re-impose-whether at the rate
of Id. or 2d. per gallon-the duty on beer
which expires on the 31st August, and give
the Assembly an opportunity of expressing
all opinion upon it. If he does so, the
existence of the Government and its policy
will be in no way interfered. with. That is
shown by the high authorities quoted here
on a former occasion. In fact, it is admitted
on aU hands that, in matters of Supply and
Ways and Means, the House may deal very
largely with the proposals of the Government
-it may either affirm or reject them-without
the posi tion of the Government being affected.
I wish it to be distinctly understood that, in
making the appeal I have to the Treasurer,
I have made it entirely upon my own
responsibility, and because I desire that the
business of the country shall progress-tl1at
we shall not get into any difficulty, financial
or otherwise. In conclusion, I would repeat
what I have said already, that we are about
to enter upon the most important financial
operation which the colony has yet undertaken; and it is of the utmost importanceit is of paramount importance-that we
should be prepared against a possible
reverse, either on this side of the world or
the other. It is under these circumstances
that I desire we should keep om revenue up
to the present high standard, and that we
should make no remissions which can possibly be avoided.
Mr. FISHER.-Sir, I think the honQl'able member for East Bourke is to be
congratulated upon a very temperate speech;
but I do not quite agree with him when he
says that any particular credit is due to the
Treasurer or the Ministry for having gone
back from the remissions which were originally proposed to the Assembly. If the
Assembly is to be the judge-and, according to English precedent and practice,
perhaps the Assembly ought to be the
judge-as to what taxes should be imposed,
and what taxes should be "remitted, I
don't think any special credit is due to any
particular Ministry for meeting the views
of the House. It seems to be conceded
on all hands that we have had a prosperity
year. A year in which the revenue exceeds
the expenditure by upwards of £400,000
must surely be a prosperity year. I am not
at all disposed to enter into the question
whether the present coalition Ministry
or the last liberal Ministry is either to
be blamed or praised so far as regards the
prosperity of the country. I think that as

late period, the Treasurer can do otherwise

regards the prosperity of the country the

"I maintain that all that the honorllble member
for Warrnambool and his friends have contended
for will be obtained if the Treasurer is allowed
to follow the course which he has indicated he
will pursue."
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honours are about equally divided between
both Ministries. I consider that the prosperity of the country depends on something
else than the mere Ministry that 11appens
to hold the reins of office. At the same
time I would ask-and I am induced to
put the question by remarks which have
been made by honorable members on this
(the opposition) side-because we happen
to have had a particularly prosperous year,
is that any reason why we should look forward with dismal horror to the year upon
which we have just entered? My own impression is that, if the new year is not as
prosperous as the last, it will nevertheless be
a very prosperous year. And then it should
be recollected that we will not require to
payoff another £305,000. Therefore I
say that we are in a good position to
entertain remissions which, certainly, I
would like to see carried out. If we are
not to have remissions of taxation when we
have a large surplus-when om: revenue
exceeds our expenditure by some £400,000
- I would like to know when remissions
are to be made? I think it was clearly
understood, . when. the beer and tobacco
duties were first imposed, that they were
imposed because of a pressing emergency.
At the same time it was also distinctly
understood that, when the colony came to
be in a better financial condition, those
duties were to be remitted. I have a
distinct recollection that the beer duty was
to be reduced at least to Id. per gallon in
the eourse of the next year. If it be that
we have reached such a very prosperous
condition, why are the remissions not now
to take place? According to the honorable
member for East Bourke, because we have
an organized machinery for the collection
of the beer duty, therefore the beer duty
should be· continued. In reply to that, I
would say that because we have an organized
machinery for the collection of the land tax,
therefore the land tax ought to be increased.
If we get .£200,000 or £250,000 per
annum from beer, tobacco, and tea duties,
I would like to see a similar sum raised
from a land tax. This brings me to consider
the distinction between the two great classes
of taxpayers. The one class is what I
may call the struggling class, and is composed not only of labourers and artisans
and the smaller tradesmen, but even of professional men who may be at the beginning
of their career and have to work their way
up. All these people are affected specially
by the taxation of such articles as beer,
tobacco, and tea. The other class is what
Mr. Fish,r.
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I call the secured class, and is composed of
persons who have largely secured incomes
-persons who possess large or valuable
freehold properties; and I consider that
as much taxation as is raised from the
struggling class should be obtained from
what I call the secured class. I don't
think the members of the struggling class
grudge to pay their fair share of taxation,
but I am satisfied they don't care to have
unequal taxat.ion; and I say that there is
unequal taxation when the struggling class
have to pay two-thirds, or perhaps threefourths, of the taxation of the colony, while
the richer or secured class have to pay no
more than one-third or one-fourth. Such a
system is unfair to the great mass of the
people. I think the great struggling class
of the colony have stood the beer and tobacco
duties very well. There has been some
grumbling, but nothing out.rageous. The
struggling class have manfully borne their
burthens. I believe that if the beer and
tobacco duties had been imposed by a
conservative Ministry there would have
been a very large outcry throughout the
country. It was only because a liberal
Ministry happened to be in power that the
struggling class were convinced that the
beer and tobacco duties were imposed simply
hecause of a peculiar emergency arising in
connexion with the public finances. No
one supposed the country elid not think that
the beer and tobacco duties ought not to
have been imposed; and I say that the
promise made by the leader of the liberal
Ministry that imposed the duti~s, that the
duties would be remitted or reduced as soon
as the revenue improved, comes naturally
to the present Ministry as a heritage.
Olearly there ought to be equal taxation in
this colony. Why should the labourer, the
artisan, the shopkeeper, or the professional
man who is here struggling to make a living
for himself and his family be called upon
to pay such It large amount of taxation,
while the absentee-the person who spends
the money he derives from valuable freeholds in this country in frivolities in London
and Paris-escapes scot-free? I maintain
that as much taxation as is obtained from
the struggling class in the shape of duties
upon tea, beer, tobacco, and the like should
be obtained from the very wealthy people of
the colony. I would haye all the freehold
land in the colony properly classified.
Mr. McLEAN.-Why did you not vote
for that last year?
Mr. FISHER.-I am not aware that I
voted for anything away from my party.
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Mr. McIJEAN.-I proposed that capital
value should be the basis of land taxation.
Mr. FISHER.-The honorable member
ought to be gratified at finding a convert
to his views. Let the honorable member
submit a similar proposition, and he will
see what I will do. I say that the whole
of the freehold lands in the colony ought
to be classified, and that the possessors of
valuable freeholds ought to pay taxation in
proportion to the benefit they get from the
country. Whatever taxation they pay is
only a return to the country for what the
country has done for them. It cannot for
one moment be maintained that the roads,
bridges, railways, and other works by the
help of which the freehold properties of the
country have been improved and made so
valuable have been created other than with
the money of the whole people-money
raised by means of such duties as those on
beer, tobacco, and tea. Then why should
the owners of those properties escape?
Why should the revenue derived from the
land. tax be not one-half of the revenue
derived from the duties on beer, tobacco,
and tea? Is it fair? I say it is not.
I say again that a prosperity year, when
there is an excess by £400,000 of revcnue
over expenditure, is the time to make remissions to suit the people. It may be that
the people make no outcry about the matter.
I am glad to think that the people are so
proud as to struggle along under the circumstances I have indicated without making
any outcry. But it would be a great mistake on the part of any Ministry to suppose
that the people do not think of the taxes
upon commodities which they require to use
every day of their lives. They do think of
them; and I believe that nothing is calculated to have a more injurious effect upon
the people than the idea that they are being
unequally taxed. Therefore, I say, I do
not see any justification, at the present
moment, for continuing the excise duties
upon tobacco.
Mr. KERFERD.-Sir, I desire to say
a few words. I shall not trouble the committee with any opinion of my own as to
the stocks held by merchants and other
persons who indirectly contribute to the
revenue, nor shall I follow the honorable
member for Mandurang (Mr. Fisher), who
has delivered a speech which, perhaps,
might be very well for the platform, but is
hardly suited to this Assembly. I am not
disposed to look upon such a thing as the
remission of the tobacco duties as likely
to confer any great benefit upon what the
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honorable member calls the struggling class,
for after all the amount involved is a mere
bagatelle. What is a sum of £200,000,
which the tobacco and beer duties yield, compared with a revenue of some £5,500,000?
I think that in a matter of this kind the
course for honorable members is to follow
the Government, unless they are prepared
to bring the Government to book on some
distinct issue. It is my intention to support the Government, and I will explain
why. I take it to be the duty of every
honorable member to render loyal support
to the Government of the day, unless there
is at stake some great question upon which
he is prepared to displace the Government.
There is no such question at stake at the
present time. I do not think it is a
good thing to be continually tampering
with the Budget in small matters of this
kind. Reference has been made to the
small amount of excitement which prevails
in the country with regard to such taxes as
those on beer and tobacco; but I venture
to say that, if we did attempt to deal with
our system of taxation in such a manner as
really to affect the manufacturing industries
of the colony, there would be great activity
among the people on the subject. We
shall shortly have to deal with the whole
question of taxation from a national point
of view. 'Vhen we receive the report of
the Royal commission that is now inquiring
into the operation of the Tariff, we shall
have to consider the question of taxation
not merely in the light of how it affects one
particular trade, but in the light of how it
affects the trades of the colony generally,
and how those trades can be best relieved,
and enabled to export more, and to compete more successfully than' they have
hitherto done with the other colonies. I
venture to say that, when we are so engaged,
considerable interest will be taken in our
proceedings by the people of this country.
Under these cireumstances, and in view of
the information which the Tariff Commission
has already placed before us, I think it
would be unwise to make any remissions of
taxa tion this session. The Treasurer seems
to think remissions can be made because
he has a buoyant revenue; but there are
many reasons, which will commend themselves to older members of the House who
have had experience in administration, why
we should not lightly interfere with any
particular taxes. In the first place, the
imposition of a tax has to be accompanied
by the creation of machinery to collect that
tax ; and the cost of that machinery is very
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often an important element in the consideration whether a tax will be productive or not.
Then, again, a tax may be reduced to such
an extent as to become a positive loss, because the same machinery that is needed to
collect a small sum, is sufficient for the
collection of a larger sum. For example,
the machinery necessary to collect a duty of
1d. per gallon on beer is sufficient to collect
a duty of 2d. per gallon. Therefore I say
that a better course than to reduce that
duty would be to remit it altogether. Under
all the circumstances, I think the Treasurer
must see that it would have been better if
he had abstained altogether from proposing
any remissions of taxation. Besides, it
should be recollected that over and over
again has complaint been made of the want
of a sufficient credit balance to enable the
Treasury to be worked properly. There is
one matter in connexion with our financial
system upon which very little has been
said during this debate, and that is the
reason why the Government have not gone
to the London market to float the loan of
£4,000,000. The authority of the House
for that loan, given at the close of last
session, was given very reluctantly. It was
given chiefly because of the impression
created by the Treasurer that it was his intention to go to the London money market
almost immediately. During the debate, in
October last, on the second reading of the
Loan Bill, the Treasurer said"If honorable members now agree to the
£4,000,000 loan-if they give the Government
power to raise that loan within the next six or
eight months-the floating of the new loan will
be perfectly clear of the system or plan for
the conversion or substitution of the existing
£8,000,000 of debentures."
I say that it was the duty of the Treasurer
to have placed that £4,000,000 loan on the
London market early this year, in order to
have allowed proper time to intervene between that transaction and the renewing of
the £8,000,000 loan. When the honorable
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry) went to
England with power to raise a loan of
£5,000,000, he was induced to postpone the
floating of £2,000,000 of that loan for some
eighteen months. The reason for that course
was obvious. It is a mistake to suppose
that public loans can be placed on the money
market at any time those who want to
raise the loans desire. Public loans are
dealt with by persons who are called sometimes a syndicate, sometimes a "ring,"
and sometimes brokers, very much as a
merchant deals with cargoes of tea and
sugar. These persons take up loans with
Mr. Keifera.
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the view to sell again, and they desire a
certain time to intervene between the disposalof one loan and the floating of another,
in order to clear off the particular kind of
stock which they may have on haud.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-The state of
the money market has also a great deal to
do with the postponement of the floating of
a loan.
Mr. KERFERD.-I admit that j but
I am looking at the matter principally from
a trade point of view. 'Vhen Sir James
McCulloch was Treasurer, he positively
withdrew a loan beeause persons on the
London market insisted on terms he would
not consent to.
Mr. FRANCIS.-The loan was sold
afterwards at a better price.
Mr. KERFERD.-The event justified
the judgment which Sir James McCulloch
displayed with rega!d to that particular
transaction. Assuming that I am correct as to the manner in which public
loans are floated, let me ask what will
follow from the neglect of the Trea surer to
place the loan of £4,000,000 on the London
market early this year? That loan must
be floated in January next, and the persons
to whom I have referred, who will deal with
the loan-who will buy large quantities
with the intention of retailing them-will
know that the Treasurer will have to come
again in the following June, with his renewed loan.
Mr. FRANCIS.-On the 1st October.
Mr. KERFERD.-On the 1st October,
1883, some portion of the lORn of £8,000,000
will have to be paid.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-That will be
merely a conversion.
Mr. KERFERD.-If the loan of
£8,000,000 could be dealt with in that
way, a great difficulty would be removed
from my mind. But the debentures which
fall due on the 1st October, 1883, are bound
to be met on that particular day. I don't
know of any scheme of conversion which will
enable the Treasurer to arrange with the
various holders of debentures-distributed
as they are throughout the United Kingdom, and perhaps in other parts of the
world-to accept renewed debentures for
tIle debentures they now hold, in the same
way as a renewed bill of exchange is taken
for one that has matured. What I say is
that, when our £4,000,000 loan is placed on
the London market, the persons who deal
in it will know that there is another loan
coming close upon its heels, and that that
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knowledge will place us at a great disadvantage. I was under the impression at
the close of last session, and I voted for the
loan of £4,000,000 chiefly for that reason,
that the Treasurer intended to put that
loan on the market in January last. Had he
done so, in all probability the debentures
would have commanded a premium, and at
this moment the banks here, if the money
were lying in their coffers, would pay for its
use the same rate that we would have to
pay. Thus, so far as the Treasury is concel'ned, there would have been no risk
whatever. And the Treasurer would have
had the satisfaction of knowing that in the
event of any disturbance in the London
money market next year, caused by the
breaking out of war or some other powerful
influence, he would have £4,000,000 in
hand, ready to meet the first instalment of
the £8,000,000 as it became due.
Mr. LAURENS.-But he would have
no authority to so apply the money.
Mr. KERFERD. - But rather than
the credit of the country should be risked,
or that money shoulu be raised at a
great sacrifice, the Government would be
fully warranted in applying money in the
Treasury for a temporary purpose-the
retiring of securities. There is no reason
whatever for supposing that Parliament
would withholu its approval to such a course.
It has been admitted on all hands that
the Treasurer should have a substantial
balance at his command, and on that
ground I consider it would have been wise
if he had refrained from proposing any
remissions of taxation. At the same time,
I repeat that the Assembly are bound to
support the Ministry in their financial proposals unless they can see grounds for displacing them.
I, for one, do not see
grounds for displacing them, and therefore
I shall give my support to the motion which
is now before the chair.
Mr. BERRY.-Sir, in listening to this
debate, it is almost difficult to understand
whether the conservatives are really pleased
or dissatisfied with their negotiations with
the Treasurer. We hear, at the beginning
of speeches, statements about the great concessions which the Treasurer has made, but,
before they conclude, the speakers upbraid)
the honorable gentleman for what they almost insinuate to be a breach of faith in
attempting to accomplish the same thing in
another way. One thought which has oc- .
curred to me during the debate is whether
those honorable members on the Ministerial
side who object to the remissions do so
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because of the probable loss to the revenue,
or whether it is because they are opposed
to the particul3.r remissions contemplated.
One honorable member on the Ministerial
side has given notice of motion for the
abolition of the import duty on live stock,
so that he can scarcely be sincere in his contention-or, at all events, the contention of
his party-that the revenue should remain
intact. The honorable member is quite
willing to give up revenue, provided the remission is one that commends itself to his
judgment ..
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-That is a misstatement of my views.
Mr. BERRY.-In justification of my
statement, I may mention that I find on
the business paper the following notice of
motion : "Sir .T OHN O'SrrANASSY: To move, That, in
the opinion of this House, the tax on live stock
imported into Victoria should be repealed."

Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-I explained to
the honorable member the other night, by
an interjection, that the proposal I was
about to make would not, as I shall be
able to prove, cause the loss of any revenue
whatever.
Mr. BERRY.-That is a matter of
opmlOn. At all events, if the honorable
member's proposition is carried out, the
Treasurer will find that he will receive no
stock tax. vVhether lIe would be compensated by an increase in the railway
receipts or any other way is a matter of
opinion. I say the appearance of this
motion on the notice-paper furnishes me
with a very reasonable argument that the
honorable member for Belfast is opposed
not so much to the loss of revenue as to
the precise mode by which the Ministry
propose to do it; and probably if the
Treasurer had proposed remissions of a
different kind the same indignant protests
which have been indulged in on this
occasion would not have been heard. Now
I am under the im~lression that the kind
of private pressure brought to bear upon
the Treasurer has effected no good whatever-that, while the honorable gentleman
appears to give way in one direction, he
obtains, by means of his altered proposals,
pretty nearly his own way in another
direction. The second proposals of the
Government, from my point of view, are
infinitely worse than the first. It will be
recollected that speaking very early after
the delivery of the Budget, and speaking
more in a tentative spirit than anything
else, I said that the impression on my
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mind was that the remissions proposed by
the Treasurer, if he could see his way
to make them, were of a right character.
The beer duty was promised to be reduced
by me. The remission of the tea duty has
always been a popular proposal, and one to
which most honorable members on this (the
opposition) side have given their adhesion,
whenever it could be safely carried out; and
the reduction of the postage has actually
been affirmed by this House, and a resolution in favour of the reduction stands on its
records. Therefore my objection to the
original proposals-and the objection was
not a very positive one, because I mentioned
as an alternative that if the expenditure
was cut down the Treasurer would have a
margin which would justify the remissions
-was simply offered on the ground that at
ihat time it appeared to me that the Treasurer was over-sanguine, that he had inflated his revenue, and that he probably
would not have the surplus he anticipated.
It is only fair to say that since then the
receipts for the balance of the year have
exceeded the Treasurer's estimate, and that
he is in a better position to the extent of
£25,000 at the end of the year than he
anticipated when I was reviewing his statement. The Treasurer has shown ]limself
right so far, and he has now circulated a
balance-sheet showing a credit balance for
the colony of £100,000 at the termination
of the financial year just ended. Well, I
would ask-How can this committee insist
upon keeping taxes upon the people which
the Treasurer is prepared to remit, and
which he has shown by a second financial
statement he can safely remit? It ]las
been usual for the House to scrutinize
taxation, and to object to the imposition of
taxes on the people, but it has been very
rarely indeed that remissions of taxation
have been objected to by the people's representatives. Yet the Treasurer has experiencedmore difficulty in this season of
prosperity, with an overflowing treasury,
with increased receipts from every source of
revenue, when proposing to remit taxation,
than I experienced in imposing taxation when
I was in the unfortunate position of having
to do so. There was really less difficulty
in passing taxes than there has beon on
this occasion in dealing with the proposed
remissions of the present Treasurer. .Of
course we haye now only to deal with the
altered propositions of the Treasurer, and I
may say at once that of all remissions of a
popular character of recent taxation I think
the one chosen by the Treasurer is the most
Mr. Berry,
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unfortunate. The tea duty realizes abou
tIle same amount, £100,000, as the beer
duty, and if we were to remit £100,000 of
revenue, chiefly derived from labour, from
the bulk of the population, nine out of ten
persons would prefer the remission of the
tea duty to the remission of the beer duty.
Therefore I think the honorable member for
Warrnambool has really put his foot in it.
Mr. FRANCIS.-What about your promise?
Mr. BERRY.-That was only to half
the extent of the beer duty. I wish all my
promises were as keenly looked after and
carried out by the honorable member as this
particular one.
Mr. MASON.-It was more than to half
the extent. I have your letter.
Mr. BERRY.-vVell, what was it?
Mr. MASON.-The letter stated that, if
it were necessary to continue the duty at all,
it would be reduced to 1d. The assumption
was that it would not be necessary.
Mr. BERRY.-As far as that duty was
concerned, there was not only the promise
to the deputation, but also the promise that
the taxation then imposed for a temporary
purpose should cease as soon as the state of
the revenue would permit. But I would
remind the House, and especially the gentlemen in the Ministerial corner, that the
whole of that temporary taxation was to be
imposed simultaneously with an addition to
the land tax. That has never been carried
out; it was rejected elsewhere. Now the
House is asked to renew expiring laws. We
are not invited to remit taxation, but to impose it. The Treasurer is now proposing to
impose a tobacco duty.
Mr. LONGMORE.-You opposed the
remissions.
Mr. BERRY.-Will the honorable membel' keep his interjections to himself? If
the honorable member had been in his place,
he would have heard what I stated at the
outset-that when the Treasurer made his
statement, I, speaking immediately after
him, stated, more tentatiyely than positively,
as ]fansal'd will show, that without further
information to justify the anticipated receipts, it appeared to me imprudent to make
the remissions he proposed. But I go further than that, and say exactly what the
honorable member for the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd) has said-that there were collateral
advantages connected with the proposal
made by the honorable member for W arrnambool which would have justified the
entire Opposition in voting for it, no matter
what they might think of anyone particular
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proposition of the Treasurer. It was in
that spirit I spoke, and in that spirit I am
ready to justify before this House and the
country the position I took, notwithstanding the taunts of the honorable member for
Ripon.
Mr; LONGMORE.-You spoke according to the political situation.
Mr. BERRY.-There has been no honOI'able member more careful of the political
situation than the honorable member himself, and no man who was more anxious to
be in office by my help than he was for
years. And I do not know that, when he
was in office, he moved in a single matter
which has given him so much concern
since. No honorable member in office in
this country, in the Lands department,
ever had the chance which the honorable
member had of not only bringing in a
proper Land Bill, but of altering the whole
administration of the department. Yet,
although he now talks very loud, he was
utterly powerless to do anything. He left
the department just the same as he found
it, and) when the time came for a Land
Bill, he was no more prepared with a Bill
containing any defined principle than he
was when he first took office. I do not
desire to say anything offensive to any
honorable member, but the honorable
member for Ripon has gratuitously attacked
me from behind on half-a-dozen occasions
without reason or justice, and without a
single grain of truth in anything he said.
I venture to say that, either as regards this
House or the department, there never was
a more useless Minister than the honorable
member. If honorable members want a
proof of that statement, let them take up
Hansard and turn to the inde.x, and see
what part the honorable member took in
the debates in this House during that
stormy period; and then let th~m turn to
my name, and see the items in the index
of Hansard showing how I had to defend
the honorable member and his department.
There was one occasion on which the honorable
member's administration of his department
was challenged in this House, when heads
were counted, and he would have been out
of office next morning if I had not defended
him at twelve o'clock at night, and induced
honorable members who had made up their
minds to vote against him to abstain from
doing so ; and he remained in office for a
year or two afterwards. vVhy does not the
honorable member go to another part of the
House?
Mr. LONG¥ORE.-I want you to go.
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Mr. BERRY.-If I had the honorable
member sitting in front of me, I would not
mind his interjections.
Mr. LONGMORE.-It is time you
went.
Mr. BERRY.-The honorable member
appears to have committed political suicide
himself, and he cannot restrain his feelings.
The honorable member could not hold a
public meeting in his own district. If the
honorable member will cease his interjections, I will continue what I was saying.
I very seldom notice the taunts of the
honorable member for Ripon or any other
honorable member, but the honorable mem.
bel' was most offensive the other night and
he has been equally offensive now, sitting
where he does and interrupting me when
I am speaking on a question of finance.
Let me say in passing, with regard to the
beer and tobacco duties, that any promise
made to remit those duties would be substantially carried out if an equal amount
of taxation were remitted upon other
articles of equally general consumption.
The remission of the tea duty would have
been a substantial carrying out of the promise that the beer and tobacco duties would
be only temporarily imposed, as, in the
judgment of the HOllse, it might be considered better to continue the taxes on beer
and tobacco, and to carry out the promised
remission of taxation by remitting the duty
on tea. The result would not in any way
affect the total amount which the people
would have to pay. But-to return to the
land tax-the imp05ition of the beer and
tobacco duties was accompanied by a condition that there should be an increased
amount raised from the land. I remember
stating in this chamber that the idea
of the Government was that there should
be a certain amount derived from labour,
and a certain amount from land. The taxation upon labour was the beer and tobacco
duties, and the taxation upon land was the
increased land tax we proposed.
Mr. ROBERTSON.-Only temporary,
too, I presume?
Mr. BERRY.-Well, it does not seem
as if these duties were only to be temporary.
I do not know if the honorable member is
going to vote against the re-imposition of
the tobacco duty, as he is so anxious about
the taxation being only temporary. There
is no doubt that, if it were a question of a
land tax, he would vote for it being made
only temporary, but probably he will not
have the same feeling with regard to tho
tobacco duty. He would have no objection
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to make that permanent. We are now confronted with this strange state of thingst.hat, while the Treasurer has abandoned his
intention of remitting the tea duty, he is
going to give up about the same amount of
revenue by not re-imposing the beer duty.
I have already stated that the remission of
the tea duty would be preferable to the remission of the beer duty, but even the remission of the tobacco duty would be preferable to the remission of the beer duty.
The consumption of tea is universal, and the
tax is universally felt. It is true the consumption of tobacco is not so universal, but
there is no doubt that the duty of Is. per lb.
on tobacco is paid by the consumer with
probably 1d. or 2d. more. It is not so
clear that the beer duty comes from the
consumer at all. In fact, it appears to me
that the proposal of the Treasurer is to giye
to one trade practically £ I 00,000 a year,
and that they so regard it is proved by tIle
fact that they are so grateful that they
have agreed to raise £10,000 as a political
fund to support the Ministry in their proposal before the country.
Mr. MUNRO.-To bribe the constituencies.
Mr. BERRY.-I supposelt is only to
defray the legitimate expenses of contesting
elections. There is another feature in this
discussion wllich deserves notice-a point
which ]las been very much insisted on by
various speakers, but which, I think, can
scarcely have the same weight with honorable members on this side of the House
as with those on the other side. A great
deal has been said, particularly by gentlemen
in the Ministerial corner, as to the necessity
of not remitting taxation pending the revision of the Tariff. I don't know wllat
ideas those honorable members have with
regard to the revision of the Tariff, but, if
they have the idea that any large amount
of duties can be done without, I think they
will find themselves very much mistaken.
The probabilities are that, in any alteration
of the Tariff, if some duties are remitted,
others will be imposed or increased, and
that the Tariff will not be very materially
altered, so far as the total amount of
revenue derived from it is concerned. But
if honorable members are looking forward
to anything beyond a mere revision of the
Tariff in the interests of protection, by wllich
only duties that are useless for protective
purposes and are scarcely desirable from
a revenue point of view will be dealt
with-and it would almost appear as
f they were looking forward to something
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more, judging from the eager anxiety to
have a large amount of money to deal with
when' the question arises with regard to
the revision-I think we have a right, as far
as we are able, to guard against such an
eventuality as that of some accident or combination, which we cannot foresee at present,
injuring the protective system of the colony.
There is this danger to be looked out for,
from our point of view: supposing the
Treasurer is right in his expectation that
the tide of prosperity will go on for another
year as it has been doing during the last
twelve months, if no remissions are made
now, there will be a very large surplus to be
dealt with at the end of 1882-3. That
surplus would then have to be disposed of,
either by remissions of the character now
proposed, or else by remissions in the general
tariff, which might very largely influence,
adversely, the protective policy of the
country.
Mr. FRANCIS.-But tIle estimates of
expenditure are also £500,000 more for
the ensuing year.
Mr. BERRY.-The expenditure has yet
to be dealt with, and a good many members
have said that they think it is too high.
I admit, however, that, from past experience,
I have not much hope that the expenditure
will be reduced by the House. Another
reason given why the Treasurer should hold
his hand with regard to the remissions, or
rather non-re-imposition of these duties, is
connected with the matter of the loan.
The honorable member for the Ovens was
quite right when he said that the state of
affairs in London might render it inconvenient to float the loan, or rather that a considerable loss might accrue in floating it,
because we can always float a loan if we are
prepared to take a price. 'V hen I was in
London, the real difficulty between myself
and the banks was with respect to fixing
the minimum at which the loan would be
sold. The banks would have been quite
willing to float the whole £5,000,000 if I
had been willing to take their minimum.
I was not disposed to do so; and even the
minimum that was fixed was not so high as
I could have wished. The present Treasurer
knows that I strongly struggled for par as
the minimum. When, at length, I claimed
my own way, and fixed the minimum
I did, the banks said-" 'Vell, if you fix
so high a minimum, we are quite sure
that there is no use iIi offering more than
£3,000,000 of the loan." I don't know
whether I have mentioned this publicly
before; but, in my own mind, I thought it
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was quite as well not to offer more than
£3,000,000 at the price then fixed. I was
quite willing to reserve the £2,000,000
for a better price, which was subsequently
But the event proved that
obtained.
if the whole £5,000,000 had been offered
in the first instance, it would have been
nearly twice subscribed, although the banks
were positive that £3,000,000 would be the
full extent taken up at the minimum fixed.
This goes to confirm what the honorable
member for the Ovens said about the action
of Sir James McCulloch when he was Treasurer. He insisted upon a certain minimum,
and, although only a portion of the loan
went off at· first, in a short time he floated
the balance at the price he himself had
fixed. I am not going into the question as
to whether the Treasurer is not running a
great risk in not having floated the loan.
I believe he will get the money at the
market price whenever he wants it, but I
doubt very much if he' has not missed a
period at which he could have floated the
loan much more advantageously than he
will be able to float it now. I understood
the Treasurer to say the other night that
he had not even signed the debentures yet,
so that, no matter what may be the urgency,
he cannot telegraph to the Agent-General
to float the loan, because the loan cannot
be floated until the debentures go home.
Now the aspect of affail's at home is certainly somewhat gloomy. I am not an
alarmist, and I do not believe there will be
any great war, but oven having regard only
to the military preparations England is
making, there is likely to be a considerable
derangement of the money market, so that
it is quite possible that in floating the loan
the colony may lose 1 or 2 or more per
cent. compared with what it would have
received if the loan had been floated before;
and that loss on £4,000,000 is of course a
large item. No doubt the Treasurer has
acted to the best of his judgment, although
I am certainly at a loss to understand the
reason of the delay, remembering that he
treated the motion of the ho"norable member for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) last
session, which had for its object the postponement of the loan, as a motion of noconfidence. The loan was then regarded as
so urgent by the Government that tho expectation of the whole House was that it
would be floated at the very earliest
moment. Even if the Treasurer had signed
the debentures and sent them home, he
could have held his hand for a short time,
as a telegram could at any moment have
SES. 1882.-3 R
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been despatched to the Agent-General,. fixing the minimum and giving him instruc. tions to float the loan. However, I do not
think the question of £50,000 or £GO,OOO
more or less in our balance-sheet will affect
the loan in the slightest degree. Its result
depends more upon the state of the money
market at home than upon anything that
occurs here.
Honorable members are very
much astray if they imagine that our Estimates are looked at or the Treasurer's
statement read in London. Victoria stands
first among the borrowing nations of. the
world. Nothing could ve better than tho
credit of all these colonies, and nothing we
do or say in party conflicts has the slightest
effect upon it. I can assure the honorable
member for vVarrnambool that, with regard
to the gentlemen I lllet in London, if they
made any remark on the colony at all it
was to express their wond,er why the A1'g~l8
was everlastingly trying to run down tho
colony. That was the one and only thing
I heard with reference to the financial operations of this colony.
Mr. FRANCIS.~Then they must read
the A1'gu8.
Mr. BERRY.-They do. It is almost
the only paper or matter connected with
Victoria that is read by business men in
London, and therefore it should be the
more particular. No doubt it had weight at
one time, but its prophecies and writings
have been of such a rabid and party character tha.t it has lost that influence which a
paper of such merit, conlluercially speaking,
would have, not only here, but in London,
iLconducted with a little more impartiality.
I feel myself very much in the same position
as the honorable memher for the Ovens with
regard to the Treasurer's proposals. The
financial year has now closed with an actual
excess of receipts over the estimate of the
Treasurer for the balance of the year remaining when he made his financial statement, and, looking at the whole condition of
the affairs of the country, he says he is
prepared not to ask the House to re-impose
the beer duty. I must gather, too, from the
action of honorable members opposite, that
they have confidence in t~lC Government,
because they were lllOst anxious that the
Treasurer should not regard the motion of
the honorable member for Wari'nambool as
one of no-confidence. Therefore, if they
have confidence in the Treasurer, they have
·a right· to have confidence in his judgment,
and certainly they ought to feel that any
Treasurer whom they desire to see occupy.
the position ought to be fit to give a bettel'
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opinion than any private member with regard to the condition of the finances and
the prospects of n.nother yen.r. For these
reasons, n.nd becn.use I cannot n.gree with
those honorable members who desire to have
a large surplus in order to deal trenchantly
with the Tariff, possibly to the injury of the
protective policy of the country, I certainly shall coincide with the view of the
Treasurer as to remitting taxation. As a
matter of fact, however, it entirely rests with
the Treasurer himself to continue the beer
duty or not, because, if he does not initiate
a Bill to continue the duty, it will expire by
effluxion of time, and there will be no opportunity for honorable members to say" Aye"
or " No" on the subject. But I think also
it will be desirable to test the opinion of the
committee as to whether it is not better
to remit the tobacco duties rather than
the beer duty, and for that reason I shall
vote against the re-imposition of the tobacco
duties, because I believe their remission will
he a far greater relief to the working classes
and consumers generally than the remission
of the beer duty. If the re-imposition of
the tobacco duties is carried, we shall then
have to fall back upon the proposal of the
Treasurer not to bring the beer duty before
the committee at all. I think, myself, the
honorable gentleman would have acted more
consistently and wisely, and would have
given more satisfaction to the general
public feeling ·of the country, if he had
adhered to his original proposal to remit
the tea duty. That proposition, however,
is given up, and the committee have now
only to choose between the remission of the
beer duty and the remission of the tobacco
duty, and I take the remission of the
tobacco duty for prefetence. I understood
the Treasurer to say that it was intended to
make the tobacco duty a permanent tax. I
would suggest to him that, for various
reasons, it would be unwise to take that
course. I think this House would have
acted more wisely if it had adopted more
taxes of a temporary character than it has
done. I consider we should do :with our
taxation as we do with our expenditure.
'Ve should regulate it year by year, and
then, if it was necessary to increase the land
tax or to impose a property tax-Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Such a system
would upset every trade in the colony.
An HONORABLE MEi1IBER.-And ruin· the
country.
.
•
Mr. BERRY.-It is done in Eligland,
and England is not ruined. I am .not
aware that there is anything peculiar about
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Victoria which would cause it to be. ruined
by n. course of policy which is systematically
n.dopted in England. If the honorable member will look at the records of the House of
Commons, he will find every year a Consolidated Tax Bill, containing several imposts
of a varying character. They may be permanent, although re-enacted every year. I
do not mean to say that the taxation should
be varied each year, but that, if this House
had in its power the imposition of a beer
duty or a tobacco duty, and desired also to
press a property tax, an income tax, or a
land tax, it would find its hands immensely
strength~ned against another place if it could
include all the taxes in one Bill. To make
duties of this kind permanent is simply to
encourage the Council, which ought never
to interfere in finance at all, to throw out a
particular tax when there is a minority in
the Assembly opposed to it. We find that,
whilst taxes upon labour are readily and
willingly passed elsewhere, ~axes upon real
property or land are almost always rejected.
It is only fair and right therefore, in the
interests of the people, that this House
should keep in its own hands, from year to
year, the imposition of these duties; and,
therefore, whether the tobacco duties are
re-imposed or not, I hope the committee
will not agree to impose them permanently.
If they have a mind to maintain their own
rights and to be really the custodians of the
taxation of the people, it is almost imperative that a large number of these taxes
should be passed annually, so that on their
renewal there may be a general review of
taxation. That is the only means by which
this House will ever be able adequately and
properly to tax the realized wealth of the
country.
Mr. MASON.-Sir, a few weeks ago the
honorable member for Geelong (lVIr. Berry),
and those who appear to be acting directly
with him in this matter, found fault with the
Government for their proposal to remit the
tea duty and to reduce the postage, yet now
the honorable member says that if the
Government hjl.d adhered to their original
proposals they would have had his support
or acquiescence. I think the honorable
member should deal fairly not only with the
Government, but with those who have been
supporting him in this House for a number
of years. The honorable member should not
forget that it was he himself who proposed
the beer and tobacco' duties as temporary
measures a few years ago, and at the same
time he announced both in the House and
outside of it that at the Viry earliest moment
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the revenue of the country afforded a reasonable warrant for doing so he would remit
those duties absolutely. But when the present Government proposed to reduce the
beer duty one-half, the honorable member and
SOUle of his ·friends were prepared to band
themselves with gentlemen sitting on the
Ministerial side of the House for the purpose
of opposing the Government in the step they
were taking.
Mr. MUN.RO.-How do you know?
Mr. MASON.-I have not been a member of the House for ten or twelve years
without knowing what goes on in the corners
and other parts of the House.. I knew what
was going on a short time ago, and I
would certainly 'have been sorry to see the
honorable member for Geelong in the proposed combination, because I believe he is
the best leader the liberal party in this
country ever had. I repeat, however, that
the honorable member should deal fairly
with his supporters, and also with the
Government. The Government made proposals which appeared to be unpalatable
·to some of their supporters and also to a
number of honorable members sitiing on
this (the opposition) side of tho House,
yet now, when the Government have modified their proposals, we are told by the very
gentlemen who objected to the original
propositions that, if the Government had
adhered to those propositions, they would
have supported them. I know it to be a
fact, however, that a proposal was made for
a coalition between certain gentlemen on
both sides of the House, and the result of
that coalition would have been to displace
the Government and to introduce an objectionable element into the government of
this country. The honorable member for
Geelong, the other night, said that no objection had been raised to the re-imposition of
the beer duty. He mentioned something
about the eel appearing to like the skinning
process, and could not see any reason why
the beer duty should be remitted. The honOl'able member himself proposed to remit
the beer duty, and, if he had remained in
office sufficiently long to make the financial
statement for last year, the beer duty would
have been reduced by at least ld. per gallon.
Consequently, if the beer duty brings in
£100,000 a year, the consumers, publicans,
and brewers have lost £50,000 by the reduction not having been carried out at that
time. The honorable member appears to
dread tIle publicans' vote, but I assert that
the licensed victuallers are as respectable a
class as we have in the community. Because
Sn2
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a man dispenses liquors over a counter,
is he therefore less reputable than a man
who dispenses drapery, groceries, or other
commodities? The Government, according
to their modified propositions, propose to
abandon the beer duty altogether, and to
re-impose the tobacco duties. Who put on
the tobacco duties? The honorable member
for Geelong himself.
Mr. GARDINER.-Who kept them on f
Mr. MASON.-The honorable member
for Geelong kept them on until he left
office, although he was asked to take them
off. But there is a very great difference
between the excise duty on beer and the
excise duty on tobacco. The latter is, in a
sense, protective. When the exci~e duty
was placed on tobacco, the import duty was
increased, so that matters were, to some
extent, left as they were previously, so far
as protection is concerned. But when a
duty was placed on Victorian beer was the
duty increased on imported beer? No;
and therefore the honorable member for
Geelong in this matter interfered with protection, and interfered with the vested
interests of the colony in the manufacture
of beer. To prove the statement I made as
to the promise of the honorable member
with regard to the remission of the beer
duty, I will read a letter which I received
from him on the subject in May, 1881. I
may explain that a deputation from the
licensed victuallers waited upon the honorable member, who was then Treasurer, to
know what he intended to do with regard
to the beer duty. Honorable members
know the guarded answers deputations
receive from Ministers, and, although the
answer this deputation received pleased
them at the time, they became rather doubtful
afterwards as to what the Government
really intended to do. I was requested,
therefore, to address a note to the Treasurer
on the subject, and I sent him the following
letter : " Parliament-houses, May 17th, 1881.
"My dear Sir,-Some short time ago, when a
deputation waited on you respecting the beer
duty, you were good enough to say that after
the expiration of the Act in August next, if it
were found necessary to continue its operation
further, you would be prepared to reduce the
duty to ld. per gallon. .As a number of gentlemen, whom I have the honour to represent
in Parliament, are largely interested in this
question, may I ask you if it is still your inten·
tion to reduce the duty to the amount named, or
if you think the condition of the finances of the
country would justify you in abolishing the
duty altogether?'
"Yours faithfully,
"F. C. MASON."

The honorable gentleman did me the honour
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to forward me the followiilg reply in his
own handwriting : .

"My dear Sir,-I remember the promise I
madc a deputation of licensed victuallers that if
it were found necessary to continue the beer tax
by fresh legis)ation I would propose a reduction
of the duty to 1d. per gallon. I am quite prepared to give effect to that promise should
occasion occur.
"Yours faithfully. .
"17/5i81.

"GuAUAl\I BIl:RRY."

oClearly the logical conclusiOli to be deriyed
from that letter is that the honorable
member ofor Geelong contemplated the total
abolition of the duty-that he anticipated
it would not" be found necessary to contillue the beer tax "-but that he was also
prepared, in case the contingency he did
not expect arose, and he was still in office,
to propose the reduction of the. tax by one11alf. The honorable member did not remain
in office, but I contend, in the interests of
fair play, that, in the face of the obligation
he formerly took on himself, it does not lie
with him to find fault with the proposal of
the existing Goyernment to let the beer
duty drop. Twelve months ago he was
prepared to abandon the duty, he knows
what the licensed victualling trade haye
since paid in connexion with it, yet now he
ca vils at the attempt of. the Treasurer to do
them reasonable justice. Also, I find him
declaring that that trade haye made no
complaint against the duty. I reply, however, that such complaints have been loud
and continuous. The duties that haye not
been complained of are the tobacco duties.
At the same time, I would like, if the
finances of the country would permit the
arrangement, to see them also abolished.
From the time the honorable member for
Geelong wrote the letter I have read,
the Licensed Victuallers' Association, the
brewers, and the public outside °have been
in constant expectation of either the reduction or the complete abolition of the beer
duty. I don't think the honorable member
is now doing justice to himself or to his
political friends. Why should the licensed
victuallers not be treated fairly? Their
trade is as respectable as any other in the
country, and they are heavily burthened by
the payments they have to make to the
revenue in a variety of ways. Indeed, I
assert that the licensed victuallers and
brewers of Victoria constitute a body as
respectable of its kind as any to be found
in any country in the world. Surely it is
idle to say that any portion of the community as circumscribed as that body is could
possibly be entitled to be the means of
paying £100,000 a year to the revenue. Of
Mr. Masoll.
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course, part of my point is that the tax falls
eventually on the conSUJll.er. He is bound
to be the loser by the lessening of either
the quality or the quantity of the stimulant
supplied to him. There can. be no doubt
that the public are not so well served by
the brewers and the pUblicans as they were
before the beer duty was imposed. Again,
its imposition was consented to by the
liberal party solely because they were led to
belieYe, out of the mouth of the honorable
member for Geelong, that the measure was
a purely tentative one. 'Vhat did that
honorable member say on the 21st December, 1880, when his Minister of Customs
proposed the continuance of the beer duty
during a certain period? He said"No one would rejoice more than honorable
members on the Ministerial side if the tax could
eventually be remitted."

Of course the words "the Ministerial side"
meant the liberal party. Yet now, when the
finances of the country are in a prosperous
condition, he wishes to lead that pn:rty to
belieye that it would be a mistake to abandon the duty, and that it ought to be reimposed. I say that sort of thing is not
fair to the public, and most assuredly it is
excessively unfair to the liberal members who
have suffered themselves to be .bound by his
promise to either abolish the duty or to
halve it. For my part, I regard the proposal of the Government with respect to the
duty as a highly reasonable one, which will
receive the general approval of the public,
while the recent meetings of the· licensed
victuallers' al)d brewers' associations show
how they feel in the matter. At the same
time, I believe that in the ·first instance the
latter bodies so thoroughly regarded their
opposition to the duty as a foregone conclusion that they would 110t have made any
demonstration on the subject but for some
honorable members misinterpreting their
silence, and arguing in this Chamber that
no indication had been given of their wish
to see the duty put an end to. I hold, first,
that beer is as much a necessary of the
working men who use it as tea or coffee is
of others; and, secondly, that undoubtedly
the Government are now carrying out what
the honorable member for Geelong, had he
remained in office, would haTe carried out.
Mr. FRANCIS.-Sir, I rise for the
purpose, not of occupying time with statements of my opinionfl, but of declaring
why I regard it as my duty to vote with
the Government.
Mr. MUNRO.-Is the honorable member going to do l'ight or ,nong ?
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Mr. FRANCIS.-The honorable member and it was distinctly enunci~ted and accepted'
by the' House that they were temporary
for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) ought,
first of all, to define what is right and
taxes for a temporary purpose, namely, the
wrong. But the task is one generally effacement of certain pecuniary obligations
beyond his organization, either from the entered into by the Government, at first to
absence of a desire on his part for fair play,
be covered by one year, and then, at the
or because his mind is so tortuous that he suggestion of the honorable member for
cannot think straight. At any rate I have
Belfast, to. be spread over three years,
what stipulation was made with respect to
made an attempt to go straight in this
them? That unless within a given time
matter, and I intend to persevere in that
Parliament deliberately re-enacted them
line. The honorable member appears to
fancy that I am going to be not quite. con- they would become of 110 effect-no further
sistent with my former speech on the Budget revenue being producible from them. Conproposals, but he made a mistake in inter- sequently, in the negotiations that took
jecting too soon. What have I done, in place between, on the one hand, myself, as
saying that I will support the Government,
the representative of a considerable section
of this Chamber, and, on the other, the
that is in any .way inconsistent? I have
Ministry, individually and collectively, but
nothing in my conscience that convicts me
of inconsistency. I have first to look at . mainly the Treasurer, I thought it only fail' to
recognise the difference of enacting a new law
the undoubted fact that, while the tea duty
from suffering an expiring one to go by deand the charge for the carriage of letters,
with' respect to which the Government
fault. I may as well acknowledge now freely
and fairly to those who did me the hOl!OUr of
originally intended to make remissions, are
imposed by statute law, and can only be placing certain confidences in me that I was
never inclined to be huxtering in the matter
repealed by Act of Parliament, the duties
of the ld. per gallon on beer. What I
on tea and tobacco are, on the other hand,
chiefly sought was to be careful that in the
only temporary, inasmuch as the law impresent financial year, which has its peculiar
posing them will expire by effiuxion of time
obligatiOlls, we should have eyery possible
on the 30th August. The' case of each
class of taxation is, then, substantially means of exhibiting a sound balance-sheet
and not risk any failure to realize the
different, and the argnments that apply to
one will not apply to the other. Under estimates of revenue. I regretted most
sincerely the conclusion of the Government
t.hese circumstances, were I to say" Let the
to make the resolution I proposed on that
law stand as it is," what would be the conhead one of want of confidence in them,
sequence? That, without Parliament dealing
with them in any way, the tobacco and beer because I quoted the highest authorities to
show that in the IIi1perial Parliament Minduties would expire in two months' time.
Mr. MUNRO.-The very thing you isters can follow a line like the one I asked
Ministers here to follow-the thing has
fornlerly objected to.
been done at home oyer and oyer againMr. FRANCIS. - I resented, so to
without their position being disturbed in
speak, the former action of the Government in relation to remissions, on the the least. Moreover, a similar precedent
was formerly set here by the honorable
ground that, during the present financial
year at all events, it is highly inexpedient
member for Geelong (Mr. Berry). I was
ready to do almost anything to save throwto make any remissions at all. But it has
ing the country into the confusion a series
been argued by better logicians than the
honorable member for North Melboul'lle of contested Ministerial elections, with all
that might arise out of them, would create;
that to allow an expiring duty to expire by
but when we had the Treasurer's estimates
effiuxion of time cannot be strictly called
remitting it. Therefore the proposals of of revenue what did I find? I don't think
any two honorable members outside the
the Government with respect to the expiring
Ministry expected any remissions of taxduties may be regarded as perfectly new
ation. The character of the year to come,
ones, and open for consideration in new
an.d the natme of the anticipated receipts
lights. I am not responsible for the inconwith respect to it, were too well known for us
sistency in the arrangement. It is not for me
to have any idea of the kind. \Vhy look
to find reasons for the course the Government
at the state of affairs now. It is true the
have thought fit to adopt, but I cannot deny
Treasurer's estimates of revenue have been
the substantial difference that exists between
twice exceeded, but nevertheless in the
their former and their present plans. 'Vhen
receipts at the Custom-house for the las
the wbacco and beel' duties were imposed,
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influential member on our side-I acquit the
six weeks there has been, after ten months
Government of trying to overreach me in
and a half of increase, a short-coming
any way whatever-I received a message
with regard to the estimate of £21,349.
Whether that is due to the discussions that from the Treasurer asking me to see him
have taken place here is not for me to say.
for a few minutes before the House resumed, and I accordingly had an interI only wish it to be understood that I mean
view with the honorable gentleman. The
no reflection upon the Minister of Oustoms.
Treasurer, the Chief Secretary, and the
Well, after my motion on the financial
honorable member who conveyed the mespolicy of the Government was tabled, I had
sage to me were present, all being aware
interviews with the Treasurer and his colof what I had previously put to the Goleagues, and now it has become necessary
vernment as the only compromise I could
that I should explain the position in which
I stand, both with regard to the present accept for myself and those who seconded
me. If I am incorrect in any of my stateproposal and other portions of the Budget
ments, I beg that I may be set right. I
scheme. Not that I refrain from holding
had given the Ministry to understand on
myself individually responsible for what I
Sat1l.uday that if they would frankly and loyhave done, or that I ask any endorsement
ally give up their remissions inconnexion with
of any error on my part. I speak altogether independently of the honorable gentle- the tea duty and postages, I for one would,
with equal loyalty, support the Government
men who co-operated with me having been
policy with regard to the beer and tobacco
good enough to say that they not only conduties. I also said I would exert myself to
firm my action, but are satisfied with it as
the utmost to persuaEle those who acted
perhaps on the whole the wisest that could
with me to follow my example. I belieyed at
be taken. Personally I know I did my
utmost. It is best under the circumstances
the time I was doing the best I could under
the circumstances, being strongly impressed
for me now to dealfranldy with the committce,
with the undesirability of throwing the
so that there should be nothing left to come
country into confusion by a change of
out by-and-by, and nobody should be able
Ministry or possibly a dissolution, which I
to say there was any concealment on my
part. On the Saturday previous to my am satisfied is the last thing to be wanted
for the country. Indeed, I am certain that
withdrawal of the motion which was the
there are not half-a-dozen of the constitusubject of such misinterpretation, a mutual
friend-I do the honorable member for encies of the country who would not be
East Bourke no wrong in naming him- inclined to make some sacrifice to avoid a
dissolution at the present crisis of our
took steps to bring mc, as representing the
history. That action on my part has been
honorable members co-operating with me,
face to face with the Ministry. At that endorsed by my political friends, and subtime I had failed to make good my point sequent events have shown that I still
retain their confidence. It is a great pleathat my motion was not meant and ought
sure to me to know that the honorable
not to be taken as one of want of confidence.
members with whom I am associated conSince the Thursday preceding I had had no
communication, direct or indirect, with the . sider that I acted loyally towards them.
But it seems I used an unfortunate expresMinistry. vVell, on that Saturday, as I
sion when I mentioned to the Government
was approaclling my own home, the honorthe conditions under which I would give my
able member for East Bourke caught me
support to the Government and withdraw my
up, and asked me plainly if I would see the
Ministry, and ascertain whether the mis- resolution. When I said I· would accept
understanding between us could not be the policy of the Government with respect
to the beer and tobacco duties, I. meant the
changed into a fair understanding. I went
with him at once, saw the Ministry, and
policy indicated and unfolded in the Budget
speech. I did not in any way contemplate
had some hour and a half's discussion, when
we parted without having come to any
a change of front. I made the offer in
agreement. I went my way and the Minthose terms on the Saturday, when no
istry remained in consultation, no obligations definite understanding was arrived at, and
I knew of no wavering on the part of the
having been entered into on either side. On
Government with regard to their intention
the following Tuesday night, a very few
to re-enact the tobacco duties and a. portion
minutes before the close of the refreshment
of the beer duty. Nothing was, in fact,
hour, no communication with a view to
done on Saturday; and on the Tuesday the
compromise having passed between the Government and myself, '01', I believe, any
arrangement with the Treasurer was that,
Mr. Francis.
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if he was allowed to consult his colleague a,
he would perfectly satisfy me-he expressed
a strong assurance that he would be fully
able to do so-on t·he following day, and that
in the meanwhile I was to let the House
go into Committee of Ways and Means.
I will not say that when I interviewed the
Treasurer on Tuesday, and he practically indicated his willingness to withdraw the
tea and postage remissions, I exactly repeated my former expressions with respect
to the beer and tobacco duties, but I know
that my understanding was the same as
before. Mind, I don't charge the Treasurer with failing in any of the obligations
that were marked out on the Saturday. I
now come to the VVedllesday , when it was
explained to me that the Government felt
that they could not succeed in obtaining a
remission of 1d. of the beer duty, and that
therefore they were determined to let the
whole of it go, but to proceed with the
tobacco duties. I pointed out shortly that
that would be a great mistake, the remission being one which neither the House nor
the country wanted, and that it would be
inconsistent with what I had all along advocated, namely, that there should be no
remissions at all this year. The Treasurer
then reminded me that I had promised, if the
tea and postage remissions were abandoned,
to support the Government policy.
Major S1VIITH.---':What policy?
Mr. FRANCIS.-I am trying to make
a frank explanation, and I don't want, when
dealing with an awkward situation, to be
interrupted by cynical interjections from the
honorable member for Ballarat West (Major
Smith). My reply to the Treasurer was that
I agreed to accept the Government policy
respeoting the beer and tobacco duties, but
that a new policy was introduced.
Major SMITH. - And the honorable
member did all this without consulting his
followers?
Mr. FRANCIS.-I admit at once that
I acted without consulting those whom the
honorable member calls my followers. But
allow me to add-the Treasurer will bear
me out in this-that I ahvays said I cOl.ud
only answer for myself. I also stated that,
whether I sunk or swam, I would hold to
my word, which was my bond. The honorable member for Ballarat vVest may blame
me for this, but I doubt whether, had he
been placed in the same position, he would
not have acted as I did. I said I had used
a larger expression than I ought to have
used, and it had been taken at its utmost
limit, but that, having made an offer, I would
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adhere to it. I also suggested that, inasmuch as up to that time, namely, before
the House met on W edncsday, the general
understanding was that lcl. per gallon on
beer wOl.ud be proposed, the Treasurer
should carry it out, because he would not be
degraded if he was out-voted on the point.
In fact, I urged all the arguments arising
out of the way in which the beer duties
were first imposed, at the instance of the
honorable member for Geelong, that I could.·
I have always been in favour of an excise
duty on colonial beer and colonial tobacco.
It is twel ve or fifteen years since the
honorable member for Geelong upset my
political apple-cart by putting the Govel'l1ment to which I belonged out of office over
a dispute respecting spirits and tobacco.
At that time I found the Customs duty on
imported tobacco had dwindled from
£170,000 or £180,000 a year to some
£60,000 or £70,000; so that the satisfaction derived by the Treasurer of the
day from that source of income was yearly
growing small by degrees and beautifully
less.
Besides, I did not want tobacco
made so cheap that boys of six or seven
could indulge in it with impunity. So I
have always been in favour of an excise duty
on tobacco, which is an additional reason why
I would not give up the tobacco duties this
year of all years. In fact, if Is. per lb. on
colonial tobacco was found insufficient, I
would be for making the duty Is. Gd. per
lb., or half the duty on the imported article.
Honorable members, generally, may not be
aware that, when the excise duty of Is. per
lb. was imposed by the late Government,
the customs duty was raised from 2s. to 39.
per lb. I have always been in favour of it
reasonable amount of protection, but I cannot
entirely approve of 011e of 200 per cent.the first cost of the tobacco leaf landed in
Melbourne is from Is. 3d. to Is. Gd. per lb.
-on the imported article, while the colonial
article is subjected to only Is. per lb.
I am bound, both by principle and by
obligation, to vote with the Government for
the excise dutv on Victorian-manufactured
tobacco, and I "want to point out that if the
present duty-Is. per lb.-is allowed to
lapse, the Government will not only lose
the £75,000 per annum which they estimate to receive from it, but, if they desire
to be equitable, they must also take off the
Is. extra duty which was put on imported"
tobacco when the excise duty was imposed,
by which they will lose an additional
£:30,000 or £40,000, making a total loss.
of £105,000 or £110,000 a year. This

916

Tlte Budget.

[ASSEMBL Y.]

is certainly, in my opllllon, not a time
when the country can afford to lose that revenue. As to the beer duty, I shall carry
out my pledge or understanding with the
Treasurer, though I still think that there
ought not to be any remissions of duty this
year whatever, and I am bound to say that
I am ill favour of the re-imposition of the
heel' duty to the extent of 1d. per gallon.
A reference to lIansal'd will show what the
intention of the Government of the day was
when it was proposed to continue the duty
for a time as originally imposed. On the
21st December, 1880, the honorable member for Wrilliamstown, then Minister of
Customs, moved that on and after the 1st
January, 1881, an excise duty of 2d.'per
gallon should be cha'rged on all beer brewed
in Victoria, and that on and after the 1st
July, 1881, there should be charged an excise
duty of 1d. per gallon. That was the policy
of the then Government. In the course of
the discussion on the motion, in Committee
of Ways and Means, I remarkedcr When the honorable member for Maldon prop'osed a duty of ld. per gallon on beer, the present
Treasurer violently opposed it. If the honorable
gentleman then considered 1d. per gallon too
much, why did he now propose that the duty
should be 2d. per gallon?"

Mr. BERRY.-I wanted the money.
Mr. FRANCIS.-No doubt the honorable gentleman wanted the money.
Major Sl\UTH.-But the present Government don't want the money.
Mr. FRANCIS.-I say that they do, and
that the beer duty ought to be continued, at
all events to the e'xtent of let per gallon.
After I made the,remarks which I have just
quoted, the honorable member for Geelong
(Mr. Berry), who was Treasurer and head
of the Government at that time, said"The proposition which the Government submitted was that the duty of 2d. should continue
until the end of the financial year, and that
thenceforward it should be 1d. . . '. The
trade has assured the Government that if the
duty were reduced to ld. from the lstJuly,l881,
no alteration whatever would be made in the
price of beer to the consumer."

I am quite sure the honoraLle gentleman
will agree with me now that it is inexpedient,
as a matter of policy, to give up the beer
duty more than to the extent of 1d. per
gallon. However, as I have already said,
llly word is my bond, and I shall faithfully
carry out what the Treasurer regards as
the promise which I have given. As to
the tobacco duties, I beg the committee not
to throwaway revenue to the amount of
£100,000 a year. To do so will be to take
a step much to be regretted, and will frustrate
the whole of the policy I have endeavoured
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to inaugurate. No duties are more justifiable than the tobacco duties, and it will be
a reckless and retrograde step not to COlltinue them.
On the motion of Mr. M]RAMS, the
debate was adjourned untilllext day.
Progress was then reported.
The House adjourned at forty minutes
past eleven o'clock.

LE'GISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Wednesday, July 5, 1882.
Assent to Bills-Land Acts Continua.tion and Amendment
Bill- Railway Construction Bill- 8andhurst Lands
Vesting Bill-Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's Bill-Taking Down of Words: Mr. Munro and
Afr. Fisher-Publica.ns' Licences-New Standing Ordera:
Motions for the Adjournment of the House and of
Debate: Asking Questions: Petitions - Exclusion of
Strangers.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
fonI' o'clock p.m.
ASSENT TO BILLS.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN presented a
message from the Governor, intimating
that, at Government ~ouse, on the 2!Jth
June, His Excellency gave his assent to
the Sanclhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill
and the Consolidated Revenue (£1,038,450)
Bill.
LAND ACTS CONTINUATION AND
AMENDMENT BILL.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN presented a
message from the Governor, recommending
an appropriation out of the consolidated
revenue for the purposes of a Bill to continue and amend" the Land Act 1869 and
Acts amending the same."
The message was ordered to be taken
into consideration next day.
RAIL VV AY CONSTRUCTION BILL.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN presented a ll~es
sage from the Goyernor, recommending an
appropriation out of the consolidated.
revenue for the purposes of a Bill to
authorize the construction of certain lines
of railway by the State.
The message was ordered. to be taken
into consideration next day.
SANDHURST LANDS VESTING
BILL.
Dr. QUICK moyed" That a Bill intituled • a Bill to vest certain
lands in the mayor, councillors, and citizens of
the city of Sandhurst,' be referred to a select

. Melbourne Tramway and
committee, consisting of Mr. Mirams, Mr. Anderson, Mr. Wrixon, Mr. 'Valker, and Mr.
I.langdon, three to form a quorum; and that the
promoters have leave from day to day to print
the evidence taken before sucll committee.'

Mr. McOOLL seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
MELBOURNE TRAMWAY AND
OMNIBUS OOMP ANY'S BILL.
Mr. GILLIES moved"That Standing Orders Nos. 1 and 2 relating
to private Bills be suspended so far as the committee on the Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus
Company's Bill is concerned."

Mr. HARPER seconded the motion.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN observed that,
contingent on this motion being carried,
the honorable member for Rodney (Mr.
Gillies) intended to move the reference of
the Bill to a select committee, but, on look.ing over the list of members nominated to
serve on that committee, he found that. all
of them voted one way in the division on
the second reading of the Bill. Not a
single member of the 20 who voted or
paired against the measure was named on
the committee.
Mr. GILLIES said he never heard of
such a thing as a determined opponent to
a private Bill being put on the select
committee to which that Bill was referred.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN remarked that
the Bill was really a public Bill, and, if the
report of the committee was to have weight
with the House, the committee should be
composed of gentlemen who voted on each
side of the question.
Mr. NIMMO said he must oppose the
suspension of the standing orders, because
the suggested committee was a one-sided
committee, and completely ignored the
large interests of the district which he
had the honour to represent. Seeing that
the property-holders of Emerald Hill considered their interests would suffer by the
passage of the Bill, the very least that
should have been done was to nominate
either his· honorable colleague (Mr. Macgregor) or himself on the committee. Because of that omission, he had no guarantee
that the interests of Emerald Hill would be
conserved. At the same time, he did not
wish it to be supposed that he was opposed
to tramways. He was in fayour of tramways of a certain kind and under certain
conditions, but he did notapproye of creating
and endowing a tramway monopoly.
Mr. OAR TER remarked that the proposal to suspend the standing orders was
not made in the interests of the promoters
of the Bill. The ordinary cmU'se was to
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refer a private Bill to a committee of five'
members, but, before this -Bill was read a
second time, the honorable member in charge
of the measure promised that the committee
to which it was referred should consist of
twelve members. It was in accordance
with that promise that the present motion
was submitted. 'Vhen the committee was
proposed, he would be prepared to move
an amendment which he thought would give
satisfaction to honorable members.
Mr. TUOKER observed that one of the
standing orders which it was proposed to
suspend provided that each member of the
select committee should make declaration
. that he had no personal interest, and that
his constituents had no local interest, in the
Bill. He was astonished at his own name
being omitted from the committee; but, as
had been said, the committee did not include one member of the minority that yoted
against the second reading. He considered
it advisable that the whole matter should be
postponed, especially in view of the fact that,
in another place, notice had been given by
an honorable member of his intention to ask
leave for the introduction of a Bill which
would allow niunicipalities to construct and
maintain tramways. The measure would
have been introduced without notice but for
the objection of a member who was a director of the Tramway Oompany. He was very
much disappointed to find that only two
members of the Government yoted against
the second reading of the present Bill, and
particularly after the conclusive way in
which the Treasurer showed that the construction .of tramways under the measure
would. materially affect the railway receipts.
He objected to the suspension of the standing orders to allow of the rushing through
of a measure which was really intended to
do nothing else than give an immense monopoly to a private company, without consideration, and, in doing so, to fly in the face of
several municipalities that had, by poll, declared against the Bill. He considered that,
if any select committee were appointed at
all, it should be composed. of the members
for Melbourne and the suburbs, who were
really the representatives of those that were
immediately interested in the matter, and
whose duty should be to take evidence whether a system of tramways was desirable or
not, and whether the work should be undertaken by the municipalities interested or by
private enterprise.
Mr. LAURENS stated that the motion
could not be carried without the consent of
three-fom"ths of the lllembers present, aml
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therefore it was. only proper to point out
that au unfairly selected committee was
looming in the distance. Many of the
honorable members who voted for the second
re~ding of the Bill, in the course of debate
expressed a desire that the question of
tramways or no tramways should be fairly
.gone into by a committee of the House, not
on behalf of any particular company, but on
behalf of the country. Under these circumstances, it certainly was not matter for
surprise that objection should be taken to
the present attempt to steal a march on the
country, and particularly when it was the
fact that members who represented metropolitan districts were religiously excluded
from the proposed committee.
Mr. KERFERD observed that, although
the constitution of the committee was not
the subject immediately before the House,
it was only fair to mention that the names
contained in the motion of the honorable
member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies), which
would have to be considered when the present
motion had been agreed to, embraced those
of Mr. Bosisto, Mr. Mirams, Mr. Munro,
Mr. Harris, and Mr. Orlrney-all representatives of metropolitan constituencies.
So that the complaint of the honorable
member for North Melbourne (Mr. Laurens)
was not a very substantial one. It would
be well for that honorable member and other
honorable members to bear in mind the
distinction in procedure between public and
private Bills. 'Vhen the House went into
committee of the whole to consider a public
Bill, the first thing done was to postpone
the preamble, but the preamble was the
first thing which was taken into consideration by the select committee on a private
Bill. If the promoters did not bring forward evidence sufficient to prove the preamble to the satisfaction of the committee,
there was an end to the measure. Under
these circulllstances, was it reasonable to
ask the honorable member for Rodney to
put on the committee members who were
avowed opponents to the Bill? The Pre~
mier appeared surprised that opponents to
the Bill were not named on the proposed
committee, but it Was quite consistent with
the practice and usage of Parliament, as
old members well knew, for the majority to
furnish a committee. That was the course
in the case of a conference with another
place, or in the preparation of an address in
reply to a Governor's speech. A glance at
the names forming the committee which the
honorable member for Rodney intended to
propose would show that a fair selection had
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been made. It included members on both
sides of the House, and members largely
interested in the question as representing
suburban constituencies. He took it that
the proposed enlargement of the committee
was for the purpose of obtaining information for the House. He did not understand
that the House, by carrying the second
reading, in any way committed itself as to
whether there should be tramways or not.
It had committed itself simply to the extent
that it would appoint a large committee to
obtain information. It could not be said
that t.he gentlemen who had been nominated
were not fit to make the inquiry. Notonly
were they fit, but they represented all shades
of opinion.
Mr. BERRY remarked that no doubt
the honorable member for the Ovens (Mr..
Kerferd) was quite correct in his view with
regard to an ordinary private Bill ~o which
little if any opposition was offered; but this
Dill was declared, even before it was read a
second time, to be a measure of a peculiar
and exceptional character. If the Bill were
now to be regarded as an ordinary private
Bill, it might be said that the second read.
ing was carried by not altogether straightforward means. A number of members voted
for the second reading in consequence of the
honorable member in charge of the Bill intimating that he would adopt the suggestion
which had been made to increase the number
of the committee to twelve; but, if the whole
twelve were to be members favorable to the
Bill, the committee would exercise only the
same functions that the committee on an
ordinary private Bill would exercise. Thus
substantially, though no doubt inadvertently,
those honorable members who were in favour
of a mm~h wider inquiry than that involved
in the mere eonsideration of the Bill had
been deceived. Certainly he was under the
impression, when the honorable member for
Rodney (Mr. Gillies) said he would a.ccept
the suggestion to increase the committee to
twelve members, that he accepted the whole
suggestion, a.nd that the committee would
have the entire question before them. (Mr.
Gillies-" No; the thing is ridiculous.")
It was ridiculous ; but the honorable mem·
bel' should have made the intimation before the second reading was carried,
instead of leading the House to suppose
that he accepted the suggestion that the
committee should consider the whole question whether it wM desirable that tramways
should be made at all, and, if so, by whom
-the Government, the municipalities, or a
private company. (Mr. Gillies-" I never
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heard of slich a thing on a private Bill.")
Then how was it that the honorable member
for St. Kilda (Mr. Carter), who took a
leading part in opposing the Bill, voted for
the second reading? It was manifestly
unfair to place on the committee some
suburban members who had shown by their
votes and speeches that they were in favour
of the Bill, and exclude other suburban
representatives who had expressed an adverse opinion about the measure. He did
not intend to object to the suspension of
the standing orders, but he considered that
the second reading of the Bill was carried
under a misapprehension. In fact, the whole
debate went to show either that the Bill
,vould be rejected on the second reading, or
that it would be carried by a very small
majority. A number of members who
spoke against the Bill voted for the second
reading, and the reason was that they
thought the inquiry by committee would
take a much wider scope than was ordinarily
the case. During the debate on the second
reading, he said it would be unfair to ask
the Tramway Company to spend their money
on an inquiry into the general question for
the satisfaction of the Assembly. (Mr.
Gillies-" It would be simply ridiculous.")
Still the impression that the inquiry by the
committee would be into the general question was allowed to remain, and influenced
a large number of votes; and certainly the
feeling of the House was that such an
inquiry should. take place before it was
committed. to this particular scheme.
Mr. GARDINER stated that there could
be no doubt that the honorable member for
Rodney (Mr. Gillies) won his majority on
the second reading of the Bill by the statement which he made just before the division,
and which produced. the impression that the
select committee would consist of twelve
members, and that most of them would be
representatives of Melbourne or suburban
constituencies. He found, however, that the
majority of those nominated on the select
committee were country members. Unless
the honorable member for Rodney withdrew
the names of the committee as they stood
on the notice-paper, and substituted twelve
members representing constituencies which
were interested in the question of the construction of tramways, he (Mr. Gardiner)
would feel it his duty to oppose the further
progress of the Bill, even if he had to resort
to "stone-walling" to do-so. He begged
to move the adjournment of the debate. ~
Dr. QUICK seconded the proposition,
which was put and negatived.
.
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Mr. BENT observed that lIe desired to
suggest an amendment on the motion to
suspend Standing Orders Nos. 1 and 2.
Standing Order No. 1 was as follows : "The committee on every private Bill shl\11 be
composed of five members, not 10ca.lIy or otherwise interested in the Bill, and no more."

Standing Order No.2 provided"Each member of a committee on a private
Bill shall, before he be entitled to attend and
vote on such committee, sign the following declaration :-' I do hereby declare that m)" constituents have no local interest, and that I have
no personal interest, in the Bill for
t
and that I will never vote on any question which
may arise without having duly heard and attended to the evidence relating thereto.' "

What he desired was that only the 'Words
"not locally or otherwise interested in the
Bill," in the 1st standing order, and the
words "that my constituents have 110 local
interest, and," in the 2nd standing order,
should be suspended. He hoped the honorable member for Rodney would accept the
amendment.
Mr. GILLIES remarked that if his motion, which was to suspend both standing
orders, was carried, it would not be necessary to raise the question referred to by the
Minister of Railways. (Mr. Bent-" If
you will not accept the amendment, I will
move it.") Perhaps the honorable gentleman would consult the Speaker before doing,
so.
The SPEA.KE R.-The honorable member
in charge of this Bill has proposed to suspend Standing Orders Nos. 1 and 2 as a
whole, and I do not think any honorable
is justified in proposing to suspend them
only in part. I think a standing order
lllust either be suspended asa whole or not at
all. So far as I can understand, the Minister
of Railways wishes to relieve honorable
members for the constituencies through ~;hich
the tramways are 'propos'e9. to be carried
fro111 being excluded from the comnlittee, as
provided by the standing orders, but he
desires to exclude honorable members who
may have a personal interest in the construction of the proposed tramways. In my
opinion, the standing orders ought not to be
suspended at all, but I am certainly not
aware of any casein which a standing order
has been in part suspended and in part retained in operation.
Mr. KERFERD said it was hardly pos ...
sible to suppose for a moment that any honOI'able member who was personally interested
in tramways would .attempt to sit on the
select committee. For an honorable mem-.
ber so situa.ted to do so would be such an'
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outrage on the House as would elicit a strong , from asking each honorable member nominated on the committee a question to that
expression of opinion.
effect? The assurance of each honorable
The SPEAKER.-TheMinisterofRailmember would be quite sufficient, and the
ways evidently wishes to retain that portion
technical objection to dividing the standing
of Standing Order No.2 which makes each
rilember of the select committee declare that orders would thus be got rid of. He would
suggest to the Minister of Railways to allow
he has" no personal interest in the Bill."
Standing Orders Nos. 1 and 2 to be suspended
I do not think it is possible, if the standing
as a whole, and then, when the committee
orders are 'suspended at ail, to suspend them
was proposed, the House could appoint whatOlily ill' part. I hope the House will assist
ever members it thought propel', if the
me on the point.
members nominated by the honorable memSir B. O'LOG HLEN observed that he
ber for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) were not
was not familiar with the practice of the
considered impartial. There were many of
House on this question, but he apprehended
that it was competent for the House to sus- the proposed committee whose opinions were
not known, and he thought it was a great
pend any part of a standing order. The
mistake to suppose that they would work in
proposal of the Minister of Railways was
that Standing Orders Nos. 1 and 2 should
the direction suggested by the Minister of
be suspended so far as certain words were
Railways. He (Sir J. O'Shanassy), for
concerned, and he (Sir B. O'Loghlen) con- one, would be very sorry to vote for every
sidered that it was within the power of the
clause in the Bill. On the contrary, he had
very valuable proposals to make, which might
House to make such a suspension. As an
very materially alter, the character of the
analogous case he might mention that Her
Bill in the committee, because he held that,
Majesty's assent to the Reform Bill was
before the right sought by the company
given in the form that the Queen assented
was given, something in the shape of an
to various portions of the Bill, leaving a portion uncovered by the assent. Analogously,
equivalent should be. obtained.
Mr. DUFFY submitted that, if there was
if there was no practice to the contrary, he
no precedent to show that the House had
could not see that there was any' objection
not the power to suspend a portion of the
to a proposition being moved that Standing
Orders Nos. 1 and 2 should be suspended so
standing order, it followed that the House
must have that power. The greater naturally
far as regarded certain words in each order.
If the House had the power to suspend the included the le~s, and, if the House had the
whole of a standing order, had it not also the
power to repeal a section of lUI Act of Parliament, in the same way it had the power
power to suspend part of one?
The SPEAKER.-I have always doubted
to suspend any portion of a standing order
whether tills House has the right, on a
containing a positive enactment.
The
motion, to suspend its standing orders. It
2nd standing order contained two separate
is only because it has been frequently done
enactments, the first prohibiting members
",hose constituents were interested, and the
for years past that I have put the motion of
the honorable member for Rodney (Mr.
second prohibiting members '\"ho themselves
were interested, from serving on a select
Gillies). I never heard, however, of such a
committee on a private Bill. He was a.t a
thing having been done as suspending only
a portion of a standing order. I repeat
lOSS to understand, therefore, why the House,
if it thought proper, could not suspend either
that, in my opinion, the standing orders
of those enactments, leaving the other in
ought always to be upheld.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY remarked that force. He trusted, however, that the Minvarious standing orders relating to private ister of Railways would not persist in his
Bills had frequently been suspended by the . suggested amendment, because he (Mr.
Duffy) was sure that no member of the
House. For instance, standing orders had
been suspended to avoid the necessity of the
House would attempt to sit on the select
committee proposed if he had any personal
payment of fees on certain private Bills, and
to enable a Bill '" hich had reached a certain interest in the Bill in question.
stage at the close of one session to be taken
Mr. FISHER thought that, the honorup at the same stage in the following session.
able member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies) having
What the Minister of Railways wanted he , given notice of motion for the suspension of
was at a loss to understand. If he wanted
the standing or,lers under discussion, it
each member of the select committee to
would be quite competent for the House to
make a declaration that" he had no personal
decide whether they should be suspended
interest in the Bill, what was to prevent him or not. J.'llay said-
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"Except in cases of urgent and pressing necessity, no motion may be made to dispense with
any sessional or standing order of the House
without due notice thereof."

This certainly implied that such a motion
might be made when notice had been given.
However, he was altogether opposed to the
suspension of the standing orders, because
he did not think anything had been shown
which entitled the promoters of this private
Bill to any particular consideration at the
hands of the House. He was also opposed
to the view put forward by the honorable
memberfor the Ovens (Mr. Kerfel'd) as to the
composition of the select committee. He
believed, it was the practice of the House of
Commons in similar ca.ses to choose the
select committee from the strongest partisans
on either side of the question under consideration. He considered that there was no
necessity whatever for enlarging the proposed
committee beyond the number provided in
the standing orders, as he thought a' committee of five members-consisting of two
strong partisans and two strong opponents
of the Bill with a judicial chairman-would
be fully able to grapple with the question.
Mr. BENT remarked that the honorable
memLer for the OYens (Mr. Kerferd) and
the honorable member for Belfast had entirely mistaken the object of the amendment
he suggested. The amendmel)t was not
directed against any member personally
interested in the question ,sitting on the
committee, but its object simply was to
enable any member whose constituents were
interested to serye on the committee. He
was absent when the division on the second
reading of the Bill was taken, and he joined
with the honorable member for Fitzroy
(Mr. Tucker) in regretting that so many
members of the Goyernment voted for the
second reading of the Bill. (Mr. L. L. Smith
" I suppose we' have minds of our own.")
He would not be doing his duty as Minister
of Railways if he did not warn the House
that,if it passed this Bill, it would hand oyer
to a company a monopoly' which he valued
at £150,000. There were men in Melbourne who were prepared to give the
country £ 150,000 for the privileges which
this company wanted for nothing. The
second reading of the Bill having been
carried, however, he did not wish to obstruct
it going to a select' committee, but his
object was to afford the House the opportunity of appointing any honorable member
on the committee, whether his constituents
were interested in the proposed tramways
or not. He therefore begged to move, as
an amendment, that Standing Order No.1
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be suspended only so far as substituting
twelve members for five members ana.
olllitting the words" locally or otherwise" ;
and that Standing Order No.2 be sus- •
pended only so far as leaving out the words
"that my constituents have no local interest, and."
Mr. KERFERD observed, with regard
to the point raised by the Speaker, that the
34th section of the Constitution Act, after
empowering the Legislative Council and the
Legislative Assembly respectively to adopt
standing rules and orders, went on to provide(. All which rules and orders shall by such
Council and Assemhlyrespectively be laid before
the Governor. and, being by him approved, shall
become binding and of force."

Therefore he thought the doubt expressed
by the Speaker as to the power of the
House to suspend its standing orders was
well founded. vVhen either Chamber adopted standing orders, and they were submitted to the Governor and approved of by
him, they had the force of an A.ct of Parliament, and, as such, neither branch of the
Legislature could suspend them. As to the
proposal of the Minister of Railways to suspend a portion of a standing order, it certainly was a novelty. A standing order
was either an order or it was not. (Mr.
Duffy-" We can rescind part of an order.")
A standing order might be repealed or
amended, but when it was amended it
became a new order. To say, however, that,
while an order existed, the House could.
decide that only part of it should operate
one day and anot.her part the next day was
nonsense. If the House had power according to precedent to suspend a standing
order, it certainly must be suspended as a
whole.
Mr. FINCHAM seconded the amendment. He observed that he did so because
there had been a breach of an understanding. He and several other honorable members voted for the second reading
of the Bill because they were clearly led to
believe that the proposed suspension of the
standing orders would have but one object
-namely, to allow of the appointment of
a large committee, so that the fullest investigation should take place as to the
desirability or otherwise of having the proposed tramways. He was quite sure that
not one of the gentlemen nominated on the
committee would consent for a moment to
act in any way prejudicial to the public
interest, but he thought it desirable that,
the members should not be relieved from
the necessity of making the declaration that
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they had no personal interest in the matter,
in order that not a scintilla of suspicion
should attach to their proceedings in a matter
of so much importance.
Mr. WILSON remarked that an overwhelming majority of the House had
affirmed the second reading of the Bill and
determined that it should be sent to a
select committee. The promoters of the
Bill, anxious that justice should be done
to all parties, now desired that two of the
standing orders should be suspended, in
order that a larw~r committee might be
appointed than was usual with regard to
private Bills. What possible objection could
there be to that request? When the
question of appointing the committee came
under consideration, if the members nominated were objected to, a ballot could be demanded. At present, however, the question
was simply whether certain standing orders
should be suspended so as to enable the
committee to be enlarged above five members. It was an unfair reflection upon
honorable members who were willing to act
upon the aommittee to suggest that they
had any personal interest in the Bill. {.Ie
was quite sure that no honorable member
who was in such a position would think of
acting on the committee.
Mr. WRIXON suggested that the best
course to follow would be to allow the
present motion to be carried, and to refer
the question raised by the Speaker to the
Standing Orders Comhlittee, as it was a
question of constitutional law which could
not be satisfactorily settled by a discussion
in the House. Even those opposed to the
Bill would admit that a large committee
was better than a small one, and thus, by
adopting the course he suggested, "the Bill
would be dealt with on its merits, and the
technical question would be considered by
the Standing Orders Committee.
Dr. MADDEN expressed the opinion
that while it was desirable that some country
members should be on the committee, so
that it might be a fair reflection of the
whole colony, it was also desirable that the
committee should contain a number of representatives of Melbourne and the suburbs,
which were so vitally interested in the
tramway question.
Mr. LANGRIDGE said it was well
known that he was opposed to the Bill, but
at the same time he felt, after hearing the
arguments offered by legal members of the
House, that it was wasting time to delay the
suspension of the standing orders now asked
for.
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Mr. GRAVES remarked that he would
not have risen but for an observation of Ilis
honorable colleague, tIle Minister of Railways.
He understood the honorable member to say
that no Minister ought to support the Bill,
because it would confer a monopoly disadvantageouB to the public. Now he (Mr.
Graves) voted for the second reading of the
Bill, but he did so simply to carry out the
idea expressed by the honorable member for
North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) the previous
week, when he said he thought it only right
that there should be a proper inquiry in
connexion with the Bill at the hands of a
proper committee. He (Mr. Graves) felt
in voting for the second reading that he was
simply voting for an inquiry, without which
he would not be competent to form an opinion
upon the measure.
Mr. BENT expressed regret that he had
said anything to offend his honorable colleague, who undoubtedly had a perfect right
to his own opinion.
Mr. CARTER observed that one view of
the point of order that had been raised had
been overlooked. Every Speaker of the
House had ruled in turn that, while an honorable member could not vote upon a question
upon which he was personally interested, he
could do so upon one in which his interest
was only jointly personal-that was to say,
one in which he was interested together with
other honorable members. He (Mr. Carter)
had in view the ruling that had been repeatecUy given in favour of honorable members voting themselves money in connexion
with payment' of members, and upon the
same ground he presumed that, if only a
tramway to St. Kilda was proposed, he and
his colleague in the representation of that
constituency would be prohibited from voting
on the question, whereas, with respect to a
proposal to carry tramways to twelve metropolitanconstituencies, they would, having
each only, so to speak, a twelfth interest in
the matter, be fully entitled to vote.
" The SPEAKER.-It is quite plain that,
under the 2nd standing order relating to
private Bills, no honorable member whose
constituents have a local interest in the present Bill can sit on the committee to which
it may be referred. With voting in the
House the case is different. No honorable
member who is personally interested in a
measure before the House is entitled to vote
upon it.
Mr. CARTER remarked it was odd that,
while he could vote himself £300 a year,
he could not vote for a tramway in which
he happened to be personally interested.

Melbourne Tmmway and

[JULY

Another point he wished to refer to was that
he understood, when the second reading
of the Bill was ngreed to, that it was to be
sent to a select committee, composed of
twelve metropolitan members. 'Vhy should
the honorable member for Stawell, the honorable member for Belfast, and one of the
honorable members for Castlemaine be included in the proposed committee, and such
metropolitan members as the honorable
member for Boroondara and the honorable
member for Sandridge be excluded?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN asked if an honorable member wlio held shares in the Tramway Company could vote for say the second
reading of the Bill?
'
The SPEAKER.-Certainly not. As
to the point mentioned by the honorable
member for St. Kilda (Mr. Carter), I may
state that he appears to confuse matters. It
has been ruled that an honorable member
is entitled to vote for payment of members
because that is a question of public policy,
but the same thing can hardly be said to be
the case with a Bill to construct tramways
in a particular district. An honorable member with any interest in the Tramway Company is not entitled to vote upon the Bill
or to sit on any committee to which it may
be referred.
Mr. FISHER inquired whether directors
of railway companies who were members of
the House of Commons were not permitted
to vote there on Railway Bills in which they
were interested?
The SPEAKER.-I am not aware that
such is the .case. My impression is that,
whenever an honorable member is personally
interested in a question that is not one of
public policy, he has no right to vote upon
it. With respect to the amendment of the
Minister of Railways, I ca.nnot put it from
the chair unless I am directed by the House
to do so. It practically amounts to a temporary amendment of the standing orders,
and I know no instance in which that has
been permitted.
Mr. BENT observed that his sole object
was to enable any honorable member to sit
on the proposed committee.
The motion for the suspension of the
standing orders was carried without a
division.
Mr. GILLIES moved. "That a Bill to authorize the ~felbourneTrn.m

way and Omnibus Company (Limited) to con-

struct tramways in the cities of Melbourne, Fitzroy, Collingwood, Prahran, and Hichmond, and
the towns of Emerald Hill and Hotham, and the
boroughs of St. KiIda, Brullswick, Kew, Hawthorn, and Sandridge, and for other purposes,

be

r~fened

to a select committee consistlDg of

5.J

Omnibus Company's Bill.

928

Mr. Orkney,Mr. Bosisto, Mr. Miramf:f,Mr. Walsh,
Mr. Munro, Mr. Woods, Mr. Patter~on Mr.
Deakin, Sir John O'Shanassy, Mr. Harns, Mr. c.
Young, and the mover, five to form a quorum;
and that the promoters have leave from day to
day to print the evidence taken before such
committee."

He said his object in increasing the number
of the committee was to secure as complete
an inquiry into the Bill as was possible ~nder
the circumstances. It was extraordmary
that any honorable member could imagine
that he had any idea of making the intended investigation a fishing inquiry into
the whole policy of tramways. Surely it
was a little too much to suppose that the
promoters of a private Bill would go to vast
expense in order to determine a question of
that kind. He apprehended that the House
was perfectly able of itself to declare whether
it approved of tramways, and whether a
company should be permitted to construct
them under certain conditions. Undoubtedly
a majority of honorable members were of
opinion that a private company might be so
permitted, and under such circumstances i~
would be the dutyof the proposed committee to
inquire whether the conditions to be imposed
would be fair to the public. That the Minister
of Railways objected to the appointment of a
committee to make such inquiries, on the
ground that the interests of the State rail.
ways would be injured by the competition of
the Tramway Company, was, to say the
least, most strange; but he (Mr. Gillies)
beo-ged to say that, if the Government were
able to show that any injury would be done
to the State by the construction of any
of the tramways proposed in the Bill,
the company would be perfectly prepared~it
would be their duty to be so preparedto abandon it. He was satisfied that in
saying this he was expressing the clear
views of the promoters of the measure.
It was, therefore, not in the power of any
honorable member to assert with truth that
the company desired to secure a monopoly at
the public expense. As to the idea of thi
honorable member for St. Kilda (Mr. Carter)
that the number of the committee was increa~ed from five to twelve in order thai it
should consist wholly of metropolitan members, it was without foundation. Such a plan
n~ver entered his (Mr. Gillies') head. In
the first place, it could not be carried out
with anything like equal fairness, because
the metropolitan members were some 24
or 25 in number. In selecting the members
to form the committee, he had been careful
to choose only hOllo1'8,ble members who
would be acknowledged to be reasonably
and fairly represel~tative of both sides, of the_
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Chamber-certainly not honorable members committed to only one view of the
subject to be taken in hand. Indeed,
several of the honorable members selected
had stated that they voted for the second
reading of the Bill only with considemble
reservations, and with the view of making
certain striking amendments in it. On the
other hand, he deemed it idle to select honorable members who had expressed themselves as opposed to the measure from
beginning to end. That would be an unfair
proceeding in every way. (Mr. R. Clark"All the honorable members named for
the committee arc supporters of the Bill.")
The honorable member for Sandhurst (Mr.
Clark) had made a statement which had
been repeatedly denied, and he was bound by
the rules of the House to accept the denial.
Many of the honorable members named for
the committee were careful ,to say that, in
voting for the second reading of the Bill,
they supported only its general principles.
In fact, it could not be said of any of them
that he was bound to every proposal in the
measure. On the contrary, several of them
were strongly desirous of altering it in various
important ways, and they would be perfectly
free to do so-to improve it to the best of
their power. Had he (Mr. Gillies) placed on
the list of the proposed committee the name
of any honorable member utterly antagonistic to the principles of the Bill, what
might he expect to be the consequence?
That the measure would be hung up in committee, and so defeated. It would have
been infinitely better to let it be thrown
out on its secondrcading. If the measure
was sent to the select committee, it would
be for that body to make a sifting inquiry
into the whole matter remitted to them, and
to report to the House; and if, when their
report was submitted, it was thought by the
House that the public interests had not been
properly secured, it would be open to honOI'able members to make any amendments
in the Bill they thought fit, or to reject it
altogether.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN moved, as an
amendment, that all the words from "consisting of" (line 8) to "and the mover"
(line 12) be omitted, with the view of inserting other names.
Mr. MUNRO observed that the amendment was faultily framed, because, if it was
negatived, the effect would be that no change
whatever in the proposed names could be
effected. It would be better to insist upon
the names of the intended committee being
put tb the House seriatim.
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Mr. R. CLARK submitted that, inas~
much as the honorable member for St.
Kilda (Mr. Carter) was the only member
of the House who was also a member of the
Melbourne Corporation, he ought to be
placed on the committee.
Mr. CARTER said he had no desire to
be on the committee, and he was sure 11is
honorable colleague in the representation of
St. Kilda would do ample justice to their
joint constituents. Upon the whole, the care
taken to exclude him (Mr. Carter) was
rather complimentary than otherwise, for it
was plain the promoters of the Bill were
afraid of hiin. If 'he were on the committee,
he might put highly inconvenient questions
to the witnesses. He quite agreed with the
honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr. Munro) that the amendment was imperfectly framed, and he would suggest that
it should be worded so as to constitute the
committee of "Mr. C. Young, Mr. Gillies,
and ten members, each representing a metropolitan constituency, to be chosen by ballot,"
and also to instrnct it to make its proceedings
open to the press, and to report from day to
day. vVhat was wanted was that the committee should not hold private sittings or do
any hole-anel-corner business, but that its
whole proceedings should be conducted
openly, and in the light of day. Again,
whatever were the views of the honorable
member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies), every
metropolitan constituency was entitled to be
represented on the committee. Why should
Stawell, Belfast, and Castlemaine be represented there, rather than Sandridge, Boroondara, or Carlton? vVhat interest had the
former localities in metropolitan tramways
to compare with that of the latter? Undoubtedly the majority of the honorable
members selected were strongly in favour of
the Bill. Were they not practically chosen
by the secretary of the Tramway Company,
when, after the second reading of the Bill
was carried, he was in the Library asking
honorable members to sit on the committee?
Mr. GILLIES stated that he nominated
the committee himself without any consultation with the company or its secretary. After
he had put the names down, he informed
the company of what he had done.
Mr. OAR TER remarked that, at all
events, at the time he spoke of, the secretary was about the Library having consultations with different honorable members,
and it was impossible not to draw conclusions
as to his object. To appoint the committee
proposed by the honorable member for
Rodney would be grossly unfair. It was
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extremely well that such constituencies as
Richmond or North Melbourne should be
represented upon it, but what entitled Belfast, for instance, to the same position ?
Again, some time since, the secretary of the
(lompany published a letter in which he
endeavoured to make it appear that he (Mr.
Carter) had stated in the House that different members of metropolitan local bodies
were personally interested in the Bill, and,
consequently, influenced by improper motives
i!l allowing it to be introduced to the House.
But he said nothing of the sort. What he
stated was duly reported in ]fansal'd, and
it was simply to the effect that hyo memqers of the particular corporation to which
he belonged were interested in the vote they
. gaye with respect to the measure. He had
nothing to do with any other corporation,
and had never attributed any motives, improper or otherwise, to any of its members.
In conclusion, he would ask the Premier to
accept his suggestion with respect to his
amendment.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said he \lnderstood the honorable member for St. K ilda
(Mr. Carter) to desire that Messrs. Orkney,
Bosisto, Mirams, vValsh, Munro, Harris,
C. Young, and Gillies should be members
of the committee, and that the other members should be, selected from representatives·
of metropolitan constituencies. He had no
objection to that, and he would, therefore,
withdraw his amendment in favour of the
one suggested by the honorable member for
St. Kilda.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY objected to the
withdrawal of the amendment.
Mr. FRASER considered that the Premier's amendment cast a very undeseryed
reflection on the gentlemen named by the
proposer of tIle motion to form the select
committee. Those gentlemen were men of
ability, they possessed the confidence of the
House, and 118 was sure that they would
deal with the Bill in a fair and impartial
manner. The measure was not entirely a
metropolitan Bill, but to some extent it was
one of a national character, for, if it became
law, he had no doubt that in a short time
steps would be taken to have tramways in
Sandhurst, Ballarat, Castlemaine, and other
populous towns of the colony. The interests
of Melbolli'ne and its suburbs would surely
be quite safe in the hands of the six members of the committee who represented
metropolitan constituencies, and of the
honorable member for Belfast, who was a
resident of Boroondara, which was one of
the suburbs. Moreover, when the report of
SES.
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the committee was brought up, the House
could deal with it as it thought fit. He
did not see what danger there could be in
referring the measure to the committee proposed by the motion. The Bill was not
half so liberal as the Act obtained by the
Adelaide Tramway Company. Indeed, he
thought that the restrictions which it imposed were so great that he would not buy
any shares in the Melbourne Tramway
Company if he could g!3t them at 25 or 30
per cent. discount.
Mr. VVALSH observed that he took exception to the Bill, during the debate on the
second reading, on the ground that, if it
was read a second time, it would have to be
referred to a select committee of five members, and that, according to the standing
orders, no representatives of any of the constituencies directly interested in the provisions of the measure could be placed on
the committee. But the honorable member
for Rodney (Mr. Gillies), who was in charge
of the Bill, intimated that he would consent
to the suspension of the standing orders,
and the appointment of a committee of
twelve members, some of whom should be
representatives of constituencies affected by
the measure. On that condition, and on
the understanding that the Bill would be
very carefully scrutinized by the committee,
he (Mr. Walsh), along with many other
members, consented to the second read ing.
He thought that the honorable member for
Rodney had faithfully kept his promise,
inasmuch as half the members of the proposed committee represented metropolitan
constituencies. He presumed that the scope
of the inquiry would not be limited to the
proposals contained in the Bill, but that the
committee would be at liberty to obtain
information on the general question of tramways-that, in fact, they would exercise a
wider latitude than was ordinarily taken by
a select committee on a private Bill. Personally, he was not very favorably disposed
to the measur2, but was more inclined to
approve of tramways being constructed by
the municipal councils and leased to private
individuals or companies. He, however,
saw no objection to a fair inquiry into the
proposals of the Melbourne Tramway and
Omnibus Company, and to the fullest opportunity being afforded them of proving
the preamble of the Bill. He thought that
the committee named ought to be accepted,
but he reserved to himself the right to vote
against the third reading of the Bill if the
provisions of the measure at that stage were
such as he could !lot approve of.

9·26'

Melbourne T"amwayand

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. FISHER stated that he would be
the last to say a word against any of the
gentlemen whose names wer\) mentioned in
the motion. He was sure that everyone
of them was a man of honour, who would
endeavour to do what was right on any
committee to which he might be appointed.
At the same time, he could not disguise
from himself the fact that the large majority of them spoke emphatically in favour
of this Bill during the debate on the second
reading. (" No.") He might be wrong,
but that, at all events, was his impression.
He would cordially support a resolution
declaring that tramways were desirable, because in some portions of the colony they
would be most b€meficial. For instance,
tramways were wanted to connect outlying
places in certain of the country districts
with the trunk railway lines. But the
Bill which it was now proposed to refer to
a select committee was not one dealing
with the general question of tramways. It
related only to Melbourne and the suburbs;
it was a measure promoted by a private
company for the construction of certain
specific tramways. In choosing a committee to deal with such a Bill, it was the
duty of the House to select members who
would be likely to listen not merely to the
side of the promoters, but also to the other
side-to the views of those who were opposed to the Bill. No doubt all the gentlemen named in the motion would desire to
hear both sides, but there was a liability
for them to have a bias in favour of
the Bill, inasmuch as they had spoken in
support of it on the second reading. It
was the practice of the House of Commons
to refer Bills of this character to select
committees comprising strong partisans on
both sides. The object of remitting the
Bill to a committee was to get at the truth,
but how could the truth be ascertained if
the members of the committee were all of
one way of thinking? If they were all in
favour of the Bill, they would be naturally
inclined to give prominence chiefly to the
witnesses who supported it. Who would
there be to elicit evidence against the Bill ?
(Mr. Munro-" Those who are interested
in the Bill can appear before the committee by counsel? ") No doubt they
could, but the employment of counsel involved expense, and counsel might also be
engaged on the other side. The very fact
that there might be two opposing sides
represented by coullsel showed that there
ought to be members on the committee not
in favour of the Bill as well as members
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who supported it. There were committees
upon which there should be no partisans;
but there were likewise committees on which
the strongest partisans on both sides ought
to be appointed in order that the whole
truth might be elicited concerning the subject of inquiry. As tIllS view would not be
given effect to if the committee was constituted as proposed, he intended to move,
when the amendment at present before the
chair was disposed of, that the motion be
amended by substituting the names of Mr.
Tucker, Mr. Gardiner, Mr. Nimmo, and
Mr. Walker for Mr. vVoods, Mr. Patterson, Mr. Deakin, and Sir John O'Shanassy,
and, that the following words be added to
the motion : " That the proceedings of the committee be
open to the press, and that the committee be instructed to report from day to day."

Mr. HARRIS said he thougllt that his
honorable colleague (Mr. Carter) ought to
be a member of the committee, and he would
be glad to withdraw in that gentleman's
favour. At the first blush he believed
that a mistake had been made in nominating
so many country members on the committee, but to alter the constitution of the
committee in the way proposed by the Premier would be objectionable, because the
effect of it would be to appoint a number of
members who had spoken strongly against
the Bill. He believed that the better course
would be to let the names stand as originally proposed. The committee would then
be composed of members who were all good
practical business men, and who would be
above any bias or any influence that could be
brought to bear other than what was proper.
Mr. NIMMO said he voted against the
second reading of the Bill, but, as the second
reading had been carried, the House, according to parliamentary law, must be considered to have approved of the main principles
of the measure, and it was the duty of the
opponents of the Bill to accept that position.
The measure ought now to be remitted to a
select committee, but it was important that
the committee should be one that would
thoroughly examine the provisions of the
Bill in the light of the various public requirements of the suburbs through which
the tramways which the promoters of the
measure intonded to construct would pass.
Surely the members who represented those
localities were the members of the House
best acquainted with their requirements. He
did not desire for a single moment to reflect
on the gentlemen nominated in the motion
as the members of the committee. He had
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the utmost confidence in their honesty and
judgment, but he objected to the constitution of the committee, on the ground that it
did not properly represent the districts whose
interests would be affected by the operations
of the Bill. In his opinion, the committee
ought to be representative of those interests
in the fullest sense. The constituencies
of Emerald Hill,Carlton, Sandridge, Fitzroy,
and Boroondara, which were directly affected
by the provisions of the Bill, were completely
snuffed out. No representative of any of
those district.s was proposed as a member of
the committee. Had not the people of
Emerald Hill a right to be represented on
the committee? The promoters of the Bill
expected to derive large profits from the
people of Emerald Hill, and to compete with
railways which were really the property of
every inhabitant of that town. Surely,
therefore, Emerald Hill was entitled to be
represented on the committee. Again, if
there was a representative of Emerald Hill
on the committee, he would be the best able
to form an opinion as to whether the company proposed to lay tramways in that
suburb along the streets in which it was
most desirable, in the interests of the public,
that they should be constructed. It might,
for instance, be the intention of the company to construct a tramway along a street
with very easy gradients, but where business
men would have a very strong objection to a
tramway, and a local representative on the
committee might secure the adoption of
some other route· more acceptable to the
people generally. He was in favour of
tramways in the abstract. He believed that
the time had come when they would be
popular in many parts of the colony. It
was, however, the opinion of many thoughtful
men that tramways in the suburbs of ·Melbourne would be antagonistic to the interests
of the suburban railways, which were the
property of the public, and would diminish
the income derived from them.
Of course
that opinion might be wrong; but if he
held it, and if he were a member of the
select committee on the Melbourne Tramway
and Omnibus Company's Bill, he would take
care that the route of the tramways proposed
to be constructed at Emerald Hill should be
as far as possible from the railway line to
Emerald Hill, so that the tramways would not
come into undue competition with that line.
He would like to see tramways laid towards
the beach, so as to accommodate those of
the public who desired to visit the baths or
walk on the sands; and there were many
other things cOllnected with the tramway
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question which he would like to have a say
upon, were he a member of the committee.
But he was denied that opportunity, and,
therefore, whate'ver local knowledge he
possessed went for nothing. One course
was open to him, and that was to oppose the
committee's report when it was brought up ;
but that would be a very ungracious thing
to do, and there would be no occasion to
resort to it if each metropolitan district were
fairly represented on the committee.
Mr. LAURENS considered the honorable member for Emerald Hill (Mr. Nimmo)
was quite right in contending for the representation on the committee of the district which he represented in Parliament.
Supposing the object of the Bill were to
authorize the construction of a tramway in
Castlemaine, or some other inland town,
would he (Mr. Laurens) be a fit person to·
sit on the committee? The thing was
absurd. Although, in a certain sense, honorable members might claim to represent
the whole colony, yet it did not seem proper
. to select members like the honorable member for Castlemaine (Mr. Patterson) or the
honorable member for Stawell to deal with
a question involving purely the local interests of Melbourne and its suburbs. A
great deal had been made of the assent
said to have been given to the introduction
of the Bill by the various local bodies in
and about Melbourne; but only last week
the Mayor of St. Kilda, of his own motion,
requested him not to support the Bill,
stating that the St. Kilda Council were
opposed to it. Unfortunately the proceedings
in the House with regard to the Bill had
assumed a character that was difficult to
deal with. As the honorable member for
Geelong (Mr. Berry) had pointed out, the
carrying of the second reading by so large
a majority could not be reconciled except on
the supposition that many honorable members who voted with the majority were
misled in the matter. He concurred with
the honorable member for Rodney (Mr.
Gillies) that, as the expense of the select
committee's inquiry would be borne by the
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company, it would be preposterous to place on
the committee any honorable member who
had expressed dissent from the main principles of the Bill. The Bill was the Bill
of a private company. It was not a Bill
introduced at the instance of one local body,
or a number of local bodies. It was not a
Bill promoted by a trust created for the
purpose of constructing tramways in Melbourne and the suburbs. It was not a
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Bill under the control of the Government.
It was an application from a company
which was not a tramway compallY, pure
and simple-a tramway oompany which,
without constructing tramways, could not
lI'\ake use of its capital in the slightest
degree-bnt an omnibus company which,
for all practical purposes, had already a
monopoly of the public streets; and the
effect of passing the Bill would be to prevent
any trams but those of the company going
along the streets mentioned in the measure,
even if the company neglected to lay down
tramways along those thoroughfares. The
c9mpany, being possessed at present of a
lucrative trade in omnibuses-a trade which
produced a profit of from 10 to 20 per cent.
-apprehending the introduction of a Bill
to a uthorize the construction by local corporations or by the Government of tramways in
the streets along which their omnibuses ran,
s~ught to secure for themselves a Bill under
the authority of which they might lay tramways only on their own terms, failing which
they had a monopoly as an established
omnibu,s company, because no one could
Thus the
touch the streets for 21 years.
~ill which professed to provide tramways in
Melbourne and the suburbs might be the
very instrument to prevent the construction
of those tramways for 21 years. (Mr.
Berry-" That lllay be cured.") But it
was important that such a defect should be
pointed out before the Bill went to a select
committee. Although it was not proposed
by the hO~lOrable member for Rodney that
the select committee should inquire whether
tramways would be of advantage to the
country or not, there could be no doubt that
several members voted for the second reading of the Bill in. the expectation that the
committee's investigation would take that
direction.
Mr. MUNRO observed that, no doubt,
the majority of honorable members who
voted for the second reading of the Bill
did so with the intention that proper inquiry
should be made as to the claims of the
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Comp~ny to establish tramways and run them
from Melbourne to the surrounding municipalities; and that was aU the House had
yet committed it::Jelf to. He could mention
the case of a private Bill which was sent
to a select committee and was reported
upon, and yet was afterwards rejected; and,
if that had occurred once, it might occur
again. Although he approved of this Bill
g~ing to a select committee, he had not
c~mm~ttE>d hi~se~ to the measure, Like
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other honorable members,he wanted information; and if it should not turn out that
the Bill was for the public benefit and advantage independent altogether of the profit
and benefit which the promoters looked for,
he, as one member of the committee, would
not vote for declaring the pre am ble proved.
No argument had been advanced to show
that the select committee nominated by the
honorable member for Rodney (Mr. Gillies)
was not a fair one. ,The honorable member for Mandurang (Mr. Fisher) had stated
that the committee should be 'a partisan
committee ; but he (Mr. Munro) thOUg~lt
it wrong that partisans should be selected.
And here he might state that recently he
was pained to sit and hear a member of
a select committee stand on the floor of the
House, as if he were a paid advocate, to
defend a certain-Mr. FISHER here rose, and moved that
the words be taken down.
The SPEAKER directed. that the words
be taken down.
The words were then taken down by the
CLEItK, as follows : "I was pained to find an honorable member of
this House stand up in his place and advocate
certain views as if be were a paid advocate."

Mr. FISHER submitted that these
words must be withdrawn. (Mr. Munro"I never mentioned any name.") In
slander the mention of names was not
required. The honorable member pointed
at him (Mr. Fisher), and if the words meant
anything they meant that on a certain select
committee of which he was a member, he was
a paid advocate, and acted as such. But'
there was no foundation for the insinuation.
Anyone who insinuated in the'remotest
degree that in connexion \vith his services
on a select committee he was a paid advocate or any sort of advocate, that he received
consideration oniily sort-favour, influence,
money, or anything else-asserted that
which was utterly untrue.
The SPEAKER.-I did not understand
the honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr. Munro) to mean to insinuate that the
honorable and learned member for Mandurang was a feed advocate when he pursued
a certain course as a member of a s~lect
committee.
Mr. MUNRO said he never said so.
What he said in Parliament he meant.
He never said what he did not mean.
Mr. ROBERTSON observed that the
insinuation in which the honorable member
for North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) had indulged was clearly levelled at the honorable
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, member for Mandurang (Mr. Fisher), and
as the honorable member for North Melbourne always llleant what he said, and as
the insinuation was regarded as offensive,
it ought to be withdrawn.
, The SPEAKER.-It appears that the
language of the honorable member for North
,Melbourne (Mr. Munro) has produced on
the mind of the honorable and learned member for Polwarth and South Grenville an
impression corresponding to that produced
on the mind of the honorable and learned
, member for Mandmang. Therefore, I would
suggest to the honorable member for North
Melbourne the propri~ty of giving the honorable and learned member for Mandurang
the assmance that he never intended to use,
the language in an offensive way to him.
Mr. MUNRO said he wished to bring
back the Speaker to the exact point. Before
he had finished his sentence, the honorable
member for Mandurang (Mr. Fisher) rose
to a point of order when there was no point
of order, and took a portion of wl1at he
(Mr. Munro) had said, and put his own
construction upon it.
The SPEAKER.-Thehonorable member for North Melbourne is quite mistaken.
The honorable and learned member for
Mandurang got up and moved that certain
words be taken down.
Mr. MUNRO said the sentence was not
finished when the words ,yere taken down.
The SPEAKER.-The words having
been interpreted by more than one honor, able member to apply to the honorable and
learned member for Mandurang, I put it to
the good feeling of the honorable member
for North 'Melbourne (Mr. Munro) to give
the assurance that he did not intend the
, words to reflect in any offensive way on that
gentleman.
Mr. MUNRO observed that he did not
want to say anything offensi,re to the hOll- ,
orable member for Mandurang (Mr. Fisher) ,
or to anyone else; but he had a perfect
" right to refer to the conduct of an honor-,'
,able member as disqualifying him from,
acting on a select committee. The honorable member for Mandurang haying argued
that partisans should be placed on this
committee, he (Mr. Munro) was contending
that it was wrong to do anything of the
kind, and he mentioned that he was pained
to hear, on a previous occasion, an honorable
member who llad been a member of a select
. committee speak, in the House, as if he
were a paid adyocate instead of what he
was, simply a representative' ,deputed, ~o
make inquiry into a certain business. He'
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did not want to apply the words in an
offensive manner, and, if he, had been
allowed to finish his sentence, there would
have been no necessity for, anyone to interpose. Certainly members of the House
who went on a se~ect committee ought to
go as persons anxious to do justice to all
parties, and to deal with the question
awaiting consideration from a public point
of yiew.
The SPEAKER.-The honorable mem·
bel' for North Melbourne said he saw a
memher of this House; who was a member
,of a select committee, act a's if he. were a
feed advocate; and the honorable and
learned member for Mandurang supposed,
from the gestures of the honorable 1l~ell1ber
for North Melbourne, that the language was
intended to apply to him. Another honorable member thought the language was intended to npplyto the honorable and learned
member foi' Mandurang. Surely it is not
unbecoming of the honorable member for
North Melbourne, who is an experienced
andleauing member of this House, to say
that he meant no offence to the honorable
and learned member for Mandurang.
Sir C. MAC MAHON submitted that
the honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr. Munro) should assure the honorable
member for Mandurang (Mr. Fisher) that
he did not intend the words complained of
to apply to him.
.
Mr. MUNRO said he could not say that.
He did intend the, words to apply to the
honorable member for Malldurallg (Mr.
Fisher), but he did not inten.d to apply
them offensivoly. He would not say he
did not intend a tlling when he did intend
it. He said what he bclieyed to .be true.
He did not suppose the honorable member
for Mandurang would take any offence, because the tenor of his o\"n speech shortly
before was that he wanted partisans on the
committee.
TJ{e SPEAKER.-The honorable member for North Melbourne now admits that
he intended the words to apply to the
honorable and learned member for Mandurang. Surely it is not unreasonable for a
member of the standing of tIle honorable
member for North Melbourne at onc,e to say
that he did not mean what he said ,-(Mr.
Munro-" I cannot say I did not mean
what I did mean.")-or to apologize for
. having used words in an offensive spirit.
Mr. FRANCIS observed that for one
honorable member to charge another,JionOl'·
_able m,ember; who had be<;'lll,partyto au: in.:..
vestigation elsewhere, with behaving ill the
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Assembly as if he were a paid advocate, instead of acting consistently with the judicial
capacity which he had to fulfil, was an impropriety against the practice and decencies
of Parliament. No one insinuated for a
moment that the honorable member for
North Melbourne (Mr. Munro) did not
mean to say that which he .did say, but, in
view of the feeling which had arisen, it
would be well for the honorable member to
give the assurance that he did not intend
any offence, and to withdraw the expression.
This he could do without any loss of dignity
as a member of the House.
Mr. MUNRO saidhehadnottheleastobjection to withdraw the expression if it had
given offence, but he could not say he did not
use it. He did not wish to occupy the time
of the House much further. What he contended for was that, if the Bill was referred
to a select committee, the committee should,
as far as possible, be impartial. He also
wished to relieve himself from the idea
conveyed by the speech of the honorable
member for Emerald Hill (Mr. Nimmo)
that, in voting for the second reading of
the Bill, he approved of the company's application for power to construct tramways.
All that he ever said, and all that he said
now, was that he wanted information. For
that reason he had consented to sit on the
committee, although he could ill afford the
time necessary for the investigation. If
the House appojnted the committee, he
would act as a juryman to inquire into the
claims of the company. He considered the
committee now proposed a fail' and impartial
committee. He did not believe that three
of the members had expressed approval of
the Bill. All that he had heard from
them was that they wished investigation.
He considered it would be improper for
a select committee on a private Bill authorizing the construction of certain tramways to go into the general question
of tramways and their ramifications. All
that the committee would have to do in
investigating the questions connected with
this Bill would be, in the first place, to ascertain whether the comp?-ny had or had not
proved the preamble of the Bill-that was
to say, whether it was expedient to do a
certain thing or not. If that question was
resolved in the affirmative, then the committee would proceed to inquire into the
various clauses, and to ascertain whether the
promoters proved what they laid claim to.
n they did not the Bill must be condemned,
but, in order to arrive at a just conclusion on
the subject, it was necessary that the Bill
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should be considered by a jury who were, as
far as possible, impartial, and not by partisans of one side or the other.
Mr. RICHARDSON said it appeared·
to him that the amendment of the Premier would entirely reverse the intention of
the honorable member for Rodney (Mr.
Gillies) in obtaining a suspension of the
standing orders, and make the whole committee a partisan body. (Sir B. O'Loghlen
-" That is not so.") He thought that
would be the effect of the amendment, and
it was therefore hardly fair to the honorable
member who had charge of the Bill. Considering the great public interests at stake,
both the Premier and the Minister of Railways having said that the revenue of the
Railway department would be seriously affected by the constn~ction of the proposed
tramways, he thought it would be incumbent on the Government to see that they
,vere represented by counsel before the committee. If the statements of the Premier
and the Minister of Railways were correct,
the Bill not only affected the metropolis and
sUklurbs, but also the whole country, and he
had no hesitation in saying that, if the Government proved before the committee that
the revenue would be affected to the extent
alleged, the House would have to reconsider
its position with regard to the Bill. As the
honorable member for N ort]l Melbourne (Mr.
Munro) had pointed out, however, the company would have to establish its claim before
the committee, and it could not establish its
claim if it was against evidence. If the
Government had just grounds for stating
that the passage of the Bill would affect
the revenue to the extent of £150,000, evidence could be tendered to that effect, and
the select committee would certainly never
think of recommending the claim of the company if such evidence was forthcoming. If
any districts had reason to complain of the
personnel of the select committee, it was
not those of the metropolis and suburbs
but those in the country, because the question which would be decided by the committee would affect all the inland townsBallarat, Sandhurst, Geelong, and even
Creswick. If power was granted by Parliament to private companies to construct
tramways, advantage would immediately be
taken of the privilege in the Creswick district to construct tramways in connexion
with the mines. More than that, if Parliament did not see its way to give that
district further railway communication, private companies would be formed to construct
tramways, should power be granted for that
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purpose. This committee would inquire
through which it was sought to run traminto the whole question, and would virtually ways asserted their right to sit upon the
"determine whether companies should make
committee and watch the interests of their
tramways or whether the Government s_hould
constituents. He thought every municiundertake the work. (Sir B. O'Loghlen- pality round Melbourne ought to be represented on the committee, and he hoped the
"Will they inquire into the whole question ?")
If necessary, the House could instruct the c01;l1mittee would yet be constituted in that
committee to extend the sphere of their way. He was at a loss to understand why
"inquiry. If the committee refused to receive the minority who voted against the second
any evidence tendered to them, he had no
reading of the Bill should be. charged with
partiality and absolute unfitness to sit on
doubtthat, when their report was brought up,
the House would take the matter into its the committee, whilst honorable members
had been chosen who spoke in favour of
own hands. He did not think, however,
the Premier was justified in interfering with the Bill, with others whose opinions, althe committee at the present stage. When though they had not spoken, were possibly
well known to the honorable member for
the committee's report came before the
Rodney. He protested against the manner
House, unless it showed clearly and distinctly that it would be in the interests of in which the minority had been treated in
the country to pass the Bill, it would receive this matter. It was well known that, in
another place, it was proposed to pass, not
all the opposition he (Mr. Richardson) could
a private Bill, but a public Bill to allow
give it.
municipalities to construct tramways, and
Mr. TUCKER considered that the action
also to allow them to lease them and so
of the honorable member for Rodney (Mr.
Gillies),in omitting him (Mr. Tucker) and retain the profits made out of their workother members who spoke against the second ing for the benefit of the ratepayers. When
reading of the Bill from the proposed com- that measure was sought to be introduced
mittee, was a direct slight offered to those in another place, its introduction, without
honorable members. He claimed that, as a notice, was actually stopped by an objection
from a gentleman who was himself a director
representative of 26,000 people directly inof this company. He thought the Governterested in this question, either he, or some
ment should ]u\,ve shown a firmer front
representative of the electorate, should have
on this questiOll, and if they believed the
a seat on the select committee. When he
voted against the second reading of the Bill, . Premier had put forward fair and substantial
he did not record his vote against tramways. reasons against the Bill they should have
He stated distinctly that he was willing that given a united vote on the subject. But
a select committee should be appointed to whether the honorable member for Rodney
consented or not to place on the committee
consider the advisability of having tramways,
the members representing the districts most
and also to consider by whom they should
be constructed. A very large amount of vitally interested in the matter, he would
interest was being taken in this Bill. When find that there were a great many pitfalls
it was remembered that the gross earnings in front of the Bill when it came back from
the committee. The honorable member had
of the Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus
Company were £200,000 a year, it could be not taken a course which was likely to
make friends for the Bill. Again, he
understood what they were fighting for.
(Mr. Tucker) thought it was a pity that an
There had been a great amount of stockenormous question like this should be
jobbing and speculation over this matter,
brought forward in the last session of a
and the fact that tramway shares, on which
Parliament which might be dissolved at
only Is. was paid, had risen to 5s., or 400
any moment, and which would, in any case,
per cent., showed what the public thought
of the speculation. Yet the House was ere very long expire by effluxion of time,
asked to give away the enormous privileges while at the same time it was known that
Fitzroy had voted against the introduction
asked by this company for nothing. 'Vhen
they found the Premier and the Minister of tramways at all, and that Richmond,
Collingwood, and other suburbs were
of Railways, who might be expected to
know something about its effects, de- opposed to this Bill. He would have been
nouncing the Bill, and when they considered
glad if a select committee had been apthe ugly stories which were going about
pointed, apart from the Bill altogether, to
outside with regard to the distribution of consider the tramway question generally.
shares in this company, it was high time
He did not think that any member of the
that the representatives of the districts
committee which had been nom,inated would
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'do otherwise than give fair and judicial
consideration to the question submitted to
them, but he maintained that a slight had
been offered to the members for suburban
constituencies who voted. against the second
reading of the Bill by excluding them from
the committee. For himself, he claimed
that on whatever committee he might be
appointed, he would never feel himself in
such a position that he could. not give a
fair and impartial judgment on the evidence
submitted, and one apart altogether from
any preconceived opinions.
Mr. GARDINER stated that, just before
the division was taken on the second reading of the Bill, the honorable member who
had charge of it said"! may mention that, before the honorable
member for South Gippsland addressed the
House,! intimated to several honorable members
on this (the Ministerial) side that I proposed to
give notice at the Private Bill Office of my intention to ask for the suspension of the standing
orders to enable me to move that the number of
.members of the committee be increased."

But for that assurance there would have
been a majority for the amendment he (Mr.
Gardiner) proposed. Honorable members,
however, were induced to vote for the second
reading under the impression that, as the
committee was to be enlarged, the constituencies particularly interested in the construction of the proposed tramways would be
represented on the committee.
.
At this stage, the time allotted for giving
precedence to private members' business
having expired, the debate was adjourned
until Wednesday, July 12.
PUBLIOANS' LIOENOES.
l\fr. RIOHARDSON movedU That there be laid before this House a return
showing the num bel' and kind of licences granted
under Act No. 566 at present in force."

Mr. A. YOUNG seconded the motion,
which was agreed to.
.
NEW STANDING ORDERS.
The House proceeded to take into consideration the report of the Standing Orders
Oommittee (presented June 13) recommending the adoption of certain new standing
orders.
Mr. WRIXON.-Mr. Speaker, I have
been charged by the Standing Orders Oommittee with the duty of bringing before the
,House certain new standing orders which the
.committee recommend the House to adopt.
I would remind honorable members that
'the Standing Orders Oommittee have had
:devolved upon them the duty of advising
the House in nlatters of this kil1~l. From

time to time, questions relating to our procedure have been referred to the consideration of the Standing Orders Committee,
and they have been required to report upon
them, so that the committee are merely discharging the duty the House has cast upon
them in submitting certain new standing
orders fo.r adoption. There are four proposed new standing orders now submitted
for the consideration of the House. Of these
I think the 1st and the 4th will occasion
little difficulty. The 1st is" A member moving or seconding the ndjournment of the debate on any question shall, whether
the adjournment be carried or not, be entitled to
speak again on the main question.. provided he
has not discussed that question m moving or
seconding the motion for adjournment."

This is pointed at what is at present a sort
of anomaly in parliamentary law. If a
member moves the adjournment of a debate, and the motion is negatived, he is
deprived of all right of speaking on the
main question, but if the motion for·the
adjournment of the debate is carried he has
precedence on the next occasion, and can
address the House at any length. There
seems no particular reason for that rule.
None has been stated in the books and
none seems discoverable on inquiry. Any
member supporting the motion for the
adjournment of the debate is entitled to
speak afterwards on the main question, and
there appears to be 'no reason why the
member who moves or seconds the motion
for the adjournment of tIle debate should
not be entitled to the same privilege even
if the motion is rejeeted. The 4th proposed new order is also one I think the
House will unanimously accept. It is as
follows : "Every petition shall be lodged in the office of
the Clerk before twelve o'clock noon on the day
on which it is to be presented to the House."

At present petitions are presented at the
meeting of the House, and are handed to
the Clerk at the table, who, during the
hurry of business, has to examine them and
see whether they comply with the various
technical rules which are laid down with
regard to petitions. There is scarcely time,
under such circumstances, for the officers
of the House to examine petitions carefully,
yet it is highly important that they should
be so examined, both with respect to any
doubtful language they may contain and
any irregularity there lllay be in connexiol1
with them. The difficulty will be obviated
by the simple proposition contained in the
proposed standing order, and I do not think
any inconvenience will be caused by its
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adoption. On the contrary, I believe the
system of lodging petitions with the Olerk
before twelve o'clock noon will prove of
assistance to honorable members, because it
will allow time for the detection and amendmentof any slight irregularity, whereas under
the present system, when a petition is presented, if there is any irregularity in connexion with it, it is simply handed back,
which is not a very satisfactory mode of
proceeding. This proposed new order,.therefore, will suit the convenience of honorable
members, and it will at the same time suit
the convenience of the officers of the House.
The 2nd proposed standing order is pointed
at the evil or abuse, with which we are
pretty familiar, of moving the adjournment
of the House. It is simply a reproduction
of the rule which was adopted last session
as a sessional order. I believe the under· standing then was that, if the rule worked
well, we would this session place it permanently on our standing orders. .There was
a disinclination felt to make the rule permanent at first, lest it should be found to
work oppressively or harshly, but it was
generally understood that if it was not
found to work that way it would be made
permanent this session. I think the experience of last session was that the rule
produced no inconvenience, inflicted no hardship on honorable membei·s, and did not in
any way check the freedom of discussion,
but that, on the contrary, it worked well.
Mr. LEVIEN.-Motions for adjournment
went on just the same.
Mr. WRIXON.-The honorable member
is mistaken. The rule was adopted about
tJte middle of the session, and it has been
found that there were only about half as
many motions for adjournment proposed, for
the purpose of discussion, after it came into
operation as there had been in the previous
part of the session. I think the Standing
Orders Oommittee are entitled to ask the
serious attention of the House to this abuse,
for it is really assuming proportions which
ought to challenge. our consideration if we
have any respect for our body as a deliberative
assembly. Since the opening of the present session we have sat 29 days, and there
have been 12 motions for adjournment for
the purpose of discussion. That is to say,
about every second night business not on
the notice-paper has been brought on and
has occupied our attention. I would remind
the House that two great distinguishing
· features of any deliberative assembly are· first, that nothing shall be brought on without li.otice, and, secondly, that the business

on the notice-paper shall be transacted. In
any minor deliberative body those two points
are carefully attended to. There is no oddfellows' meeting, trade meeting, or even public meeting, which does not follow the business placed on the paper, and which would
not at once repel any proposal for it to go
off into totally different business. We, however, have fallen into a practice which strikes
at the root of any deliberative body, because
while we have on the notice-paper business
which we are supposed to transact, the
practice has arisen of moving the ad journment of the House for the purpose of bringing forward some subject of which the House
has no notice whatever. The very first
principle of a deliberative assembly-that
a matter shall not be discussed of which the
House has not had notice-is thus violated,
and a few members are enabled to place
ex parte statements before the country without the possibility of being checked, while
in the meantime the regular business of the
country-the business we have assembled
to transact-is given the go-by to. Moreover, look at the monstrous way in which
this practice works. One member having
moved the adjournment of the House for
the purpose of ventilating a matter in
which he has taken an interest, the motion
is taken advantage of by another member to bring forward a totally different
question, and so the thing goes on until,
before the discussion terminates, there may
be a dozen different matters before the
House at the same time-and all for the
mere purpose of talk, because there can be
no result whatever beyond the formal negativing of the motion for adjournment. That
is a state of affairs which we ought not to
allow to continue if we wish to preserve the
appearance and procedure of a deliberative
body. It will be observed that, in the proposed standing order, the most ample security is provided that any matter which ought
to be discussed in an impromptu manner
can be so discussed. Six other members
joining with any honorable member will
enable him to move the adjournment of the
House, and, I think, we may rest satisfied
that any matter of consequence would at
once command the aid of six members in
order to secure its full discussion. BeSIdes,
as is often done in the House of Oom~ons,
every member has the right of giving
notice during the afterlloon that, when the
motiol1 for the adjournment of the HOllse
is properly moved, he will bring forward it
certain question. If the matter was oile of
pressing vublic importance, I have no doubt
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that the press would report his remarks
even at a late hour, and honorable members
would be here to support him if the matter in
question was such as to command attention.
Mr. DUFFY.-That would not be so at
all.
Mr. WRIXON.-It is so in the House
of Commons, and I am not aware why we
should be less regardful of our public duty
than the House of Commons. Gladstone
and Disraeli have frequently given notice in
the House of Commons, in the afternoon,
that, when the adjournment of the House
.was moved, they would call attention to so
and so.
Mr. DU;FFY.-W e don't adjourn until
it is so la~ that we are not prepared to do
any more business.
Mr. WRIXON.-It is the same with the
House of Commons, only that they adjourn
much later-often at two or three o'clock in
the morning. But what I have just mentioned
is only one way of calling attention to any
matter. The proposed standing order provides another way, which was found quite
feasible last session. There are also opportunities, on the order of the day for the
House to go into Committee of Supply or
Committee of Ways and Means, for an honorable member to bring any matter specially
before the House. So that really, in making
this proposal, there is no idea of trenching
upon the full liberty every honorable member
ought to have to call attention to any public
matter. On the other hand, we may fairly set
against the small limitation here suggested
the circumstance that the whole deliberative
and legislative character of the House is
imperilled, when we come here, night after
nig ht, with the object of following the noticepaper, only to find all the business set down
there postponed by motions for adjournment..
I come next to the 3rd proposed standing
order, which is as follows : ~'No questions mar be put either to Ministers
of the Crown relatlve to public affairs, or to
other members relating ~ any Bill, motion, or
other public matter connected with the business
of the House in which such members may be concerned, until after the notices of motion and
brders of the day, Government business, have
been disposed of."

In making this recommendation the Standing Orders Committee were quite aware that
it would lead to some discussion. But would
.it not be wise to take questions after the
other business on the paper is disposed of ?
Is it not the experience of all of us that out of
questions grow almost all the i.rregularities
that are complained of? An honorable
m~lllber ~sks a qu~stion; he gets an answer

he is not altogether satisfied with; he attempts to make some remark, carrying the
subject of his question a little further; he
is called to order, and then he at once puts
himself in order by saying-" Well, I will
conclude with a motion." Do we not see
that sort of thing time after time, and are
not personal conflicts of almost every kind
continually arising from it ? I regard our
practice of letting questions come before the
regular business as a fruitful cause of the
state of things we wish to bring to a termination. The committee wish also to remind
honorable members of the standing order
as to questions, because it may be they have
lost sight a little of the real object o~ questions, and on that ground alone it may now be
deemed desirable to postpone the period at
which they· should be put. The object of
questions, as set forth in the 79th standing
order, is to obtain information, not as to
mere technical, departmental, or local matters, but as to really public affairs, the state
of which could not easily be ascertained in
any other way. The standing order I refer
to is as follows : "At the time of giving notices ofmotion,l.questions may be put to Ministers of the lirown
relative to public affairs, and to other members
relating to any Bill, motion, or other public
matter connected with the business of the House
in which sUlCh members may be concerned."

We, however, keep a very much looser rein,
and questions are often asked in the House
which can scarcely be held to relate to public
affairs, or any matter of genuine public
importance. Undoubtedly adopting the new
rule would lead to a remodelling of questions
which would be highly advantageous. It
is obvious that a vast proportion of the
questions now asked in the House might
be easily answered through a visit to a
public office, or a memorandum addressed
to the responsible head of 8. department.
Of course it is for the House to consider
how far the right of asking questions should
be circumscribed, but certainly we have in
this Chamber exercised it to a degree not
contemplated in the 79th standing order,
or warranted by the parliamentary precedents
of the old country. I think we may safely
conclude that business would be greatly
expedited by adopting the principle that
questions should only relate to purely public
matters, and that they should only be taken
when the other matters on the notice-paper
have been disposed of. These are the new
standing orders the Standing Orders Committee suggest for the acceptance of honorable members, and I think it will be seen that
their working will not infringe u~on the
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proposal before us is of a much more serious
character. For my part, I am not aware
that I have ever moved the adjournment of
the House, although the other evening I
spoke upon a motion for adjournment. But
I don't think there is anything in my ordinary practice to make my having so spoken
U A member moving, or seconding, the ada matter of comment. What advantage
journment of the debate on any (}.uestion shall,
whether the adjournment be earned or not, be
shall we derive from making it a rule that,
entit,led to speak again on the main question,
when an honorable member wishes to move
provided he has not discussed that question in
'moving, or seconding, the motion for adjourna motion for adjournment, six other honorment."
able members must rise solemnly in their
places, the rest of the House laughing at
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.~Sir, I think the
House will be readily inclined to adopt three
them? Besides, I can conceive of many
out of the four standing orders suggested,
cases in which, while it might be highly
the only one likely to lead to discussion
desirable for an honorable member to move
being the 3rd, which prohibits que&'tions
the adjournment of the House, the want <?f
being put until the notices of motion, orders
six honorable members to aid him would
'or the day, and Government business have
prevent him from doing so. Why should
been disposed of. The adoption of such a
our privileges be invaded in this way? I
'system would certainly expedite public
know of nothing in the deportment of the
business, and, if honorable members would
House to justify recourse to such an expedient. I am aware that the House of
be satisfied with asking questions on only
· one day of the week, a great deal more
Commons have of late been necessitated to
would be gained. The 2nd standing order resort to some such means, but we have not
proposed is practically the same as that which
yet had a similar experience. No doubt
we adopted last session, and which I at the
there was a time in this Chamber when a
time opposed, but experience has made me
few honorable members did a little of what
now inclined in its favour.
is called "stone-walling," but I believe
Mr. FISHER.-Mr. Speaker, I am their action had a good effect. Altogether
altogether repugnant to any innovation
I quite disapprove of the suggested entouching the privileges of honorable memcroachment upon our liberties. To the
bers. At the same time, when I look at
third proposal before us I strongly demur.
the highly respectable names which make
I venture to say that it often happens that
, up the list of the Standing Orders Comasking a question in the House docs the
mittee, I feel as though almost an apology
work of a debate. For instance, the question
was needed for my opposition to its re- put the other evening by the honorable
commendations. It seems ungracious, if member for Richmond (Mr. Bosisto) about
not invidious, to stand up and oppose what colour blindness among railway officials, and
the honorable gentlemen forming the com- , the answer given to it, may stand as an importmittee have taken the trouble to prepare
ant instance of the benefit derivable from the
and bring down to the House for considerpractice we are asked to praeticallyabandon.
ation. But I am compelled to throw
I do not know that our present plan witl)
scruples of this sort on one side, a.nd to
respect to questions has ever been productive
look only at the fact that an innovation
of any great loss of time. As a rule, all
upon our privileges is attempted. I don't the questions that appear on the noticesee anything to be gained by the adoption
paper are dealt with in a few minutes.
of these recommendations. For instance,
Had the honorable member for Richmond
· is it worth our while to go out of our way
not been able to put his query concerning
to enable the mover or seconder of a motion colour blindness, the other night, what
for adjournment to speak again on the main
would have happened? Why he would
, question? Do we not know that every ha ve brought forward a motion on· the
honorable member precluded from speaking
subject, and its discussion might have taken
by the rule it is sought to amend has always
up a considerable portion of the evening.
at his command a variety of ways of edging
As for the proposition with respect to the
in what he has to say? Can he not always
lodging of every petition with the Clerk
move an amendment on the question before
before noon on the day on which it is to
be presented, I regard it as a piece of pure
the chair? Even supposing no such resource is open to him, what is the loss to the
supererogation. It is a reflection upon the
· House? A mere speech or two. The second ,intelligence and discretion of honorable
proper liberty of honorable members or the
legislative efficiency of the House. I
sincerely trust they will be sanctioned. In
conclusion, I beg to move the adoption of,
the 1st recommendation of the Standing
Orders Committee, which is as follows : -

936

.

Standing Orders.

'

[ASSEMBL Y. ] Commz'ttee~s ReC01n1nenaattons.

members to ask them to adopt such a
practice, which, moreover, would not fail
to inflict a grievous burthen upon them.
For these reasons, I cannot agree with the
· proposals the Standing Orders Committee
have placed before us.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-Sir, the last
speaker described the recommendations of
the Standing Orders Committee as framed
to take away from the liberties of honorable
· members, but I think I can show that their
adoption would practically enlarge those
. liberties. Unquestionably the first proposition, enabling the mover or seconder of a
motion for the adjournment of the House
to speak again on the main question, con·templates a distinct addition to them.
Then, to adopt the second proposal would
give honorable members a privilege beyond
those of members of the House of Commons.
What would be the practical effect? To
prohibit any honorable member from moving
the adjournment of the House unless six
other members support him. But a member of the House of Commons cannot, upon
putting a question, move the adjournment
of the House at all except on occasions of
urgency. A distinct decision on that head
was given in 1869 by Mr. Speaker Denison.
Dr. QUIOK.-That does not bind us.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-The honorable
member has doubtless read some constitutional law, but he would do well to carry
his researches further.
.
Dr. QUICK.-We are bound by only
such rules of the House of Oommons as
were in force when the Oonstitution Act
became la,,~.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY. - That point
will be best argued at another time. Meanwhile, I advise the honorable member to
give the subject, upon which he speaks so
dogmatically, a little further investigation
and study. The decision to which I refer is
set out in Mr. Blackmore's Decisions of the
Right Han. Evelyn Denison, as follows ;-

adjournment of the House must state the
subject he intends to speak to, and that the
debate must be strictly confined to it. Every
memberof experience knows what has arisen
under our existing rules. Under cover of a
motion for adjournment an honorable member may speak on any subject under the sun,
and if doing that sort of thing is carried
much further there will be an end to all real
business. On public grounds, then, the evil
ought to be remedied. To follow the plan
now suggested would, as we discovered last
session, save time and facilitate our proceed-.
ings. It will be seen that in a small
Chamber of less than ninety members it is
impossible to repress troublesome speakers
in the mode frequently adopted in the House
of Commons. For example, had such a
speech as we heard the other night been delivered there, the speaker would soon have
been either coughed or crowed down. On
one occasion ,when I was in the gallery of
the House of Oommons, I saw a number of
members go behind the Speaker's chair, and
crow like cocks until the honorable member
speaking was silenced. I think then a good
case is made out for the whole of the second
proposal. The third proposal embodies what
would Le no doubt a new practice. But honOI'able members will admit that there is such
a thing as putting bogus questions on the
notice-paper. Thatis something that has come
to us from America, and it is not difficult to
. understand why the plan is so often followed.
It enables an honorable member, without
the trouble of delivering regular speeches,
to make a show before his constituents-to
convey to them the idea that he is doing
something-because he gets his name published in the newspapers as though he was
a really active representative. But at what
expense does he gain that end? At the
expense of the time of the House. vYhat
is the case with us at ,the present time?
Honorable members come to this Ohamber
at half-past four o'clock expecting to doreal
work, and then get home for·a fair night's
"Mr. NEWDEGATE moved the adjournment of
rest, but, instead, they find the whole eventhe House for the purpose of explaining the
case.
ing taken up with what I may call mere
"Mr. SPEAKER said he could not put the quesinterruptions. vYhen the means of doing
tion without reminding the House that the
mischief of this kind are removed, regular
privilege of moving the adjournment of the
House, upon asking a question, had been reserved
business-the business the country wants
by the common consent of the House for
to be done-will have a better chance. That
,occasions of urgency. Unless that privilege
is why the third proposal is made. At all
were exercised with great forbea.rance, the
result would be fatal to the successful conduct
events, let us give the new arrangement a
of public business."
.
trial, and see how it works, because if it does
· So my argument is completely substan- not succeed we can easily drop it. I venture
to say that under the present system we are
tiated. The proposal of the Standing
Orders Committee I am now dealing with· bound to look forward to long sessionsalso l)rovides that a member moving the
sessions lasting the whole year throughI
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which will be so inimical to health as to drive
capable honorable members from the legislative service. of the country. They will
decline to sacrifice themselves utterly. I
strongly urge the House to adopt what the
Standing Ordei's Committee have laid before
them. That committee. is composed of
practical men, and their advice, which is intended for the public benefit, is the result of
a good deal of experience.
Mr. L. L. SM1TH.-Sir, some honorable
members may think that I ought, as a member
of the Government, and in view of what Ministers now experience from the Opposition,
to support these proposed new standing
orders, but in fact I am totally opposed to
them. Not that I can be said to favour
long speechifying, because, in 1859-1 was
reminded of the fact the other day by the
sub-librarian-1 moved in this Chamber
that, in order to ·facilitate the business of
the House, each member speaking should
be limited to half-an-hour, unless he obtained special leave to the contrary. That
shows what my notions respecting long
speeches are. Of course, my proposition
was not carried, although we were then an
unpaid House, and honorable members were
a.ccustomed to sit late-to get to their
homes with the milk in the morningwhereas the present practice is for each
honorable member, when eleven o'clock
comes, to think about catching his train.
What I fear is that to adopt these proposed
standing orders would interfere with the
privileges of the House. Those privileges
are often abused, I admit, but honorable
members always have in their hands the
means of remedying the mischief. Moreover, I find that, as a rule, an honorable
member who habitually abuses his privileges
is rarely seen in more than two or three
successive Parliaments. The honorable
member for Belfast contends that, under the
proposed arrangement, the privileges. of
honorable members with respect to motions
for adjournment will be greater than those
possessed by members of the House of
Commons, but the fact that it is not now
proposed to make any provision whatever for
cases of urgency is sufficient to upset his
argument. As for the first proposal of the
Standing Orders Committee, where is the
need of it? At the present moment a·n
honorable member who, in proposing or seconding a motion for adjournment, simply
bows to the chair does not lose his right
of speaking afterwards. I admit that, with.
respect to motions for adjournment, it would
be onI! right to insist that every honorable
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,member speaking to one should be confined
to a single subject, but I have seen so luuch
good done by them that I don't think the
privileges of honorable members in their
regard. ought to be at all curtailed. As
one of the old liberal party, I have seen
many a liberal victory gained by such means.
I ask honorable members to pause before
they deprive themselves of fights which, if
they once lose, they will never again be able
to restore to themselves. Look at the way
in which from time to time honorable members have been enabled by their privileges
to perseveringly bring forward particular
subjects until they forced attention to
them. No doubt there has been abuse
in that direction. Still, we have to look
at the advantages that nre frequently secured by bringing the same question
again and again before nn inattentive'
Ministry. The honorable lilember who is
continually aiming at one thing almost·
always eventually gains his point. What
did Tom Sayers reply when he was asked
how he managed to beat Heenan, who was·
so much bigger than him? He said-'~ I
always hit him in the same spot, and at.
last I succeeded in 'cooking' him."
Very frequently an honorable member cannot get any attention paid to an important question unless he persistently brings
it before tIle House. I may instance the
subject of postal reform, which I kept agitating by question after question for a long'
time. Although I have always been
desirous of curtailing speeches in this House,
and have done so by example, I think it
would be a great mistake to deprive honOI'able members of the privilege of moving'
the adjournment when they are anxious to .
direct attention to some matter of public
interest.
Sir J. O'SHANASSY.-It is an abuse.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-Theprivilege is not
an abuse. I may say that I am not aware
that I have once, in my long career, moved'
the adjournment of t~lJ House.
Major SM1TH.-You used to move the
adjournment two or three times a week.
Mr. L. L. SMITH.-Thell I must have
done so in cases' of urgency; and, as the
honorable member for Belfast has stated, it
is the pmctice in the House of Commons
for an honorable member to move the adjournment on a question of urgency. I trust
that this House will not adopt the recommendation of the Standing Orders Committee, and thereby yield a valuable privilege which honorable ,members at present
possess.
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Mr. HALL.-Sir, as to the first new rule
recommended by the Standing Orders Committee I have nothing particular to eay, and
I will confine my remarks principally to the
second and third. It is alleged that motions
for the adjournment of the House have
become a nuisance, and probably they have
to some extent j but honorable members
have themselves to blame if such motions
are allowed to be a nuisance. If a member
moves the adjournment of the House unnecessarily-on a matter of a trifling characterno other member need support him, and in
that case the motion will lapse, and little
or no waste of time will ensue. In my
opinion, there is no sufficient justification for
bringing into operation such a rule as the
Standing Orders Committee recommend
should be adopted with reference to motions
for adjournment. There are times when it
is highly necessary for a member to move
the adjournment of the House, as, for
instance, when no satisfactory information
can be got from a Minister in reply
to a question, and when the member asking the question has no other means of
eliciting the facts which he desires to ascertain. We have been told that motions
for adjournment lead merely to a waste of
time, because they end in nothing, and
cannot have any practical result. If that
is a good argument against such motions,
why did not tl1e Standing Orders Committee recommend that they should be prohibited altogether? The committee, however, seem to think that there is some value
in the privilege of moving the adjournment
of the House, because they propose that it
shall be continued with certain restriitions.
The honorable member for Portland has referred to the rules of certain societies-the
Oddfellows, for instance-but the Oddfellows would think the members of this
House very odd if we gave up a portion
of our privileges as suggested by the 2nd
of the proposed standing orders. The same
rule was in operation last session, and what
was the effect of it? Before an honorable member could move the adjournment of the House, six other honorable
members had to rise in their places and say
that they required the motion to be put.
On one occasion I rose to move the adjournment of the House in onter to call attention to a matter of very great urgency,
namely, the water famine which then prevailed in a portion of my district. Six
other members immediately stood up, but
before the Clerk could take their names
some of them sat down, and they were told

to rise again. In fact, they' were up and
down like so many jacks-in-the-box, and
were subjected to the sneers of members on
the Ministerial side of the House, who did
not wish the motion to be proposed at all.
It is extremely ridiculous that six or seven
honorable members should be required to
go through such a proceeding before a
motion for adjournment can be proposed.
There is no necessity for insisting that six
members must rise in order that the motion
may be proposed. A seconder of the
motion ought to be quite sufficient. I shall,
therefore, be prepared to move, when the
question of the adoption of the 2nd of the
proposed standing orders is before the chair,
that tl1e words "six other members shall
rise in their places" be struck out, with the
view of inserting in lieu thereof" one other
member shall rise in his place." This amendment will simply require a proposer and
seconder to enable a motion for adjournment
to be brought forward. I admit that occasionallya good deal of time is occupied with
discussions on motions for adjournment, but
a much greater evil is caused by the tremendously long speeches which are inflicted
on the House by certain honorable members.
I do not complain of the speeches of leading members of the House; no doubt they
are very interesting and useful; but there
are many speeches made by other honorable
members which might easily be cut down
to one-third of the length. It would be a
great improvement if some mode could be
adopted of limiting the duration of speeches,
for there is more time wasted by long
speeches than by anything else. As to the
third recommendation of the Standing
Orders Committee, namely, that no questions shall be put to Ministers until Government business is disposed of, I think it is
absurd. If adopted, it would be impossible
for a member to ask tt Minister a question
until eleven or twelve o'clock at night; indeed, the effect of it would be to practically
deprive members of the opportunity of asking questions. It is most unfair to attempt
to introduce such a rule. It is said that
questions to Ministers ought to be limited to
public matters, but who is to decide what js
a public matter and what is not? Looking
at the report of the Standing Orders Committee as a whole, I must say that I think
it is very unworthy of the labour which they
seem to have bestowed on it.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Mr. Speaker, I trust
that the House will adopt most of the recommendations of the Standing Orders ComImittee, with some slight modifications. The
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first of them must, I think, commend itself
to every honorable member, because it will
be likely to facilitate business and to save
time. Moreover, it will not curtail the
privileges of honorable members, but, on the
contrary, it will extend them; for at present a member who moves the adjournment
of the debate cannot afterwards speak to
the main question if the motion for adjournment is negatived. Properly speaking, the
only question before the chair is the adoption
of the first of the proposed standing orders,
but, as other honorable members have addressed themselves to the whole of the recommendations contained in the report, I will
briefly allude to them. The chief objection to
the second recommendation appears to be
that, in order that a motion for adjourmnent
may be proposed, six members are required
to stand up in their places like so many
jacks-in-the-box, and have their names
taken down as if they were school-boys.
I admit that procedure is invidious and
rather derogatory to the dignity of the
House; but the objection may be inet by
providing that six members, instead of
l'ising in their places and having their names
taken down, must approve in writing
of the motion for adjournment. This
is an amendment which the Standing
Orders Committee would probably not object to. If an honorable member who
desired to move the adjournment of the
House could not get six other members to
express in writing their approval of the
course he intended to take, that would be
one of the best proofs which could be afforded
that the question he desired to bring
forward on the motion for adjournment was
not a public one, and therefore ought not to
occupy the time of the House to the exclusion of the real business of the country.
As the amendment which I suggest is only
a technical one, and does not affect the principle of the proposed standing order, I hope
that it will be accepted. I believe that no
honorable member will object to the fourth
recommendation, which is as follows:"Every petition shall be lodged in the office of
tbe Clerk before twelve o'clock noon on the day
on which it is to be presented to the House."

Last week a petition was presented by the
honorable member for Emerald Hill (Mr.
Nimmo), and two or three days afterwards
it was discovered that it was irregularly
signed. The reception of irregular petitions
will be obviated if the course proposed by
the Standing Orders Oommittee is adopted.
As to the third recommendation, whic.h relates to putting questions to Ministers of
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the Crown, I cannot agree with it. If the'
present rule is altered at all, a. definite time
ought to be fixed when Ministers can be
asked questions. The proposal is that no
questions shall be asked" until after the
notices of motion and orders of the day,
Government business, have been disposed
of "; but, according to my experience, that
business is never disposed of until the, close
of the session, and even then, in order to
dispose of it, it is necessary to have what
is called a "slaughter of the innocents."
If the Standing Orders Committee mean
that questions may be asked each night
after the Government business for the' night
is done; I would point out that, even in that
case, members will be entirely at the mercy
of Ministers as to the time of night at
which they can ask questions. That would
be going a little further than we would be
warranted in doing, and much further than
the practice of the House of Commons. I
have no hesitation in saying that in this
House half the questions that Ministers al'e
asked are not upon subjects of really public
importance, but relate to matters of trivial
local interest, upon which honorable members, by applying to the proper department
of the State, could get answers equally as
satisfactory, and perhaps more so t~an thereplies given by ~inisters. Some of the questions asked by members are, however,of public importance, and I think that if we follow
the rule of the House of Commons in regard
to putting questions to Ministers we shall
not be far wrong. The asking of questions
in the House of Commons very often occupies from four o'clock in the afternoon
until ten o'clock at night; indeed, it is a
common thing not to commence the real
business on the notice-paper of the House
of Commons until eleven o'clock at night
-the time when this House generally adjourns. Mr. Gladstone and his Government, in the new rules which they have
proposed for facilitating business in the
House of Commons, have not proposed to
curtail the rights and privileges of honorable
members with respect to asking questions,
and there is far less reason for doing so in
this House, where the questions seldom
occupy an hoUl' unless they give rise to a
motion for adjournment, especially as the
second of the proposed new standing orders
will check the abuse of the privilege of
moving the adjournment of the House. If
honorable members agree to accept the
first and fourth, recommendations of the
Standing Orders Committee, and if the
second is amended as I have suggested,
<
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and the third set aside for the present, I,
think we shall do a great deal to facilitate the business of the House, and to
maintain its character as a deliberative
assembly.
,
Mr. R. CLARK.-Sir, I hope that the
House will pause before it adopts standing'
orders which, in my opinion, will materially
restrict the privileges of honorable members.
The Standing Orders Committee recommend three very important alterations of
parliamentary practice. The first is that
no member, except a Minister of the Crown,
shall be at liberty to move the adjournment of the House unless six other members require the motion to be proposed.;
the second is that the debate on a motion
for adjournment shall be confined to one
subject; and the third is that honorable
members shall be absolutely deprived of
the privilege of 'asking questions which
they have hitherto enjoyed. As to the
second of the proposed standing orders, I
voted against it when it was brought forward last session, and I shall do so now. I
would like to know what abuse has taken
place in regard to motions for adjournment.
If the proposed standing order is adopted
with the amendment suggested by the
honorable member for Collingwood (Mr.
Mirams), it will be necessary for an honQrable member who desires to move the
adjournment of the House to get six other
members to sign a paper requiring the motion to be proposed, and also to inform
them what subject he intends to bring before the House. The effect of that will be
that six members will prepare themselves
for a debate on the matter, and a greater
loss of time will ensue than is caused by
the present practice of moving the adjournment of the House. If the privilege which
honorable members now possess of proposing the adjournment is curtailed in any
way, one result of it will be to encourage
the bringing forward of amendments on the
order of the day for the House to go into
Committee of Supply or Committee of 'Vays
and Means, and in that manner lead to
waste of time. The adoption of the third
recommendation of tIle Standing Orders
Committee would practically prevent Ministers being 'asked any questions, and thereby
rob honorable members of a very valuable
privilege. As to the fourth recommendation,
I regard it as a joke. The general scope of
the report is opposed to free speech and the,
privileges of honorable members, and I
shall certainly vote against everyone of the
{)roposed standing orders.

Mr. McCOLL.-Sir, the report of the
Standing Orders Committee reminds me of
the proposal which was once made to exclude ratepayers from the franc11ise if they
did not pay their rates. ,It is, in fact, an
attempt to " gag" honorable members, and
to deprive them of the glorious privilege
of free speech, and for that reason it ought
to be rejected. To adopt the 2nd and
3rd of the proposed standing orders, even
in a modified form, would be letting in the
thin end of the wedge, and we do not know
what would be the ultimate result. If a
little more deference was paid to honorable
members by Ministers when questions are
put to them, there would be fewer questions
asked than there are now, or, at all events,
the asking of questions would occupy less
time than it does; and if a larger number
of motions were allowed to be placed in the
" unopposed" list, a great deal of time
would be saved. I shall certainly support
the amendment suggested by the honorable
member for Moira (Mr. Hall), so as to allow
an honorable member to move the adjournment of the House if he can obtain a
seconder, instead of requiring the assent of
six members before the motion can be proposed. Indeed, I am opposed to the recommendations of the Standing Orders Committee in toto, and would prefer to see things
remain as they are, leaving it to the good
sense of honorable members not to abuse the
privileges they possess. If we followed the
advice of the present Speaker, I am sure
that we would all be kept in perfect order.
Mr. DUFFY.-Mr. Speaker, I shall vote
against the first recommendation of, the
Standing Orders Committee, because I uo
not see that it would be of any practical
utility. As far as I can remember, only
one case has occurred for a very long
time past of a member who moved the
adjournment of a debate being shut out
from speaking on the main, question by
the motion for adjournment being negatived, and, in t,hat case, the honorable
member obtained another opportunity of
making his speech. It seems to me that
the proposed standing order would really
assist honorable members in " stone-walling"
a measure if they desired to resort to that
course. I am in favour of the proposed
standing order as to motions for adjournment. I was against it last session; but,
in my opinion, it did not work at all badly,
and therefore I shall vote for it on this
occasion. The 3rd of the proposed standing orders must surely be meant as a huge
joke.' How many members would be likely

Standing Orders.

[JULY

to remain in their places, after the real business of the evening was disposed of, in
order to hear questions put to Ministers on
a variety of subjects? A stern sense of
duty might induce some honorable members
to remain, but I hardly think that a quorum
would do so. I would suggest, if it is the
wish of the House that the time taken up
by questions should be curtailed, tllat the
lIsking of questions should be limited to
the first lIOur of each sitting. I, however,
do not think there is such an abuse of the
system of asking questions as to call for any
standing order to alter the present practice.
,The great cause of the loss of time is the
loquacity of honorable members. There are
'some honorable members who seem to be
afflicted with a' sort of disease which impels
them to address themselves to every ques,tion which is mooted in the House, ahd very
often without adding anything to the value of
the debate. If by the exercise of common
sense, or by some rule or law, honorable
members could be kept from addressing the
House on subjects they are not'acquainted
with, and from discoursing at undue length,
there would be no difficulty in getting
through the business of legislation. With
regard to the committee's recommendation
that every petition shall be lodged at the
Clerk's office before noon on the day on
which it is to be presented to the House,
I think such a provision would cause honorable members a great deal of trouble. Thero
have been occasional complaints about petitions. I believe the honorable member for
Mandurang (Mr. McOoll) presented one
which subsequently had to be withdrawn';
but nothing of the kind could happen if
honorable members would only take the
trouble to see whether petitions intrusted to
them for presentation are in order or not.
The House of Commons has always regarded the right of the subject to petition
as a very sacred right-as a right that
should not lightly be interfered with; and
therefore I would ask the House, unless
some absolute necessity arises, to pause
before doing anything which may render'
the right to petition the Assembly more
difficult than it i9 at present. I shall gladly
support the recommendation of the Standing
Orders Committee as to motions for adjournment, but the other three recommendations
I must oppose.
Mr. JAMES. - Sir, the first recommendation of the Standing Orders Committee, to which the honorable member
for Dalhousie objects, I consider about the
only real liberal recommendation of the lot.
SBS.
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Shortly after I became a member of this
House, I was very anxious to luI. ve my' say
on an important question, And I moved the
adjournment of the debate. The motion
was negatived, and, in consequence, I was
deprived of the opportunity of speaking on
the question. The trap is one in which
inexperienced members may be very often
caught. Therefore I would be glad for the
House to agree to a standing order providing that a member moving or seconding
the adjournment of a debate shall not
thereby be precluded from speaking on the
main question, provided he has not already
discussed it. I hope the recommendation
with regard to petitions will be accepted.
It is not an unfrequent thing for a petition,
after it has been placed in the hands of the
Speaker, to be ruled out of order, and honorable members can be saved this humiliation
if they have the privilege of lodging petitions
with the Clerk an hour or two before the
House meets, by which arrangement informalities in the documents can be discovered and pointed out, and perllaps
remedied. The only recommendation of
the committee which does not seem to be
received with favour is that relating to the
asking of questions, but, inasmuch as many
of the questions put to Ministers are
of secondary importance, I don't see what
inconvenience will be caused by arranging
that they shall not be put and answered
until the latter part of each sitting, because
Ministers are supposed to be always in their
places. In my opinion, the whole of the
recommendations might be adopted.
Mr. GARDINER.-Mr. Speaker, I consider that to adopt the first recommendation
of the committee-the recommendation with
regard to motions for the adjournment of
debates-would be the means of lengthening the proceedings of this House. I am
also opposed to the recommendation as to
motions for adjournment. Such a recommendation is calculated to creatQ the impression that this House is a scene of disorder
night after night, that there is no decorum,
that we do no business at all, and that we
are in the habit of speaking on bogus questions just for the mere sake of talking. The
honorable member for Dalhousie says, if the
House adopts the committee's recommendations, it will commit a huge mistake.
I say it will commit a gigantic mistake.
(Cries of "Divide.") I intend to go
through the whole of the committee's
recommendations. I dare say the proceeding will take some considerable time'; but,
illasmllch as honorable member$ h~ve all
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missed their trains, I thini( that in the inte-I
rests of the country, and in the interests of
public business,we might perhaps as well
unite and make a good job of the matter.
I would appeal, however, to the honorable
member for Portland to allow the debate to
be adjourned, and not to have so important
a question decided in a House of 21 members, seeing that, if once the proposed standing orders are adopted, every member of the
'House will be committed to them. Besides,
it must be remembered that honorable members will lose privileges if these propositions
are adopted. For my own part, no matter
how important might be the question I
-wished to bring forward, I would certainly
!lot go round to see members of the House,
and ask them to assist me in moving the
adjournment.
Mr. LEVIEN.-I rise to a point of order.
I wish to know if the honorable member for
Carlton is in order in avowedly wasting time?
He has distinctly indicated his intention of
prolonging this debate in order to punish
honorable members.
The SPEAKER.-I am sure the honorable member for Carlton would not wish to
annoy honorable members. I shall be most
happy to put a motion for the adjournment
of the debate.
Mr. GARDINER.-I am quite willing
that the debate should be adjourned, if
honorable members will agree to that course.
(" No.") This question is so important
that it should be considered aild decided in
a full House.
Mr. ROBERTSON.-I beg to call attention to the fact that strangers are present.
If the honorable member for Carlton can
waste the time of the House, that is no
renson why he should punish the reporters
in the galleries.
Strangers were at once ordered to with.
draw, and, from that time (four minutes
before midnight) until the close of the
sitting, the proceedings were conducted
with closed doors.
Mr. GARDINER, after some further
remarks, moved the adjournment of the
debate.
The House dividedAyes ...
8
31
Noes ...
Majori.ty against the adjournment} 23
of the debate
...
...
AYES.

Mr.
"
"
"
"

Bent,
Davies,
Hall,
Langridge,
McColl l

Dr. Quick.
Tellers.

Mr. Gardiner,
" A. Young-.

Mr.
"
"
"
"
"
II

"
"
"
"
"
"
"

Anderson,
Blackett,
Bolton,
Brophy,
Burrowes,
Cameron,
Carter,
Cooper,
Fisher}
FranCIS,
Gibb,
Gillies,
Graves,
Harris,
James,
Langdon,

NOES.
Mr. McIntyre,
" McLean,
" W. Madden,
" Mirams,
Sir B. O'Loghlen,
Mr. Richardson,
" Robertson,
" Shiels,
" Walsh,
" Williams,
" \Vrixon,
" C. Young,
" Zincke.
Tellers.

Mr. L. L. Smith,
" Zox.

The 1st recommendation of the Standing
Orders Committee was then agreed to.
Mr. WRIXON moved that the following
recommendation be adopted as a standing
order of the House : c. No member, unless he be a Minister of the
Crown, shall be allowed, prior to eleven o'clock, to
move C That the House do now adjourn,' unless
on his rising to make such motion SIX other
members shall rise in theirplaces and require
the motion to be proposed. The member moving
the adjournment shall state the subject that he
proposes to speak to, and the debate shall be
strictly confined to the subject so stated."

Mr. HALL moved that the proposed
standing order be amended so that it would
read as follows : "No member, unless he be a Minister of the
Crown, shall be allowed, prior to eleven O'clock,
to move "l'hat the House do now adjourn,' unless
on his rising to make such motion he shall state
the subject that he proposes to speak to, and
the debate shall be strictly confined to the
subject so stated."
"

The amendment was agreed to, and
adopted as a standing order of the House.
Mr. vVRIXON moved the adoption of
the following recommendation as a standing
order : "No questions may be put either to Ministers
of the Crown relative to public affairs, or to
other members relating to any Bill, motion, or
other public matter connected with the business
of the House in which such members may be
concerned, until after the notices of motion and
orders of the day, Government business, have
,
been disposed of."

The motion was negatived without a
division.
Mr. vVRIXON p'roposed that the following recommC'ndation be adopted as a standing order:"Every petition shall be lodged in the office
of the Clerk before twelve o'clock noon on the
day on which it is to be presented to the House."

The motion was negatived without a
division.
The House adjourned at two minutes to
one o'clock a.m.
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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
T.hursday, July 6, 1882.
Putllic Instruction: Schools at Yan Yean and CarltonImportation of StereotYlJe - Mordialloc Railway: Mr.
R. G. Ford-Broken Creek Waterworks-Mun-ay Lakes
-The Public Service: Appointments and PromotionsLa.nd Acts Continua.tion and Amendment Bill-Railway
Construction Bill-Ways and Means: Tobacco Duties:
Consolidation of Gold MiniDg Lea.ses: Debate on tbe
Budget: Seventh Night.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past
four o'clock p.m.
PUBLIC INSTRUCTION.
Mr. CAMERON asked the Minister of
Public Instruction if State School No. 2097,
Y an Yean, had been closed in accordance with
the promise made to the board of advice?
Mr. GRANT stated that the school would
. be closed forthwith, as a tender had that
morning been accepted for the removal of
the building and its re-erection on a.nother
site.
Mr. LAURENS asked the Minister of
Public Instruction if steps had been taken
. to pave or level the yard of No. 112 School,
Carlton?
Mr. GRANT said one half of the playground of the school was about to be asphalted and the other half covered with
bluestone screenings.
IMPORTATJON OF STEREOTYPE.
Mr. HALL asked the Minister of CllStoms if his attention had been called to the
fact that stereotype pages of newspapers
were being largely imported into the colony;
. and if he would frame a regulation by which
the same (when composed of metal) might
come under the item in the Tariff headed
"Manufacture of Metals," on which a duty
of 25 per cent. ad valorem was leviable; also,
if he would givc instructions to his officers
to charge the duty on the typographical
composition value? He remarked that the
importation of these stereotyped pages deprived the compositors in the colony of
work, and therefore protection was of no
benefit as far as they were concerned. It
was also a handicap against colonial newspapers :md other literary prodl.lctions.
Mr. GRAVES observed that stereotyped
metal pages were formerly imported, but now
papier-macho plates which had been pressed
on the type were being largely introduced
He understood that one of these
instead.
plates cost 14s., whereas the composition
of the amount of matter it contained would
. cost £5. The printing trade of the colony
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was therefore undoubtedly handieapped to
that extent. These plates were subject to
an ad valorem duty of 20 per cent. as
manufactured stationery, and, as he had to
administer the law as he found it, he could
not charge any more. He did not know
how many castings were taken from the
original one, and, as he believed the value of
the papier-macho plate was only about 149.,
he could only collect a duty of 20 per cent.
on that amount.
MORDIALLOC RAIL VV AY.
Mr. HARPER asked the Minister of
Railways the following qt-iestions : "1. Whether any of the ballast used in the
Mordialloc Hail way was obtained from land sold
(after the contract for construction of the said
line was let) by a Mr. R. G. Ford to Messrs.
Falkingham, Bunn, and others, railway coutractors?
"2. Whether the said Mr. R. G. Ford was
the engineer of construction who passed and
approved of the ballast which was afterwards
condemned by the late and present Engineerin-Chief?
"3. If so, was the said Mr. R. G. Ford engineer of construction when he sold the land?
"4. Whether the said Messrs. Fal~ingham,
Bunn, and others, are the contractors for the
construction of the Mordialloc line ?"

He wished to explain that he did not know
either Mr. Ford or Messrs. Falkingham
and Bunn. He did not think he cver saw
any of the persons mentioned in the questions, but certain statements having been
made to him-Mr. GARDINER rose to a point of
order. He understood that an honorable
member was not at liberty to enter into an
explanation in asking a question.
The SPEAKER.-Anhonorable member,
in asking a question, should confine himself
simply to a statement of the facts necessary
to explain it, and be as brief as possible.
Mr. HARPER stated that he intended
to confine himself strictly to the ilcts which
had caused him to put the questions on the
paper. (Mr. Mason-=-" Who told you to
put the questions ?") (Mr. VVoods-" Rennick; it's another piece of persecution.")
He did not know Mr. Rennick any more than
Mr. Ford. The reason he put the questions
was that he had had certain facts placed
before him. He found that at the end of
1879, or the beginning of 1880, Mr. R. G.
Ford, being then engineer of constrnction
in the Railway department, fixed the route
of the railway from Caulfield to Mordialloc.
In April, 1880, Mr, Ford bought certain
land in the neighbourhood of the railway
·route. On May 13, 1881, the contract
with Messrs. Falkingham alld Buun for the
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Mordialloc line was signed, sealed, and de':'
livered. On July 15, 1881, or six weeks
after the contract was signed, 4~ acres of
.land were sold by Mr. Ford to Messrs.
Falkingham, Bunn, and others as, he (Mr.
Harper) believed, a quarry for ballast for
the 'railway line.
Mr. LONGMORE rose. to a point of
order. Was an honor:1ble member, in :1sking
· a question, allowed to say that a railway
employe. sold his land for the purpose of a
quarry for a certain railway line, after the
line had been let?
The SPEAKER.-I think the hOllorable
member for East Bourke is out of order in
that statement·.
Mr. HARPER observed that he would'
withdraw the statement that the land was
sold for a quarry. He would 8imply say
· that Mr. Ford sold a portion of the land to
these contractors.
Mr. BENT remarked that he regretted
_exceedingly that :1ny member of the House
should ]lave placed on the paper such ques· tions fis those which had been asked by the
· honorable member for East Bourke. But
· for ·his respect for the honorable meniber in
his representative capacity, he would not
answer the questions. (Mr. W oods-" I
would not answer them now.") He w'ould
answer them because he happened to know
· something about the matter personally.
Just before he left his office that afternoon,
Mr. Falldngham or Mr. Bunn-he was not
sure which-brought him the following
memorandum, stating that, as the contractors had seen the notice on the paper,
they thought it only right to give the information it cont:1ined:" Memo. for Commissioner of Rail ways.
"1. The piece of land referred to by Mr.

Harper was sold to us by a Mr. Berlin Simpson,
of Collins-street. 2. None of the ballast from
· this land was used while Mr. Ford was engineerof
construction. 'Ve only commenced taking ballast from this land a month ago, and not until it
was first examined by the Engineer-in-Chief and
the acting' engineer of construction, Mr. ))arby· shire, and leave given to use it, being first-class
ballast. 8. We, Falking-ham and Bunn (only),
are the contractors for the Frankston line, and
· not Falkinghalll, Bunn, and others. Note.This land was bought because it contained the
hest grayel in the district, and resel'ved for
Frankston end, where none is obtainable, and
where we are now using it by permission, as
above stated.

Mr. R. G. Ford.

name is not amongst them. Mr. Ford was re·
lieved from duty on the 8th February, 1882. I
have no means of knowing whether or not Mr.
Ford sold any ·land to Messrs. Falkingham and
Bunn. This might be ascertained from the
Registry office.
.
" 2. From records in the office it appears that
Mr. Ford did approve of some ballast which was
afterwards not approved of by the late or present Engineer-ill-Chief.
.
"3. Mr. Ford has been engineer for construction since 20th March, 1878, except from 3rd
May, 1880, to 6th September, 1880; from 25th
August, 1881, to 12th October, 1881 ; and from
8th l!'ebruary, 1882, to the present time. I have
already stated that I have no means of knowing
when or whether he ever sold any laed to
Messrs. Falkingham or Bunn.
"4. Messrs ..Falkingham and Bunn are the
contractors for the Mordialloe line.
" HOBERT WATSON, Engineer-in-Chief."

He would now tell the House what he
knew himself with regard to the matter.
Five years ago, the vVhitmilir estat.e at
Brighton, belonging to Mr. Dunlop, was
sold. He (Mr. Bent) purchased the property for £6,000. He subdivided it, and
placed it in the hands of Messrs. vValstab
and .Son for sale by auction. They sold a
portion of the land, and Mr. Ford was one
of the purchasers. Subsequently he (Mr.
Bent) sold the remainder of the bnd to Mr.
vV. R. Johnson, who sold {t or
acres
at the south-eastern corner of the estate to
Mr. Ford. The contract had been let for
this Mordialloc line, and he (Mr. Bent)
would again say that the line was no credit
to those who laid it out. Mr. Ford did not
lay it out.
The SPEAKER.-The Minister of
Railways must state only the facts necessary to answer the questions.
Mr. BENT said he was informed that
Mr. Ford did sell this land to Messl:s. Falkingham and Bunn through Mr. Simpson.
He knew, in addition to that, that none of
the gravel out of the land went on the Morclialloc line up to the time the contractors
mentioned in their memo.-a month ago.

4t

The answers of tho Engineer-in-Ohief to
the honorablo member's questions were as
follows : -

BROKEN OREEK WATERWORKS.
Mr. HALL asked the Minister of Public
VV orks if he waR aware that a considerable
quant.ity of water was funning to waste
clown the Broken River, and that t.he floodgates to the Broken Oreek were closed, and
when the head works of the Broken River
water scheme were likely t.o be commenced?
He observed that telegrams in the newspapers stated that the sluice-gates were
closed, and he had also received a letter
which said-

"1. I have a list of owners from whose land
ballast had been taken for the Mordialloc line
· llP ~o tJlC ~4th Aprill 18~21 and },~r. R. G. FOJ.'d's

"The people anticipate a worse season than
last on account of the dryne51s. The Broken
l~ivel' 4as been funning to waste these past ~ix

" FALKINGIlA:ilI AND BUNN."

Railways Bill.
weeks, and is now running strong. The inhabitants say that, unless the Government or
the shire council attend to their wants, they
will go in a body and tear down the flood-gates
at the head of the cr.eek."

Mr. C. YOUNG remarked that the
statement in the first portion of the question-that water was running to waste
down the Broken River-was absolutely
untrue. Water was not running to waste,
and it was evident that there were a number of people who furnished the honorable
member for Moira (Mr. Hall) with false
statements. The following telegram had
been received that day by the department
from the engineer of the shire :"Inform Minister of Public Works that gates
have never been closed since pumps knocked
off. Broken River has been low all the season.
Water only on two occasions has run over the
sill."

With regard to the latter part of the question, he might say that the Yarrawonga
Shire Council had made application to be
constituted a watenyorks trust for the
management and control of a water supply
district within the shire, and to include the
head works at the junction of the Broken
Creek and the Broken River, where a weir
was proposed to be constructed.
The
application was only made on the 19th
ultimo, and could not be submitted for the
approval of the Governor" in Council for
some time, but an ad vance had been promised to the council, in anticipation of
a loan, to carry out ccrtnin specified works
"recommended by them. These works, however, did not embrace the weir at the
Broken River, and the adyance could not
be made until the pInns of the council had
been completed.
l\fURRAY LAKES.
Mr. McCOLL asked the Minister of
Lands if he would order the removal of the
artificial bank which prevented the Murray
waters from flowing into the lake adjoining
the Murrabit, on Lake Boga pre-emptive
right? He rEmarked that the lake in
question was banked off to prevent the
waters of tha Murray flowing into it, and
whilst it was dry it was selected by
a dummy of the adjoining station. An
inquiry was held, which resulted in the land
being forfeited, with all improvements, to
the Crown. The land was now in the pos"session of the Crown, and the residents of
the locality desired that the bnnk should be
removed, so that when the Murray rose the
lake)yould be again filled, because, since it
had been dry, the rainfall in the district
had greatly diminished.

Mr. W. MADDEN sta.ted that, before
ordering the removal of the bank referred
to, it would be necessary to ascertain what
the effect of such removal would be upon
the adjoining land. An officer acquainted
with the locality had been instructed to
inquire into the matter.
PETITIONS.
Petitions were presented by Mr. FRAsEn,
from inhabitants of Major's Line (nenr
Heathcote), vVappentake Creek, Costerfield,
Redcastle, and Pllclmpunyal, in fayour of a
railwa.y from Sandhurst to Seymour, instead
of to Wandong as proposed in the Railway
Construction Bill.
PUBLIC SERVICE.
Mr. TUCKER moved"That there be laid before this House a return
showing the names of persons now em ployed in
each of the public departments who were not in
the employment of the State on 1st July, 1881,
statins- in each case the amount of salary and
the kmd of employment; also, the names of
persons who were in the public service on 1st
July, 1881, who haye been promoted since, and
the amoulltof increased remuneration now given;
also, those employes who have been provided
with increased salaries in the cnrrent year's
Estimates other than the increments "caused by
operation of law."

Mr. DOvV seconded the motion, which
was agreed to.
LAND AOTS CONTINUATION AND
AMENDMENT BILL.
The House went into committeo to consider the Governor's message in reference to
this Dill, presented the previous day.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN moyed"That it is expedient that an appropriation be
made out of the consolidated revenue for the
purposes of a Bill to continue and amend
the Land Act of 1869, and Acts amending the
same."

The resolution was agreed to, and was
reported to the House.
RAILWAY CONSTRUCTION BILL.
The House then went into committee to
consider the Governor's message in reference
to this Bill, presented the previous day.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN moyed"That it is expedient that an appropriation be
made out of the consolidated revenue for the
purposes of a Bill to anthorize the construction
of certain lines of rail way by the State."

He said the resolution was necessary to enable honorable members to deal with clause
14 of the Bill~ which provided fodhe annual
appropriation of £'100,000 to the" Railway
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Dr. QUICK expressed the opinion that
every message of the present kind ought to
precede the Bill to which it related.
The resolution was agreed to, and was
reported to the House.
DEBATE ON THE BUDGET.
SEVENTH N IG lIT.
The House having resolved itself into
Committee of Ways and Means,
The debate on the Budget and on the
amended financial proposals submitted by Sir
Bryan O'Loghlen (adjourned from Tuesday,
July 4) was resumed.
Mr. DOW.-Sir, I wish to mention my
objections to the re-imposition of the tobacco duties. It is true I voted in their
favour when they were proposed as emergency taxation, and there were strong reasons for the collection of revenue from such
a source, but the arguments which were
formerly offered for their imposition or reimposition do not hold good at the present
juncture. We are assured by the Treasurer
that the revenue of the colony is in a
flourishing condition, and, therefore, I think
the time has arrived when the duties should
be taken off. I may mention that I have,
since they were imposed, paid a visit to my
constituents, and obtained a pretty good
id~a of their feelings with respect to them.
What did I find? That while I was called
in question for having assisted to put a tax
on tobacco, on no occasion was I criticised
with respect to my consenting to the beer
duty. I think the feeling so express'ed by
the large and important district of Kara
Kara may be taken as indicative of that of
the rest of the country. I admit that tobacco is a luxury, but it is the poor man's
luxury, and, as far as I can judge, what I
may call the working classes of the colony
have a strong objection to the duties upon
the article it is now sought to re-impose.
At the same time, I know of no strong
feeling or agitation against the beer duty
except in one quarter. I have not the
slightest desire to say one word inimical to
the licensed victuallers, but there is no doubt
whatever in my mind that the agitation
against the beer duty springs from them.
If the consumers of beer felt that the duty
came out of their pocke.ts, I am sure they
would say something on the subject, but, as
a matter of fact, nothing of the kind is
heard from them. For these reasons I will
vote against the tobacco duties, and at the
same time I would be glad to assist in reimposing the tax on beer. I would also be
glad if the tea duty was remitted. When
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the Treasurer brought down his Budget I
regarded it as not at all an objectionable one,
but I cannot say the same for it in its altered state. I do hope honorable members
are now about to make a new departure, so
far as facilitating the progress of business is
concerned. Up to the present stage of the
session, I have been very self-denying with
regard to addressing myself to the chair.
Indeed, I wish to say as little, and to do as
much work, as possible. I do not want to
interfere at all with things as they are until
we have got through a lot of the legislation
the country so much wants .. I don't believe
in the present Government, as they know,
but I am not inclined to enter into any cabal
or factious movement to displace them as
long as they give the country what it wants,
and I hope to see them soon at work upon
their Railway Bill, as well as the other
urgent measures they have in hand. I am
sorry to observe a number of evolutions
going on in this Chamber in which the agricultural, pastoral, and mining interests are
altogether ignored. But I will not infringe
the good resolution I have made to do very
little talking, and so, having clearly statcd
that I shall vote against the tobacco duties,
I will sit down.
Mr. NIMMO.-Sir, I am sure it made
us all very glap, to learn from the Treasurer
that the country is in a thriving condition,
and that his hopes of its future prosperity
are of a very decided character, bnt when
he began to talk of remitting duties on a
really extensive scale I felt that he was
propounding a scheme that would not be
productive of much prosperity. When he
proposed to do away with sources of revenue
that are acknowledged in every civiliz~1.
country in the world to be perfectly legitimate, and especially when he spoke of remitting the duties now levied on articles
which the community can very easily dispense with, it seemed to me that he was
laying the foundations of not future success
but future adversity. I could not help being
pleased with the very wise and judicious
statements of the honorable member for
Warrnambool. There was very great truth
in his remarks when he reminded the
Treasurer that the eve of applying to England for a very large loan is not a time at
which we can afford to deliberately dry up
our sources of revenue. I know tllat if I was
an English money lender, and asked to advance a large loan to this colony, and at
the same time I was told that the people of
Victoria were deliberately doing away with
a considerable portion of their income, some
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very curious inquiries would arise in my
mind. I would ask from whence they expected their future revenue to be derived?
Was it to come from land? Undoubtedly
·that source of income must soon cease to
exist. Nevertheless, the jnstification of his
conduct which the Treasurer 11as put forward deserves some consideration. He says
·that, inasmuch as the taxation he proposes
to remit was originally intended to be only
temporary, it is perfectly fair to let it come
to an end. But, if a temporary expedient
11as been found to work well, ought we not to
"leave well alone"? Had the Treasurer
adopted that wise maxim, and not attempted
to disturb the basis of taxation, what would
· have resulted? We would have been saved
the waste of time that took place in discussing the amendment of the honorable member for W arrnambool, and have disposed of
a large mass of the business before us. I
say that the temporary expedient now in
· question, having worked well, ought to be
not done away with but rendered permanent.
Why should we tax tea drinkers and refrain
from taxing beer drinkers? I am a tea
drinker, and am taxed on that account;
why should not the beer drinker be in a
· similar position?
Mr. MASON.-Are not beer drinkers
also taxed?
Mr. NIMMO.-I hope the honorable
member for South Gippsland will not interject remarks which can only have the
effect of confusing the debate. I trust he
will not force me by his absnrd questions to
the conclusion that he was brought into
some contact with beer before he came to
the House. I don't for a moment say that
that is the case. I know his kindly disposition, and I trust he will not thwart the
present discussion. As to the beer question,
I will debate it with him at any time at the
Temperance Hall.
Mr. MASON.-I have no time to go to
the Temperance Hall, or to associate with
inebriate teetotallers. I beg to raise a point
of order. A member who moves the adjournment of a debate in the House is
usually called upon, when it is resumed, to
speak first, and I presume the same rule
applies with respect to a debate in committee to the honorable member who moves
· that progress be reported. How, then, is
it 'that the honorable member for Oollingwood
(Mr. Mirams), upon whose motion, at the
· close of the last evening devoted to the
Budget debate, progress was reported, has
been denied this evening the precedence
which is his right?
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Mr. PEARSON.-If the point of order
has any weight, it ought to have been
raised twenty minutes ago, when the debate
commenced. Weare now in the middle
of the second speech.
The OHAIRMAN.-The point raised
by the honorable member for South Gippsland is one not of order, but of practice.
The practice described by the honorable
member applies in the House but not in
committee, where, as a matter of fact,
the motion to report progress is' almost
always moved by a Minister-very rarely
indeed by a private member. In committee
it is always the first honorable member who
catches the Ohairman's eye who has the
right to speak.
Mr. MIRAMS.-V{ ould the Ohairman
kindly inform me on what usage or pi'actice
of the House his ruling is based? I have
been a good many ycars in Parliament, but
never, to my knowledge, has an honorable
member who in committee moved the adjournment of the debate, and subseqnently,
when the time for its resumption arrived,
rose in his place to resume it, been purposely insulted by the Ohairman calling upon
another honorable member who had risen at
the same time.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I rise to order.
The honorable member for Oollingwood
(Mr. Mirams) has no right to say the
Ohairman purposely insulted him.
Mr. MASON.-It is a matter of opinion.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No matter what
an honorable member may feel, it is unparliamentary and out of order for him to
attribute to the chair personal offensiveness
towards himself.
Mr. R. OLARK.-I hope the honorable
member for Oollingwood (Mr. Mirams) will
withdraw the unparliamentary expression
he used. I hold the Ohairman's ruling to
be perfectly correct, and in exact accord
with parliamentary practice.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Imay state that,
on Tuesday evening, when the honorable
member for Oollingwood moved that progress be reported, I objected to the motion,
and the matter went on for some time, until
finally I moved that the Ohairman report
progress, and my proposition was carried.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I moved the acljolll'nment of the debate on Tuesday night, and
I never withdrew my motion.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-The honorable
member did not move the adjournment of
the debate at all.
Mr. MIRAMS.-But I moved that the
Ohairman report progress, and, as the motion
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was never withdrawn 01' negatived, it must
have been carried. My experience has invariably been that the honorable member
who moves the adjournment of the debate,
or, in committee, that progress be reported,
is allowed by courtesy, if not by right, to
resume it. When I first rose this evening,
and the Ohairman called on another honorable member, I thought he was simply inadvertent, but when I rose a second time, and
he again called on another honorable member,
it seemed to me that he studiously avoided
seeing me.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The honorable
member, by saying the Ohairman studiously
avoided seeing him, is simply making another unparliamentary statement. I hope
he will not persevere in what he must plainly
see may after all be a 'pme misconception
on his part.
lVIr. MIRAMS.~I will withdraw what I
said if the Ohairman will assure me that
his action towards me was not pmposed.
Mr. MASON.-I am very sorry my
point of order has led to this. At the same
time, my humble opinion is that the practice
in committee with respect to the resumption of a debate is the same as it is in the
House.
The OHAIRMAN. - The honorable
member for South Gippsland cannot speak
to a point <;>f order upon which I ha ve
already ruled. Although I think the' remarks of the honorable member for 001lingwood (Mr. Mimms) with respect to
myself highly improper, I do not ask him
to withdraw theni. ",Vhen a large number
of honorable members wish to speak in
committee, the Ohairman is bound to exerGise discretion, and in common fairness to
pay some attention to honorable members
who have never before joined in the debate
as distinguished from honorable members
who have already spoken in it. If some
such course was not followed, it would be
open to three or four members to monopolize
the disClission. For my part, I desire to
give honorable members on all sides an
opportunity of addressing themselves to
the question. The difference between the
practice in the House and in committee
with respect to the resumption of a debate
is well known to parliamentari!lns. In the
House the honorable member who moves
the adjournment of a, debate establishes a
sort of right to continue it, but that is not
the case in committee, and the reason for
the distinction is obvious. With the
Speaker in the chair an honorable member
can speak to a q llestion only once, whereas
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in committee he can speak as often as he
pleases.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The language
used by the honorable member f6r Oolling:wood (Mr. Mirams) is not simply a matter
between him and the Ohairman, a.nd it is
due to the committee that it should be
withdrawn. I am sure the honorable member will, on reflection, see the propriety of .
withdrawing it.
Mr. PATTERSON.-I do not think
this matter should be pressed too far. It
is only natural that the honorable member
for Oollingwood (Mr. Mirams), who is as
a rule one of the most gentlemanly debaters in the House, feels aggrieved at not
being called on when he rose to resume the
debate. The honorable member for South
Gippsland is really to blame for the present
trouble. ",Vhat business had he to raise
this point of order in the middle of the
speech of the honorable member for Emerald Hill (Mr. Nimmo)? He is always
interrupting business with senseless points
of order or of parliamentary practice. I
have no doubt that the honorable member
for Oollingwood. will pr~mptly withdraw
the remark he made reflecting on the Ohairman of Oommittees.
Mr. GILLIES.-I desire to appeal to
the honorable member for Oollingwood
(Mr. Mirams). No one will recognise
more clearly than he will that no honorable member has a right to say to the
Ohairman of Oommittees what he would
not be allowed to say to the Speaker. The
Ohairman of Oommittees, however, ha.s not
the same power as the Speaker. If an
honorable member reflects upon his conduct
in the chair, the Ohairman can only report
the matter to the Speaker, and the House
can then deal with him as it thinks fit. It
is certainly an improper reflection for any
honorable member to say that the Ohairman has studiously avoided seeing him. If
such a remark was made to the Speaker,
the Speaker, as the representative of the
House, could. deal with the honorable member. In .fact, the observation would be
regarded. as an insult to the House as well
as to the Speaker, and the House would
not tolerate it. The same rule must be
applied. in committee that would be enforced in the House; we must not allow
any language to be used which improperly
reflects on the gentleman who occupies the
chair for the time being. A remark of
the kind made by the honorable member for
Oollingwood must not be passed over if
we are to maintain order and. decorum.
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However strongly an honorable member
may feel, his good sense ought to tell· him
that· it is his duty to be courteous to the
Chairman. The honorable member for
Collingwoo~l owes it to himself, and to
his position, and as one who ought to set a
good example to other honorable members,
to at once withdraw any language he has
used disrespectful to the Chairman.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I fully recognise the
force of the position as put by the last
speaker. I regret what I said, feeling
strongly as I did, but I think honorable
. members must admit that I had some
occasion to feel so. If, under the influence
of that feeling,. I used an expression which
is considered unwarranted, I withdraw it.
:1\1r. NIM~O.-I was saying, when I
was interrupted, that I wa.s not aware tha.t
there had been any demand by the taxpayers for any remission of the beer or
tobacco duties. The question arises-Have
we a right to dry up sources of income
without being requested to do so by the ta.xpayers? I have put myself in communication with some of the leading publicans in
this city, and have asked them if they consider it a grievance to have to pay the beer
duty. 'Vhat is the answer I have received?
They say that the remission of the tax will
not make the slightest difference to the poor
man's beer-that it will be no cheaper and
no better. Ought we to throwaway a
revenue of £100,000 a year without good
and sufficient reason being shown for doing
so? I think not. I call quite understand
that the remission of the excise duties on
tobacco will benefit the tobacco manufa.cturers. in this country, but we must bear in
mind that, if we strengthen the local
manufacturers and enable them to supply
almost all the tobacco required by the community, we shall derive very little revenue
from imported manufactured tobacco. The
remission of the excise dut.ies on tobacco,
therefore, means also the ·loss of revenue
from another source. I would, however, be
l)repared to vote for the remission of those
duties, but I cannot agree to the proposal
to remit the excise duty on beer. In saying
that I am opposed to the remission of the
beer duty, I speak as representing the
general interests of a large community
composed of beer drinkers, teetotallers, and
tea drinkers. I have not been nsked by
. any beer drinkers to go in for the remission
of the duty on beer, and I haye not been·
. asked by any tobacco smokers to go in for
the remission of the tobacco duties, nor by any
tea drinkers to vote for the remission of the tea
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duty. If the Treasurer had proposed to
let things remain as they are, I woulel have
supported l1im right and left in carrying
such a progranupe, believing that it would
be to the lasting advantage of the country.
Had the honorable gentleman done so, we
would have been saved a debate which ha.s
extended oyer four weeks, and he, or his
successor, would have been placed in a more
independent position, financially,. than h~
could possibly anticipate by proposing t9
do away with revenue to the extent o~
£200,000 during the year 1882-3. In
conclusion, I desire to repeat that I cannot
vote for the remission of the beer duty. I
think it is quite uncalled for. The sum of
£100,000 a year is a large amount of revenue to throwaway, and we shall not be
thanked either by the public or by the beer
drinkers for giving it up.
Mr. R. CLARK.-Sir, I intend to vote
against the· re-imposition of the tobacco
duties, and I will briefly state the reason
why I object to their continuance. I am
surprised to find that a number of honorable
members on this (the Ministerial) side of
the House are in favour of the renewal of
the duties, seeing that they were only
agreed to in the first instance as an
emergency tax, and that some members of
the present Goyernment spoke strongly
against them even as an emergency tax.
The only member of the Government who
voted for the first renewal of the tobacco
duties, in December, 1880, was the Postmaster-General. The Minister of Railways
spoke strongly against them at that time,
and, on being taken to task by the honorable
member for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams), he
said" Noone knew better than the honorable
mem ber for Collingwood that the tobacco duties
would be felt by the working classes more than
by any other."

If the tobacco duties were not necessary
then, surely there can be no necessity for
them now. In his Budget speech the Treasurer proposed to make certain remissions on
beer and tea. If any remissions of the kinel
are made, the tobacco duties ought to be
abolished first. I know that there is a
strong feeling in the country, especially in
the mining districts, against the tQbacco
duties. I cannot understand why the Treasurer now asks that a different course
should be adopted in regard to them from
what he proposed in his Budget speech. If
it was right then to propose that the duties
should be allowed to lapse, why should the
honorable gentleman 110W want to have
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them re-imposed? If there had been a
falling off in the revenue since the Budget
speech was delivered, there might have been
some justification for desiring the continuance of the tobacco duties, but nothing of
the kind has occurred. I hope the Trea.:.
surer will see his way clear to let the tobacco
duties lapse, and leave the other duties to
be dealt with on their merits.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-Sir, it is my intention to vote against the proposal for the
l'e-imposition of the tobacco duties. It is
well known that both the tobacco duties
and the beer duty were imposed in the first
instance as emergency taxes, in order to
meet a temporary deficiency in the revenue.
There are, I think, various reasons why the
Government should not have proposed to
reduce taxation at all this year; and I agree
with the honorable member for Emerald
Hill (Mr. Nimmo) in the belief that, if the
Treasurer had allowed matters to remain as
they are, there is scarcely a member on this
(the opposition) side of the House who
would have taken much objection to that
course. At the present time the colony is
enjoying exceptional prosperity, but that
prosperity is not likely to continue through
the curr~nt financial year. In the first place,
owing to the extreme drought that has prevailed in many districts, there will be a
considerable falling off in the area under cult:ivation. In some districts there is likely to
be a falling off to the extent of one-fourth.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-If the honorable
gentleman looks at the statistics carefully,
lle will sec that there is a considerable falling off over the whole colony in the area
which will be under cultivation during the
_
prescnt year.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-It is the other
way.
Mr. 'VILLIAMS.-As far as my district is concerned, I know that there is a
very large reduction in the area under cultivation, and I have heard it said that the
same is the CAse in many other portions of
the colony which have suffered from drought.
The yield of grain and other agricultural
products will therefore be much less next
season. The wool clip will also be considerably less this year than it was last.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-Not in Victoria.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-Yes, even iIi Victoria ; for in this colony tens of thousands
of sheep have died, and on many stations
it has been necessary to kill the lambs in·
order to save the ewes. I venture to assert
there will be found to be such a reduction
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of products of one kind and another that
the Treasurer's estimates of revenue for the
current financial year will not be realized,
because, if there is a less quantity of produce to sell and export, it necessarily
follows that there will .be less money to
buy imported goods, and consequently less
duty will be paid at the Custom-house.
Taking this into account, and the heavy
expenditure proposed by the Government,
the Treasurer will not be able to spare any
taxes. Even if the honorable gentleman
could afford to make some remissions of
taxation, the beer duty is the tax which,
above all others, the people desire should be
continued. I have scarcely heard a single
complaint amongst the electors in my district against the duty on beer, but I have
heard complaints in all directions against
the tobacco tax. The people say that they do
not really pay the beer duty themselves, but
that the tobacco tax falls directly upon
them. The Treasurer would have acted
more wisely if he had allowed things to
remain as they are, at all events until there
was timc to see whether the present unusual
prosperity is likely to continue. Rathel'
than the course now proposed, it would have
been better if the original Budget had beon
adhered to.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The Assembly
would not allow that.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-The honorable gentleman caved in at once. He was like the
opossum which the celebrated American
colonel was about to fire at. "Don't shoot,"
said the opossum up the tree, " I will come
clown." The Treasurer came down immediately he was threatened; but it would have
been much better if he had tested the feeling of the House on his original Budget,
instead of surrendering before a shot was
fired. There is another matter connected
with the question of revenue which I wish
to refer to, a.nd that is the probable reduction in the number of working miners
throughout the colony, and the consequent
diminution in the yield of gold. I venture
to say the Treasurer will find that the yield
of gold will be considerably less in the future
than it has been in the past.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The number of
miners is increasing.
Mr. vVILLIAMS.-There has scarcely
been any appreciable increase during the
past year.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-The increase is
700 01' 800.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-I wish to allOW that
the Treasurer has over-estimated his reaeipts
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for the current year from nearly every source,
and that he ought to be very careful as to
any remissions of taxation at the present
time. A short time ago, I made some remarks in the House against the policy
pursued,by the Minister of Mines with
respect to the consolidation of mining leases,
and said that it must inevitably eventuate
in a reduction of the number of miners
employed on the gold-fields. Those remarks
have been fully borne out since by what has
actually taken place on the gold-fields, and
by the returns recently laid on the table of
the House on my motion, showing the number of applications for the consolidation of
mining leases, and how they have been dealt
with. Some of the newspapers have gone
so far as to say that the return declares
most unmistakably in favour of the Minister
of Mines, and against myself, as regards
the dispute which I had with the honorable
gentleman. I wish to draw the attention
of honorable members to the return.
The CHAIRMAN.-I think the honorable member will not be ill order in referring
to the return.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-I submit that I
shall be perfectly in order in referring to it,
because I desire to point out that, by the
consolidation of mining leases, a very considerable reduction in the number of miners
and in the yield of gold will probably take
place, and that consequently there will be a
loss of revenue. When the subject of the
consolidation of mining leases was brought
before the House a short time ago, the
Minister of Mines said he had pursued precisely the same policy that I had followed,
when I was in office, in regard to consolidations; but I wish to tell the honorable
gentleman that I only granted consolidations where I found that the grQund which
it was desired to consolidate had been
worked in a bon(2 fide manner up to the
time of making the application for consolidation. In cases where I found that there
had been no attempt to evade the labour
covenants, I almost invariably granted the
consolidation. I don't remember an instance
in which I acted to the contrary.
Mr. W ALSH.-Sir, I rise to order.
Although the honorable meluber for Mandurang (Mr. Williams) may technically be
in order, I submit that this is not the
proper time to bring forward the very impOliant question of the policy of the consolidation of mining leases. It would be
only fair to keep that subject separate from
the question now before the ehair, namely,
the re-imposition of the tobacco duties,
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which has already oecnpied the attention of
the committee for a fortnight.
The CHAIRMAN. - The honorable
member for Mandurang (Mr. Williams) is
entitled to allude to the return for the purpose of illustrating his a.rgument that the
number of miners in the colony is likely to
decrease, and that, consequently, the Treasurer's estimates oE revenue will not be
realized, but he will not be in order in referring to what took place in the House on
a former occasion between himself and the
Minister of Mines.
Mr. vVILLIAlVIS.-On two or three
occasions since the return was produced, I
seriously contemplated moving the adjournment of the House, in order to call attention
to it, but I did not want to resort to what I
consider 10 be a bad practice, if I could
avoid it. I, therefore, waited calmly for an
opportunity like the present of alluding to
the return.
Mr. BURRO'VES.-I ,,,ill be glad to
discuss the subject of the consolidation of
mining leases with the honorable member on
some other occasion, when it can be fully
and fairly dealt with, but I will ask the
honorable member not to persist in bringing
it forward now.
Mr. WILLIAMS.~I will endeavour to
keep myself strictly in order. I do not
wish in any way to be offensive to ihe
Minister of Mines, "rho has always acted in
as fair and impartial a manner towards me
as any Minister of Mines could do. The
leases with which the honorable gentleman
and myself are more particularly concerned
are in the district of Sandhurst. During tho.
time I was in office, I consolidated 27 leases in
the Sandhurst district. I Play remark that I
never said I was 0ppoiiled to the policy of
consolidation. On the contrary, I took
special ca,re to state that I was in favour of
judicious consolidation, that is to say,
consolidation where the leases extended
over a certain area, unless there were strong
reasons why they should not be consolidated.
.The area represented by the 27 leases in
the Sandhurst district which I consolidated
only average 13 acres each; but the present
Minister, and those who have had th~
control of the Mining department since
I left it, have, during about the same
period of time that I was in office, consolidated 28 leases in the Sandhurst district
averaging 25 acres each. The present
Minister, as I stated on a former occasion,
bas reversed the policy which I adopted.
The consolidations which I. granted wer~
for le(lses that had been worked ill a bon~
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fide manner previous to their being
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solidated, but those granted by the present
Minister of Mines were for ground which
had not been worked for years. The leases
consolidated by the honorable gentleman
were therefore liable to be attacked at any
time by millers who wished to prospect or
:work the ground; but now the ground is
secured to the companies for all time, so
long as they pay the rent, and carry out the
nominal labour covenants.
Mr. BURROWES.-Name the leases
and the localities.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-I can do so. I
,have made special inquiry about all these
cases. I have actually gone over the
country to observe in what manner the
labour obligations were being discharged.
The Minister of Mines consolidated four or
five leases, to the consolidation of which I
objected very strongly when I was in office.
I refer particularly to the case of the
New Moon Company. 'The statement in
the return with rega,rd to that case is as
follows :-'
" The surrender of these leases was first offered
in September, 1879, and approved hy the Hon.
If. Longmore, but, as the title had to be perfected, the surrender was only recently renewed."

everybody else doing business in the district.
The other case to which I desire to call
special attention is that of the Pandora and
Victory United. Application was made to
me for the consolidation of leases ~mbracing
between 40 and 50 acres. I went fully
into the matter, and I found it would be a
fair compromise to comprise' the ground in
two leases, but I declined to amalgamate
with either some 8 or 10 acres on a side line,
which had not been worked for five years.
The arrangement was accepted by the applicants before I left the Mining' department; but the present Minister of Mines
consolidated the two leases, and included in
the consolidation the 8 or 10 acres which I
excluded from the amalgamation.
Mr. ANDERSON.-I rise to order. I
don't wish to be considered obstructive, but
I would like' to know whether aU this has
anything to do with the Budget?
Mr. 'VILLIAMS.-My object is to show
that these consolidations mean the employment of a less number of miners upon auriferous land, and that the reduction in the number of miners will inevitably be attended by a
reduction in the consumption of taxable commodities, and that therefore the Treasurer is
not justified in calculating upon the revenue
which he estimates. The Minister of Mines
has accused me of consolidating a lease of
42 acres in Sandhurst-the largest known
at that' place-but I tell the honorable
gentleman I never did anything of the
kind. However, the l\finister ofMines has
consolidated a lease of 43 acres for the
'benefit of the Garden Gully Company.
The memorandum, with regard to this case,
on the papers says-

That case comes before my memory most
vividly, because the person who applied for
the consolidation was a personal friend of
my own-privately and politically. 1 told
him that on three or four of the leases
proposed to be embraced in the consolidation there had not been any work for years,
and that I could not allow them to be
amalgamated with leases which were being
worked. I told him further that he would
" Application made to and approved by Hon.
have to give up those leases and re- H. R. Williams."
duce the area before I wOllld grant consoli- But I never approved of the application.
dation. However, as soon as I was out of The application was made on the 21st July,
office, application was made to my successor, 1881-eleven days after I left office. How
who granted the application for an area em- then could I have approved of the applicabracing 30a. 21'. 13p. One objection which I tion? Yet this is the big lease in Sandhad to the consolidation was that the area, if hurst that I was credited by the Minister
properly worked, was too large for one min.:. of Mines with consenting to or approving.
ing company. I believe the number of men
Mr. BURROWES.-I did not grant
engaged is sufficient to cover the labour the lease; it was granted before I took
covenants, but the work done is at only one office.
Mr. "WILLIAMS.-Does the Minister
end of the claim; a large portion of ground
is undeveloped, and will remain so for many of Mines wish me to believe that a conso'years. If the leases had not been consoli- lidated lease applied for on the 21st July,
dated, and if it had been compulsory on the 1881, was recommended to the Governor in
lessees to work the other end of the claim, Council and granted before the honorable
, the same number of men would be engaged member took office?
: at that end as is engaged at the other, and
Mr. BURROWES.-.. .It was granted
, the result would be a tremendous advantage before I took office. I don't say it was
, not only to llliners, but to shopkeepers and granted by the hOllomble lllelllber.
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Mr. WILLiAMS.-But the Minister
of Mines, in a speech on a previous occasion, credited me with the granting of that
· consolidated lease.
Mr. BURROWES.-I was misled.
Mr ..WILLIAMS.-The only two big
leases 111 Sandhurst which I consolidated
· were the Oa therine Reef United and the
Johnson's Reef. The former had employed
100 men for the last 20 years, and the
whole area between the two main shafts
was being worked. In the other case the
area consolidated embraced 29 or 30 a~res
and there, I suppose, 50 or 60 men hav~
?een .engaged for years; the whole ground
IS bell1g worked.
On the other hand the
Minister of Mines, in the case of the Great
Southern Oompany, consolidated leases
embracing an area of 72 acres. I was over
th.at gr~und the other day, and I found a
mIle of It unworked, and likely to remain a
blank for 20 years to come. Notwithstanding there are three shafts and three
engines, the vi'Orkings are confined to one
little point. But the Minister of Mines
knows that if the leases had not been consolidated, a number of labour covenants
now disregarded. would have had to b~
carried out. Tl~e consolidation of the
leases will prove a stumbling-block to the
further development of the mine for many
years to come. I desire now to call atten· tion to a case of consolidation about which
so much has been said-that of the Sparrowhawk Oompany. The memorandum on the
papers with regard to that case is as
ofollows:"The application to consolidate these leases
was first made to Hon. F. Longmore, who approved of same. Mr. Longmore's action was
eD;dorsed by Hon. W. C. Smith, hut. on being
laId be~ore Hon. H. R. Williams for his recommend,atlOn to the Governor iu Council it was
refused by him."
,

One reason why I refused the application
was that I found that two or three of the leases
sought to be consolidated had not been
worked for several years. Now I beg to
ask the Minister of Mines whether the
labour covenants contained in this consolidated lease are being carried out?
Mr. BURROWES.-Yes. The labour
employed is in excess of that required by
the covenants.
. Mr. WILLIAIVIS.-Up to Monday last
only. 6 or 8 men were employed when, acocordll1g to the labour covenants, there should
have been at least 25.
. lVIr. BURROWES.-Last Friday, over
20 men were ~t wodt.
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. Mr. vVILLIAMS.-Last Monday morilll1g, there were only 8 men at work underground, and 2 engine-drivers. That is not
complying with the labour covenants.
Attention was here called to the fact that
a quorum of members was not present.
A quorum having been formed,
Mr. WILLIAMS resumed-The point
which I wish to impress upon honorable
members is that t~e policy of aggregating
large areas of aunferous land must inevitably result in the employment of a less
number of miners, and the production of a
less amount of gold.
Mr. BENT.-I rise to order. I beO' to
ask whether it is in order, when the Hot~e is
in Oommittee of Ways and Means for the
purpose of considering the propriety of reimposing oth~excise duties on tobacco, for an
honorable m~mber to discuss the question
of the consolidation of mining leases?
Mr. LAURENS.-On the point of order
I desire to mention that, however strang~
the present discussion may appear it has
assumed this strangeness from the fa~t of all
~dnds ?f side-issues 11aving been imported,
Illcludmg a three-hours' speech from the
M~nister of R:ailways on the question of
raIlway extenSIOn. Moreover, it should be
recollected that every honorable member who
has spoken to the Budget has been allowed
the utmost latitude. Therefore, if the honorable member for l\1andurang (Mr. Williams) is out of order, we have all been out
of order.
Mr. P ATTERSON.-I understand the
object of the honorable member for Mmrdurang (Mr. vVilliams) is to show that the
policy of the Government will injuriously
affect the finances-that it will be attended
by the employment of fewer men on
mining operations, and that, in consequence
there will be less money available for th~
purchase of tobacco. At the same time I
would suggest that the honorable member
for Mandurang should confine himself alittle
more to the poiut.
. The OHAIRMAN.-I was anxious from
the beginning, that the attention of the' committee shou~d b~ confi~led, as far as possible,
to the questIOn mlmedll1tely before the chair'
but .the leaders. on both sides appeared t~
conSIder that tIns should be regarded as a
second Budget debate. As I understand
the argument of the honorable member for
Mandurang (Mr. Williams), it is that the
consolidation of mining leases will re~lt in
t~e ~mployment of fewer men, and a reductIOn III the amount available for the purchase
of t~able commodities, and that ther~fol'e

.954.

[ ASSEMBLY.]

I

Seventh Night' 8 Debate.

the revenue will ·suffer. 'So long as the The result is that ground is' being locked up,
honorable member confines his attention to and miners have to look abroad for land
that aspect of the case, I think he is in which they may explore for gold. I tell the
order.
Minister of Mines that as soon as the preMr. WILLIAMS. - The Minister of , sent flourishing conditiOll of Sandhurst subMines stated, on a former occasion, that I sides, and a slight depression takes place in
carried out the policy of consolidation with mining, he will hear from the miners of that
an amount of favoritism which was a dis- locality how these large areas have been congrace to my administration; but I ask the solidated, for what purpose, and for whose
honorable gentleman to point out in the interest. I will leave the matter as it now
return which has been furnished to the stands. With regard to the large areas in
Assembly one instance of a political sup- the Ararat district which have been consoliporter of mine benefiting in connexion with dated, it should be recollected that those are
the consolidation of mining leases. It alluvial leases, and I have always regarded
would be more correct to state that the men 20 acres of quartz reefs as equal to 200 or
to whom consolidations were grunted were 300 acres of alluvial land. Therefore I hold
SuppOl·ters of the Minister of Mines. I that the rule which should apply to the eonhave been accused by the newspapers of de- solidation of quartz-mining leases may be
laying my explanation, and, had I not taken ' relaxed in the case of alluvial leases. It was
advantage of the present opportunity, I to the quartz-mining leases that I wished
would not have been able to make any ex- to draw particular attention, and I say that
planation at all unless I had moved the the return furnished to the House shows
adjournment of the House, a course which that the Minister of Mines in consolidating
I was reluctant to take, or waited three or mining leases has granted, on an average,
four months until the estiIilates for the twice the area that I did; that the leRses
Mining department were under consider- I consolidated were being worked bona fide
ation. One other matter I desire to advert when the consolidation took place, whereas
to. 1 think the Minister of Mines has been many of the leases consolidated by the Mingreatly in error with regard to the operation ister were not worked bona fide when they
of the 44th clause of the mining regulations. were consolidated, and are not being worked
On the occasion I have already referred to, bona fide at the present time.
Mr. BURROWES.-Sir, I think the
the Minister of Mines stated that he always
" took the bull by the horns," and, if he honorable member for Mandurang (Mr.
found labour covenants not being fulfilled, Williams), who does not seem able to do
he forfeited the leases without calling upon justice to anybody he attacks, must be
the miners to carry out the 44th clause. aware that I caused a regulation to be framed
But the result of that proceeding, the in- requiring, in conncxion with every consolitention @f the Ministel· being known only dation of mining leases, the observance of
to the lessees, was that a partisan of the the original labour covenants. With such
lessee3 pegged out the ground, and thus the a regulation in foree, I am surprised to
labour covenants were evaded for another heal' the statement of the honorable memtwelve months, whereas under the 44th bel' that the number of miners employed in
clause a miner who proved the mala fides of the Sandhurst district has decreased. I
lessees obtained the land. Unless the 44th have taken the pa,ins to make inquiries on
clause is carried out, the old lessees have the this subject, and I fiJ;l.d that on the leases
chance of balking everybody. I would like which have been consolidated the number
to ask how many leases have been forfeited of men now at work is 97 more than before
during the time that the present Ministry the consolidations took place. Exception
have been in office? The number is 15, but has been taken by the honorable member
during a period of no greater lel1gth I to the amalgamation of the Great Southern
forfeited 30. I know very well that many Oompany. That company employed two
of the leases consolidated by the Minister or three engines and from 60 to 80 men for
of Mines are not worked according to the a number of yenrs, and yet could not pay
labour covenants-they are not being worked' working expenses; but since the nrea under
more now than when the applications for their control has been enlarged, their posiconsolidation were refused by me; indeed tion has much improved, and they are doing
they are being worked less. Mining lessees a. groat deal. Wit.h regard to the Sparrowknow that the Minister won't resort to the hawk Oompany, I suppose there are not
extreme step of forfeiting their leases as many claims in the country on which so
.long Ri the grouu~ is being worked at all., much money has been ipent. Something

The, Budget.

[JULY

like £390,000 was spent on that company's ground before the amalgamation
took place.
Mr. WILLIAMS.-Not by the present
company.
Mr. BURROWES.-Since the amalgamation, as much as £10,000 has been expended. It was I who amalgamated the leases
of the North United Hustlers and Redan
Company. If the honorable member for
Mandurang had been in office, and heard
the representations on the subject which
were made to me, he would llave done
exactly as I did. The lessees informed me
that they had got down to the water level
and that they could go no further without
machinery, and that, if the leases were
amalgamated, they would be in a position to
put up machinery. It was on the condition,
tIl at machinery would be put up that I assented to the amalgamation. Since then,
machinery has been erected at a cost of
£2,000, and it is now in operation. I can
assure the House that, since I have been
Minister of Mines, my object has been to
foster, not to impede mining. Some of the
consolidated leases I have granted may be
larger than those granted by the honorable
member for Mandurang, but every consolidated lease granted by me has been granted
for good and sufficient reasons; and I am su!e
that no action which I have taken will be the
means of .interfering with the prosecution
,of mining operations. To show my feeling
with regard to the observance of laboUr
covenants, I will read to the House a memorandum which I caused to be issued on the
19th June. It is as follows : "I desire in future that when any consolidated
lease is granted in lieu of two or more leases pre- '
viously held for the same land, that the number
of miners to be employed under the covenants of
such lease shall in no case be less than the aggregate number of miners specified in the labour
covenants of the leases surrendered. This order
to take effect from and after this date."

That will surely show the House that the
labour covenants cannot possibly be less, if
they are not even more, thmi before, and,
therefore, the honorable member's argument
falls to the ground. I repeat that I have
only allowed amalgamation to take place
where it was to the advantage of the min'ing community to do so.' It is the duty of
any Minister of Mines to look into each
case specially, and ascertain whether it would
be for the general good of the miners that
the amalgamation a.pplied for should be
granted, and that is the course I have
followed. I do not think it is necessary to
say anything further in reply to the honorable member's. remarks, and I will simply
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conclude by reading an extract from one
of the Melbourne newspapers which shows
how gold mining has progressed at Sandhurst during my term of office. It is as
follows : "During the half-year ending 80th June, 1882,
shareholders in the different ventures in the
district have contributed £101,222 5s, 8d. in the
shape of calls, the total value of gold got
amounting to £356,468, estimating the 89,117 oz.
obtained at £4 per oz. This yield of gold has
enabled the declaration of dividends to the
amount of £142,740 16s., leaving the amount of
£218,727 48. to be accounted for under the head
of wages, plant, and rent. The excess of dividends over calls is £41,518 lis. 4d. Comparing
the dividends for the present half-year with
those of the corresponding period of 1881, they
will be found to have incr~ased by the amount
of £7,284 16s. The amount of gold obtained
during the first half of the present year exceeds
that of the corresponding month. of 1881 by
3,057 oz. These results are most gratifying and
show conclusively the valui and prospects of
our mines."

Mr. MIRAMS.-Sir, I think it is to be
regretted that the debate upon the question
immediately before the committee should
have been interrupted by a personal dispute
between the Minister and ex-Minister of
Mines. I desire to bring the committee
back to the question we have been discussing,
and I may say at the outset that I never
remember, during the time I have been in
the House, any previous occasion when the
committee considering the Budget has
found itself in so difficult, confused, and
awkward 'a position as that in which we
find ourselves at the present time and under
present circumstances. It appears to me
that this state of things has been brought
about mainly from the fact that we haye
leaders in this House, or supposed leader~,
who will not lead us-gentlemen who by
their position in connexion with parties are
looked upon as the leaders of those parties,
and yet who will not apparently take the
responsibility of their position, and, having
affirmed a principle, stand by it. On the
one hand we have the honorable member
for Warrnambool. He moves a resolution
disagreeing with the proposals of the
Ministry in relation to taxation-disagreeing with them as a whole, on broad grounds
which we can all understand and which the
country can understand, and which are
either sound and logical or are unsound
_and illogical. Then we have that very
same gentleman withdrawing his proposition, and since then he has failed to submit
to the committee, and through it to the
country, any sound or sufficient reason fOI'
taking that step.
Mr. MUNRO.-He has given no reason

at all.
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, Mr. MIRAMS.-He has given no reason'
at all which would warrant or justify gen.tlemen in this House who desire to know
what they are about, and to act consistently
with their expressed opinions, in following
him in the course he has taken. What I
say is that, if we are to have leaders in this
House, it is due to those who follow that
the gentlemen who assume to lead us shall
give good grounds for their action and
·sufficient reasons for their change of front
whenever they do change front, so that we
'may justify ourselves in our own minds
and to our constituents for also changing
front.. The honorable member for vVarrnambool took up a position in which, as I
'stated in the Committee of Supply, I
agreed with him. His ground of objection to the Government proposals was
'that it would be unwise to remit taxation, to the extent the Ministry proposed, under the existing circumstances
and the prospective circumstances of the
ensuing year.
The honorable member expressed his firm beli~f that the Treasurer's
estimates of revenue were not likely to be
realized, and on that ground, and because
he thought it necessary that we should have
a good surplus in hand to make a favorable show in the London market when we
go there to transact the large monetary
affairs which are pending, and also because
he considered we should have a fair balance
to work upon in anticipation of a re-adjustment of the Tariff next year when the Tariff
Commission reports, he very fairly and justly
argued that it would be unwise to make a
remission of taxation which was tantamount
to £200,000 a year. It is true that only
£140,000 of the remission was to take effect
during the current year, but the ultimate
result of the remissions proposed would have
been a loss to the revenue of £200,000 a
year. Now has the honorable member for
Warrnambool secured the retention of that
£200,000 a year as a justification for his
change of front? All that he has secured
is the retention of £50,000 a year. The
total of the remissions which are proposed
now as against the remissions which were
proposed originally are £150,000 instead of
£200,000.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-No.
Mr. MIRAMS.-The first proposals of
the Government were to remit half the duty
on beer, the whole of the duty on tea, and
to reduce the postage.
The Treasurer
stated that the remission would only amount
.to £140,000 during the current year, beca.use he did not intend that the whole of
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the remissions on tea should take place immediately, but he said tl1at the total amount
of the remissions would be £200,OOO-that
that would be the sum they would amount
to in the second year after they were passed.
'Vhat are we going to remit now? vVe
are going to remit the whole of the beer
duty, £100,000, and to reduce the postage,
which is to take effect next year, at a cost
of £50,000, so that, as I have.stated, the
present remissions amount' to £150,000 as
against the £200,000 proposed to be remitted under the previous proposals. Consequently the total outcome of the proceedings of the honorable member for vVarrnambool-his whole justification for placing the
members of this committee in the awkward
position of being compelled either to refrain
from voting at all, or to accept remissions
which we conside,r less preferable to others
if there are to be remissions at all-has
been a gain of £50,000 out of £200,000.
I maintain that if the honorable member
was sincere in the ground he took-if the
circumstances of the country were such
that we could not afford to lose £200,000
a year-then he has achieved nothing to
warrant him in receding from his position.
Be it remembered that he stated that he
brought forward his proposition very much
against his will. He repeated over and
over again that it was only his intense
desire to preserve the credit of the colony
which forced him to propose the resolution,
because he felt almost sure that it would be
accepted as a want of confidence Illotion,
although he assured the committee that he
did not want to displace the Government.
Thus so strongly impressed was the honorable member for Warrnambool with the
necessity of saving £200,000 of the revenue
that he took a step which he did not want
to take. Yet what do we find two or three
days afterwards? He gives up the saving
of £200,000 which he considered so absolutely necessary, and accepts a saving of
£50,000. That is the result for the attainment of which the committee has been
thrown into confusion, so that we are all at
sixes and sevens, and don't know exactly
what to vote for. One part of the committee would like to see the tea duty re":
mitted, another part the beer duty, and
others the tobacco duties. We have been
prevented from giving a proper vote upon
the proposals of the Government as a whole,
which we should have been allowed to do,
by the action of an honorable member who
considered it necessary to save £200,000,
and is satisfied to save £50,000. That is
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. the result of the action of one leader in the
House who will not accept the responsibility
of his position. Then we have on the other
side another gentleman who is also a leader,
and who has helped to place the House in
its present position by equally vacillating
conduct. When the Treasurer's proposals
were first submitted, the honorable member
. for Geelong (Mr. Berry) dissented from
those proposals and intimated his intention
to vote against them, of course expecting
his party to follow him in doing so. Afterwards, when the alterations were made which
the honorable member for Warrnambool
was instrumental in securing, what do we
find? The honorable member for Geelong
told the committee that the second proposals of the Government were worse than
the first, yet, the first being so bad that he
would have voted against them, the second
being worse than the first he is going to
vote for them. Is that a position in which
the leader of a party ought to put himself
or his followers if he desires to have anything like weight in this House, or anything
like a· following of intelligent men? The
honorable member for Geelong, on Tuesday
night, after stating that the present proposals of the Government were, from his
point of view, infinitely worse than the
previous ones, observedU He must say that the remission now proposed by the Treasurer was the most unfortunate he could have proposed. The duty upon
tea realized about the same amount as the duty
upon beer; and if they were to remit £100,000
of revenue derived chiefly from labour, from the
bulk of the population, nine out of every ten
persons would have preferred a remission of the
duty upon tea to that upon beer."

I fully agree with the honorable member
for Geelong in that opinion, yet the honorable member in face of such a statement
tells the committee that he-and I presume
he e~pects his party to follow him-is going
to support the Government in their proposal.
He observed that he agreed with the honorable member for the Ovens (Mr. Kerferd)
that, the Government being in a position
to know more about the finances than any
private member, the House was bound to
accept their proposals in preference to the
opinion of any private member unless it was
prepared to displace them on some question
of policy involved in the Budget itself.
Yet the honorable member for Geelong,
while asserting that nine out of every ten
of the population would prefer the tea remission to the beer remission, will not propose any alteration himself as a question
of public policy upon which· he is prepared to displace the Government, but is
Sss. 1882.-3 u
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simply going to accept the Government
proposition.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-He is going to
vote against the tobacco duties.
Mr. MIRAMS.-Tbat also shows his inconsistency. His speech of Tuesday night
is not only inconsistent with what he said
previously, but it is even inconsistent with
itself. He said he was going to support
the Government on the same grounds as
the honorable member for the Ovens, and
immediately afterwards he stated that he
was going to vote against them. His remarks
were:. "For these reasons-·

One of the reasons 'being that assigned by
the honorable member for the Ovens, that
honorable members were bound to support
the Government unless they were preparell
to take their places on some question of
public policy.
" and also because he could not agree with honorable members who desired to haTe a large surplus in order to deal trenchantly with the Tariff I
possibly to the injury of the protective policy
of the country, he would certainly conCUl1 with
the views of the Treasurer."

If that is not saying that he is going to
support the Government, what is it ?
Mr. RIOHARDSON.-He was referring to the second speech of the honorable
member for Warrnambool.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I would be sorry to do
the honorable member for Geelong, or any
one else, any injustice wllatever, but what
I desire is that those who lead tIle House
in these matters should lead distinctly and
definitely-that they should lay down a
principle and say-" This is the principle
we intend to follow, come what will." We
have not had anything of that kind on either
side. We have had a shifty slntiHing policy
-a waiting from day to clay to see what
will turn up and what will be the prOper
thing to support. I am told that the honOI'able member for Geelong has paired
against the re-imposition of the tobacco
duties. Notwithstanding that he stated-, as
I have shown, that "he would certainly
concur with the views of the Treasurer,"
he said immediately afterwards that he
would vote against the first proposal. He
observed" But it would be desirable to test the opinion
of the committee as to whether it was not better
to remit the tobacco duty; and when that question was put, he would vote for the abandonment of that impost. This action would afford
far greater relief to the working classes and the
consumers generally than if the impost on beer
were removed; but, if the remissions were not
carried, the committee would then have to con.,
cur in the proposal of the Treasurer not to lJnpose
the beer duty."
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I would point out to the committee that tIie
question of the beer duty is not before us
at all. One of the results of the action of
the honorable member for Warrnambool is
that the committee has been prevented from
expressing an opinion upon the beer duty,
except in the roundabout way I have given
notice of. Everyone knows that the beer
duty expires by effiuxion of time on the
31st August, and we cannot have an opportunity of voting on the question except in
the indirect way I have chosen, in order
that I at least shall have an opportunity of
expressing my opinion upon it whether I
get a single member to support me or not ..
I refer to the notice I have given of moving,
on the order of the day for the House to go
into Committee of Supply, that t.he Beer
Duty Act should be continued. There is
another point which deserves attention.
The honorable member for Geelong put it
that, if the tobacco duties are carried, then
w'e shall have no alternative but to accept
the proposal of the Government to remit
the duty upon beer. But we have another
alternative. If the honorable member was
correct in what he said in a previous portion of his speech-that there are nine to
one iIi the community who prefer a remission of the tea duty to a remission
of the beer duty-what is to prevent
him, as a leader, taking upon himself the
responsibility of his position, and, acting up
to his belief as to the opinion of the country,
proposing that the tea duty shall be remitted?
If it is not in the power of a private member
to propose the imposition of a duty, it is
certainly within his power to propose the remission of one, and therefore the honorable
member for Geelong, if he believes what he
said, should test the opinion of the House
and the country on the question. If the
honorable member wished to do justice to
his party, if he wished to give honorable
members on this (the opposition) side of the
House, whom he desires to follow him, and
whom he desires to consolidate into a party
once more, a chance of voting according to
their convictions and according to his own
conviction, why did he not conclude his remarks by intimating that he intended to
support the proposition I have given notice
of, or to take it up himself? If he will
move it, he is perfectly welcome to it; I
have no desire to take it out of his hands.
Bl.lt every member of the committee has a
right to the opportunity of expressing his
opinion on everyone of these questions the
same as he would have llad if the honorable
member for Warrnambool had ~lot, by his
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meddling and his muddling, taken that
opportunity from the committee and the
country for the time being. The honorable
member for Geelong ought to take that
course if he acts up to his position as leader
of his party, and I hope he will take it yet.
Therefore we are not confined to the choice
between the beer and the tobacco duties;
we have a chance of remitting the duty
upon tea if we think it a preferable remission. For my part, I intend to support the
re-imposition of the tobacco duties on the
same ground as I voted for their imposition,
and for their continuance in 1880. On the
22nd December, 1880, when the question
was before the House, I spoke to the following effect :II He held that if this duty had been imposed
fi ve years ago, or if it was imposed now, it would
not be any fresh impost at all upon those who
used tobacco. When duty on tobacco was first
imposed in this colony. there was no home-made
or home· grown tobacco whatever. The duty was
imposed on tobacco for the same reason that a
similar duty existed in nearly every Englishspeaking community, !lamely, because tobacco
was one of the most legitimate articles that
could be taxed in order to raise revenue. But
what had been the result of that duty? The
climate of Victoria being suitable for the growth
of tobacco, the duty effected a double purpose.
It not only raised revenue, but acted as a protection to the native industry, and caused the
rise of a large local production which had
gradually decreased the revenue received at the
Custom-house. The present position consequently was this: the local production of tobacco
having caused the Customs revenue from the
article to decline, and tobacco being admittedly
a fair subject of taxation, the Government asked
Parliameut to impose an excise duty which
would have the effect of raising, in the shape of
excise, a portion of the money lost at the Custom-house. The revenue obtained from the proposed excise duty, together with the present income from tobacco at the Custom-house, would
not amount to as much as was received from tobacco a few years ago when there was no excise
dutyatal!. The revenue received from imported
tobacco was £70,000 less last year tha.n it was a
few years ago, not because less tobacco was
used, but because large quantities were grown
in the colony and a great deal was imported in
the shape of leaf tobacco at a lower duty and
manufactured here. He was informed that, some
years ago, before any tobacco was produced in
the colony, the price of tobacco was 4s. and 4s.
6d. per lb., whereas it was sold two months ago
at 1s. 9d. to 2s. The excise duty only brought
the price up to 8s., so that the imposition of this
duty, which members of the Opposition were
endeavouring to prove a great burthen on the
working classes, still left the price 1s. per lb.
less than it was in the olden days, when all the
tobacco was imported."

On those grounds I supported the imposition and continuation of the excise duty on
tobacco, and on those grounds I will vote
for its re-imposition now. It is a protectiOli
to native industry; it is fostering a very
large number of manufactories, which are
employil1S" some 1,200 01' 1,500 hands, and.
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turn out an article, which, as the Minister
of Customs stated the other night, cannot
be distinguished, even by experts, from the
imported article. I intend to support the
tobacco duty for another reason-the very
reason assigned by the honorable member for
Geelong himself. It is the duty of the
House and the country to support the Government in their proposals to raise revenue,
unless we are prepared to put them out
upon that issue, and abide by tllC decision
of the country. I have still another reason
for supporting the tobacco duty, namely, the
reason I assigned five or six weeks ago,
when I spoke in Committee of Supply, and
also the reason assigned by the honorable
member br 'Varrnambool and the honorable
member for Geelong for opposing the remissions proposed by the Government. That
reason still holds good to-day . Nothing has
transpired since the first speeches of those
honorable members on the Budget that will
warrant anyone who believed it was
necessary to save £200,000 in believing
the opposite now. I believe the reason
was sound and good then, and I said
so, and I believe it is sound and good
still. I do not say one thing to-day and
another thing to-morrow, unless I can show
a cause for my change of opinion which
will satisfy any honest man. But what do
we find? The honorable member for Geelong says his ground for altering his previous opinion is that, since he spoke, the
Treasurer has shown that the income for
the past financial year was £25,000 more
than he anticipated when he brought down
the Budget. I would ask honorable members-Even supposing that that £25,000
was a real and a legitimate increase of
revenue from sources which can be properly
called revenue, what would it prove as
against the position formerly taken up by
the honorable member for Geelong and the
honorable member for 'Varrnambool? The
remissions they opposed were not remissions
to the extent of £25,000, but remissions to
the extent of £200,000; and what is
£25,000 as against £200,000? If it was
absolutely necessary six weeks ago to save
£200,000 a year to the country, is it less
necessary to save that £200,000 because
the revenue has been £25,000 more than
was anticipated? The position is an nbsurd
one to any mind desirous of taking an impartial view of the situation. But there is
another aspect of the case. The honorable
member for Geelong tells us that he only
opposed the remissions of the Government
because he anticipated that the expenditure
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would not be warranted by the revenue.
But what has the honorable member for
Warrnambool shown? In the very speech
in which he attempted to justify his change
of front he told us that, notwithstanding
that the total income of the past year was
£25,000 more than the Treasurer estimated
when making his financial statement six
. weeks ago, yet, in the matter of customs
duties, which are the real test of the income
of the Government, the revenue was £21,000
less than he anticipated. That was the
admission of a gentleman who was trying
to put the best face on the Government case,
and give the best reasons for his change of
front, that he possibly could. Moreover, the
honorable member for North Melbourne
(Mr. Laurens) the other night made it perfectly clear to the House and the country
that, notwithstanding last year's revenue
was considerably above that of 1880-1, yet
that the ratio of increase was considerably
less than that shown by the revenue of
1880-1 above the preceding year.
Mr. GRA VES.-The increase of 1880-1
over the previous year was partly attributable
to the imposition of the beer and tobacco
duties.
Mr. LAURENS.-The beer and tobacco
duties were only in force for eight months of
1880-1.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I confess I did not go
into the detail~ of the calculations of the
honorable member for North Melbourne. I
know his character for correctness, and, as far
as my knowledge extends, he has never yet
been proved wrong in any statement he has
made in this House in connexion with
figures. Therefore, I am content to take
his statement until some other honorable
member ventures to attempt to prove it
wrong, which has not been done yet. Accepting the honorable member's figures,
then, I ask what would any business man
do if he fonnd that the increase in his inCOllle decreased frolll £500 one year to
£200 or £250 the next year ? Would he
not think it was possible, and almost probable,
that the increase in his income would
dwindle (1o"wn in the following year to £150,
or pei-haps t.hat he would have no increase
at all? And would he not act on the supposition, under such circumstances, that the
rate of increase would continue to go down
rather than on the supposition that it would
go up again? I will draw attention to
another matter' to show that nothing
has transpired since the Treasurer made
his first statement, and since the honorable
member fOl' 'Varrnmnbool proposed his
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resolution, to warrant the latter in coming
to any different conclusion now from that at
which he arrived on that occasion. If there
were any circumstances which would put a
fresh light on the case-that would make it
clear and plain that we had misunderstood
the financial position of the country in the
first instance, and that this £200,000 might
really be given up-I think the Treasurer
would have submitted them for our consideration. There have been no such facts
brought forwal'd; indeed,' everything that
has come to light since has rather tended
the other way. Have we not been informed,
since the Treasurer made his Budget speech,
that the balance brought £orward from
1881-2 to 1882-3 was only made up by
carrying on into 1882-3 a charge of
£110,000 which really belonged to the past
year? Did not the Treasurer come down
since the Budget and ask for £110,000 to
recoup money expended on account of the
Railway department in the year just ended,
but which lIas been charged to the present
year? So that, had this £110,000 been
charged as it ought, to last year, there
would have been something else than a
credit balance.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-I have already
pointed out that to the estimate for the
working expenses of the Railway departIllent for 1882-3 there is appended a footnote showing "that 52i per cent. on
£110,000 of revenue for 1881-2 in excess
of the amount estimated" is charged against
arrears from last year.
Mr. MIRAMS.-But is not the money
for the Jolimont accident to be added to
that?
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-No.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I accept the Treasurer's
statement, although both I and the honorable member for North Melbourne (Mr.
Munro) understood differently. The Jolimont accident money is then included in
the 52t per cent. of £110,000 which was
required to earn the £110,000.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Yes.
Mr. MIRAMS.-So far then my calculation is incorrect. Still the fact remains
that the 52! per cent. ought to have
been chargeu to last year, and that, had
tllat been done, the balance-sheet would
have presented a different aspect. Moreover, the new fact just made clear is only an
ad.ditional argument against the £200,000
worth of remissions. If, when there was a
big balance to credit such remissions were
wrong, the circumstance that the balance
is much sIllaller is only an additional
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reason why honorable members sllOuld
refrain from parting with revenue. There
is another matter I will draw attention to.
In the amended fi'nance statement tabled by
the Treasurer the other night, the total
expenditure on votes for 1881-2 is put
down at £3,633,845-the amount he anticipated on the 30th May he would spend.
But that £3,633,845 is not the total amount
voted by the House to be expended last
year, by a long way. The House voted
£134,174 more, which was not expended.
The Appropriation Act of last year contains
a total of votes, to be expended during
the year, of £3,768,019, out of which
£3,633,845 has been disbursed, leaving an
unexpended balance of £134,174. Now
how much of that will have to be revoted
by the House? How much will come to us
in the Supplementary Estimates?
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN.-There will be no
Supplementary Estimates. The money unexpended in 1881-2 that has to be spent
in 1882-3 is included in the Estimates for
1882-3.
Mr. MIRAMS.-But the accounts for
1881-2 cannot be closed until the 31st
August, and, consequently, the amount
needed to be revoted cannot be ascertained
until that date arrives.
Mr. PATTERSON. -- The other day,
being at the Public Works department, I
asked the Secretary for Public Works how
it was that an amount that had lapsed did
not appear on the Estimates; and I was
informed that none of the revotes could
appear until after the last day of August,
when the sums unexpended would come up
as Additional Estimates.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN. -Nevertheless,
the sums to be revoted are on the present
Estimates. When the Treasurer is preparing his finalicial statement, he sends to
the departments to know how much of each
unexpended vote will be expended between
the 30th June and the 31st August, and
the amount that will come in COl.Jl'se of
payment during that period is struck off the
l'evote that appears on the next Estimates.
Mr. MIRAMS.-But what if the departments do not spend between' June 30
and August 31 the amount they expect to
spend? It is clear the money ought to be
revoted in Supplementary Estimates. The
position will be an extraordinary oile if the
Treasurer is not forced to bring down
Supplementary or Additional Estimates.
The experience of honorable members is
that they Itave to look forward to such
Estimates,
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Sil' B. O'LOGHLEN. - Well, let the
time arrive.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I will not follow this
subject any further. So far as the committee have had any fresh light thrown upon
the financial situation since the honorable
member for Warrnambool mov.ed his resolution, the position taken up in that resolution has been confirmed rather than altered.
If the grounds of that resolution were good
and sound at the first, they are equally
good and sound now.
The honorable
member is perfectly"tUlwarranted in shifting
his stand, and being satisfied with saving
only £50,000 out of £200,000. For my
part, I so thoroughly concur in the foundation upon which that resolution was based,
and in the undesirability and impropriety
of any remissions of revenue under existing
circumstances, that I will vote for the
tobacco duties, I will set my face against
the reduction of the tea duty or any other
duty, and I will, if I have to stand alone, propose the motion respecting the re-imposition
of ~he beer duty of which I have given notice.
Wllat is the position of the country? The
advantages derived by Victoria in Europe
and America from the opening of the
Exhibition having led to a great increase to
our trade, and consequently to our imports,
the result is that during the last ten or
eleven months our bonded and other warehouses have been, as they are now, crammed
with goods. Additional bonded warehouses have had to be provided. If that is
the case---if people have been importing to
this enormous extent-is it not reasonable
to suppose that during the next twelve
months there will be the greatest possible
difficulty in maintaining imports at their
average rate? On that ground alone, I
think it would be a great mistake to remit
duties at the present time. But there are,
as I have mentioned before, other grounds
for t!1at conclusion. It may be easy to
take off duties when the people are in a
prosperous condition, but it is unwise to
do so, because at such a time wages being
high, and every branch of industry actiye
and lively, people feel taxes less, and pay
them more· readily. If, with such a state
of things, you remit duties, amI immediately afterwards a backward movement
sets in-if work gets scarcer, and \vagcs
lower-how will you stand? The revenue
will fall behind, and just when the people
can least afford to pay extra taxation you
will have to re-impose the duties you took
off when they were least felt. Moreover,
it is· most unstatesmanlike. to remit· duties
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on the strength of the good income of only
one year. VVould it not be better to wait
and see what sort of revenue the present
year will bring in ? Over and above all
this, I oppose the proposed tinkering with
the Tariff on the broad grounds I will proceed
to explain. I have always been in favour of
what is called a free breakfast table. I care
not what people say about the objects with
which tl1is particular political theory is
advocated. I believe I will be told that it
is only broached as a good political cryfor the sake of securing popular support.
That may be the case with some honorable
members, but I have no such motive. I
have always, ever since I first took an
active part in politics, and devoted attention to political matters, been impressed
with this: that the incidence of taxation in
the Victorian community is very unfair,
and that in the interests of justice and of
right-of right all round -the Tariff ought
to be thoroughly revised on a broad, statcsmanlike, and comprehensive plan. Well,
we have a chance of doing that next year if
we will only hold our hands from tinkedng
at the present time. I don't say that because the Government have been good
enough to place me in the position of
cl1airman of the Tariff Oommission .. If I
did not belong to the commission I would
say the same thing; Upon their report,
wha tevel' it is, may be founded the systematic, scientific, and statesmanlike revision
of our whole system of taxation, and the
re-adjustment of its incidence as regards
not only protection, but our intercourse
with the other colonies, which the country
wants, and has long been looking for.
May we not, under such circumstances, find
the untimely remission of even the beer
duty an interference of a most important
character-an obstacle of the greatest weight
in the way of coming to an amicable arrangement with the neighbouring colonies for the
establishment of intercolonial free-trade?
As the chairman of the Tariff Oommission,
I shall be very much disappointed if we
are not able to make at least some proposal to this House and to the country
that will go in the direction I have indicated, without interfering with the poJicy
established by Parliament and the general
community. With this before us, will
it not be unwise to touch the Tariff at
all until we can do so in a comprehensive
and statesmanlike way? Let me, while on
this subject, draw attention to an article on
the incidence of taxation, published in
18.77 in the Melbourne Review, its .author
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being Mr. Savage, a" gentleman connected,
I believe, with the University, and with
whom I have not the honour of an acquaintance. He goes into a very careful
analysis of the income and expenditure of
the colony for 1876, and, for his purpose,
he divides the income into three parts,
namely, the taxation derived from persons,
the taxation derived from property, and
the income, not being taxation at all,
derived from public works. Opposite to
each of these portions he places the amount
of money expended-First, on persons to
protect them; secondly, on property to
protect it; and, thirdly, on public works.
vVhat, is the result, roughly and broadly
stated? I may remark that I accept the
:fignres as correct, not having been able to
test them. He puts down the amount
derived from persons through taxation at
.£2,755,000, and the amount expended in
their protection at £1,305,000. That makes
it appear that persons were taxed to the extent
of £1,450,000 per annum more than was
needed for their protection. Then he puts
down the contribution from property at
£120,000, and the expenditure for its
protection at £605,000, showing that
.£485,000 of the over-payment by persons
was expenEled for the benefit of property.
Lastly, he . puts down the revenue from
public works at £1,630,000, and the ex·
penditure upon them at £2,474,000, most
of it being for the immediate benefit and
improvement of property, by the construction of roads, railways, and the like.
This shows the incidence of taxation to be
very unequal. Something has been done,
no doubt, since that article was written,
to rectify the state of things that existed in
1876. For example, the land tax has been
passed.
Mr. ROBERTSON.-But it has been
very partial in its operation.
Mr. MIRAMS.-I admit that, but my
object just now is simply to point out that
something has been done to remove the
glaring inequality indicated in the ~lI1el
bO'l.wne Review article. The Land Tax Act
was intended to produce £200,000 per
annum, and it has only yielded £120,000
per annum, but still the inequality is lessened by it to the extent of that £120,000.
)Vhat I desire to say, in conclusion, is that
I believe one way of removing the inequality
that still remains would be to establish on
the one side a free breakfast table, and on
the other property taxation that would
make up the consequent loss of revenue.
Next year will be the time to deal with the
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whole subject, and I contend that, in view of
what may then be done, remissions of duties
at the present juncture will be unwise and
unstat.esmanlike. The country is now able
to bear taxation, it is not asking for remissions of duties in any shape 01' way, it cares
very little about the matter, and, as far as I
can see, those who are moving in the business
look at it only in the light of how to secure
a triumph for this or that party. I scarcely
think the honorable member for Warrnambool is to be congratulated upon the result
of his efforts to convert the Treasurer.
In the first place, the Treasurer has not been
converted, and therefore dragging him round
the banks and commercial houses of the city to
ascertain whether their estimate of the wants
of the people during the next twelve months
was equal to his can hardly be deemed a
success. If the gentlemen who conduct the
affairs of the commercial houses of the city
think they can govern the country better than
this House or the Ministry can, they are not
acting the part of good citizens by remaining in their counting-houses, and let~ing
the colony run on without the aid of their
valuable services. In truth, the whole proceeding was most undignified. It is derogatOl"y to the House, the Ministry, and the
country that the Treasurer was dragged round
Flinders-lane, and through a multitude of
bank parlours, in order that he might get
the opinions of-whom? Not even the
heads of the firms he visit~d, because we
have been told that in one instance the
heads were out, and he only saw some of
the head derks or heads of departments,
who, in the opinion of the honorable member for 'Varrnambool, know more than their
principals. At last the Treasurer ran away,
and I am sure, had I been in his place, I
would have done the same thing. I would
see the honorable member for Vvarrnambool
on the other side of the Yarm, to say the least,
before I would consent to go such a round
with him. vVhat is the net result? The
Treasurer is, as I have said, unconverted,
and he and llis colleagues are the only
parties in the business who come out with
flying colours. vVe had the honorable member for vVarrnambool almost-to use his
own word.s-down on his knees to induce
the Treasurer to alter his proposals, and they
have been altered; but what have the Government given up? Simply £50,000 out
of £200,000. The Treasurer keeps three
quarters, and the honorable member for
Warrnambool has to be content with the
other quarter as the total result of the U11wan-anted . and undignified course he took
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to teach the head of the Government the
first principles of political economy, and
what the country does or does not require.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-How does
the Tariff Commission obtain information?
, Mr. MIRAMS. - Our witnesses come
before us in the light of day, they give
their evidence on oath, and every word they
say is taken down. But the idea of the
Treasurer and Mr. MacBain, H the canny
Scotchman," being lugged by the nrms or
ears through Flinders-lane and the bank
parlours in the way we have had described to
us is one of the most comical ever presented
to me in connexion with constitutional
government. I hope it is the last exhibition of the kind we shall ever hear of.
Indeed, I am glad the honorable member
for Warrnambool gained so little by l1is
move, because I fancy it will be long before
he 01' any other honorable member attempts
to wet-nurse a Treasurer in a similar fashion.
, Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-Sir, the honorable member for Collingwood (Mr. Mirams)
has commented upon my visit to a number
of commercial houses in this city, but I may
tell him that I am not too old to learn.
TIll;oughout my career in this colony I have
never hesitated to accept information from
the lowest as well as the highest. Some of
the most valuable knowledge I have ever
received came to me from members of the
working classes. I don't think it is ever
beneath me, as a Minister of the Crown, to
visit those who know more about their
business than I do, for the purpose of
obtaining experience touching their interests.
I am not omniscient like the honorable
, member, or 8.0 self-confident as to believe
that I can be taught nothing. If gentlemen familiar with subjects of which I know
very little are considerate enough to give me
their views on matters of great public
concern which particularly affect them, I
am content, nay anxious, to listen to them.
It does not necessarily follow, from my
hearing certain opinions expressed, that I
should accept them, although it is always
open to _me to allow them, if I think them
sufficiently weighty and important, to have
due and proper effect upon my own views.
Of course if I saw, in the light of better information, that my ideas were erroneous, I
would always gladly modify them. The honorable member says I have not conceded my
views, but merely varied the mode in which
I propose to obtain my remissions. Surely,
however, he must see that for me to talk
about remissions in the present case would
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public. It would be a kind of innocent
financial fraud. The duty imposed on me at
the present time is practically to propose
new taxation, to start from the 31st August,
when the tobacco and beer duties expire by
effluxion of time. I have simply, in deference to the views of a large number of
honorable members, altered my original proposals so far as to abandon the remission of
the tea duty; but if I have to bring forward
a Budget next year, that remission will assuredly be included in it. What is the pr,esent position? Am I, in the face of a credit
balance of £403,000-that is the real balance over and above the regular expenditure
for last year-to ask the House to re-impose
what would be actually fresh duties to the
extent of £200,000? No doubt, I have already expended a large portion of the balance,
but the House will agree with me that I
did so wisely, to maintain the credit of the
colony. The honorable member for Collingwood says-I' True, you still show a balance of
over £100,000, but the amount is reduced
by arrears amounting to over £57,000 in
the Railway and other public departments."
Certainly that is the case, but, on the other
hand, the honorable member must recollect
that every year since 1876 arrears have
been treated in a similar manner at the close
of each financial year. They may be somewhat larger this year by some £20,000 or
£30,000, but that is all. The honorable
member seems very much alarmed at the
prospect of any portion of the taxation the
country had to bear last year not being reimposed, but perhaps he will let me point
out one or two matters to him. In the first
place, we propose to expend this year 011
works from which 110 direct return in the
shape of interest can be anticipated, but
which will constitute an improvement of the
public works of the country-the outlay may
be described as an investment for the whole
community-an amount eight times larger
than the sum devoted to the same purpose
last year. Some of the principal items are
-works and buildings, £245,850; defence'
works, £110,000; roads and bridges,
£55,654; subsidies to local bodies,£310,000;
and grants for waterworks, £137,896. In
this way over .#800,000 will be devoted'to
the benefit of the property of the country.
Having announced an expenditure of that
kind for the present year, nnd also a balance
of more than £400,000 oyer· the expenditure for last year, how could I expect the
House to re-impose both the beer and the
tobacco duties? To my mind, such an ex- .
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Elllpposing I were to do' such a thing, what permanent loss of i'evenue will be between
might be the result? The period before the £160,000 and £180,000 per annum. The
B1st August is not a long One, the Govern- committee will therefore see that the Goment are very anxious to make some progress vernment have adopted a wise course in
before then with their Land and Railway proposing that the excise duties on tobacco
Bills, but with the two duties before the shall be made permanent, and that the beer
House, in the first place, time would be so duty shall be abolished. I also think that
fooled away in opposing them that the Bills course judicious because the Government
I have mentioned would be unavoidably de- originally proposed to remit half the beer
layed, and, secondly, it would be a possible duty, a similar remission having been procontingency that both duties would be lost. mised by the late Government. The comUnder these circumstances, the Government mittee will see that practically revenue to
think it a reasonable course to propose the the amount of £160,000 or £180,000 a
re-imposition of the tobacco duties, and to year hangs upon their vote to-night. If,
let the beer duty go. It is important to however, it is decided to continue the
consider that the beer duty stands by tobacco duties, I think that honorable memitself, and that if any future Treasurer bers will be justified in giving the taxhappens to want £100,000 a year he will payers the benefit of the nOll-renewal of
know where to put his hands on the money. the beer duty. This brings me to a matter
With the tobacco duties', however, it is about which there has been some lY!lle misquite different, and that is why I ask for apprehension. I don't think the~;.-can be
t.heir re-imposition. At the time the excise any misapprehension 011 the matter in the
tobacco duties were imposed, it was found minds of honorable members, but a misnecessary to put a countervai1in~ duty of apprehension seems to exist on the part of
Is. per lb. extra on tobacco, snuff, and some of the newspapers anrl 1 suppose also
cigars. Well, the finance returns on the in the public mind. The nonorable memt,able show that during the last twelve ber for Warrnambool made a statement, the
months the tobacco duties under the head other night, which must have given the
of Excise produced £64,973, or with licence-. Assembly a correct notion of what happened
fees, £66,331, and in that is included a on the occasion of the Government making
sum of, I think, £15,000 or £16,000 which, an alteration in their Budget proposals.
if the excise duties only were struck away, Honorable members will recollect that,
would still be retained and received through when I announced the alteration, the honorthe Customs on unmanufactured tobacco. able member for Warrnambool withdrew
But the result of sweeping away the tobacco his motion. There was no a.rrangement or
duties as they stand would mean the loss of agreement between the honorable member
not only the countei'vailing duties, but the and myself before that, and whatever ar£15,000 or £16,000 I have just mentioned. rangement was then arrived at was come to
Therefore the result of sweeping away the openly in the House. There was nothing
excise duties, representing £66,331, would behind the scenes . Next morning, after
he that the countervailing duties, amounting the Cabinet had met, a statement of the
to £31,329, would also have to be abolished; position the Government determined to
. so that, by refusing to re-impose the excise take up was communica.ted to the honorable
duties, there would practically be a loss of member, and was the same as that which I
revenue to the extent of £97,660 per annum, afterwards explained to the House, and
to say nothing of the loss of the antici- have stated this evening. I merely allude
pated increase for the" current year, which to this matter now because some misapprewould probably make the total loss about hension seems to have arisen about it in
£110,000. Honorable members must re- the public press. In conclusion, I will
eollect that not only the countervailing simply ask the committee to pass the resoduties but also the actual customs duties lution for the continnance of the tobacco
depend upon the excise duties. Last year the duties, and not prolong the debate over
alUount of customs duties received on tobacco, another night.
Mr. MUNRO.-Sir, I desire briefly to
snuff, and cigars amounted altogether to
£.96,451. If the countervailing duties are state the reasons for the vote which I wish
struck off, that amount will be reduced to to give on this matter. When the honorabout £65,000 this year; but even the able member for Warrnambool submitted
£65,000 will be gradually reduced each year his motion against the remission of taxa....
as the demand for colonial-manufactured tion, I said I would support it j and, although
tpbacco :becomes greater, and ultimately the that proposition has been withdrawn, I have
Sir B. 0' Loghlen.
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seen nO' reason for altering my views on the
subject. To abandon any revenue at the
present time is, in my opinion, a dangerous
l)olicy. In every country, and especially in
a new one like this, there are times of prosperity and times of adversity. At present
this colony is on the top of a wave of prosperity, and at such times extra pressure is
always brought to bear on the Government
to increase the public expenditure. The Govermnent are increasing the expenditure in
all departments and in all directions. In some
cases, no doubt, an increase of expenditure
is absolutely necessary. In the Titlesoffice, for instance, where a large increase
of revenue is being obtained from the numerous dealings in land caused by the
present state of prosperity, an extra staff
is required, but, after the prosperity ceases,
and th~JUsiness of the department returns
to its l~mal condition, the extra employes
c~nnot be got rid of.
It is far easier to
put on additional clerks than to turn them
off. Although it is satisfactory that the
colony happens to be on the top of a wave
of prosperity, it will be hazardous to lose a
large amount of revenue at such a time,
because we have not only to provide for
extra expenditure, but also to anticipate a
period of adversity. The Treasurer tells us
money is so plentiful that he does not know
what to do with it all, and yet, strange to say,
the Minister of Public Instruction this day
informed a deputation from North Melbourne
that he has not money enough to spare to
put into proper repair a building which is
urgently required for the purposes of a State
school in that district. The consequence
is that a portion of my constituents are
unable to send their children to school.
The country, howeyer, is anxious that the
State school system shall be carried out
efficiently, and that sufficient school buildings shall be provided for the requirements
of the population. Weare about to borrow
£200,000 for the erection of schools, but
£80,000 of that has, I believe, already been
expended, so that there is only £120,000
left, and the Minister of Public Instruction
tells us that that is nothing to what he
requires. Surely then the £100,000 of
taxation which the Government propose to
remit by allowing the beer duty to lapse
might well be saved, and applied towards
the building of schools. The statement
made by the Treasurer with regard to the
Flinders-lane business is not at all creditable
to llim fiB a public man. Had he quietly,
before he made his Budget speech, asked
for information from mercantile houses as
SES.
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to the quantity of dutiable goods likely to
be imported during .the financial year
1882-3, that would have been a justifiable procedure; but after ma-king his
Budget speech, and stating his views as to
the probable revenue for the year, I do not
think it was at all proper for the honorable
gentleman to allow himself to be taken
down Flinders-lane, Collins-street, or any';'
where else, to ask the managers of mercantile houses and other people whether the
statement he had made to Parliament was
true or not. I wish to refer to something
wllich was said the other evening by the
Minister of Railways. The llOnorable gentleman led the House to believe that a sum
of £60,000 was wanted to pay for the
work entailed by the earning of an extra
£130,000 on the railways. .
Mr. BENT .-So it was.
Mr. l\fUNRO.-The Treasurer lIas told
us to-night that the £60,000 includes
£40,000 for compensation in cOllnexion
with the Jolimont railway accident; but
the other night the Minister of Railways
said"The railways have earned £180,OOOor £140,000
more than was estimated, and . • • . that
. entails an additional expenditure of at least
£60,000."

Mr. BENT.-Quite right. Of tIle money
earned by the railways 52~ per cent. goes
for expenses.
Mr. MUNRO.-I am sure that anyone
who listened to the statement which the
Treasurer made tl1is evening must think it
very different from what the Minister of
Railways said the other night. Even now
I do not understand whether the honorable
gentleman means that the £60,000 includes
the £40,000 paid for compensation arising
out of the Jolimont railway accident, or
whether the £40,000 is in addition to that
amount.
. Sir B. O'LOG HLEN. .:.-A sum of
£875,000 was voted last year for the
working expensc3 of the railways, but the
extra traffic entailed an additional cost of
£57,750, makin~ the total expenditure
about £932,000. That amount included
the £40,000 of compensation money. Had
that £40,000 not been required, the railways would have been worked last year at
a cheaper percentage than they have ever
been worked before.
Mr. MUNRO.-I am very glad to hear
the Treasurer's explanation, but I think
the Minister of Railways did a gred injus.
tice to his department, because he said it
took about .£60,000 .to earn the e,xtr~
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money· made by the department last 'year.
beyonQ. the e'Stima:te. It is now evident
from the Tre'asurer's statement that such
was not the case, but that the increased
income of the department was got .at a very
small· increase of expenditure; in fact, if it
had not been for the Jolimont accident, the
extra efCpenditure would have been comparatively trifling. I wish, however, to'
call the Treasurer's attention to the fact
that 'both he and other Treasurers have
robbed the Railway' department ,: that is to
say, they have not given it credit for what
it is entitled to. Every shilling of interest
received on money borrowed for railway
purposes during the time that the loan is
.deposited in the banks ought to be credited
to the Railway department.
Mr. BENT.-I wok ~redit for that the
other night.
, Mr. MUNRO.-But the depar,tment·
does not get the money. The department
is charged with the interest which has to be
paid 0I'l the money borrowed 'for railway
purposes, and it ought to get every shilling
of interest that is obtained from the ballks
f,OX: the use of the money during the time'
that it is not required tor the railways.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN.-That is a mere
matter of account.
Mr~ MUNRO.-:.It is 'a great deal n10re
than a mattei· of account. To revert to the'
Budget proposals, I desire to say that I ani
convinced that a great mistake will be inade
if all e:tisting duties are not continued for
at least an'other year. After carefully considering the motion proposed by the honorsble member for arru3mbool, I said tliat I
would sapport it because I believed it "QuId
be unwise to make any remissions of taxation this year. I have ~ot changed my
opinioil. I:;tm satisfied that the honorable
member for 'N arrnambool has not changed
his opinion, and that all right-thinking men
in the community must take the same view
of the questioll. For years honor~ble metnbers hate been anxiOtlS that the Tariff would
be So ,adjusted that large sums of money
shall not be expended in collecting small
snins, and that there shall be no unnecessary interference with trade and commerce.
Above all things, it is desirable that we
shall not be altering duties every session,
for by doing so trade and commerce are
seriously disturbed. When the Tal'iff Commissioh was appoillt~d, I disapproved of it
as a matter of policy, On the ground that,it
is the duty of the Executive to inquire
whether the. Tariff requires revision, and to
propose such, alterations as they consider
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expedient. The comm.issioil, however, has
been appointed, and, if its recommeRdations
are to have any effect, the Tariff should be
allowed to remain as it is untilthe report of
the commission is presented. But whatever
is done, I trust that the Treasurer will take
the earliest possible steps to place the new
loan on the London 'money market as well
as to effect the conversion of the debentures
which will shortly fall due. Ulilessweadopt
precautions to get this done· soon, we shall
have to pay all enormous 'price'for the conversion. If a man wishes to renew a mortgage
on his property, and he makes no attempt to
do 80 until a few days before the mortgage
becomes due, the mortgagee will demand
much more stringent terms for the renewal
than he would acc~pt if three months'
notice had been given him that 'the mortgage would be discharged unless.Jw consented to renew it at a lower rate (r~lterest.
If the Government borrow the £4,000,000
forthwith alid make provision to use a
portion of it for buying up existing debentures, they will be in a much more independent position when the time comes fqr
the repayment or i'enewal of debentures
than they will be if they defer floating the
new lo'au for a considerable time. In the
interests of ~he country, I hope that immediate steps will be taken to get the loan
floated.
,
Mr. WHEELER.-I thoroughly en~
dorse th,e concluding remarks of the honorable member for North Melbourne (Mr~
Munro). I think that no time should be
lost in floating the new loan and effecting
the conversion of the debentures which will
shortly fall due. In addition to what the
honorable msmber has filIttid, there is a very
importani reason why no time should be
lost in the matter. With war looming in
Egypt, we cannot tell what price money may
be at in Euglancl in the next few months.
My princip&l object in rising is to explain
the reason for the vote which I am about
to give in favour of the motion before the
committee, in order that I may not appear
to be incoDsistent. When the tobacco and
beer duties were imposed in 1880, I both
spoke and voted against their imposition,
being of opinion that if additional revenue
was required-and at that time it was
pressingly required-it ought to be obtained
from realized wealth; I urged, in fact,
that there should. be a fair all-round tax
upon property, and that beer and tobacco,
which I consider to be the working man's
.luxuries, should not be taxed until property
contrib\ltedits fail' proportion to therevellue,
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It has., howev.er, been :very clearly shown,
during the present Budget. debate, that it
is absolutely necessary that the finances of
the colony should be in a good position at
a time when .w~ are about to borrow an
additional .£4,000,000, and also convert
existing debentures to a large amount. If
the renewal of the tobacco duties, which the
Treasurer says means the saving of revenue
to the amount of more than .'£100,000 a
year, will put the colony in a better financial
position than it would otherwise be, and
thereby enable us to float the loan on more
advantageous terms, I am prepared to vote
for the continuance of those duties. At the
same time, I certainly think that both the
tobacco duties and the .beer duty ought to
be regarded, as they were intended to be in
the first instance, merely as temporary
taxes. The realized wealth of the country
ought to be made to pay its fair proportion
to the revenue, and these taxes upon the
working classes ought to be removed as·
soon as possible. I think the Government
may fairly be congratulated on .the satisfactory state of the public finances and the
country generally. The country never was
in a more prosperous condition than it is .at
the present time. Money is cheap, tradeis
good', and labour is in demand and well
paid. Weare going through a tide of
prosperity hitherto unknown in Victoria,
and I have no hesitation in saying that that
prosperity has been. brought about to a
great extent by the peaceable and quiet
policy which the present Government have
pursued. They have not gone about with
burning questions, and consequently they
have restored confidence, which has led to the
investment of capital, and conduced to the
general welfare of the country. They are
fairly entitled, I think, to their motto of
"Peace, progress, and prosperity." The
country is prosperous simply from the fact
that it has been let alone. I believe that
if the Estimates could be passed for two or
three years, and Parliament closed for that
length of time, there would be a great deal
better chance of the present prosperity continuing than there will be by over-legislation,
or by stirring up political agitation, and keeping the country in a state of excitement.
Mr. J AME S.-Sir, I am very glad indeed
that the honorable member who has just
resumed his seat is going to be consistent,
and I would have been pleased if I could
congratulate honorable members generally
on their consistency. I must, however,
express my surprise at the honorable member
f.or North Melbourne .(Mr. Munro). The
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honorable member is perfectly satisfied with
the present state of things. He says"Tax the people; keep taxes on them
without any remission, although the Trea.;.
surer has more money than he requires."
When the beer and tobacco duties were first
proposed, the Treasurer of the day. was very
hard pressed, but it is .well know.n that
many honorable members supporting the
then Government only consented to YQte fDr
those duties when they saw that there was
no other way of relieving the Ministry from
their temporary embarrassment. .While the
liberal party voted for the duties only under
pressure, the conservatives voted for them
as a matter of choice, thus clearly marking
the difference between the political sentiments of the two parties. The inference is
that the liberal party will relieve the working
classes of taxation when they can fairly do
so, but that the policy of the conservativ.cs
is to make the burthens of the worki'ng
classes as heavy as possible. I think the
Treasurer is to be complimented upon the
way in which he has mastered and handled
figures, but I cannot give him the credit of
being a man of backbone. The honorable
gentleman has allowed himself to be hawked
about by the honorable member for Warrnambool in a way that no Treasurer ought
to have submitted to. When the members
of the Ministry went to the country after
they took office, they did so avowedly as a
Government that had been formed in the
interests of the people. The Ministry
call themselves the farmers' ·friends, and
yet the Treasurer, on the plea that no man
is too old to learn, has allowed himself to
be hawked about by the honorable D).ember
for Warrnambool. Where ? Not among
the farmers whom he professes to represent,
not among the working classes, whose friend,
when on the stump, he claims to be, bl1t
among the merchants of Flinders-lane.
An HONORABLE MEMBER.-He did not
go to Flinders-lane at all.
Mr. JAMES.-Then he went to Flinderslane's big brother. He visited those who
think themselves the elite of society, and
who, no doubt, are under the impression
now that they are the masters of the situation. I wonder how action of that kind
will commend itself to the people ~enerally.
With regard to the motion for the reimposition of the tobacco duties, I a~ going
to oppose it. Such a course may not be
justifiable under ordinary circumstances,
because the Government of the day are
supposed to know better than the H.ouse
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but I think it is perfectly justifiable under
:present circumstances. I say that, the
.Government having made up their minds
that the taxatioll of the country should be
'reduced, private members are justified in
"Voting in that direction. I think that
circumstances will not justify us in continuing the excise duties on tobacco. Those
duties were originally imposed by the House
with great reluctance, to relieve the country
from a certain financial pressure. They
were regarded as a tentative or temporary
expedient, which should be continued no
longer than was sufficient to give relief to
the treasury chest. vVe are told that the
treasury chest has been relieved. The
Treasurer has at command not only sufficient funds for his requirements, but
also a large surplus. Therefore I am at a
loss to understand what reason there is
for continuing these duties any further.
When the duties were proposed in 1880,
I objected to them because I did not
believe in them, but, when I got to know
the exact state of financial affairs, I saw
there was nothing before me but to support
the late Government in their proposals.
For that I was taunted by the present
Minister of Railways, who then asserted
that "he had far too much respect for his
constituents, who were real working men, to
do anything else than set himself against
these tobacco duties with all his strength."
I give the honorable gentleman credit for
haying the courage of his opinions, and
therefore I presume that, as he felt it his
duty to vote against the imposition of the
excise duties on tobacco at a time of great
financial pressllre, he will feel it his duty in
order to relieye his constituents, the "real
working men" of the colony, and other
.working men, to vote against the proposal
of his own Government. The present
Minister of Mines, and the present Minister
of Customs, alId the honorable member for
Richmond (Mr. Smith) also voted, at that
time, against the imposition of the tobacco
duties. How then can they vote for a continuanceof the duties now when the treasury
is overflowing with money? I suppose if the
Treasurer gets their votes it wi·ll simply be
in obedience to orders, and not as a matter
.of principle. I submit that the people were
justified in expcQting that, when the Tobacco
Duties Act expired by effluxion of time,
·the duties would not Le renewed. I wond9r
how members of this House who support
the renewal will dare again to go before
the people and claim to be entitled to be
,called l'epresentati ves of the working man.
Mr. James.
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Personally, I am not a great believer in tobacco. I consider it is a great and positive
injury to the young people who indulge in
it. At the same time, I know for a fact
that a number of working men-men who
have to earn theirliying by the sweat of
their brow-have no other luxury than tobacco. I know also as a fact that numbers
of working lUell with large families, who
'would be glad to draw a measure of comfort
from the use of tobacco, are compelled to
abstain owing to the high price of the article
in consequence 6f t.he taxation imposed upon
it.
An HONORADLE ME:\I~ER.- I don't
believe it.
Mr. JAMES.-Nevertheless it is true.
If the honorable member is not aware of the
fact, it is because it has not come under
his observation. I submit that we ought
to relieve such persons as these when we
have the power to do so.
Dr. QUICK.-Sir, I intend to vote
against the re-imposition of the excise duties
on tobacco, and, should the beer question
crop up in the form proposed by the honorable member for Collingwood. (Mr. Mirams),
I ,shall vote also against the re-imposition
of the excise duty on that article. It will
be recollected that, when the tobacco duties
were imposed, I felt myself placed, as a
supporter of the Ministry of the day, in a
yery embarrassing position. The intention
of the Ministry, in the first place, was, if
the House would sanction the course, that
the duties should be permanent. I thereupon stated that, as a matter of conscience,
antI as a matter of duty to my constituents,
most of my supporters being working men,
I could not vote for the imposition of the
taxes i11 that form. The leader of the
Ministry, who seemed very much surprised at
the attitude which I took up, talked the matter
oyer with me, and drew my attention to
the fact that the taxes were intended to
supply a very serious deficit in the revenue,
caused principally by the non-payment of
selectors' rents; but he hoped that there
would be no necessity to make them permanent. I then pointed out that the
resolution, as proposed in Committee of
Ways and Means, would, to all intents
and purposes, make the duties permanent. Ultimately, on my representations
and the representations' of other honorable members who sat on the same side
of the House, the late Treasurer modified
the resolution so that the duties should
be limited to the year. In consequence I
consellted reluctantly to vote with my party
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for the imposition of the duties-the understanding being that they were of a temporary character, and intended to supply an
extraordinary and alarming deficit in the
revenue. But there is no vote which I
have given since I have been a member of
this House which has caused me so much
regret. A number of my friends at Sandhurst waited upon me a£terwards, and told
me that the Berry Ministry had made a
great mistake in taxing their own supporters. I quite admit the force of that
representation, and I look upon the imposition of the beer and tobacco duties as the
greatest mistake committed by the Berry
Ministry. When'the duties were proposed,
they formed part of a scheme which has not
been consummated-a scheme which embraced an amendment of the Land Tax
Act so that the receipts from the taxation
of land should come up to the original estimate of £200,000. The Bill for that
object was sent to the Legislative Council
and ignominiously rejected, and, as I have
stated before in the House, the Ministry of
the day should not have proceeded with the
imposition of taxes on beer and tobacco
when they found that the Legislative Council refused to'impose a corresponding burthen upon landed property. The article by
Mr. Savage, in the Melbourne Review,
referred to this evening by the honorable
member for Collingwood, shows most conclusively that the incidence of taxation in
this country is disgracefully unequal-that
people are taxed more than property. The
passage upon which the honorable member
dwelt particularly is as follows :-:"We have an expendituze for the benefit of
Person, or individuals, of £liB05~000 against the
receipts from customs and ana of £2,755,500,
leaving a balance of £1,450,500 to the credit side
of the account, or, in other words, showing that
Person has been over-taxed by 80 much. The
expenditure for the benefit of property is
;£605,500, and the receipts on account of, or from.
property only amount to £120,000, leaving a
deficiency of £485,000, or nearly half a million,
which ought to have been rai8ed by a direct tax
on what is protected."

These figures have been materially altered
since the article was written j but I say it is
the duty of the representatives of the people
in this House to do what they can to
remove some of the inequalities. Why
should persons be taxed more than property?
Why should there be such an alarming disproportion between the taxation of property
and the taxation of persons? I think that
the honorable member for Collingwood, in
order to be consistent-in order to give due
effect to his views-should ,have gone on to
advocate the sweeping away of taxes on
Su. 188j.-~ y
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Person, such as the duties on beer, tobacco,
and tea, and the imposition of taxation on
land. I consider land a proper subject for
taxation. The greatest writers of the age are
of that opinion also. There is one aspect of
the question which, whenever I think of it,
causes me intense disgust and pain. When
the beer and tobacco duties were imposed at
the instance of the honorable member for
Geelol1g (Mr. Berry), that honorable gentleman undertook that they should not be
re-imposed except in the case of absolute
necessity. I regret that, owing to the
unholy combination which took place in the
Assembly, the honorable member never had
the opportunity of giving effect to that
undertaking. Through the unholy alliance
entered into by the honorable member for
West Bourke (Sir B. O'Loghlen) with the
constitutional party, the honorable member for Geelong was hurled from office;
and now the present Ministry, goaded by the
constitutional members, are doing all they
can to make these taxes permanent. I shall
object to sU'ch taxes as long as so lucrative
a source of revenue as land remains.
Mr. GARDINER.-Sir, I sat behind
the Berry Ministry when the excise duties
on tobacco were first imposed, and I objected
to them for the same reason as the honorable
member for Sandhurst (Dr. Quick), that
they were taxes on our own friends. However, they were imposed only for a certain
time, and, when that time expired, the
O'Loghlen Ministry were in office. It was
then proposed that, owing to the continuance of the financial deficit, the duties should
be re-imposed for three months longer.
Not only were they renewed for those three
months, but subsequently for a further period
of nine months, and now it is asked that
they shall become a permanent tax upon
the people of this colony. But I submit
that the proposal is made without rhyme or
reason. My own opinion is that if there
had been no change of Government, and if
the late Treasurer had ventured to submit
such a proposition as that now before us,
honorable members who sit behind the present Government would have opposed it
strenuously. A great deal has been said
about the present prosperity of the country,
and of it having been brought about by the
policy of peace and progress inaugW'ated' by
the present Ministry, but, in my opinion, the
prosperity dates from the E:rl1ibition year.
Yet the Exhibition was opposed by many of
the honorable members who support the present Government, and who did all they could
to throw cold water on the project. The
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present period being one of prosperity, it is
. most unsatisfactory to find that we are to
11ave no remissions of taxation. There is no
doubt that we could have had a remission
but for the action of the Treasurer in paying off certain bonds before they were due.
As it was, the Treasurer, when he submitted
his Budget, did contemplate certain remissions, and I am sorry he was induced to
depart from the policy he then propounded.
I can tell the Ministry that there were members on this (the opposition) side, who, irrespective of party, would ~ave supported the
Ministry in making the remissions they at
first indicated, simply because they were
pledged to their constituents to vote for a
reduction of taxation. I shall vote against
the re-imposition of the tobacco duties.
The CHAIRMAN put the question"That on and after the 1st of September, 1882,
there shall be char~ed and paid to llerMajesty
the following dutIes of excise upon tobacco
manufactured in Victoria, viz.. :"Tobacco manufactured in any tobacco factory on being entered for home consumption. Is.
per lb.
" Snuff manufactured in any tobacco fnctory
on being entered for home consumption, Is.
per lb.
"Cigars and cigarettes mA.nufactured in any
tobacco factory on being entered for home consumption, Is. per lb.
"And also, that there shall be charged and
paid to Her Majesty the following fees, viz. :" An annual fee of not exceeding £250 to be
paid by the proprietor or occupier of every
tobaccp factory; and
" An annual fee of not exceeding 5s. to be paid
by every person (except the horder of a wine
and spirit merchant's, publican's, grocer's, or
colonial wine licence) desirous of dealing in or
selling tobacco, cigars, or snuff!'

The committee divided-'
Ayes ...
1foes ...

28
12

Majority for the duties

16

AYES.

Mr. Anderson,
" Bent,
" Blackett,
" Bolton,
" Bosisto,
" Burrowes,
" Cameron,
" Connor,
" Cunningham,
,. Gibb,
" Grant,
" Graves,
" Hunt,
" .Langdon,
." Macgregor,

Mr. W. Madden,
" Mason,
" Mimms,
., Officer,
Sir B. O'Loghlen,
Mr. Patterson,
" Robertson,
" Toohey,
" Walsh,
" Wheeler,
" V. Young.
Tellers.

Mr. McIntyre.
" L. L. Smith.
NOEl.

Mr. Davies,
" Dow,
" Fisher,
" James,
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" o'Callaghan,

On the question that the resolution be
reported to the House,
Dr. QUICK stated that he wishe4 to
propose an addition to the resolution, providing that the duty should only be in force
until 31st August, 1883.
The CHAIRMAN. - The honorable
member will have an opportunity of doing
that in the House.
The resolution was then reported to the
House.
BROKEN CREEK WATERWORKS.
Sir B. OJLOGHLEN moved that the
House do now adjourn.
Mr. C. YOUNG remarked that since
the honorable member for Moira (Mr. Hall)
asked his question earlier in the sitting
with reference to the flood-gates to the
Broken Creek being closed, he (Mr. Young)
had telegraphed to Superintendent Montfort,
who had charge of the Benalla district, to
make inq~ries on the subject, and he had
received the following reply : "Gates at Casey's, Broken Creek, open now;
never been shut since February last. Broken
River within 15 inches of entrance to creek
Three inches flowed in for one day a week ago."

It would thus be seen that the honorable
member's attempt to make it appear that
the Public Works department shut th~ gates
was entirely without foundation.
Mr. HALL stated that he said nothing
at all about the Public Works department.
He was sorry to find the PostmasterGeneral opposing him in these matters.
Even although they sat on opposite sides of
the House, he did not think such action
came with good grace from a colleague. He
would like the Minister of Public Works to
withdraw the statement that he (Mr. Hall)
made any charge against the Public Works
department or against the Minister himself. He simply asked the question he did
because he saw it stated in the morning
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papers that 'the sluice-gates to the Broken
Creek were closed, and because he received
letters from certain persons in his district
,informing him to the same effect. He acted
merely for the benefit of the district. He
would communicate with the gentlemen
who forwarded him the information, and
ask them to prove their statements, as he
did not wish to be placed in a false position.
If he wa.s misinformed, he would make a
public statement to that effect, but he simply
repeated information which was sent to him
from his own district, and which he could
not ignore.
Mr. BOLTON said he could not allow
the remark to pass unchallenged that he
opposed the 11Onorable member in his exertions for the benefit of the Moira district.
He was quite sure that no elector would
give the honorable member credit for
having made greater efforts to get water
for the district than he (Mr. Bolton) had.
The mistake the honorable member made
was that he based his statements on false
grounds.
, Mr. McCOLL observed that the Broken
Creek waterworks formed one of the most
disgraceful and disreputable sights that could
be witnessed. A sum of £5,900 had been
spent on a. work which was a laughing-stock
to the whole district, and which, instead of
affording water, had kept the water from
going down the creek. The PostmasterGeneral had done nothing to remedy the
grievance under which the residents of the
locality laboured. The honorable member's
colleague (Mr. Hall) had taken a very deep
interest in the matter, but, instead of being
backed up by the Postmaster-General, he
had always been met by a sneer and a laugh.
A small sum of money expended in placing
200 or 300 sand-bags in the Broken River,
which had a magnificent flow of water,
would have sent a supply down the creek
where the people were so much in need of it,
yet nothing was done. He felt a sense of
burning shame at the manner in which the
people of this district had been treated.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN remarked that six
months ago the honorable member for Moira
(Mr. Hall) made an inquiry as to the
position of these works. He was then informed by the Minister of Public Works
that the works had been handed over to the
Yarrawonga-shire, that the key had been
given to the secretary, and that the Government had no further control over the
works. That was six months ago, yet that
afternoon the honorable member made what
the Minister .of PublicWorks evidently felt
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to be an implied charge of neglect on 'the
part of himself or the officers of the depart.
ment.
Mr. HALL asked the Speaker if the
Premier was in order in stating, that he
made an implied charge against the Minister
of Public Works? He had already stated
that he made no charge.
The SPEAKER.-I cannot prevent the
Premier putting his own interpretation on
the honorable member's question. There
was nothing disorderly or improper in the
question, or I would not have allowed it to
be put.
Sir B. O'LOGHLEN said the honorable
member for Moira assumed statements to be
true which had now been shown-although
apparently not to the satisfaction of the
honorable member-by telegrams from the
superintendent of police and the shire engineer, not to l;e true. He trusted that what
had occurred would be a lesson to the honorable member not to place a question of
this kind on the paper in a way that was
offensive to the Minister.
Mr. RICHARDSON observed that he
could not see why this attack had been
made on the honorable member for Moira
(Mr. Hall). There must be some cause
for the honorable member being assailed in
tIllS way. Three Ministers of the Crown
had combined to make a set against the
honorable member and persecute him, and
it was evident that they were either afraid
of the honorable member or determined to
crush him. A more reasonable question
than that asked by the lJOnorable member
cOl.ud not be framed, and how anything
offensive could be seen in it he (Mr.
Richardson) could not conceive. The
honorable member simply asked the question on information he had received from
his district, and it was the easiest thing
possible for the Minister of Public Works
to answer it either in the affirmative or
negative, without getting up this" storm in
a teapot" over it.
Mr. BENT remarked that there was
not the slightest necessity for any illfeeling over this matter. It was he,
when Minister of Public Works in the
Service Government, who first started the
Broken Creek waterworks. He did not
blame the honorable member for Moira
(Mr. Hall) so much in this matter, because
there were a number of persons in the
locality who had been opposed to these
works from the first, and who were continually misleading the honorable member.
He (¥r. Bent) was annoyed. by those
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persons wh.en he was up in the district.
The question of the honorable member for
Moira, however, as it appeared on the paper,
was offensive in so far that it led the House
and the country to believe that the Government had prevented these works from being
carried out. Since the present Minister of
Public Works took office, he had endeavoured, as honestly and earnestly as he
(Mr. Bent) did, to do for the Moira district
what it was entitled to. Instead of the
honorable member for Moira (Mr. Hall)
being persecuted, it was he who persecuted
his colleague, the Postmaster-General, by
putting questions of this kind on the paper.
He (Mr . Bent) often thought it was most
unfortunate for the Moira district that its
two representatives should be against each
other, because there was no district in the
colony which required so much con.sideration
both as regarded railway communication
and water supply. He could certainly say
that the Postmaster-General was continually pressing its claims on the Government, and the Government had shown, by
their water supply and railway proposals,
that they were extremely desirous of
meeting the requirements of the district.
Were each member of the Government a
representative of that district, more could
hardly be done for it than had been done.
At the present moment large sums were
being devoted to the head works of the
water supply schemes there. It was to be
hoped the honorable member for Moira
would not in the future indulge himself by
putting carping questions on the noticepaper. The Government were also doing
their best to meet the wants of 'Mandurang,
although one of the honorable members for
the district (Mr. McColl)' was not always
ready to acknowledge as much. The fact
that Moira ought to have four members
instead of two, and that Mandurang was
entitled to a corresponding increase, ought
to lead the present representatives of those
districts to do their utmost to work together.
Mr. WILLIAMS said he could scarcely
understand what this great row was about.
'The question of the honorable member for
Moira (Mr. Hall) was put in the most inoffensive way possible, and it might have
been easily answered. If the honorable
member was misinformed, why could not he
have been set right, and the matter dropped?
It seemed as though the Ministry were
begging him to come over to their side.
If he would only support them, his district
would have railways, waterworks, and everything else. Vfell, he (Mr. Williams) could
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tell the Government that, if it was to be B
sine qud non with respect to the publio
works required for Mandurang that its
representatives should go over to the Ministerial side, Mandurang would prefer to wait
for those works until doomsday. It would
not have the present Government at any
price that could be named.
Sir B. O'LOG HLEN remarked that he
believed Mandurang was decidedly favorable
to the Ministry.
.
Mr. GRAVES observed that he was at
a loss to understand how the Minister of
Rail ways could be charged with bidding for.
the votes of the honorable member for
Moira (Mr. Hall) and the honorable members for Mandurang. What he laid stress
upon was that both districts were entitled
to more representatives, and there could be
no doubt that was the fact. For example, a
few years ago the electors of Moira nwnbered 3,000 or 4,000, whereas they now
numbered at least 9,000.
Mr. GARDINER stated that he, for one,
protested against the suggestion being
thrown out that honorable members had
only to support the Government and they
would get all the public works and things
they wanted. What, for instance, was he
told by a Minist~r the other day when he
was pressing about the Carlton post-office?
" Oh! if you are a good boy," and so forth.
This was in the refreshment-room, and he
(Mr. Gardiner) was so disgusted that he
walked away. (An Honorable Member"What Minister was it?") The Po~t
master-General. (Mr. Bolton - "I distinctly deny the statement.") If Carlton
never got a post-office, it would not support
the Government. He had not now suflicient
confidence in the Postmaster-General to ask
him for anything. He could hardly explain why he had that feeling, but it existed,
and there was no getting over the fact.
Perhaps it arose in some measure from the
honorable gentleman's style and manner.
He seemed to have a way of provoking
want· of confidence in him. Then as to
. this continual antagonism between the two
honorable members for Moira, what did it
all mean? Did it not indicate that the
public mind was in a very curious state?
It was to be hoped, for the sake of the
House generally, that thqse honorable members would, in future, keep their differences
in the background until their constituents
got the chance of settling their dispute.
.
The motion was then agreed to.
The House adjourned at two minutes
before midnight, until T~esday, July 11.

INDEX.
VOLS.

39,

40,

~

41.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.
Assent to Bills, 880, 1134, 1400, 1694, 1842,
2085, 2485, 2573, and 2729.

Absence of Members-Motion by Mr. Simson for
leave of absence to Mr. Hamilton, 91; debated, 92; carried, 93; leave of absence
granted to Mr. Clarke, 514; to Sir Charles
~:naden, 2003.
. Addresses to the Queen--Congratulating Her
Majesty on her happy preservation from
assassination, 90; congratulating Her Majestyon the success of the British arms in
Egypt, 1766.
Addresses to the Governor-In reply to His
Excellency's speech on the opening of the
session, 5-7 ; re Court of General Sessions
at Alexandra, 2261.
Adjournments of the House-Pending result of
motions in the Legislative Assembly antagonistic totheGovernment, 91-3,277-8,690-1,
693-4, 2737, and 2807; on account of the
political assassinations in Ireland, 203; in
consequence of Mr. Ramsay's death, 390;
for the Christmas holidays, 2904.
Alexandra. (See General Sessions.)

Bailiwicks Boundaries Act Amendment Bill..-:.·
Received from Legislative Assembly, and
read first time, 1619; passed through remaining stages, 1697.

. ANDERSON, Hon. R. S. (E., afterwards N. E.
Prov.)
Consolidated Revenue (£640,000) Bill, 2926.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
625.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1344.
County Court Judges Bill, 626.
Death of Mr. Ramsay, 390.
Inscribed Stock Bill, 2520.
Legislative Council Chamber, 1540.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2515 and 2517.
Married Women's Property Act Amendment
Bill, 2269.
Political Assassinations in Ireland, 203.
Political Situation-Adjournment of the House,
690.
Railway Construction Bill, 2265, 2321, 2326,
2330, 2333, 2334, 2368, 2397, 2398, 2401,
2403, 2404, 2406, 2434, 2437, 2488, 2577,
2610, 2612, and 2874.
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2731,
2927, and 2929.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2369 and
2370.
Sir Charles Sladen, 2871.
Statute of Trusts Amendment Bill, 2486 and
2574.
Tramways Bill, 1309, 1474, and 1844.
University of Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill, 1916, 2006, 2089, 2175, 2176,
2178, and 2266.
Working of Victorian Railways, 1914'-

- SEs.1882.-a

.1

BALFOUR, Hon. JAMES (S., afterwards 8. E. Prov.)
Consolidated Revenue (£653,785) Bill, 2490.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
518 and 625.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1345.
Leave of Absence to Mr. Hamilton, 93.
Married Women's Property Act Amendment
Bill, 2086 and 2173.
Mr. Harper, M.L.A., 2609.
Political Situation-Adjournment of the House,
691.
Railway Construction Bill, 2399, 2401, 2404,
2406, 2437, 2490, 2579, and 2610.
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2929 .
Sir Charles Sladen, 2872.
Statute of Trusts Amendment Bill, 2396, 2485,
2574, 2576, and 2613.
Tramways Bill, 1315 and 2007.
University of Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill, 2087, 2179, and 2267.
Bankers' Books Evidence Law Amendment Bill
-Brought in by Dr. Dobson, and read first
time, 419; second reading, 519-20; considered in committee, 625; read third time,
660.
BEAVER, Hon. F. E. (N. Yarra)-Introduced
and sworn, 2670.
J olimont Railway Accident, 2873.
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2927.
Sir Charles Sladen, 2806.
BELCHER, Hon. G. F. (S. W. Prov., afterwards
W ellil1gton)
Attendance of Country Members, 690.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1346.
Cowie's Creek Station Reserve, 1540 and 1695.
Titles-office, 1135.
Tramways Bill, 1313.
BELL, Hon. JAMES (N. W. Prov.)-Introduced
and sworn, 2670.
Mr. Langdon, M.L.A., 2704.

INDEX.

Bill Discharged from the Paper-Privileges of
Parliament Bill, 419.
Bill Reserved for the Signification of Her Majesty's Pleasure-Council Elections (1882)
Act Amendment Bill, 1134.
BROMELL, Hon. THOMAS (W. Prov., afterwards
Nelson)
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2514.
Railway Construction Bill, 2489.
Tramways Bill, 1474.
BUCHANAN, Hon. JAMES (S., afterwards S. B.
Prot'.)
Diseases in Stock Act Amendment Bill, 2172.
Leave of Absence to Mr. Hamilton, 93.
Railway Construction Bill, 2333, 2400, 2405,
2437, 2611, and 2613.
.
Tramways Bill, 1142, 1846, 2007, and 2008.
Building Societies Act Amendment Bill-Received from Legislative Assembly, and
read first time, 880; second reading, 975 ;
considered in committee, 975 and 1058;
third reading, 1093.
CAMPBELL, Hon. JAMES (Wellington )-Introduced and sworn, 2512.
Railway Construction Bill, 2579.
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2729,
2732, 2927, and 2930.
Chairman of Committees-Mr. Jenner elected, 5.
Chairman of Committees, Rulings ofExamination of witnesses at the bar, 2488.
Railway Construction Bill, 2579 and 2580.
.Committees (permanent)-Appointed, 5 and 2904.
Committees (select) - Appointed - Governor's
Speech, 5; Elections and Qualifications, 90
and 2903; Attempted Assassination of the
Queen, 90; J olimont Railway Accident, 514;
Conference with Legislative Assembly re
Council Electors Bill, 1400; Legislative
Council Chamber-Accommodation for Members, 1540 ; War in Egypt-Address to the
Queen, 1766.
Conference with Legislative Assembly. (See
Council Electors Bill. )
Consolidated Revenue (£1,038,450) Bill-ReceivedfromLegislativeAssembly, and passed
through all its stages, 820-2.
Consolidated Revenue (£825,000) Bill-Received
from Legislative Assembly, and passed
·through all its stages, 1644.
Consolidated Revenue (£653, 785) Bill-Received
from Legislative Assembly, and passed
, through all its stages, 2490.
Consolidated Revenue (£640,000) Bill-Received
from Legislative Assembly, and read first
time, 2925; passed through remaining
stages, 2926.
Council Elections-Question by Mr. Zeal, 2368.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment BillBrought in by Dr. Dobson, and read first
time, 419; second reading moved by Dr.
Dobson, 516; debated by Sir Charles Sladen,
516; Mr. Balfour, 518; Bill read second time,
519; considered in committee, 519 and 625;
third reading, 792; Governor's message intimating that the Bill has been reserved "for
the signification of Her Majesty's pleasure
thereon," 1134.

-2

Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) BillReceived from Legislative Assembly, and
read first time, 1057; second reading, 1091;
,.
considered in committee, 1092; read third
time, 1135; message from Legislatiye Assembly, intimating disagreement with Council's amendments, 1228; message considered,
1316 and 1344; amendments insisted on,
1347; message from Legislative Assembly
inviting conference, 1400; committee appointed to confer with committee of Legislative Assembly, 1400: statement by Dr. Dobson as to result of conference, 1475; message
from Legislative Assembly intimating agreement with Council's amendments with an
amendment, 1619; Assembly's amendment
adopted, 1619-20.
Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) BillBrought in by Dr. Dobson, and read first
time, 1766; passed through remaining stages,
1842-3; amendments recommended by the
Governor adopted, 2004.
Counts Out-On assembling, 2061 and 2144. .
County Court Judges Bill-Brought in by Dr.
Dobson, and read first time, 419; second
reading moved by Dr. Dobson, 520; debated
by Sir Charles Sladen, 521; Mr. Fitzgerald,
521; debate adjourned, 522; resumed by
Mr. Cuthbert, 625; continued by Mr. Anderson, 626; Mr. Simson, 626; Bill read
second time, 626; considered in committee,
626; read third time, 660.

--

.

COUTTS, Hon. DAVID (N. W. Prov.}-Introduced
and sworn, 2670.
Cowie's Creek Station Reserve-Question by
Mr. Belcher, 1540; statement by Mr.
Belcher, 1695 .
CUMMING, Hon. T. F. (W. Prov.)
.
Diseases in Stock Act Amendment Bill, 191.4
and 2004.
Railway Construction Bill, 2400 and 2437.
CUTHBERT, Hon. HENRY (S. W. Prov., afterwards Wellington)
Building Societies Act Amendment Bill, 975.
Consolidated Revenue (£653,785) Bill, 2490.
County Court Judges Bill, 625 and 628.
Inscribed Stock Bill, 2520.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Valldating Bill, 2372, 2374, 2512, 2514, and 2576.
Railway Construction Bill, 2264, 2398, 2401,
2403, 2404, 2435, 2489, 2490, 2577, 2580,
2611, 2612, 2671, 2732, and 2874.
Sir Charles Sladen, 2872.
Statute of Trusts Amendment Bill, 2486,
2574, and 2576.
Trade Unions Bill, 2268 and 2374.
Tramways Bill, 880, 973, 1135, 1140, 1146,
1314, 1474, 1620, 1622, 1766, 1844, 1847,
2006, 2008, 2179, and 2269.
University of Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill, 2176 and 2178.
Daylesford Water Supply-Statement by Mr.
Stanbridge, 91.
Days of Sitting-Appointed, 5.
Defence of the Colony-Subject discmlsed in connexion with Consolidated Revenue Bill, 820;
return re naval and artillery forces ordered,
on motion of Mr. Sargood, 2729; questions
by Mr. Sargood re war materiel, 2926; re
appointments in the local forces, 2926 •.

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

Despatches from Secretary of State for the Colonies-Presented by command, 792; transmitted by the Governor, 1309.
Diseases in Stock Act Amendment Bill-Brought
in by Mr. Cumming, and read first time,
1914; order for second reading postponed,
2172-3.
Divisions-In full House-Re Tramways Bill,
1316 and 1475; on Mr. Campbell's motion
for select committee re railway construction
in Gippsland, 293l.
.
Division-In Committee-On Mr. Zeal's amendment on clause 2 (interpretation of "local
authority") of Tramways Bill, 2007.

DOBSON, Hon. F. S. (continuea)Titles-office, 1135.
Trade Unions Bill, 2085.
Tramways Bill, 1143, 1474, 1622, 1844, and
2008.
University of Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill, 1620, 1914, 2088, 2177, 2178,
2266, and 2371.
War in Egypt-Address to the Queen, 1766.
W. H. Stevenson, 2004.
Working of Victorian Railways, 1913 and 2873.
(Introduced on election for South-Eastern
Province, 2485.)
.
DOUGHARTY, Hon. J. G. (E. Prov., afterwards
Gippsland)
Tramways Bill, 1314 and 1766.

DOBSON, Hon. F. S., Solicitor-General (S. Prov.,
.
afterwards S. E. Prov.)
Attempted Assassination of the Queen, 490.
Bailiwicks Boundaries Act Amendment Bill,
1619.
Bankers' Books Evidence Law Amendment
Bill, 419, 519, 625,. and 660.
Chairman of Committees, 5.
Christmas Holidays, 2904.
Council Elections, 2368.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
419, 516, 519, 625, 660, and 792.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1228, 1400, 1475, and 1619.
Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) Bill, 1766,
1842, and 2004.
County Court Judges Bill, 419, 520, 626, 628,
and 660.
.
.Court of General Sessions at Alexandra, 2261.
Cowie's Creek Station Reserve, 1540.
Death of Mr. Ramsay, 390.
Defence of the Colony-War Materiel, 2926;
Appointments in the Local Forces, 2926.
Despatch of Busmess, 1767.
Diseases in Stock Act Amendment Bill, 2172.
Dynamite Explosion at Prahran, 419.
Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 2931 and 2932.
Falls Bridge, 2610.
H.M.S. Nelson, 2512.
Jolimont Railway Accident, 418 and 2873.
Land Tax, 2610 and 2704.
Legislative Council Chamber, 1620.
Melbourne Harbour Trust, 2926.
Messages between the Houses, 2003.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2268, 2371, 2373, 2374, 2514,
and 2578.
Political Assassinations in Ireland, 202.
Political Situation-Adjournment of the House,
91, 277, 278, 690, 693, 2737, and 2807.
Position and Emoluments of Officers of the
House, 2873.
Prince's (New) Bridge, 2903.
Privileges of Parliament Bill, 4.
Railway Construction Bill, 2172, 2261, 2325,
2332, 2397, 2399, 2401, 2402, 2405, 2407,
2434, 2436, 2487, 2488, 2578, 2610, 2612,
2671, 2874, and 2932.
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2730 and
2928.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill, 660 and
792.
Sessional Arrangements-Days of Sitting, 5;
Standing Committees, 5 and 2904.
Sir Charles Sladen, 2003 and 2806.
Statute of Trusts Amendment Bill, 2575.
Supreme Court Bill, 1135, 1400, and 1622.
Telegraph Extension to Snake Valley, 2085.

Dynamite Explosion at Prahran-Question by
Mr. Zeal, 419.
Egyptian War-Announcement by Dr. Dobson
of "brilliant success recently achieved by
Her Majesty's naval and military forces,"
1766; select committee appointed to prepare
address of congratulation to the Queen,
1766; address brought up and adopted,
1766; communication from the Governor,
notifying transmission of address, 1847;
despatch from Secretary of State, acknow.
ledging receipt of address, 2485.
Elections and Qualifications Committee-President's warrants produced, 90 and 2903 .
Elections, Biennial-Results of elections an·
nounced, 2485, 2573, 2670, and 2704.
Excise Duti.es. (See Tobacco Duties Bill.)
Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment
Bill-Received from Legislative Assembly,
and read first time, 2931; passed through
remaining stages, 2932.
FITZGERALD, Hon. NICHOLAS (N. W., afterwards
N.C. Prov.)
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1318.
County Court Judges Bill, 521 and 627.
Defence of the Colony, 821.
Inscribed Stock Bill, 2520.
Leave of Absence to Mr. Hamilton, 93.
Legislative Council Chamber, 1540.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2518.
.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2513 and 2514.
Railway Construction Bill, 2331, 2333, 2405,
2435, 2490, and 2577.
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2736.
Sir Charles Sladen, 2871.
Tramways Bill, 1144, 1315, and 1621.
University of Melbourne Law Further Amend.
ment Bill, 1917, 2176, 2178, and 2266.
General Sessions, Court of-Motion by Dr.
Dobson, for address to the Governor, praying
that a Court of General Sessions may be
held at Alexandra, 2261; agreed to, 2261.
Governor, His Excellency the (the Most Honorable the Marquisof Normanby, G.C.M.G.)Speech on opening the session, 2; motion
by Mr. Stanbridge, for select comniittee to
prepare address in reply, agreed to, 5; address brought up, 5; motion by Mr. Stanbridge for adoption of address, 6; seconded
by Mr. Ormond, 7; address adopteg, 7.;
His Excellency's answer, 202.

a2
·3

INDEX.

Land Tax Act, Amendment of-Questions by
Mr. Russell, 2610 and 2704.
Legislative Council Chamber-Motion by Mr.
MacBain, for select committee to ascertain
"what alterations, if any, are desirable to
give the necessary accommodation for the
proposed increase in the number of members,"
1540; debated, 1540; agreed to, 1540; committee's report brought up, 1620; chamber
illuminated with electric light, 2577.
Loans Redemption :aill-Received from Legislative Assembly, and passed through all its
stages, 2514-19. (See Inscribed Stock Bill.)

Governor's Messages-Intimating that His Excellency has given the Royal assent to certain
Bills, 880, 1134, 1400, 1694, 1842, 2085, 2485,
2573, and 2729; that the Council Elections
(1882)Act Amendment Bill has been reserved
for the signification of the Queen's pleasure
thereon, 1134; rc Council's address as to
attempted assassination of the Queen, 1309 ;
re Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) Bill,
2004; re Council's address on the British
victories in Egypt, 2485.
GRAHAM, Hon. JAMES (C. Prov., afterwards
S_ Yarra)
Old Colonists' Association Bill, 1057, 1135,
1321, and 1348.
Prince's (New) Bridge, 2903.
Sir Charles Sladen, 2806 and 2871.

LORIMER, Hon. JAMES (C. Prov., afterwards Melbourne)
Bailiwicks Boundaries Act Amendment Bill,
1697.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1093.
Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment
Bill,2932.
.
Falls Railway Bridge, 1344.
Inscribed Stock Bill, 2519 and 2520.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2517.
Parliament Buildings, 1766.
Political Situation - Adjournment of the
House, 2807.
Railway Construction Bill, 2333, 2400, 2402,
2404, 2579, and 2611.
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2734.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2370.
Statute of Trusts Amendment Bill, 2487.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1344.
Tramways Bill, 1313 and 2006.
University of Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill, 2087, 2177, 2178, and 2267.

HAM, Hon. C. J. (Melbourne)-Introduced and
sworn, 2670.
Christmas Holidays, 2904.
Railway Construction Bill, 2671.
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2736.
HAMILTON, Hon. T. F. (S. Provo )-Granted leave
of absence, 91-3.
lIANNA,Hon. PATRICK (N.B. Prov.)-Introduced
and sworn, 2485.
Railway Construction Bill, 2487 and 2671.
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2929.
HEARN, Hon. W. E. (C. Prov., afterwards Mel.
bourne)
Building Societies Act Amendment Bill, 975.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1319.
Married "'~omen's Property Act Amendment
Bill, 2174 and 2370.
.
Position and Emoluments of Officers of the
House, 2873.
Railway Construction Bill, 2332, 2397, 2400,
. 2406, 2435, 2436, 2578, and 2612.
Statute of Trusts Amendment Bill, 2575 and
2576.
Supreme Court Bill, 1347 and 1400.
Tramways Bill, 974, 1146, 1315, and 1845.
University of Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill, 1920, 2089, and 2178.

MAOBAIN, Hon. JAMES (C. Prov., afterwards S.
Yarra)
Building Societies Act Amendment Bill, 880,
974, and 1058.
Consolidated Revenue Bills, 820, 1644, 2490,
2925, and 2926.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
661.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1057, 1091, 1093, 1135, 1316, and 1346.
Defence of the Colony, 820 and 822.
Inscribed Stock Bill, 2519 and 2520.
Leave of Absence to Mr. Clarke, 514.
Legislative Council Chamber, 1540 and 1620.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2514, 2516, and 2519.
Political Situation-Adj ournment of the House,
691 and 694.
Railway and Waterworks Debentures Redemption Bill, 2520.
Railway Construction Bill, 2265, 2326, 2331,
2332, 2397, 2398, 2403, 2404, 2406, 2436,
2488, 2577, 2578, 2580, 2610, 2613, and
2874.
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2735 and
2927.
Railway Department-Falls Bridge, 1400;
Working of the Railways, 1842 and 1914.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2334,
2369, and 2370.
Sir Charles Sladen, 2871.
Supreme Court Bill, 1347.
Temporary Advances Bill, 1309, 1344, 2407,
and 2434.
Tobacco Duties Bill, 1091.
Tramways Bill, 1314 and 1474.

Hobson's Bay Railway and Bendigo Waterworks
Debentures Redemption Bill-Received from
Legislative Assembly, and passed through
all its stages, 2520.
Inscribed Stock Bill-Received from Legislative
Assembly, and passed through all its stages,
2519-20. (See Loans Redemption BtZl.)
JENNER, Hon. C. J. (8. W. Prov.) .
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1346.
.
Election of Chairman of Committees, 5.
Tramways Bill, 1311.
Jolimont Railway Accident-Question by Mr.
Zeal, 418; motion by Mr. Zeal for committee ofinquiry, 514; agreed to, 516; committee's report brought up, 1620; motion by
Mr. Zeal for adoption of report, 1843; agreed
to, 1844; question by Mr. Beaver, 2873;
statement by Dr ..Dobson, 2873. (See Railway Department.)
Judicature Bill. (See Supreme Court Bill.)
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MACBAIN, Hon. JAMES (continued)University of Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill, 1926,2004,2177, and 2266.
Water Supply-Loans to Local Bodies, 2670.
(Introduced on election for South Yarra.
2573.)
,

Old Colonists' Association Bill-Reoeived from
Legislative Assembly, 880; motion by Mr.
Graham for remission of fees agreed to
1057; Bill read first time, 1057; 'ilecond read~
ing, 1135; passed through committee, 1228;
report adopted, 1321; third reading, 1348.

MCCULLOCH, Hon. WILLIAM (E. Prov., afterwards Gippsland)
Railway Construction Bill, 2404, 2577, 2579,
2611, 2612, 2874, and 2932.
'Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2734.
Tramways Bill, 881 and 1312.

ORMOND, Hon. FRANCIS (S. W. Provo )-Intro.
duced and sworn, 4.
Governor's Sv.eech, 7.
Tramways Blll, 1313.
(Introduced on re.election, 267.0.)

~arried

W?men's Property Act Amendment Bill

-Recelve~ from Legislative Assembly, and
read.first t~e, 2086 ; .second reading, 2173-4;

consldered
ing, 2371.

ill

commlttee, 2269; third read-

MEARES, Hon. GEORGE (N. Yarra)-Introduced
and sworn, 2670.
Melbourne Harbour Trust-Question by Mr.
Zeal, re extension of jurisdiction, 2926.
MELVILLE, Hon. DONALD(S. Prov.)-Introduced
and sworn, 2670.
Member, Death of-Announced-Mr. Henty, 4.
Members, Leave of Absence to. (See Absence of
Members.)
Members, New-Introduced and sworn-Mr.
Ormond, 4 and 2670; Mr. Zeal, 202 and
2485; Dr. Dobson, Mr. Thornley, Mr. Hanna,
and Mr. Pearson, 2485; Mr. J. Campbell
2512; Mr. MacBain and Mr. Sargood, 2573 ~
Mr. Ham, Mr. Melville, Mr. Meares, Mr:
Beave~, Mr. Sterry, Mr. Williamson, Mr.
Bell, and Mr. Coutts, 2670.
Members, Resignation of-Mr. W. Campbell 7'
Sir Charles Sladen, 2806.
' ,
Messages between the Houses-Message from
Legislative Assembly, requesting concurrence in new joint standing order 2003'
referred to Standing Orders Co~ittee'
2003; report brought up and adopted, 2085 ~
Governor's approval of new standing orde;
announced, 2172.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill- Received from Legislative
Assembly, and read first time, 2268' second
reading, 2371-3; considered in co~mittee
2373 and 2512; third reading, 2576.
'
Ministry. (See Adjournments of the House.)
MITCHELL, Hon. Sir W. H. F. (See The Hon. the
President. )
Nelson, H.M:S.-Statement by Dr. Dobson, 2512.
Nelson Provmce, Representation of-Resignation
of Sir Charles Sladen announced, 2806.
North-Western Province, Representation ofResignation of Mr. W. Campbell announced
7; election of Mr. Zeal announced 202 ~
Mr. Zeal introduced and sworn, 202. '
,

Officers of the House, Position and Emoluments
of - Question by Dr. Hearn, 2873. (See
Stevenson, The late W. H.)

·5

Parliament-Opening of the session, 1.
Parliament Buildings Committee-Appointed, 5;
report brought up and adopted, 1766. (See
Legislative Cuuncil Chamber.)
PEARSON, Hon. WILLIAM (E. Prov., afterwards
Gippsland)
Gippsland Lakes, 2370.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2373 and 2514.
Railway Construction Bill, 2368, 2487, 2490,
2577, 2610, 2612, and 2875.
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2732.
(Introduced on election for Gippsland,
2485.)
Petitions presented-Against Sandhurst Public
Buildings Sites Bill, 792; for Tramways
Bill, 130~, 1474, 1540, 1766, 1842, and 2085;
for certam amendments in University of
Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill,
1842; re proposed Creswick and Daylesford Railway, 2261, 2512, 2670, and 2807;
re proposed rules of Supreme Court as to
admission of attorneys, 2261; re proposed
railway to Alexandra, 2321; re proposed
railway t.o N eerim, 2321 and 270';1:; re proposed ratlway to Terang, 2321; re railway to Elmore, 2368; re railway to Mansfield, 2396, 2485, and 2873; re railway
from Beeac to Scarsdale, 2396 and 2433'
re Heidelberg terminus, 2434, 2512, and
2704; re proposed Camberwell Junction
Railway, 2434; for railway to Swan Hill,
2485; for tramway to Mount Cole Forest
2485; for railway from'N arra.can to McDon~
aId's Track, 2485; for railway to Cribb
Point, 2485; re Mining Companies' Calls and
Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2485; reproposed
Koroit Railway, 2512 and 2573; re railway
from Sandhurst to Heathcote, 2512 and
2609; r~ Av~ca Railway, 2512; re railway to
Glen Ins, 2073 ; re Numurkah and Nathalia
Railway, 2573; re Hamilton and Coleraine
Railw:ay, 2573 ;re~aanecoorieRailway, 2573;
for rallway to Cansbrook, 2573; for railway
extension to Belfast, 2609; to Warrnambool,
2670; re railway extension to Bairnsdale,
2670 and 2704; for horse tramway from
Pakenham to Gembrook, 2670; re proposed
Fern-tree Gully Railway, 2670; for railway
extension to Moyhu, 2704 ; ,'e management
of the railways, 2807; for railway from
Camperdown to Lintons, 2873.
Political Assassinations in Ireland -Announcement of the murder of Lord Frederick Cavendish, Chief Secretary for Ireland, and Mr.
T. H. Burke, Under-Secretary, and adjournment of the House in consequence, 202-3.

INDEX.

Political Situation.
.

(See Adjournments of the

Railway Construction Bill (continued)Mr. Harper, M.L.A., agreed to, 2609; motion by Mr. Bell, re leave to Mr. Langdon,
M. L. A., agreed to, 2704.
Railway Construction in Gippsland-Motion by
Mr. Campbell for select committee, 2729;
debated by Dr. Dobson, 2730; Mr. Anderson, 2731; Mr. Pearson, 2732; Mr. Zeal,
2732; Mr. Sargood, 2733; Mr. Wallace,
2734; Mr. Lorimer, 2734; Mr. McCulloch,
2734; Mr. Thornley, 2735; Mr. MacBain,
2735; Mr. Ham, 2736; Mr. Fitzgerald,
2736; debate adjourned, 2737 ; resumed by
Mr. Beaver, 2927 ; continued by Mr. Anderson, 2927; Mr. MacBain, 2927; Dr. Dobson,
2928; Mr. Sargood, 2928; Mr. Wallace,
2929; Mr. Hanna, 2929; Mr. Balfour, 2929;
Mr. Campbell's reply, 2930; motion negatived, 2931.
Railway Department-Question by Mr. Lorimer
re Falls Bridge, 1344; statement by Mr.
MacBain, 1400; motion by Mr. Zeal, re
precautions in the working of the railways,
1842 and 1913; debated by Sir Charles
Sladen, 1913; Dr. Dobson, 1913; Mr. Anderson, 1914 ; Mr. MacBain, 1914; agreed
to, 1914; question by Mr. Zeal, re Falls
Bridge, 2609; by Mr. Sargood, re future
management, 2873 ; by Mr. Pearson, re free
passes to witnesses on the RailwayOonstruction Bill, 2875; by Mr. McCulloch, 2932.
(See Jolimont Railwd.lI Accident.)
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill-Received
from Legislative Assembly, and read first
time, 2334; passed through remaining
stages, 2369-70.
Ramsay, Mr. Robert-Death of-Adjournment
of the House as a mark of respect, 390.

House.)

J'resident, Absence of-Dr. Dobson takes the
chair as Acting President, 2407 and 2875.
PRESIDENT, Hon. the (Sir W. H. F. Mitchell)-

Rulings of. ,
Council Elections (1882) Amendment Bill, 518
and 792.
Debate-Speaking interrogatively, 1312.
Motions proposed without notice, 881.
Railway Construction Bill, 2368 and 2369.
Voting p,n address to a retiring member-Sir
Charles Sladen, 2806 and 2870.
Widows of officers of the Council, 2003.
Prince's (New) Bridge-Question by Mr. Graham, 2903.
Privileges of Parlia:ment Bill-Brought in by
Dr. Dobson, and read first time, 4; dis.
charged from the paper, 419.
Public Service. (See Telegraph Department.) •
'Qualification, Declarations of - Delivered to
Clerk, 4, 90, 202, 390, 513, 693, 2434, 2485,
2512, 2573, 2670, and 2870.
Queen, The - Attempted Assassination ofMotion by Dr. Dobson for select committee
to prepare address of congratulation to Her
Majesty, notice of, 4; proposed and agreed
to, 90-1; select committee appointed to
prepare address, 91; address brought up
and adopted, 91; communication from
Governor's private secretary notifying transmission of address, 202; despatch from
Secretary of State acknowledging receipt of
address, 1309.
Railway Construction Bill- Received from
Legislative Assembly, and read first time,
2172; second reading moved by Dr. Dobson, 2261; debated by Mr. Cuthbert, 2264;
Mr. Anderson, 2265; Mr. MacBain, 2265 ;
debate adjourned, 2265; resumed by Mr.
Zeal, 2321; continued by Mr. Wallace,
2324; Bill read second tinIe, 2326; motion
by Mr. Anderson, "That it be an instruction
to the committee that they have power to
examine witnesses and call for papers,"
2326 ; seconded by Mr. Zeal, 2330; debated
by Mr. Fitzgetald, 2331; Mr. MacBain,
2331 ; agreed to, 2332; Bill considered in
committee, 2332, 2397, 2434, 2487, 2520,
2577, 2610, 2670, 2704, 2737, 2874, 2904,
and 2932; question by Mr. Pearson, 2368 ;
Heidelberg line, 2399 and 2579; Koroit
line, 2399; Gordons line, 2401; Ballarat
Race-course to Springs, 2401 and 2579;
Frankston and Hastings, 2402 ; Mornington,
2403 and 2610; Bairnsdale, 2403; Natimuk,
2403 and 2610; Yarra Flats, 2404 and 2610 ;
Moe to Narracan, 2405 and 2612; Linton,
2406; Wandong to Heathcote, 2406; estimates of expenditure, 2407 ; Heyfield and
Bairnsdale, 2610; Bacchus Marsh, 2610;
Lal Lal Race-course, 2611; Yarram, 2612;
Williamstown Race-course, 2612; examination of witnesses at the bar of the Council,
2434, 2488, 2520, 2577, 2613, 2671, 2672,
2704, 2737, 2875, 2904, 2931, and 2932;
, motion by Mr. Ross, for message to Legislative Assembly, re leave to Mr. Anderson,
M.L.A., to attend as a witness, agreed to,
2485; motion by Mr. Balfour, re leave to
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ROBERTSON, Hon. FRANCIS (N. W., afterwards
N. Prov.)
Railway Construction Bill, 2402.
Sir Charles Sladen, 2872.
Ross, Hon. WILLIAM (W. Prov.)
Leave of Absence to Mr. Hamilton, 93.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2518.
Mr. VV. Anderson, M.L.A., 2485.
Railway Oonstruction Bill, 2332, 2399, 2401,
2434, 2437, 2489, 2577, 2579, and 2670.
Telegraph Department, 513.
Tramways Bill, 1313, 1767, and 2006.
RUSSELL, Hon. PHILIP (S. W. Prov.)
Land Tax, 2610 and 2704.
Railway Oonstruction Bill, 2333, 2400, 2406,
2611, and 2612.
Telegraph Extension to Snake Valley, 2085.
Tramways Bill, 1312, 1767, and 2008.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill-Received
from Legislative Assembly, and read first
time, 660; passed through remaining stages,
792-3; Royal assent, 880.
SARGOOD, Hon. F. T. (S. Yarra)-Introduced
and sworn, 2573.
.
Consolidated Revenue (£640,000) Bill, 2926.
Defence of the Colony--Naval and Artillery
Forces, 2729; War Materiel, 2926; Appointments, 2926.
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2733 and
2928.
Railway Management, 2873 •

LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL.

Stevenson, The late W. ;a.-Statement by th~.'·
President, 2003; motion by Dr. Dobson
for gratuity to representatives, 2004;
agreed to, 2004.

Sessional Arrangements-Appointment of days
of sitting and standing conunittees, 5.
SIMSON, Hon. RODERT (W. Prov.)
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
, 661.
County Court Judges Bill, 626.
Leave of Absence to Mr. Hamilton, 91.
Legislative Council Chamber, 1540.
Political Assassinations in Ireland, 203.
Political Situation - Adjournment of the
House, 691 and 694.
Railway Construction Bill, 2399 and 2401.
Supply Bills, 1622.
Tramways Bill, 1142, 1846, and 2007.
University. of Melbourne Law Further Amendment BIll, 2089.

Supreme Court Bill-Brought in by Dr. Dobson,
and read first time, 1135; second reading,
1347-8; considered in committee, 1400 and
1540; third reading, 1622.
Telegraph Department-Motion by Mr. Ross,
for return of new appointments, &c., 513 j
agreed to, 514; produced, 792.
Telegraph Extension to Snake Valley-Question
by Mr. Russell, 2085.
Temporary Advances Bill-Received from Legislative Assembly, and read first time, 1309 J
passed through r~maining stages, 1344..
Temporary Advances Bill (No. 2)-Recelved
from Legislative Assembly, and read first
time, 2407; passed through remaillingstlllges,
2434.

SLADEN, Hon. Sir CHARLES (W. Prov., afterwards
Nelson)

Bankers' Books Evidence Law Amendment
Bill,519.
Chairman of Committees, 5.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
516, 661, and 693.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1091, 1092, 1228, 1316, 1346, and 1619.
County Court Judges Bill, 521,626, and 628.
Leave of Absence to Mr. Hamilton, 91.
Legislative Council Chamber, 1540.
Political Situation - Adjournment of the
House, 693.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1309.
Tobacco Duties Bill, 1091.
Tramways Bill, 1139 and 1621.
University of Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill, 1923.
Working of Victorian Railways, 1913.
(Resignation announced, 2806.)

THORNLEY, Hon. NATHAN (lV. Prov.)-Intro·
duced and sworn, 2485.
Railway Construction Bill, 2488.
Railway Constru9tion in Gippsland, 2735.
Titles-office-Question by Mr. Belcher, 1135.
Tobacco Duties Bill-Received from Legislative
Assembly, and passed through all its stages,
1091; Royal assent, 1134.
Trade Unions Bill-Received from Legislative
Assembly, and read first time, 2085; second
reading, 2268-9; considered in committee,
2374.
Tramways Bill-Motion by Mr. Cuthbert for
leave to introduce, 880; ruled out of order,
notice not having been given, 881 ; proposed,
973; agreed to, 974; Bill brought in, and
read first time, 974; second reading moved
by Mr. Cuthbert, 1135; debated by Sir
Charles Sladen, 1139; Mr. Zeal, 1141 j
Mr. Simson, 1142; Mr. Buchanan, 1142 i
Dr. Dobson, 1143; Mr. Fitzgerald, 1144 i
debate adjourned, 1146; resumed by Mr.
Anderson, 1309; continued by Mr. Jenner,
1311; Mr. Russell, 1312; Mr. McCulloch,
1312; Mr. Belcher, 1313; Mr. Wallace,
1313; Mr. Ormond, 1313; Mr. Ross, 1313 i
Mr. Lorimer, 1313; Mr. MacBain, 1314;
Mr. Fitzgerald, 1315; Mr. Balfour, 1315;
Dr. Hearn, 1315; debate adjourned, 1316,
1475, and .1620-2; resumed by Mr. Ross,
1767; Bill read second time, 1767; considered in committee, 1844, 2006, and 2179 ;
read third time, 2269.
Trusts. (See Statute of Tl'usts Amendment Bill.)

Sladen, Hon. Sir Charles-Illness announced,
2003; granted leave of absence, 2003; resignation announced, 2806; subject of voting address to Sir Charles Sladen discussed,
2806 and 2870.
South-Western Province, Representation ofDeath of Mr. Hentyannounced, 4: election
of Mr. Ormond announced, 4 and 2670; Mr.
Ormond introduced and sworn, 4 and 2670.
STANDRIDGE, ~Hon. W. E. (N. lV., afterwards
N. C. Prov.)
Daylesford Water Supply, 91.
Governor's Speech, 5-6.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2519.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2372 and 2576.
Trade Unions Bill, 2374.
University of Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill, 2006, 2086, 2175, 2176, 2179,
2267, and 2371.

University of Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill-Brought in by Dr. Dobson, and
read first time, 1620; second reading moved
by Dr. Dobson, 1914; debated by Mr.
Anderson, 1916; Mr. Fitzgerald, 1917; Dr.
Hearn, 1920; Sir Charles Sladen, 1923;
debate adjourned, 1926; resumed by Mr.
MacBain, 2004; adjourned, 2006; resumed
by Mr. Stanbridge, 2086; continued by Mr.
Balfour, 2087; Mr. Lorimer, 2087; Bill
read second time, 2088; considered in committee, 2088, 2175, and 2266 ; third reading,
2371.

Standing Orders Committee-Appointed, 5;
report re messages between the Houses,
brought up, 2085.
Statute of Trusts Amendment Bill-Brought in
by Mr. Balfour, and read first time, 2396 ;
second re'ading, 2485-7; considered in committee, 2573; read third time, 2613.
STERRY, Hon. D. C. (N. Prov.)-Introduced
and sworn, 2670.
Railway Construction Bill, 2874.
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WALLACE,

Hon. J. A. (E., afterwards N. E.

YOUNG, Hon.GEORGE

(N. W. Prov.)-Intro.

duced and sworn, 2704.

Prov.)

· Consolidated Revenue (£640,000) Bill, 2926.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Valida~ing Bill, 2373, 2513, 2514, and 2577.
· Political Assassinations in Ireland, 203.
· Political Situation, 277.
Railway Construction Bill, 2324, 2333, 2401,
2406, 2488, and 2670.
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2734 and

ZEAL, Hon. W. A. (N. W., afterwards N. C.
Provo )-Introduced and sworn, 202.
Council Elections, 2368.
Falls Bridge, 2609.
Defence of the Colony, 822.
Dynamite Explosion at Prahran, 419.
Jolimont Railway Accident, 418, 514, and
1843.
Melbourne Harbour Trust, 2926.

2929.

Sir Charles Sladen, 2806.
Temporary Advances Bill, 2434.
Trade Unions Bill, 2374.
Tramways Bill, 1313, 2006, and 2008.
University of Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill, 2176.
Water Supply-Loans to Local Bodies, 2670.

Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2372, 2374, and 2514.
Railway Construction Bill, 2321, 2330, 2333,
2400, 2403, 2404, 2406, 2435, 2436, 2488,
2577, 2579, 2611, 2612, and 2874
Railway Construction in Gippsland, 2732 and
2927.
Sir Charles Sladen, 2806.
Tramways Bill, 1141, 1314, 1474, 1846, 2006,
and 2008.
Working of Victorian Railways, 1842, 1913,
and 1914.

'Water Supply-Loans to Local Bodies-Return
ordered, on motion of Mr. Wallace, 2670.
Hon. JAMES (Nelson)-Introduced
and sworn, 2670.

WILLIAMSON,

Witnesses Examined at the Bar of the House.
(See Railway Construction Bill.)

(Introduced on election for North-Central
Province, 2485.)
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Mr. 'VILLIAM (continued)Council Elections Act Amendment Bill, 1044.
"Cup" Day, 2237.
Governor's Speech, 276.
Grazing on Public Roads, 1358.
Lake 'l'yers, 630.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2650.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill,2531.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1492, 1498, and 1586.
Mount Abrupt Stone, 21.
Numbering Debentures, 1542.
Rabbit Suppression Act, 2840.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 655.
Railway Construction Bill, 999, 1051, 1676,
1682, 1741, 1815, 1898, 2166, and 2437.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2287.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1258.

Aborigines, The-Question by Mr. Zox, re
management of Coranderrk station, 134; by
Mr. Deakin, 134 and 360; by Mr. Dow, 246;
by Mr. Anderson, 278 and 359; by Mr.
Duffy, 360; by Mr. Wrixon, 360; statement
by Mr. Deakin, 361; discussion thereon,
361 ; papers re case of Bella Lee ordered, on
motion of lVIr. Richardson, 474; produced,
474; question by lVIr. Richardson, 793;
statement by Mr. Dow, re report of board
of inquiry, 885.
Addresses to the Queen-Congratulating Her
Majesty on her happy preservation from
assassination, 325; congratulating Her Majesty on the success of the British arms in
Egypt, 1769.
Addresses to the Governor-In reply to His
Excellency's speech on the opening of the
session, 319; re position and emoluments of
officers of the Legislative Council, 1489; re
war in Egypt, 1769.
Adjournment, Motions for. (See lJ-Iotions for the
Adjournment of the House.)
Adjournments of the House-On account of the
political assassinations in Ireland, 203-8; in
consequence of Mr. Ramsay's death, 391 ;
over the " Cup" day, 2234-60; over Prince
of 'Wales' birthday, 2376-96 ; in consequence
of Mr. Munro's motion for select committee, re railway collision at Hawthorn,
being accepted as one of want of confidence
in the Ministry, 2739- 68 ; for the Christmas
holidays, 2916-50. (See Christmas Holidays;
also" Cup" Day.)
Agent-General, The-Question by Mr. Mirams,
977.
Agricultural College-Question by Mr. Connor,
2876. (See Doollie Farm.)
Agriculture, Department of. (See Wallis, Mr.
A.B.)
Albert Park Lake, Improvement of-Question
by Mr. Nimmo, 57.
Albury Railway Junction. (See Railway Junction.)
Aldborough, The. (See Assault on the High Seas.)
Alexandra. (See General Sessions,)
Alphington R.:'l,ilway-Question by Mr. Ramsay,
18; by Mr. Mirams, 592; statement by
Mr. Langridge, 592; further questions by
Mr. Mirams, 1519 and 1520; by Mr. Langridge, 1519; statement by Mr. Bent, 1520 ;
discussion thereon, 1520.
American Ships-Complaint by Seamen-Statement by Mr. Longmore, 2208.

ANDERSON,

Arrest, Alleged Illegal-Statement by Mr.
McKean, 631; by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen,
633; by Mr. Munro, 633; by Mr. Fisher,
634.
Aspinall v. M arlts-Question by Mr. Williams,
1228.
Assault on the High Seas-Question by Mr.
Longmore, 1926; statement by Mr. Longmore, 2061; by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 2062;
by Mr. Kerferd, 2062; question by Mr.
Woods, 2063; by Mr. Longmore,2115. (See
Seamen, Complaint by.)
Assent to Bills, 916,1148,1402,1847,2020,2458,
2580, and 2768.
Attorneys, Admission of-Statement by Mr.
McKean, ,'e new rules, 2462.
Attorneys' Costs Taxation Act Amendment Bill
-Brought in by Mr. Mirams, and read first
time, 742.
Bacchus Marsh Railway-Question by·Mr. Rees,
823; by Mr. Deakin, 2738 and 2808.
Bag Tax-Question by Mr. Langdon, 1569.
Bailiwicks Boundaries Act Amendment BillBrought in by Mr. Duffy, and read first
time, 1099; second reading, 1264-5; considered in committee, 1265 and 1425; third
reading, 1586.
.
Baldwin, Mr.-Case of. (See Lunatic Asylums.)
Ballarat Benevolent Asylum-Question by Major
Smith, 1644.
Bankers'Books Evidence Law Amendment BillReceived from Legislative Council, and read
first time, 669.
Barker, Dr. Edward-Question by Mr. Longmore,
1768 and 1792; motion by Mr. Longmore
for production of correspondence relating to
the death of Annie Stentt, 1792; motion
ruled out of order, notice not having been
given, 1793; questions by Mr. Longmore,
1927; statement by Mr. Longmore, 1946;
discussion thereon, 1946; further questions
by Mr. Longmore, 2291 and 2334. (See
Campbell, Mr.)

o

Mr. WILLIAM (Villiers and Heytesbury)
.
Administration of the Land Law-Land at
Turrumberry, 1202.
Budget, 879.
Camperdown Railway, 1285.
Carlton Gardens, 2907.
Christmas Holidays, 2912 and 2916.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 278, 359, 360,
and 366.

ANDERSON,
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Barker, Mr. John-Late Clerk of the Legislative
Assembly-Motion by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen
recognising the manner in which Mr. Barker
had discharged his duties, 395; debated, 395;
ngreed to, 397; statement by the Speaker,
419; letter of acknowledgment from Mr.
Barker, 524.
. Barley, Imported-Question by Mr. Hall, re duty,
661; by Mr. A. T. Clark, re malting in
bond, 760.

BELL, Mr. HENRY (continued)Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
1266.
Reserves, 975.
State School Buildings-Charges against Public
Officers, 883.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, lI66 and
1259.
Water Supply-Grants to W"ater Trusts, 791.
Wattle Planting, 1460.

BARR, Mr. J. M. (Maryborough and Talbot)
Administration of the Education Department,
432.
Administration of the Land Law-lIOth Section Reserves, 1404.
Budget, 875.
Christmas Holidays, 2912.
Contagious Diseases Hospital, 95.
Council Electoral Rolls, 764 and 2335.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1563.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2894.
"Cup" Day, 2237.
Defence of the Colony, 1025.
Forest Conservation, 1479 and 2808.
Governor's Speech, 272.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2696, 2765, and
2851.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 553.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
402.
Melbourne Harbour Trust-Deposit of Silt,
1501.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 2277.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1497.
Mrs. Julia Gordon, 2016.
North Melbourne Swamp, 2295.
Parliament House-Large Hall, 323; Stone for
West Front, 2414.
Private Members' Business, 1969.
Prothonotary, 2932.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 149, 374,389, and
390.
Railway Construction Bill, lIlI, 1334, 1385,
1387,1388,1471,1714,1858,1863,1910,and
2167.
Railway Department-Maryborough Station,
94; Timber Siding at Dunach, 94; Prosecution for Libel, Wright v. Driscoll, 855; Eight
Hours System, 1272.
.
Registrar at Majorca, 174.
Road at Wareek, 1500.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 790.
Wattle Planting, 1463.

BENT, Mr. THOMAS, Minister of Railways
(Brighton)
Administration of the Land Law-Alleged
Dummy Cases, 1295.
Bacchus Marsh Railway, 2808.
Betting and Gaming Houses Suppression Law
Amendment Bill, 1884.
Blue Mountain Road, 2064.
Budget, 702 and 713.
Building Societies Act Amendment Bill, 582.
Camperdown Railway, 1285.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1583.
Christmas Holidays, 2915.
Coburg Railway, 1036, 1058, and 1570.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1200.
" Cup" Day, 2237.
Defence of the Colony, 1013.
Governor's Speech, 43.
Hawthorn and Lillydale Railway, 135, 279;
280, and 359.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2675,2699,2745,.
and 2750.
Hobson's Bay Railway, 120.
Irish Question - Conduct of Members, 459,
597, and 620.
Kerang Railway, 1570.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2320.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 919, 921, 922, 2119, and 2717.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures
Validating Bill, 2109.
Mr. Deakin, 1351 and 1353.
Mr. Elsdon, 59 and 152.
Mr. Fincham, 1894.
Mordialloc Railway, 944 and 1035.
North-Eastern Railway, 1032.
.
Order of Business-Land Bill v. Railway Bill,
1089 and 1090.
Phcenix Foundry Company, 1322.
Privilege--Mr. Woods and the Age, 2776.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 137, 145, 281, 333,
and 335.
Railway Brakes, 16, 121, 322, 2679, and 2688.
Railway Construction Bill, 398, 764, 781, 986,
1002, 1048, 1051, 1054, 1056, 1110, 1112,
1119, 1123, 1125, 1127, 1132, 1134, 1278,
1284, 1296, 1298, 1300, 1302, 1308, 1322,
1335, 1338, 1343, 1375, 1377, 1384, 1386,
1388, 1391, 1392, 1394, 1396, 1398, 1407,
1409, 1410, 1415, 1417, 1418, 1421, 1422,
1465, 1466, 1469, 1470, 1474, 1510, 1512,
1514, 1517, 1521, 1523, 1524, 1536, 1538,
1587, 1588, 1590, 1592, 1595, 1597, 1600,
1602, 1604, 1606, '1630, 1632, 1637, 1638,
1640, 1642, 1673, 1674, 1677, 1679, 1680,
1682, 1684, 1690, 1694, 1698, 1700, 1704,
1710, 1713, 1736, 1741, 1747, 1752, 1765,
1769, 1779, 1785, 1789, 1812, 1816, 1818,
1822, 1835, 1837, 1838, 1841, 1849, 1850,
1852, 1857, 1859, 1861, 1893, 1904, 1910,
1912, 2025, 2079, 2081, 2105, 2106, 2108,
2132, 2141, 2142, and 2171.

Beer Duty-Questions by Mr. Mason, 171; by
Mr. Mirams, 1476 and 1541; motion by Mr.
Mirams for renewing duty, 1626; negatived,
1627.
Belfast Harbour Improvements. (See Western
Ports.)
BELL, Mr. HENRY (Ballarat West)
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1584.
Governor's Speech, 303.
Locomotives - Phcenix Foundry Company,
lI66 and 1259.
Private Members' Business, 1983.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 653.
Railway Construction Bill, 1535, 1700, 1897,
and 2082.
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Mr. THOMAS (continued), Railway Department-Free Passes, 17, 268,
281, and 1848; Sydney Return Tickets, 20 ;
Officials' Cattle, 20; Colour Blindness, 56
and 857; Eight Hours System, 57, 247,
1147, and 1518; Carriage' of Grampian
Stone, 57 ; Emerald Hill Fares, 94 ; Gippsland Goods Traffic, 94; Maryborough
Station, 94 ; Siding at Dunach, 94 ;
Howard-street (Ballarat) Platform, 94;
Ararat Line, 95; Wool Rates, 95; Contract for Locomotives, 100; Ford Board,
135; North Ballarat Siding, 136; Somerton Flag, Station, 136; Suburban Trains,
Gippsland Line, 209; Ballarat Trains,
209; Camberwell Line, 209; Donoghue's
Conduct, 591; Essendon Trains, 669; Station, Omnibuses, 669; Bullarto, 669; New
Station, St. Kilda Line, 695; Balmainstreet Crossing, 823; Portland Station,
852; Annual Report, 852; Locomotive
Whistles, 858; Mrs. Maling, 1027; North
Brighton Station, 1028 and 1032; Cattle
Trucks, 1147; Eaglehawk Station, 1229;
Siding near Monea, 1229; Siding at
Emerald Hill, 1263; Ballarat Cattle
Yards, 1263; Eight Hours System, 1267,
1429, and 2935; Guards of Passenger
Trains, 1286 and 1596; Gatekeepers' Wages,
1321 and 1365; North Melbourne Station,
1379 ; Workshops at Horsham, 1382; Telegraph Offices at Stations, 1476; Pay of
Junior Officers, 1489; Siding at Balmattum, 1489; Lubeck and Murtoa Stations,
1518 and 1541; Steel Rails and Fishplates, 1539; Chewton Station, 1595;
Porters, 1622; Deputations, 1623; Correspondence, 1623; Medical Examination of
Candidates for Employment, 1698; Cope
Cope Station, 1793; Sunday Trains, 1793 ;
Alterations on Suburban Lines, 1821;
Carriage of Stone, 1895; Melbourne and
Windsor Trains, 2009; Special Train to
Mount Difficult, 2010, 2034, 2114, and
2269; Fire Brigades Demonstration at
Sydney, 2010; Darkbonee Station, 2033
and 2934; Ballarat and Creswick Fares,
2034; Goods-sheds on Warrenheip and
Gordons Line, 2098; Hamilton and Portland Traffic Rates, 2099 and 2113; Buffers, 2113 and 2582; Carriages for Ladies,
2114 and 2491; Emu Station, 2144;
Scrap Iron, 2205; Refreshment Rooms
on North-Eastern Line, 2205; Gisborne
Station, 2205; Labourers' Wages, 2233;
Kensington Hill, 2293, 2294, 2334, 2375,
2499, and 2504; Kensington and Newmarket Stations, 2375; Swanwater Station,
2521; Loading Trucks, 2521; Spencerstreet Station, 2548; Appointment of Employes, 2550, 2792, 2829, 2834, and 2836;
Wheat Shipments and Wharf Accommodation, 2581; N avvies and Agricultural
Labourers, 2582; Williamstown Workshops,
2582; Locomotives, 2809; Closet Accommodation, 2907.
Railway Extension-Heathcote, 695; South
Australian Border, 1364 and 1423; Great
Southern Railway, 1382; Swan Hill, 1423
and 1476; Elwood, 1623.
Railway Junction at Albury, 9.
Railway Rolling-stock, 15, 16, 57, 100, 135,
155,279, 320, 853, 1100, 1107, 1322, and
1365.

BENT,

Mr. THOMAS (continued),
Railways authorized by the Act of lSS0Kerang, 17 and 2463; Alphington, IS, 156,
592, 1519, and 1520; Scarsdale, 20, 321, and
1364; Maldon, 321; Yea, 321, 1358, and
1491 ; Mirboo, 321 ; Bacchus Marsh, 823 and
2738; Coburg, 857 and 1359; Wycheproof,
1541.
Railways Management Bill, 2703.
Railway Works-Expenditure under Loans,
1099, 1108, 1109, 1438, 1440, 1442, 1444,
1446, and 1465.
St. George's Hall, 2906.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1201,
1216, 1219, 1220, 1230, 1232, 1234, 1240,
1243, 1248, 1254, and 1261.
Vine Disease Act Amendment Bill, 2949.
Votes on Account, 755.
Water Supply-Broken Creek, 971 ; Northern
Plains, 1887.
Wattle Planting, 1464.
Whittlesea Railway, 1570.
Williamstown Breakwater, 1476.
Windsor Railway Accident, 1115.
Yarrawonga Railway, 1229.

BENT,

Mr. GRAHAM ( Geelong)
Administration of the Land Law-Alleged
DummyCases, 1286 and 1290; 110th Section
Reserves, 1405.
Asking Questions, 1034.
Betting and Gaming Houses Suppression Law
Amendment Bill, 1886.
Budget, 490, 699, 714, and 905.
Christmas Holidays, 2908.
Closed Roads, 2049.
Council Electoral Rolls, 630 and 662.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1028, 1195, 1196, 1198, 1200, 1365, 1403,
and 1424.
Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) Bill, 1888.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2887.
"Cup" Day, 2234 and 2237.
Death of Mr. Ramsay, 391.
Defence of the Colony, 803 and 1016.
East Bourke Election, 1083.
Electoral Provinces-Polling Places, 1645.
Erection of State Schools, 2923 and 2945.
Expenditure under Loans, 2902 and 2923.
Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment
Bill,2921.
Explosives, 393.
Federation, 1653 and 2381.
Floating of Loans, 2614.
Governor's Speech, 15 and 22.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2699, 2707, 2739,
2741, 2745, 2798, and 2869.
Inscribed Stock Bill, 2508 and 2510.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 466,
537, 561, 593, and 624.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2258 and 2624.
Land Dispute at Coomoora, 1152.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1178.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2302, 2365, 2392,
2432, 2449, 2456, 2460, and 2511.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 1940.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 580, 918, 1964, 2116, 2124, 2439, and
2523.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 1896.
Mr. Joseph G~ary, 2290.

BERRY,
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Mr. GRAHAM (continued)Mr.. E. H. Hargreaves, 746.
Mr. Longmore and Mr. Berry, 981.
Mr. James McLean, 2630.
Municipal Elections, 1359.
Order of Business, 1082, 1090,2463,2464, and
2582.
Parks and Gardens, 2581.
Parliamentary Costs-Taxing Officer, 2180.
Political Assassinations in Ireland, 203.
Privilege-Dr. Madden and the Age, 1350 j
Mr. Woods and the Age, 2776.
Public Finances, 756, 2492, and 2495.
Public Service, 1373, 2207, and 2550.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 351.
Railway Construction Bill, 1112, 1120, 1129,
1342, 1375, 1396, 1640, 1692, 1702, 1737,
1738, 1753, 1771, 1787, 1828, 1912, 2011,
2029, and 2150.
R,ailway Department-Gatekeepers' Wages,
1365; Kensington Hill, 2292, 2294, 2496,
2498, and 2902; Appointment of Employes,
2835 and 2836.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2283.
Railway Rolling-stock, 29 and 1106.
R,eading of Letters in Debate, 2708 and 2711.
St. George's Hall, 2905.
Si1ndhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 740.
Sessional Arrangements, 41; Private Members'
Business, 326.
Sunbury Lunatic Asylum-Mr. Baldwin's Dismissal, 1453.
Supply Bills, 804.
Support to the Chair, 2462.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1201,
1209, 1227, and 1230.
The late Clerk of the Assembly, 396.
Vine Disease Act Amendment Bill, 2945,
2946, and 2949.
'Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 727,
728, and 786; Geelong, 1477, 2009, 2064,
and 2lO0; Dunmunkle, 2234.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1381.

BEltRY,

Betting and Gaming Houses Suppression Law
Amendment Bill-Brought in by Mr. Fisher,
and read first time, 1425; second reading
moved by Mr. Fisher, 1877; debated by
Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 1881; Mr. Munro,
1881 ; Mr. Walsh, 1881; Dr. Madden, 1882;
Mr. Zox, 1884; Bill read second time, 1884;
considered in committee, 1884.
Bill Discharged from the Paper-Mining Companies Act Amendment Bill, 2388.
Bill Reserved for the Signification of Her Majes.
ty's pleasure-Council Elections (1882) Act
Amendment Bill, 1148.
Bills, Private. (See Private Bills.)

Mr. C. R. (continued)Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill
2564.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2422.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 835, 1805, 2272, 2276, and 2719.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front,
1998; Electric Bells, 2407.
Police Commission, 1036.
Police-Detective Wilson, 279 and 488.
Railway Construction Bill, 1343, 1602, 1682,
and 1704.
Railway Department-Carriage of Grampian
Stone, 57.
The Speaker, 2710.
Vine Disease Act Amendment Bill, 2949.

BLACKETT,

Blue Mountain Road-Question by Mr. Duffy,
2064.
Boiler Explosions Prevention Bill-Brought in
by Mr. Blackett, and read first time, 2449.
Boiler Inspection-Question by Mr. W. M.
Clark, 631.
BOLTON,Mr. HENRY, Postmaster-General (Moira)
Government Annuities and State Life Assurance, 2438.
Governor's Speech, 269.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2633 and 2636.
Mr. Deakin, 1366.
Portland Free Library, 2737.
Postal Department-Female Officers, 158;
Newspaper Postage, 279; Letter Sorters,
280 and 1365; Emerald Hill Pillar Boxes,
394; Appointments, 504; Trade Circulars,
523; Mail Contracts, Myrniong and Blackwood, 857; Robbery of Registered Letters,
2334 and 2374; Telegraph Line Repairers,
2439.
Post and Telegraph Offices-Kerang, 209 and
1489 ; Caris brook , 422; Fitzroy, 764; Lake
Rowan, 1229; Carlton, 1402 and 1619;
Melbourne, 1795 and 2114.
Post-office Laws Amendment Bill, 403 and
1977.
Railway Construction Bill, 1740.
TelegraphExtension-Prahran, 470; Natimuk,
1822; Ballarat Stock Exchange, 1868.
Telephone Communication, 2009 and 2183.
Water Supply-Moira, 971.

BLACKETT, Mr. C. R. (Fitzroy)
Administration of the Land Law-James
O'Donoghue's Selection, 1446.
Betting and Gaming Houses Suppression Law
Amendment Bill, 1886.
Boiler Explosions Prevention Bill, 2449.
Coburg Railway, 1359.
Defence of the Colony-Naval Forces, 1321.
Despatch of Business, 2408.
Explosives, 1848.
Fitzroy Post-office, 764.
Gold and Silver Plate, 1263.
Governor's Speech, 9.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 617.
Kcw Lunatic Asylum, 1596.
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Bordeaux Wine Exhibition-Statement by Sir
Bryan O'Loghlen, 1263.
Boroondara, Representation of-Resignation of
Mr. R. Murray Smith announced, 8; election
of Mr. Walker announced, 8; Mr. Walker
introduced and sworn, 8.

Mr. JOSEPH (Richmond)
Alphington Railway, 1520.
Christmas Holidays, 2914.
Defence of the Colony, 795 and 1021.
Dr. Edward Barker, 1948.
Explosives, 1285.
Governor's Speech, 285.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 618.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 1946.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 823, 1967, 2270, 2377, and 2383.
Parks and Gardens, 2438 and 2580.
Personal Explanation, 1716.

BOSISTO,
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BOSIRTO, Mr. JOSEPH (continued)Railway Construction Bill, 1051, 1133, 1397,
1398, 1587, 1736, and 2169.
Railway Department-Balmain-street Crossing, 822; Colour Blindness, 857 ; Guards of
Passenger Trains, 1286 and 1596; Swanstreet Crossing, 1444.
Trade Unions Bill, 2035.
Vine Disease Act Amendment Bill, 2708 and
2946.
Wattle Planting, 171, 172, 288, and 1462.
Yarra Bend Lunatic Asylum, 1623.

Budget, The-Submitted by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen
in Committee of Supply, 435. First Night's
Debate-Mr. Berry,490; SirJohnO'Shanassy,
498; Mr. Pearson, 503; Mr. Fisher, 505;
Mr. Walsh, 507; Mr. Mirams, 507. Question by Mr. Munro, 563. Second Night's
Debate-Major Smith, 583; Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen,586. Third Night-Mr. Francis,
681. Fourth Night-Mr. Longmore, 844;
Mr. Walker, 846; Mr. Graves, 849. Fifth
Night-Mr.·Graves, 858; Mr. Wrixon, 861;
Mr. Carter, 865; Mr. Richardson, 870; Mr.
Zox, 873; Mr. Barr, 875; Mr. Hall, 876;
Mr. Pearson, 877; Mr. O'Callaghan, 878.
Sixth Night-Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 887;
Mr. Woods, 887; Mr. Laurens, 888; Mr.
Harper, 897; Mr. Fisher, 901; Mr. Kerferd,
903; Mr. Berry, 905; Mr. Mason, 910;
Mr. Francis, 912. Seventh Night-Mr. Dow,
946; Mr. Nimmo, 946; Mr. R. Clark, 949 ;
Mr. Williams, 950; Mr. Burrowes, 954;
Mr. Mirams, 955; Sir Bryan O'Loghlen,
963; Mr. Munro, 964; Mr. Wheeler, 966;
Mr. James, 967; Dr. Quick, 968; Mr.
Gardiner, 969; debate terminated, 970.
(See Public Finances; also Taxation and
Tobacco Duties Bill.)
Building Societies Act Amendment Bill-Brought
in by Mr. Munro, and read first time, 489 ;
second reading, 582; considered in committee, 582 and 742; read thirCl time, 838;
returned from Legislative Council with
amendments, 1099; amendments adopted,
1099.

Botanic (Melbourne) Gardens-Question by Mr.
Fisher, re carriage drive, 2935.
Bourke, East,- Representation of -Death of
Mr. Ramsay announced, 391; election of
Mr. Harper announced, 669; Mr. Harper
introduced and sworn, 669.
Bourke Police District-Question by Mr. Hunt,
524.
BOWMAN, Mr. ROBERT (!IIaryborough and Talbot)
AdministrationoftheLandLaw-ll0thSection
Reserves, 1406.
Budget, 703.
Carisbrook Post-office, 422.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2895.
Drawbacks, 135 and 136.
Governor's Speech, 295_
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2693.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 463.
Magistrates, 20.
Maryborough Water Trust, 296,728,732, 761,
and 762.
Mr. Elsdon, 141.
Mr. Patterson, 2693, 2838, and 2866.
Model Farm, 417.
Publicans' Licences-Special Districts, 487.
Railway Construction Bill, 1056, 1335, 1410,
. ]417, and 1602.
Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
840 and 2935; Appointment of Employes,
2838.
Sir John O'Shanassy, 482.
Spirits-Adulteration of Imported Spirits, 16 ;
Colonial Spirits, 838.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1257.

BURROWES, Mr. ROBERT, Minister of Mines
(Sandhurst)
'Amendment of the Regulation of Mines Statute, 2876.
Coal, 209 and 524.
Coburg Railway, 1060.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2807, 2842, and
2883.
Explosives, 447, 1795, 1848, and 1978.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2766.
Koo-wee-rup Swamp, 2291.
Land Dispute at Coomoora, 115i.
Miners' Lien Bill, 17.
Miners' Requirements, 761; Wages, 2549.
Mining at Sandhurst-Underground Surveys,
2065; No. 180 Claim, 2065 and 2145.
Mining Claim Damage, 823.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 1896, 2109, 2259, and 2609.
MiningLeases, 101, 102,951,952,954, and 1321.
Mining on Private Property Bill, 404.
.
Mining Statute-Regulations, 1263.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 746, 749, and 1429.
Order of Business-Land Bill v. Railway Bill,
1076.
Personal Explanation, 132.
Railway Construction Bill, 1334, 1392, 1417,
1603, 1685, 1739, 1814, 1855, 2013, and 2139.
Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
.
1273; Kensington Hill, 2504.
Regulation of Mines-Inspection of Mining
Machinery, 170; Engine-drivers, 2063.
Rent of Auriferous Land, 16.
Residence Areas,2183. '
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 738.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill, 404,
480, 659, and 660.
Water Supply-Spring Gully Reservoir, 7641;
Crusoe Reservoir, 1040.
.

Broken Creek Waterworks. (See Water Supply.)
BROPHY, Mr. DANIEL (Ballarat East)
Assurances of Personal Property, 2209.
Ballarat and Oreswick State Forest, 1480.
Betting and Gaming Houses Suppression Law
Amendment Bill, 1884.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1586.
Customs Seizures, 17.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 454 and
463.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1194.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1436.
Phrenix Foundry Company, 1322.
Postal Department-Senior Sorters, 1365.
Railway Construction Bill, 998, 1340, 1897,
1910, and 1912.
Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
1272; Goods Sheds-Warrenheip and Gordons line, 2098.
Telegraph Line Repairers, 2439.
'Wattle Planting, 1~61.
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Mr. :E. Ii. (Evelyn)
CorandelTk Aboriginal Station, 362.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1500.
Public Instruction-School at Yan Yean, 943.
Railway Construction Bill, 1681 and 1699.
Railway Time Tables, 2707.
Whittlesea Railway, 1570.

CAMERON,

Campbell, Mr. (J.P. )-Question by Mr. Longmore,
2335.
Camperdown Railway-Question by Mr. Long.
more, 524; by Mr. Anderson, 1285.
Carisbrook Post-office-Question by Mr. Bowman, 422.
Carlton Gardens-Question by Mr. Mason, 2115;
.
by Mr. Munro, 2233 and 2291; by Mr.
Anderson,2907. (See Parks and Gardens.)
Carlton Post-office-Question by Mr. Gardiner,
18 and 1402.
Carlton Quarry Holes-Question by Mr. Gardiner, 18 and 1402.
Carolin v. Sands-Subpoona to Clerk of Assembly to produce papers, 1032 and 1040.
Mr. G. D. (St. Kilda)
Budget, 865.
Ohristmas Holidays, 2914.
Commissioner of Titles, 858.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2893.
"Cup" Day, 2238.
Defence of the Colony, 1008.
Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 2942.
Inscribed Stock Bill, 2508 and 2510.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 451.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1182 and 1190.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2349 and 2425.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 1936, 1945, and 2706.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 571, 917, 922, 924, 1097, 1202, 1875,
1955, 1965, 2034, 2116, 2213, 2223, 2271,
2272, 2274, 2276, 2278,2376, 2378, 2383,
2386, 2441, 2449, 2523, 2524, 26.17, 2621,
2622, 2716, 2718, and 2918.
Mr. A. T. Clark, 880.
Order of Business, 1089, 1596, and 2187.
Parliament House-Electric Light, 1980;
Stone for West Front, 2414 and 2484.
Private Bills, 1798.
Public Finances, 2491.
Publio-houses-Special Districts, 482 and 484;
Inspectors, 2549.
Railway Ballast Contraots, 356 and 376.
Railway Construction Bill, 1420, 1422, 1590,
1594, 1630" 1636, 1639, and 1640.
Railway Department-Alterations on Suburban Lines, 1821; Loading Trucks, 2521.
Railway Extension-Elwood, 1623.
Royal Park-Sale of Experimental Farm, 247,
279, 404, 410, 412, and 418.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 734 and 737.
Temperance Processions-Rev. J. A. Dowie,
1928.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1251.
The Loan, 1977. .
Yan Yean Water Supply, 2490.

CARTER,

Caucuses-Subject referred to during debate on
Mr. Fincham's motion re administration of
the Railway department, 357.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill-Brought
in by Mr. Kerferd, and read first time, 1367 ;
second reading moved by Mr. Kerferd, 1579;
debated, 1579; debate adjourned, 1586.
Oerberus, The-Questions by Mr. Woods, 95 and
2375. (See Defence of the Colony.)
Chairman of Committees-Mr. Anderson, Acting
Chairman, 1031 and 1053.
CHAIRMAN of COMMITTEES (Mr. Cooper)Rulings of.
.
Allegation re "bribes," 1837; re "log-rolling,"
1899; that a member makes statements
" with the view of misleading the commit·
tee," 2901.
Amendment of clauses in Bills, 1774, 1779,
and 1785.
Amending the title of a Bill, 1774.
Denial of statements, 718, 843, 1241, and 1892.
Exclusion of strangers, 1819 and 1820.
Expenditure under loans - Railway works,
1106.
Interjections, 1127.
Marginal notes of clauses, 1395.
Mr. Keys, 1120.
Motions for adjournment of debate, 947 and
948; practice on resumption of debate,
1118; motions for adjournment proposed in
order to anticipate business on the notice·
paper, 2462.
Offensive language, 1748.
Personal explanations, 1052.
Proprieties of debate, 1128.
Railway Construction Bill, 982, 1002, 1048,
1050, 1133, 1305, 1324, 1377, 1378, 1395,
1591, 1636, 1639, 1640, 1671, 1690, 1737,
and 1819.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2288.
Reading of letters in debate, 2937.
Recommittal of Bills, 1639.
References in committee to proceedings in the
House, 951.
Reflections on a member, 2938.
Use of the term" dishonest," 1747.
Charitable Institutions-Questions by Mr. Zox,
re Mr. Neal's reports, 17 and 1476; return
ordered, on motion of Mr. Mirams, 2190.
(See Ballarat Benevolent Asylum; also!l1 elbourne Hospital.)
Chinese, The-Question by Mr. McKean, re
poll-tax, 422; by Mr. Woods, re prevention
of Chinese immigration, 1571.
Christmas Holidays-Question by Mr. Munro,
2549; motion by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, that
the House at its rising on December 21
adjourn until Tuesday, 9th January, notice
of, 2875; motion submitted, 2908 ; amendment by Mr. Francis, that the adjournment
be until 13th February, 2908; subject debated, 2908; amendment carried, 2915-16 ;
question by Mr. Anderson, 2916.
Cigar Manufacture-Licence Fees-Question by
Mr. Hall, 320.
Civil Service. (See Public Service.)

Casting Vote of the Speaker-On Mr. Mason's
motion for second reading of Legal Pro. fession Bill, 1429.
. Catalpa Tree-Question by Sir John O'Shanassy,
2636.

Mr. A. T. (Williamstown)
Budget, 710 and 879.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1584•
Council Elections, 2521.

CLARK,
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CLARK, Mr. A. T. (continued)Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1198.
Defence of the Colony, 806 and 1003.
Deposit of Silt, 1503, 1505, and 1508.
Dredging Operations, 369 and 1623.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2756 and 2856.
Letters read by Members, 763.
Malting Barley in Bond, 760.
Melbourne Harbour Trust-Purchase of Plant,
562; Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment Bill, 1437 and 1936.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1430.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1492, 1499, and 1587.
Parliament Buildings-Telephone Communication, 2870.
Pilot Loiseau, 976 and 1194.
Political Assassinations in Ireland, 206.
Public Service, 2042.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 147, 357, and 370.
Railway Construction Bill, 1111, 1121, 1594,
1643, 1704, and 2169.
Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
840; Free Passes, 842; Prosecution for Libel,
Wright v. Driscoll, 853; Manufacture of
Locomotives, 1228.
Railway Employes Bill, 1489.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2282.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 789.
Williamstown Breakwater, 1476.
CLARK, Mr. ROBERT (Sandhurst)
Betting and Gaming Houses Suppression Law
Amendment Bill, 1884.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1581.
Council Electoral Rolls, 667 and 2033.
Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) Bill, 1891.
Creswick Minillg Disaster, 2842 and 2883.
Education Commission, 59 and 135.
Explosives, 447.
Governor's Speech, 248.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2818.
H.M.S. Nelson, 2491.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 548 and
553.
Kerang R.o'tilway, 2463.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 924.
Mining at Sandhurst, 2146.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2110.
Mining Regulations, 1263.
Mining Surveyors, 2065.
Mr. Elsdon, 59.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 745 and 1436.
Municipal Endowment, 1646.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front,
2114.
Party Squabbles, 1366.
Railway Construction Bill, 997, 1307, 1409,
1410, 1417, 1641, 1686, 1693, 1707, 1852,
1854, 1907, 1908, 1912, 2010, 2013, 2021,
2102, 2107, 2138, 2141, and 2142.
Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
57, 838, 1263, 1266, 1270, 1273, 1429, . and
1518.
Railway Extension-Sandhurst to Heathcote,
2034.
Regulation of Mines-Engine-drivers, 2064.
Residence Areas, 2183.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 736.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill, 480,
659, and 660.
Sandhurst Water Supply, 2184.

CLARK, Mr. ROBERT (continued)- .
Standing Orders Committee's Report, 940.
Tea Act Regulations, 1423.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1170
Tobacco Duties, 949.
Trade Unions Bill, 591 and 1575.
Unparliamentary Expressions, 947.
Votes on Account, 2504.
Water Conservation, 2096.
CLARK, Mr. W. M. (Footscrag)
Boiler Inspection, 631.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 365.
Explosives, 20 and 1954.
Governor's Speech, 289.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 1097.
.
.
Mrs. Harriet Norgate, 2065 and 2115.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front,
2414 and 2478.
Police, 420; Constable Corbett, 1768.
Public Instruction- Administration of the
Education Department, 434; School at
Brooklyn, 564; Pupil Teachers, 695.
Railway Brakes, 16.
Railway Department-Ford Board, 135.
Clerk, The Late. (See Barker, Mr. John.)
. Cliffy Island Light-house - Question by ~.
Orkney, 2522.
Closed Roads. (See Roads, Closed.)
Coal-Question by Mr. Williams, 289; by Mr.
Mason, 524.
Coburg Railway-Question by Mr. Cook, re deviation, 857 and 1036; statement by Mr.
Cook, 1037; discussion thereon, 1037;
question by Mr. Patterson, 1058; statement
by Mr. Patterson, 1058; discussion thereon,
1059; question by Mr. Blackett, 1359;
by Mr. Laurens, 1570.
.
Codification-Question by Dr. Quick, 17. (See
Judicature Bill.)
Coliban Water Supply. (See Water Supply.)
Collingwood Electoral Registrar-Question by
Mr. McKean, 694.
Colour Blindness. (See Railway Department.)
Committees (permanent)-Appointed, 326. .
Committees (select) - Appointed - Governor's
Speech, 318; Attempted Assassination of
the Queen, 324; Administration of the
Railway Department, 390; Elections and
Qualifications, 561; Old Colonists' Association Bill, 565; Parliament House-Stone
for West Front, 745; Sandhurst Lands
Vesting Bill, 917 ; Melbourne Tramway and
Omnibus Company's Bill, 1099; Compensation to Geelong Vignerons, 1274; Conference with Legislative Council, re Council
Electors Bill, 1383; Yea Railway, 1492;
War in Egypt-Address to the Queen, 176_9.
Companies Statute Amendment Bill-Brought
in by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, and read first
time,9.
.
(S~e
Conference with Legislative Council.
Council Electors Bill.)
CONNOR, Mr. J. H. (Geelong)-Introduoed and
sworn, 8.
Agricultural College, 2538 and 2876.
" Cup" Day, 2235.
Despatch of Business, 2189.
Disease in Vines, 752.
Forest Conservation, 1482.
Governor's Speech, 13.
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Mr. J. H. (continued)International Fisheries Exhibition, 975.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 620.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2258 and 2533.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 834.
Public Instruction-Military Drill, 1795.
Railway Construction Bill, 987, 1057, 1132,
1284, 1299, 1302, 1642, 1675, 1742, 1850,
1862, 1894, and 1910.
Reserves, 423.
Tree Planting in State School Reserves, 320.
Water Supply to Geelong, 1629 and 2901.
Wattle Planting, 1461.

CONNOR,

ConuolidatedRevenue (£1,038,450) Bill-Brought
in by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, and passed
through all its stages, 820.
Consolidated Revenue (£825,000) Bill-Brought
in by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, and passed
through all its stages, 1629-30.
Consolidated Revenue (£653,785) Bill-Brought
in by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, and passed
through all its stages, 2505.
Comrolidated Revenue (£640,000) Bill-Brought
in by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, and passed
.
through all its stages, 2925.
··Contagious Diseases Hospital-Question by Mr.
Barr, 95.
Mr. W. M. (East Bourke Boroughs)
Coburg Railway, 857, 1036, 1040, and 1062.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 2623.
Railway Construction Bill, 1393 and 1859.

. COOK,

.

Mr. THOMAS (Creswick)
Budget, 705.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1585.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2877 and 2898.
Forest Conservation, 1481.
Governor's Speech, 297.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2657.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 2523.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Vali·
dating Bill, 2259.
.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1432.
Personal Explanation, 94.
Private Members' Business, 1799.
Public Instruction-Deep Creek School, 324;
Allandale, 2234.
Railway Construction Bill, 2080.
Sandhurst Public Buildin s Sites Bill, 481.
9
(See Ohairman of Committees.)

: COOPER,

Cora.nderrk Aboriginal Station. (See Aborigines. )
Counoil Eleotions-Question by Mr. A. T. Clark,
2521; by Mr. Mason, 2544. (See Electoral
Provinces. )
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment BillQuestion by Dr. Quick, 58; Bill received
from Legislative Council, ap.d read first time,
796; passed through remaining stages, 10418; ,Governor's message intimating the reo
servation of the Bill for the signification of
the Queen's pleasure thereon, 1148.
Council Electoral Rolls-Question by Mr. Rich·
ardson, 563; statement by Mr. Grant, 563;
question by Mr. Wrixon, 563; by Mr. Berry,.
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Council Electoral Rolls (continued)630; statement by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen,
631; question by Mr. Deakin, 662; further
statement by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 662;
discussion thereon, 663; motion by Mr. Barr
for return, proposed and withdrawn, 764;
question by Mr. Fisher, 1569; by Mr. Gar·
diner, 1927; by Mr. Mirams, 2033; return
ordered, on motion of Mr. Barr, 2335; pro·
duced, 2463.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) BillMotion by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen for leave
to introduce, 1028; debated, 1028; agreed
to, 1031; Bill brought in, and passed through
all its stages, 1031; returned from Legisla.
tive Council with amendments, 1148; amend·
ments considered, 1195; disagreed with,
1201; message from Legislative Council in·
sisting on amendments, 1365; motion by
Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, for a conference w~th
the Legislative Council, 1383; debated, 1383;
agreed to, 1384; message from Legislative
Council intimating agreement to a" free
conference," 1402; statement by Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen as to result of conference, 1483;
motion by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen for consider.
ing Council's amendments, 1543; debated,
1546; carried, 1568; disagreement with
Council's amendments not insisted on, 1569.
Council Supplementary Rolls .(1882) Bill-Re·
ceived from Legislative Council, and read
first time, 1867; second reading moved by
Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 1887; debated by Mr.
Wrixon, 1888; Mr. Berry, 1888; Mr. R.
Clark, 1891; debate adjourned, 1892; reo
sumed by Mr. Deakin, 1932; continued by
Mr. Fisher, 1932; Mr. Pearson, 1933; Bill
read second time, 1934; considered in com·
mittee, 1934; rea~ third time, 1935; amend·
ments recommended by the Governor agreed
to, 2014.
Counsel heard at the bar of the House. (See
Melbourne Hm'bour Trust Act Amendment
Bill.)
Count Out-During discussion in committee on
Railway Construction Bill, 1821.
·County Court Judges Bill-Received from Legis.
lative Council, and read first time, 669.
County Court Judgments. (See Intercolonial
Reciprocity.)
Cowie's Creek Station Reserve-Statement by
Mr. Rees, 1715.
Creswick Mining 'Disaster-Question by Mr.
James, 2807; by Mr. R. Clark, 2842; by
Major Smith, 2842; motion by Mr. Cooper,
in favour of grant of £1,000 to head a
national subscription, 2877; seconded by
Mr. Richardson, 2878; debated by Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen, 2879; Mr. Mirams, 2880; Sir
John O'Shanassy, 2881; Mr. James, 2882;
Mr. Burrowes, 2883; Mr. R. Clark, 2883;
Major Smith, 2884; Mr. McIntyre, 2885;
Mr. Longmore, 2885; Dr. Madden, 2885; Mr.
Zox, 2887; Mr. Berry, 2887; Mr. Gillies,
2888; Mr. Patterson, 2889; Mr. Kerferd,
2889; Mr. Wheeler, 2890; Mr. Pearson,
2891; Mr. Carter, 2893; Mr. Barr, 2894;
Mr. Fisher, 2895; Mr. Bowman, 2895; Mr.
Francis, 2896; Mr. Nimmo, 2896; Mr.
Williams, 2896; Mr. McColl, 2897; Mr.
Macgregor, 2897; Mr. Munro, 2897; Mr.
Laurens, 2898; debate adjourned, 2898.
(See Victo1'ian Order of Merit.)
Criminal Appeals-Question by Mr. Fisher, 135.
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Criminal Law and Practice Statute Amendment
Bill-Brought in by Dr. Madden, and read
first time, 838.
Crown Cross Reef-Statement by Mr. Woods,
1979.

DEAKIN, Mr. ALFRED (continued)-=Governor's Speech, 263.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2758 and 2826.
Irish Question - Conduct of Members, 54:4
and 623.
Irrigation-Bacchus Marsh, 823, 886, and
1065.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 400, 2204, 2593, 2608, and 2706.
Mail Contracts-Myrniong and Blackwood,

CUNNINGHAM, Mr. GEORGE (Geelong)
Disease in Vines, 2544.
Fire Brigades Demonstration at Sydney, 2010.

857.

"Cup" Day, The - Motion by Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen, for the adjournment of the
House over "Cup" Day, 2234; debated,
2235; carried, 2238.
Custom-house-Offices of Inspector of StockStatement by Mr. McColl, 219; by Mr.
Graves, 222; further statement by Mr.
McColl, 321; statement by Mr. Walker,
321.
Customs Department-Question by Mr. Brophy,
re saJe of seizures; 17; by Mr. Mirams, 96;
by Major Smith, re bond at Ballarat, 96;
by Mr. Bowman, re drawbacks, 135; by
Mr. Laurens, re revenue returns, 172 and
246; by Sir John O'Shanassy, re returns of
imports and exports, 471; by Mr. ·Wheeler,
re duty paid in error, 763; by Mr. Hall, 1'e
importation of stereotype, 943; by Mr.
Duffy, re duty on show cattle, 1262; motion
by Mr. Anderson for select committee, 1'e
fine imposed on Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1492;
debated, 1493; withdrawn, 1499; renewed,
1586; debate adjourned, 1587; question by
Mr. Zox, re shed protection, 1926; re dutiable goods from Sydney, 2114; by Mr.
Tucker, re extra weigher, 2935.

Manied Women's Property Act Amendment
Bill,2038.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 829.
Ministry-" Stone-walling" Public Business,
1366.
Order of Business, 1067, 1090, and 2186.
Personal Explanation, 351 and 2706.
Pleuro-pneumonia, 2098.
Police, 1229 and 1262.
Privilege--Dr. Madden and the Age, 1351.
Public Instruction-School at Ascot Vale, 59;
Erection of School Buildings, 1629.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 148,347,380,389,
and 643.
Railway Construction Bill, 997, 1125, 1384,
1521, 1591, 1637, 1826, and 1839.
Railway Department-Heroism of a Gatekeeper's Daughter, 420; Accident at Murrumbeena, 469; Essendon Trains, 669;
Station Omnibuses, 669 ; Overcrowding of
Cattle Trucks, 1146; Eight Hours System,
1267; Buffers, 2113 and 2582; Gisborne
Station, 2205; Kensington and Newmarket
Stations, 2375.
Reading of Letters in Debate, 2712.
Sir Charles Mac Mahon and Mr. Bent, 2839.
Sunbury Lunatic Asylum-Mr. Baldwin's
Dismissal, 1447, 1452, 1457, 1475, and 1541.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1253.
Water Conservation Act Amendment Bill,
2096.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1381.

Daly, Alfred-Case of-Question by Mr. Zox,
1542.
DAVIES, Mr. D. M. (G1'enville)
Dr. Edward Barker, 1954.
Forest Conservation, 1480.
Governor's Speech, 177.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 615.
Medical Act-Prescriptions, 662.
Police Stations, 669.
Public Instruction- Administration of the
Education Department, 178 and 210; _Mr.
Millar, 420 and 523.
Railway Construction Bill, 1900.
Railway Porters, 1622.
Rokewood Petty Sessions, 174.
Scarsdale Railway, 20.
Sebastopol and Durham Leads, 173.
Vaccination, 629 and 1058.

Debate. (See Letters, Reading oj.)
Debentures, Numbering- Questions by Mr.
Anderson, 1542.
Defence of the Colony-Government proposals
stated in Budget speech, 440; question by
Sir John O'Shanassy, 490 ; by Mr. Woods,
733 ; statement by Mr. Woods, 794 ; discussion thereon, 794; subject discussed in
Committee of Supply, 799; question by Mr.
Woods, 1003; subject debated on motion
for adjournment of the House, 1003-27;
question by Mr. Blackett, re command of
naval forces, 1321; announcement by the
Speaker of receipt of letter from General
W. N. Hutchinson on the subject of torpedo
defence, 2520. (See Cerberus, Tlte; also

Days of Sitting-Appointed, 325.
DEAKIN, Mr. ALFRED (W. Bow'he)
Administration of the Land Law-Alleged
Dummy Cases, 1293.
Bacchus Marsh Railway, 2738.
Bacchus Marsh Rifle Club, 1977.
Budget, 703.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1581.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 134, 278, 360,
and 361.
Council Electoral Rolls, 662.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1031, 1197, 1200, 1383, and 1546.
Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) Bill,
1932.
SES. 1882.-b

Volunteer Force.)

Dentists Registration Bill-Brought in by Mr.
L. L. Smith, and read first time, 1296.
Despatches from Secretary of State for the
Colonies-Presented by command, 796;
transmitted by the Governor, 1475 and
2180.
Diamond Drills-Return ordered, on motion of
Mr. "Woods, 2053; produced, 2101.
Disease. (See Expiring Laws Continuation Bill;
also Vines, Disea8e in.)
Diseases in Animals Bill-Brought in by Mr. L.
L. Smith, and read first time, 404.
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Divisions-In Committee (c6ntinued)amendment re vVandong and Sandhurst
line, 1689; on Mr. Munro's amendment re
Koo-wee-rup Swamp (Railway Construction
Bill), 1785 and 1838; re railway from Wandong to Sandhurst, 1852; to Elmore, 1857 ;
from Coburg to Craigieburn, 1864; re
Scarsdale and Beeac, 1907; on Sir John.
O'Shanassy's amendment to substitute
" £4,000,000" for "£7,817,220" in clause
2 of Loans Redemption Bill, 2433.
Divorce, Petitions for-Question by Dr. Quick,
1174.
Dog Act Amendment Bill-Question by Mr.
Dow, 976; by Mr. Kerferd, 2010 and 2114 ;
Bill brought in, and read first time, 2146.
Dookie Farm-Question by Mr. McKean, 1979.

Divisions-In full House-Re address in reply
to Governor's speech, 317; re Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen's motion for select committee to
inquire into administration of Railway
department, 387; on Mr. Francis' amendment (the previous question) to Mr. Patterson's motion re Irish question, 561 ; on Mr.
Berry's proposition re Irish question, 624;
on second reading of Melbourne Tramway
and Omnibus Company's Bill, 837; on Mr.
Gardiner's motion for adjournment of debate
on consideration of Standing Orders Committee's report, 942; on Sir Bryan O'Loghlen's amendment to motion for referring
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's Bill to a select committee, 1099; on
Mr. Levien's motion for select committee
re compensation to Geelong vignerons,
1274; on Mr. Mason's motion for second
reading of Legal Profession Bill, 1429 ; on
Mr. R. Clark's motion re claims of Mr. E.
H. Hargreaves, 1436 ; 1'e Council's amendments in Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill, 1568 and 1569 ; on Mr. Mirams'
proposition for renewing excise duty on
beer, 1627; 1'e Mining Companies' Calls and
Forfeitures Validating Bill, 1849; on second
reading of Betting and Gaming Houses
Suppression Law Amendment Bill, 1884; on
second reading of Council Supplementary
Rolls (1882) Bill, 1934; on Mr. Richardson's
motion for recommittal of the Railway
Construction Bill, 2029; on Mr. Berry's
proposal re sale of Koo-wee-rup Swamp,
2077 ; on Mr. Fisher's proposal re limit of
deviation-railway construction, 2108; re
report of select committee on Melbourne
Tramway and Omnibus Company's Bill,
2116, 2117, 2220, 2223, 2270, 2273, 2276,
2279, 2440, 2441, 2531, and 2719; re
Sandhurst and Axedale Railway-R,;1.ilway
Construction Bill, 2141; on Mr. Wrixon's
clauses for determining order of constructing
new lines, 2170; on Mr. Hall's proposal for
repeal of tea duty, 2494; on Mr. Gillies'
motion for the adjournment of the House
re railway collision at Hawthorn, 2703 ; on
Sir Bryan O'Loghlen's amendment (the
previous question) to Mr. Munro's motion
re same subject, 2870; on Mr. Cooper's
motion re mining disaster at Creswick,
2898; re adjournment of the House for the
Christmas holidays, 2915 and 2916.
Divisions-In Committee-On vote on account
for the Railway department, 733; on Mr.
Laurens' motion for reporting progress
during debate on the Budget, 879; on Sir
Bryan O'Loghlen's proposal for continuing
the excise duties on tobacco, 970; on Mr.
Officer's motion for reporting progress during
discussion on Koroit line-Railway Construction Bill, 1053; re Brighton and Picnic
Point Railway, 1131; on Mr. Berry's amendment to add the words "of Victorian manufacture only" to 1st item (£100,000 for
rolling-stock) of schedule to Temporary
Advances (Railways) Bill, 1260; re railway
to Swan Hill, 1376, 1377, 1378, 1714, 1715,
and 1909; re railway from Lancefield to
Kilmore, 1387; from North Sandridge to
Yarra Mouth, 1393; on Sir John O'Shanassy's amendment re Koroit line, 1678;
on Mr. Wheeler's amendment 1'e Creswick
and Daylesford line, 1681 ; on Mr. Gillies'

Dow, Mr. J, L. (Kara Kara)
Budget, 946.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 246, 360, 363,
367, and 885.
Dog Act Amendment Bill, 976.
Governor's Speech, 240.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
1074.
Lands Department--James O'Donoghue's Selection, 369 and 421; Land at Yawong, 1065;
Model Farm, 414; Beazley'S Bridge, 1229
and 1403.
Police-Promotions, 2932.
Privilege-The Age, 2780.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 358.
Railway Construction Bill, 1391, 1409, 1598,
1640, 1682, 1701, 1703, 1773, 1849, and 1851.
Railway Department-Vote for Contingencies,
733; Prosecution for Libel, Wright v. Driscoll, 856; Cope Cope Station, 1793; Free
Passes, 1848; Darkbonee Station, 2033
and 2934; Emu Station, 2144; Swanwater
Station, 2521 ; Wheat Shipments and Wharf
Accommodation, 2581.
Rifle Clubs, 1623 and 1678.
State School at New Bendigo, 885.
Water Conservation, 2090, 2146, and 2437.
Wattle Planting, 1462.
Totalisator, 482.
Dowie, Rev. J. A.-Proceedings of-Statements
by Mr. Mason during debate on local option
question, 1876 ; on motion for the adjournment of the House, 1927; discussion thereon,
1928.
Dredging Operations-Questions by Mr. A. T.
Clark, 369 and 1623. (See M elbourneHarbour
Trust. )

Mr. J. GAVAN (Dalhousie)
Administration of the Land Law-Alleged
Dummy Cases, 1289.
Bailiwicks Boundaries Act Amendment Bill,
1099, 1264, 1425, and 1586.
Blue Mountain Road, 2064.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 360.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
1042.
"Cup" Day, 2235.
Customs Department-Duty on Show Cattle,
1262,
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2690.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 450,451,
538, 540, and 554.
Lands Department-Defalcations, 423.
Legal Profession Bill, 1265 and 1426.

DUFFY,
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Mr. J. GAVAN (cont-inued)Lodgers' Interests Protection Bill, 742.
. Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 920 and 1097.
Motions for Adjournment of Debate, 940 and
1970.
Parliamentary Costs-Taxing Officer, 2181.
Parliament House-Electric Bells, 323.
Political Assassinations in Ireland, 208.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 141.
Railway Construction Bill, 1110, 1119, 1282,
1378, 13S5, 1395,1408, 1599, 1776,1823, and
2080.
Railway Department-Colour Blindness, 56.
Railway Extension to Heathcote, 694.
Reflections on the Catholic Church, 2867 and
2869.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 741.
Sir Charles Mac Mahon and Mr. Bent, 2838.
Small-pox, 136.
Standing Orders Committee's Report, 940.
Trade Unions Bill, 1577.
Wills Statute Amendment Bill, 742.
Yea Railway, 1490 and 1570.

DUFFY,

Dynamite.

(See Explosives.)

Eastern Hill (Tank) Reserve-Question by Mr.
Langridge, 734.
Education. (See Public Instruction.)
Egyptian War-Question by Mr. Zox, re bombardment of Alexandria, 1027; announcement by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen re victory of
Tel-el-Kebir, 1745; motion by Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen for select committee to prepare
address of congratulation tothe Queen, 1769;
agreed to, 1769; address brought up and
adopted, 1769; Governor's message notifying
transmission of address, 1848; despatch
from Secretary of State acknowledging receipt of address, 2458.
Elections and Qualifications Committee Speaker's warrant produced, 561.
Electoral Law, Amendment of-Statements by
Mr. Wrixon, 634; by Mr. Mirams: 634; by
Mr. Williams, lll6; question by Mr. James,
1717.
Electoral Provinces-Question by Mr. Langdon,
re polling places, 1645; statement by Mr.
Grant, 1645; discussion thereon, 1645. (See
Council Elections.)
Electoral Registrars-Question by Mr. Barr, re
Majorca, 174; by Mr. Wheeler, re Glenlyon,
793.
Electors' Rights--Question by Mr. Richardson,
591.
Elsdon, Mr.-Caseof-Subjectdebatedonmotion
for address in reply to Governor's speech,
38, 106, 153,196,252,302, and 314; question
by Mr. R. Clark, 59; by Mr. Richardson,
245; statement by Mr. Bent, 252 and 281.
(See Railwa.'1 Ballast Oontracts.)
Employes in Shops Commission-Question by
Major Smith, 447; by Mr. Gardiner, 592 ;
statement by Major Smith, 592 and 2100;
question by Mr. Mason, 2100; by Dr.
Quick, 2707 ; statement by Major Smith,
2707; by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 2707.
Engine Drivers. (See M'ines, Regulation oj.)
Estimates brought down-Estimates of revenue
and expenditure for the financial year, 435.
E,:ans v. tlte Queen-Papers ordered the previous
session, produced, 9.
Excise Duties. (See Tobacco Duties Bill.)

Exhibition Building-Question by Mr. Zox, 1032;
by Mr. Kerferd, 1032.
Expiring Laws Continuation Bill-Question by
Mr. Orkney, re interim Land Bill, 2738;
Governor's message brought down, 2907;
considered in committee, 2920; resolution
for an appropriation agreed to, 2920; reported aud adopted, 2920; Bill brought in,
aud read first time, 2920; second reading,
2920-2; considered in committee, 2922 and
2935; read third time, 2944.
Explosives-Questions by Mr. W. M. Clark, re
Footscray, 20 and 1954; statement by Mr.
Berry, re "dangerous arrangements connected with the storage in the Bay of dynamite and other explosives," 393; question
by Mr. Harris, re dynamite explosion at
Prahran, 422; by Mr. R. Clark, re recommendations of Explosives Board, 447; by
Mr. Bosisto, 1285; by Mr. Zox, re prohibition of dynamite importations, 1477;
statement by Mr. Graves, 1477; question
by Dr. Quick, re Sandhurst dynamite magazine, 1795; by Mr. Blackett, re regulations
as to importation, 1848; by Mr. McColl, re
use of dynamite in mines, 1978.
Factories Act-Question by Mr. Zox, 2101; by
Major Smith, 2809. (See Employes in Shops
Commission. )
Factories and Workshops Bill-Question by Mr.
vValsh, 886.
Falls Bridge, New-Question by Mr. Macgregor,
2876.
Federal Bank of Australia-Questions by Mr.
Pearson, 1424 and 1459.
Federal Union of Australia-Motion by Mr.
Munro, in favour of conference of representatives from the Governments of all the
Australian colonies, re federal union, 1646;
debated by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 1650; Mr.
Berry, 1653; Sir John O'Shanassy, 1655;
Major Smith, 1656; Mr. Walker, 1657;
Dr. Quick, 1659; Mr. Harper, 1660; Mr.
Woods, 1663; Mr. Mirams, 1666; Dr.
Madden, 1668; Mr. Wrixon, 1670; debate
adjourned, 1671; resumed by Mr. Wrixon,
2039; continued by Mr. Zox, 2040; Mr.
Nimmo, 2040 ; debate adjourned, 2040 and
2380-2.
Finance. (See Public Finances.)
Mr. G. R. (Ballarat West)
Ballarat and Creswick State Forest, 1479.
Christmas Holidays, 2915.
Governor's Speech, 126.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2690.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 921.
Miners' Lien Bill, 17.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2111.
Mr. Bent, 1894 and 1895.
Personal Explanations, 361, 1895, and 1896.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 129, 137, 138, 140,
151, 320, 327, 359, 370, 380, 390, and 635.
Railway Construction Bill, 1694, 1894, 1896,
and 2106.
Railway Department-Howard-street (Ballarat) Crossing, 94; Ararat Line, 94,: Eight
Hours System, 1266; Sunday Trains, 1793 ;
Kensington-hill Purchase, 2375; Locomotives, 2809.
Railway Rolling-stock, 15 and 16.

FINCHAM,
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Mr. G. R. (continued)Railway "\Vorkshops, 1511.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1172.
Timber Reserves-Land at Wombat, 2932.

Mr. JOHN (continued)Private Bills, 1797, 1969, and 1983.
Privilege-The Age, 2777.
Publicans' Licences-Special Districts, 486,
744, and 1113.
Public Instruction-School at Capel's Cross·
ing, 279; St. Kilda, 370; Administration of
the Education Department, 429; School at
Macorna, 469; Cohuna, 564; Bear's Lagoon,
564; Durham Ox, &c., 885.
Pyramid Creek Reserve, 482.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 648.
Railway Construction Bill, 1112, 1301, 1303,
1308, 1339, 1377, 1378, 1413, 1422, 1539,
1598, 1602, 1640, 1688, 1690, 1773, 1778,
1785, 1852, 1908, 2012, 2023, 2074, 2084,
2105, 2107, 2108, 2140, and 2142.
Railway Department·- Donoghue's Conduct,
591; Prosecution for Libel, W"ight v. Dris·
coli, 853.
Rev. J. A. Dowie, 1930.
SaLdhurst Mining Leases, 1321.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill, 480,
582, and 659.
Serpentine Weir, 16, 133, and 468.
Sessional Arrangements- Private Members'
Business, 325 and 1981.
Standing Orders Committee's Report, 935.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1243.
Trade Unions Bill, 1575 and 1577.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 788;
Loans to Local Bodies, 1487.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1381.
Yea Railway, 1492.

FISHER,

Fire Brigades-Question by Mr. Langridge, 2010.
Fires in Public Buildings-Questions by Mr.
Zox,470.
Mr. JOHN (Mmldurang)
Administration of the Land Law-Alleged
Dummy Cases, 1290 and 2100.
· Asking Questions, 1033.
· Bailiwicks Boundaries Act Amendment Bill,
1264.
Betting and Gaming Houses Suppression Law
Amendment Bill, 1425, 1877, 1884, and 1886.
Budget, 505, 702, 724, and 901.
Carriage Drive through the Botanic-gardens,
2935.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1583.
Christmas Holidays, 2915.
Closed Roads, 2042.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 361.
Council Electoral Rolls, 634, 664, and 1569.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1030, 1197, 1199, 1200, 1383, 1384, and
1549.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
1043, 1041, and 1046.
· .Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) Bill, 1932
and 1934.
· .Creswick Mining Disaster, 2895.
Criminal Appeals, 135.
· "Cup" Day, 2235.
Defence of the Colony, 817 and 1023.
Dr. Edward Barker, 1950.
Eight Hours System, 1272.
Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 2922 and 2942.
Governor's Speech, 70.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2689, 2753, and
2823.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 555 and
619.
Judge Skinner, 562.
Judicature Bill, 630.
Kerang Post-office, 1489.
Kerang Railway, 17,470,488, and 1570.
Married Women's Property Act Amendment
Bill, 1425 and 2037.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 1943.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 578, 920, 923, 926, 928, 1808, 1870,
1955, 1984, 2117, 2223, 2270, 2273, 2278,
2377, 2379, 2382, 2386, 2439, 2440, 2442,
2447, 2449, 2616, 2622, and 2918.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2109.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 746.
Mr. James McLean, 1437 and 2942.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1498.
Motions for the Adjournment of the House,
2462.
North-Western Canal, 489.
Order of Business, 2189.
Parliamentary Costs-Taxing Officer, 2181.
Police-Accommodation at Durham Ox, 482
and 887 ; Petty Sessions Prosecutions, 629;
Alleged Illegal Arrest, 634.
Police Courts-Kerang, 564; Gunbower, 669.
Police Magistrates, 20.
Political.Assassinations in Ireland, 207.

FISHER,

Fitzroy Post-office-Question by Mr. Blackett,
764; by Mr. Tucker, 2438 and 2934.
Flowerdale-Question by Mr. Hunt, 1519.
Footscray Powder Magazine-Question by Mr.
"\Voods, 470.
Forests-Question by Mr. 'Williams, re Gun·
bower, 1285; statement by Major Smith,
1'e closing of Ballarat and Creswick State
forest, 1477; by Mr. C. Young, 1478; discussion thereon, 1479; question by Mr.
Barr, re destruction of ironbark trees, 2808.
(See State Pm'ests Bill; also Land Law,
Administration of.)
Mr. J. G. ( Warrnambool)
Budget, 563, 681, 696, 704, 708, 711, 714, 879,
and 912.
Christmas Holidays, 2908.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2896.
" Cup" Day, 2237.
Defence of the Colony, 805.
Disputed Votes, 819.
Governor's Speech, 15 and 254.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2700, 2746, and
2804.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 528, 547,
549, 551, 552, 560, 592, 595, 623, and 624.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2203.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2312, 2366, 2394, 2457,
and 2511.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 1942.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 929.
Mr. W. J. Clarke, 980.
Mr. Longmore, 1355.
Mr. McColl, 218.
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Mr. J. G. (continued)Order of Business-Land Bill v. Railway Bill,
1081.
Parliamentary Costs-Taxing Officer, 2182.
Political Assassinations in Ireland, 204.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 641.
Railway Construction Bill, 1130, 1377, 1472,
1517, 1524, 1612, 1614, 1618, 1644, 1671,
1691, 1758, 1774, 1789, 1791, and 2143.
Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
841; Steel Rails and Fishplates, 1539.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2285
and 2288.
Statute of Trusts Amendment Bill, 2720.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1216 and
1255.
Tobacf!o Duties, 870.
Trade Unions Bill, 1577.
Western Ports-Harbour Improvements, 2100
and 2183.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1382 and 1538.
Yea Railway, 1492.

Mr. JOHN (continued)Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 569, 919, 932, 1095, 1098, 1959, 2220,
2271,2272,2275, 2385,2447, 2622, 2718, and
2920.
Mrs. Julia Gordon, 2016.
Model Farm, 417.
Newspaper Paragraphs, 1355.
Order of Business, 2189.
Private Bills, 1970.
Privilege-The Age, 2787.
Public Instruction--Schools at North Carlton,
2269, 2388, and 2412.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 385.
Railway Construction Bill, 997, 1053, 1055,
1131, 1132, 1389, 1391, 1535, 1539, 1603,
1607, 1618, 1638, 1694, 1705, and 1859.
Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
1271; Special Train to Mount Difficult,
2034 and 2269.
Railway 'Yorks-Expenditure under Loans,
1446.
Rev. J. A. Dowie, 1931.
Standing Orders Committee's Report, 941 and
942.
University Reserve, 58, 395, and 1262.
Vaccination, 2788 and 2876.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 791 ;
Northern Plains, 2097.
Wattle Planting, 1464.

FRANCIS,

GARDINER,

Mr. SIMON (Rodne.1J)
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
1047.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
. 1031.
"Cup" Day, 2235.
Despatch of Business, 2185.
Expenditure under Loans-Railway Rollingstock, 1106 and 1109.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2687 and 2753.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 549.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
1073.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1182.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2462.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 925, 2121, 2442, and 2617.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front,
2482.
Railway Construction Bill, 1050, 1055, 1121,
1123, 1134, 1327, 1387, 1465, 1473, 1518,
1529, 1595, 1598, 1604, 1643, 1685, 1691,
1692, 1712, 1739, 1750, 1779, 1813, 1814,
and 1854.
Railway Department-Wool Rates, 95; Vote
for Contingencies, 733; Brakes, 1440; Kensington-hill Purchase, 2375 and 2504.
Reading of Letters in Debate, 2714.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 731;
Loans to Local Bodies, 1487.
Wattle Planting, 1463.

FRASER,

Geary, Mr. Joseph-Case of-Question by Major
Smith, 2289; statement by Mr. Grant, 2289;
discussion thereon, 2290; papers ordered,
on motion of Major Smith, 2291; produced,
2408 and 2521; questions by Major Smith,
2335, 2438, and 2706; by Dr. Quick, 2504;
by Mr. Richardson, 2549.
Geelong District Vine Disease Act Amendment
Bill. (See Vine Disease Act Amendment
Bill.)

Geelong, Representation of-Death of Mr. Kernot
announced, 8; election of Mr. Connor
announced, 8; Mr. Connor introduced and
sworn, 8.
General Sessions - Message from Legislative
Council requesting concurrence in an address
to the Governor, for the court of general
sessions for the central bailiwick to be
held at Alexandra, 2335; motion for concun'ing in the address proposed and agreed
to, 2944.

Mr. JAMES (Mornington) .
Railway Construction Bill, 1134, '1274, 1284,
and 2076.
.

GIBB,

Mr. JOHN (Carlton)
Budget, 969.
Carlton Post-office, 18, 972, 1402, 1619, and
1629.
Carlton Quarry Holes, 18 and 1402.
Coburg Railway, 1037.
Council Electoral Rolls, 1927.
Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) Bill, 1935.
Defence of the Colony, 819.
Employes in Shops Commission, 592.
Government Printing-office, 1202 and 1296.
Governor's Speech, 301.
Hansard, 1148.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2702.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 560 and
623.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
1089.
.

GARDINER,

GILLI~S,

Mr. DUNCAN (Rodney)
Administration of the Land Law-Alleged
Dummy Cases, 1294; 110th Section Reserves, 1406.
Budget, 696, 707, 711, and 712.
Chairman of Committees, 948 and 1378.
Christmas Holidays, 2910.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1029 and 1031.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2888.
"Cup" Day, 2236.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2672.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 458.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2364 and 2366.
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Mr: DUNCAN (contznued)Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 472, 565,837,917, 919, 923,924,1596,
1717, 1983, 2034, 2116, 2270, 2273, 2274,
2276, 2278, 2376, 2378, 2382, 2384, 2386,
2439, 2522, 2527, 2531, 2621, 2623, 2717,
2718, and 2919.
Mr. Deakin, 1352.
Murray River, 1328.
Notice-paper-Alteration of Questions, 1034
and 1364.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front,
745, 1970, and 1985.
Private Members' Business, 1799 and 1982.
Privilege - The Scarborough Estate, 1352;
Mr. Sprigg, 2546.
Publicans' Licences-Special Districts, 487.
Public Finances, 753.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 382 and 390.
Railway Construction Bill, 1128, 1302, 1305,
1377, 1378, 1386, 1514, 1606, 1631, 1632,
1639, 1641, 1683, 1693, 1710, 1715, 1772,
1852, 2131, 2132, 2142, and 2154.
Railway Department, 732 and 755; Appointment of Employes, 2672 and 2836.
Rainfall in Victoria, 1716.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 741.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1205
and 1235.
The late Clerk of the Assembly, 397.
Trade Unions Bill, 1574.
Votes on Account, 2497.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 732.
Yarm Bank Lands, 1381.
Yea Railway, 1492.

li-ILLlES,

Gippsland Lakes, Entrance to-Questions by
Mr. McKean, 22, 1769, and 2788; subject
discussed in connexion with Railway Loan
(1881) Application Bill, 2281.
Gisborne Railway Station-Return ordered, on
motion of Mr. Munro, 2388; produced,
2935.
Gold and Silver Plate - Question by Mr.
Blackett, 1263.
Gordon, Mr. (See Water Supply.)
Gordon, Mrs. Julia. (See Yarra Bank Lands.)
Government Advertising-Return ordered, on
motion of Mr. Mirams, 1769; further return ordered, on motion of Mr. Mirams,
1979; produced, 2291.
Government Annuities and State Life Assurance
-Question by Mr. Tucker, 2438.
Government Printing-office-Question by Mr.
Pearson, 393; by Mr. Langridge, 421; by
Mr. Woods, 977; by Mr. Mason, 1040; by
Mr. Gardiner, 1202 and 1296. (See Debentures, Numbering.)
Oo\'ernor, His Excellency the (the Most Honorable the Marquis of Normanby, G.C.M.G.)Motion by Mr. Blackett for address in reply
to speech, 9; seconded by Mr. Connor, 13.
First Night's Debate-Mr. Berry, 22;
amendment proposed by Mr. Berry, condemning the administration of the departments, "especially in sending orders to
England for railway plant and water pipes,"
29; Mr. C. Young, 29; Mr. Patterson, 35;
Mr. Bent, 43; Mr. Richardson, 50. Second
Night-Mr. Longmore, 59; Mr. Wheeler,
66; Mr. Fisher, 70; Mr. Graves, 75; Mr.
Third
Williams, 78; Mr. Levien, 87.
Night-Major Smith, 96; Mr. Burrowes,

Governor's Speech (continued). .
101; Mr. Woods, 105; Mr. Pearson, 119;
Mr. Fincham, 126. Fourth Night - Mr.
Langridge, 152; Mr. Walker, 159; Mr.
Wrixon, 165. Fifth Night-Mr. Zox, 174;
Mr. Davies, 177; Mr. McIntyre, 180; Mr.
Hall, 190; Mr. McColl, 197. Sixth NightMr. McColl, 210; Mr. McLean, 222; Mr.
Mirams, 226; Mr. Walsh, 237; Mr. Dow,
240. Seventh Night-Mr. R. Clark, 248 ;
Mr. Francis, 254; Mr. Laurens, 256; Mr.
Harris, 260; Mr. Deakin, 263; Mr. Bolton,
269; Mr. Barr, 272; Mr. Anderson, 276.
EighthNight-Mr. James, 281; Mr. B?sisto,
285; Mr. W. M. Clark, 289; Mr. Nlll1mo,
290; Mr. Bowman, 295; Mr. Cooper, 297;
Mr. O'Callaghan, 299; Mr. Gardiner, 301 ;
Mr. Bell, 303; Mr. Officer, 304; Mr. Hall,
305; Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 306; Mr. Wilson,
317. Amendment negatived, 317; motion
for address agreed to, 318; committee appointed to prepare address, 318; address
brought up, 318; adopted, 319; His Excellency's answer, 320.
Governor's Messages-Be attempted assassina·
tion of the Queen, 419; transmitting Estimates, 435; intimating that His Excellency
has given the Royal assent to certain Bills,
916, 1148, 1402, 1847, 2020, 2458, 2580,
and 2768; re Land Acts Continuation and
Amendment Bill, 916; l'e Railway Construction Bill, 916; re Temporary Advances
Bills, 1094 and 2368; intimating that the
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment
Bill has been reserved for the signification
of the Queen's pleasure thereon, 1148; re
Assembly's address as to attempted assassination of the Queen, 1475; transmitting
papers re position and emoluments of officers of the Legislative Council, 1848; rB
address to the Queen on the British victories
in Egypt, 1848 and 2458; re Irish question
-conduct of members, 2180; re Loans
Redemption Bill, 2289; l'e Railways Management Bill, 2907; re Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment Bill, 2907.
Grampian Stone. (See Parliament House.)
GRANT, Mr. J, M., Chief Secretary and Minister
of Public Instruction (The Avoca)
Amendment of the Factory Act, 886, 2101,
and 2809.
Contagious Diseases Hospital, 95.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 134, 246, 360,
and 793.
.
Council Electoral Rolls, 563, 564, 764, and
2033.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1567.
" Cup" Day, 2238.
Dr. Edward Barker, 1792, 1927, and 1953.
Electoral Provinces-Polling Places, 1645.
Electors'Rights, 591.
Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 2922.
Flowerdale, 1519.
Hawthorn RaHway Oollision, 2742 and 2868.
Indecency on the Yarra, 2738.
Industrial Schools, 2065.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2557.
Lunatic Asylums-Kew, 1596; Yarra Bend,
1223.

22

LEGISLATivE ASSEMBLY.

GRANT, Mr. J. M. (continued)Melbourne Gaol, 133 and 2808; Warders,
1424 and 1519.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 2221.
Mr. Joseph Geary, 2289, 2290, 2335, and 2439.
Order of Business-Land Bill v. Railway Bill,
1077.
Parliament House-Sentinel's Box, 886.
Places of Public Resort-Means of Egress, 58;
St. George's Hall, 2876, 2905, and 2933.
Police-Constable Quilter, 246; Detective Wilson, 279; Vacancies, 420; Accommodation
at Durham Ox, 482 and 887; Bourke District, 524; Lighting of Stations, 670; Rochester, 857; Levying Black-mail on Publicans, 1229; Constable Corbett, 1768; Adjustment of Pay, 2115; Promotions, 2932;
Constables Crowe and Westcott, 2932.
Police Commission, 1036.
Public Instruction-School at Ascot Vale, 59;
Appointment of Mr. Jones, 99 and 136;
School Books, 174; School Age, 209; Administration of the Education Department,
210 and 425; 'Tennyson's New National
Song, 247; School at Capel's Crossing, 279;
Tree Planting in School Reserves, 320 and
1629; School at Eganstown, 324; Mr.
Millar, 420 and 523; School at Macorna,
469; N agambie, 469; Elections of Boards
of Advice, 469; School at Cohuna, 564;
Brooklyn, 564; Bear's Lagoon, 564; Tampering with Examination Papers, 631;
School at Parwan, 822; Erection of School
Buildings, 883, 1194, 1629, 2407, 2924, and
29,44; School at New Bendigo, 885; Durham
Ox, &c., 886; Y an Yean, 943; Carlton, 943;
Terrick TerrickEast, 1094; Wurruk Wurruk, 1365; Daylesford, 1475; Water Tanks
for Schools, 1519; School at North Sandhurst, 1629; Rifle Competition, 1646 and
2098; Military Drill, 1795; School at Allandale, 2234 and 2788; North Carlton, 2269;
Education Commission, 2407; Abbotsford
School, 2807.
Public-houses-Sunday Trading, 1114 and
1147.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 371.
Railway Construction Bill, 1525, 1713, 1774,
1832, and 1841.
Rainfall in Victoria, 1716.
Registrars-Majorca, 174; Collingwood, 694;
Glenlyon, 793.
Sale Gaol, 2614.
Small-pox, 136, 173, 420, and 523.
Supreme Court Bill, 1644.
Totalisator, 482.
University of Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill, 2388.
Vaccination, 629, 1058, and 2876.
Grattan Address.

(See Irish, Question.)

GRAVES, Mr. J. H., Minister of Trade and Customs (Delatite)
Assault on the High Seas, 2063.
Bad Spirits, 16.
Barley, 661.
Beer Duty, 171.
Budget, 849 and 858.
Chinese, 422.
Cigar Manufacture-Licence Fees, 320.
Cliffy Island Light-house, 2522.

GRAVES, Mr. J. H. (continued).
Complaint by Seamen, 2208 and 2291.
Custom-house-Inspector of Stock, 222.
Customs Department-Sale of Seizures, 17 j
Smuggled Chinese Goods, 96; Drawbacks,
136; Revenue Returns, 173 and 246; Imports and Exports, 471; Mr. Reynolds, 764;
Importation of Stereotype, 943; Duty on
Show Cattle, 1262; Exportation of Scrap
Iron, 1423, 2205, 2291, and 2292; Mr. W.
Shuttleworth, 1494 and 1494; Shed Protection, 1926; Dutiable Goods from Sydney,
2114; Extra Weigher, 2935.
Defence of the Colony, 1022.
Explosives, 20, 394, 1477, and 1954.
Footscray Powder Magazine, 470.
Governor's Speech, 75.
Hares, 1286.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2757 and 2847.
Inland Bonding Warehouses, 96.
International Fisheries Exhibition, 976.
Jolimont Railway Accident, 120.
Lake Tyers, 630.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2204 and 2724.
Land Dispute at Coomoora, 1154.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2346.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 2706.
Melbourne Harbour Trust-Deposit of Silt,
1502.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 1922 and 2213.
Mercantile Marine Service Bill, 404.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2609.
Mr. Elsdon, 120.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1433.
Mrs. Harriet N orgate, 2065 and 2115,"
Moira and Mandurang, 972.
Port Albert, 1519 and 1520.
Public Health Laws Amendment Bill, 404.
Public-houses - Special Districts, 487; Inspectors, 2549.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 375.
Railway Brakes, 394.
Railway Construction Bill, 1056, 1126, and
1534.
Railway Department-Heroism of a Gatekeeper's Daughter, 420; Accident at Murrumbeena, 469; Unpunctualityof Suburban
Trains, 394 and 470; Gatekeepers-Horsham
Line, 470; Eight Hours System, 840;
Water Trains, 886; Sidings at Marcus Hill
and Pettavel, 1977; Cattle Yards at Drysdale, 1977.
Railways authorized by the Act of 1880-Yea,
394; Kerang, 470, 488, and 564; Camperdown, 524; Mirboo, 564.
Reading of Letters in Debate, 2669, 2710, and
2713.
St. George's Hall, 2906.
Stock Tax, 471 and 2064.
Tea Act Regulations, 1423.
The Cerberus, 802.
The Potosi, 2706.
Water Supply-Strathfieldsaye, lO27.
Wattle Planting, 1462.
Wrecks on the Gippsland Coast, 481.
Gunbower State Forest. (See Forests.)
Gunn, Francis -Complaint of-Statement by
Mr. Longmore, 2409; by Mr. Young, 2410
and 2464; discussion thereon, 2410.
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Mr. ROBERT (continued)Federation, 1660.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2690.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2416.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 745.
Mordialloc Railway, 943 and 944; Alteration
of Questions, 1032 and 1036.
Railway Construction Bill, 1001, 1055, 1531,
1539, 1638, 1694, 1737, 1854, 1858, 2107,
and 2159.
Railway Department-Kensington-hill, 2504.

HALL, Mr. G. W. (.Moira)

HA..1tPER,

Barley, 661.
Budget, 876.
Christmas Holidays, 2915.
Cigar Manufacture-Licence Fees, 320.
Council Electoral Rolls, 668.
Governor's Speech, 190.
Importation of Stereotype, 943.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 607.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2639.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1876.
Maryborough Water Trust, 193, 305, 731, and
762.
Melbour:ne Harbour Trust-Deposit of Silt,
1508.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 1096, 2129, 2523, and 2616.
.Mr. James McLean, 1438, 2643, 2646, and
2943.
Mr..W. Shuttleworth, 1498.
Municipal Elections, 1358.
Parliament House-8tone for vVest Front,
2481.
Postal Department - Trade Circulars, 523;
Post and Telegraph Office at Lake Rowan,
1229.
Private Members' Business, 1970.
Privilege-Mr. Sprigg) 2548.
Public Instruction-School Books, 174; Administration of the Education Department,
430 and 447; School at Nagambie, 469;
Erection of School Buildings, 2183 and
2412.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 387.
Railway Construction Bill, 1053, 1055, 1343,
1394, 1741, 1752, 1816, 1835, and 1911.
Railway Department - Water Trains, ~86;
Siding near Monea, 1229; Eight Hours
System, 1267; Pay of Junior Officers, 1489;
Siding at Balmattum, 1489; Curves on the
North·Eastern Line, 1868; Refreshment
Rooms, 2205.
Reading of Letters during Debate, 2636, 2669,
2711, 2714, and 2840.
Rev. J. A. Dowie, 1930.
Standing Orders Committee's Report, 938 and
942.
Tea Duty, 2493.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 790;
Broken Creek, 944, 970, 976, 1040, 1066,
and 1542.
Wahgunyah Bridge, 562.
Yarrawonga Railway, 1229.

Mr. JOSEPH (St. Kilda)
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 368.
Defence of the Colony, 815.
Disease in Vines, 751.
Dynamite Explosion at Prahran, 422.
Governor's Speech, 260.
Hares, 1285.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 833, 926, 2212, 2382, 2444, and
2622.
Mr. Grondona, 2009.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front,
2472.
Police, 885.
Railway Construction Bill, 990, 1123, 1283,
1298, 1391, 1421, 1674, 1682, 1700, 1747,
1782, 1905, and 2073.
Railway Department - vVindsor and Melbourne Trains, 2009.

HARRIS,

Hawthorn and Lillydale Railway-Questions by
Mr. Vvalker, 135, 279, and 280; by Sir
John O'Shanassy, 359.
Hawthorn Railway Collision.
(See Railway
Cullision. )

Hobson's Bay Railway-Return ordered, on
motion of Mr. Mirams, 370; produced,
1489.
Hobson's Bay Railway and Bendigo Waterworks Debentures Redemption BillFramed in committee on Loans Redemption Bill, 2510; read third time, 2522.
Hours of Sitting. (See Sessional Arrangements.)
Mr. THOMAS (Kilmore and Anglesey)
Bailiwicks Boundaries Act Amendment Bill,
1264.
Flowerdale, 1519.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2863.
Irish Autonomy, 8.
Mr. Patterson, 2863.
Persona'! Explanation, 361.
Police-Bourke District, 524; Constables
Crowe and Westcott, 2932.
Railway Construction Bill, 998, 1386, 1412,
and 1690.
Railway Department-Manufacture of Locomotives, 57; Labourers' Wages, 2233.
Yea Railway, 321, 394, and 1358.

HUNT,

Ilansard - Question by Mr. Gardiner, 1148;

statement by Mr. Gardiner, on motion for
the adjournment of the House, 1149.
Harbour Improvements. (See Melbourne Harbour Trust; also Western Ports. )
Hares-Question by Mr. Harris, 1285.
Hargreaves, Mr. E. H.-Case of-Motion by
Mr. R. Clark for select committee, 745;
debated, 745; debate adjourned, 742; resumed, 1429; motion negatived, 1436.

Imports and Exports.

(See Oustoms Depart-

mf!nt.)

Mr. ROBERT (E. Bourlle)-Introduced
and sworn, 669.~
Budget, 714 and 897.
Counoil Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1564.
.
Defeuce of the Colony, 817.

Indecency on the Yarra-Question by Mr. Zox,
2738.
Industrial Schools-Question by Mr. Zox, re
transfer of children to Immigrants' Home,
2065; papers ordered, on motion of Mr. Zox,
2101.

HARPER,
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Inscribed Stock Bill-Framed in committee on
Loans Redemption Bill, 2508; read third
time, 2522.
Intercolonial Reciprocity - Question by Mr.
McIntyre, re County Court judgments, 564;
by Dr. Quick, 1'e law and medicine, 1261.
International Fisheries Exhibition-Question by
Mr. Connor, 975.
Irish Autonomy-Question by Mr. Hunt, 8.
Irish Immigration-Question by Mr. Patterson,
1697.
,
Irish Question-Conduct of Members-Question
by Mr. Patterson, re "document forwarded
to the people of Ireland, and bearing the
signatures of five members of this House,"
447; statement by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 448;
motion by Mr. Longmore for the adjournment of the House, 448; negatived, 450;
motion by Mr. Carter that the Speaker do
leave tl~e chair, 451; subject raised by Mr.
Patterson's question debated by Mr. Duffy,
451; Mr. O'Callaghan, 454; Mr. Brophy,
454; Mr. Toohey, 454; Mr. Pearson, 455;
Sir John O'Shanassy, 456; Mr. Gillies, 458;
Mr. Patterson, 458; Mr. Bent, 459; Mr.
Munro, 460; Mr. Richardson, 461; Mr.
Bowman, 463; Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 464;
Mr. Berry, 466; Mr. Levien, 468; Mr.
Carter's motion negatived, 468; statements
by Sir John O'Shanassy, 471 and 482; by
Mr. Bowman, 482; by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen,
525; motion by Mr. Patterson, expressing
disapproval of the conduct of certain members of the Assembly in appending their
signatures to a document entitled "an address of the Irish in Victoria to the Irish in
Ireland," 525; previous question moved by
Mr. Francis, 528-32; subject debated by Mr.
Officer, 532; Mr. Nimmo, 532; Mr. Longmore, 533; Mr. Berry, 537; Mr. Duffy, 538;
Major Smith, 540; Mr. McIntyre, 541; Mr.
Wrixon, 543; Mr. Deakin,544; Mr. Kerferd,
547; Mr. Pearson, 548; Mr. Fraser, 549;
Mr. Richardson, 550; Mr. R. Clark, 553;
Mr. Barr, 553; Mr. Zox, 554; Mr. McColl,
555; Mr. Fisher, 555; Mr. Macgregor, 556;
Mr. James, 557; Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 557 ;
Mr. Munro, 559; Mr. Gardiner, 560; Mr.
Laurens, 560; Mr. Mirams, 560; amendment
carried, 561; motion by Mr. Francis declaring that the House, while regretting that
the address "should have been signed by
certain of its members, accepts their assurances of loyalty," 592; debated by Mr.
Officer, 593; amendment by Mr. Berry for
adoption of address to Mr. Gladstone, 593 ;
debate continued by Mr. Patterson, 595;
Sir Charles Mac Mahon, 596; Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen, 598; Sir John O'Shanassy, 600;
Mr. Wrixon, 604; Mr. Pearson, 606; Mr.
James, 606; Mr. Hall, 607 ; Mr. Longmore,
609; Mr. Nimmo, 611; Mr. Walker, 613;
Mr. Davies, 615; Mr. Laurens, 616; Mr.
Blackett, 617; Mr. Langridge, 617; Mr.
Bosisto, 618; Mr. Fisher, 619; Mr. Connor,
620; Mr. Bent, 620; Mr. Zox, 621; Mr.
Munro, 622; Mr. Wilson, 622; Mr. 'Wheeler,
622; Mr. Deakin, 623; Mr. Macgregor, 623;
Mr. Gardiner, 623; amendment negatived,
624; addition to motion proposed by Mr.
Mirams, agreed to, 624; motion, as amended,
carried, 624; despatch from the Secretary of
State for the Colonies acknowledging receipt
.
of address, 2180.

2Q

Irrigation-Motion by Mr. McColl, re irrigation
of the Northern and vVestern Plains, 796;
negatived, 798; questions by Mr. Deakin,
re Bacchus Marsh, 823, 886, and 1065; by
Mr. McColl, re Gunbower and Wee-wee-rup
districts, 1868 and 2551; re Cohuna, 2334
and 2551; re Northern Plains, 2521 ; return
ordered, on motion of Mr. McColl, 2582.
Mr. JOHN (Ballarat East)
Amendment of the Electoral Law, 1717.
Budget, 967.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2807 and 2882.
"Cup" Day, 2236.
Forest Conservation, 1479.
Governor's Speech, 281.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2860.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 557 and
606.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2720.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1179.
Parliament House-West Front, 563.
Publicans' Licences-Special Districts, 487.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 642.
Railway Construction Bill, 1000, 1283, 1302,
1338, 1597,1679, 1681, 1892, 1910, and 2083.
Railway Department-Ballarat Trains, 209;
Eight Hours System, 1272.
Regulation of Mines Statute, 2876.
Standing Orders Committee's Report, 941.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1201 and
1238.
Wattle Planting, 1460.

JAMES,

Judicature Bill-Question by Mr. McKean, 17;
by Mr. Robertson, 523; by Mr. Fisher, 630.
Kelly Reward Fund-Question by Major Smith,
re Mr. Curnow, 695.
Kensington-hill-Purchase of filling-up material
by the Railway department-Statement by
Mr. Berry, 2292; by Mr. Bent, 2293; subject discussed in Committee of Supply, 2496.
(See Railway Department.)
Kerang Police Court-Question by Mr.· Fisher,
564.
Kerang Post-office-Question by Mr. Williams,
209; by Mr. Fisher, 1489; by Mr. McColl,
2334.
Kerang Railway-Questions by Mr. Fisher, 488
and 1570; by Mr. Williams, 17 and 564; by
Mr. R. Clark, 2463.
Mr. G. B. (The Ovens)
Administration of the Land Law-Alleged
Dummy Cases, 1286 and 1291 ; 110th Section Reserves, 1403 and 1405.
Amendment of the Dog Act, 2010.
Asking Questions, 2145.
Assault on the High Seas, 2062.
Bailiwicks Boundaries Act Amendment Bill,
1265.
Budget, 697, 707, and 903.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1367,
1579, 1580, and 1585.
Christmas Holidays, 2908 and 2914.
Coburg Railway, 1060.
Council Electoral Rolls, 667.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1365 and 1553.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2889.
"Cup" Day, 2236.
Death 9£ Mr. Ramsay, 391.

KERFERD,

INDEX.

Mr. G. B. (continued)Defence of the Colony, 794 and 1019.
Disease in Vines, 751.
Dr. Edward Barker, 1793 and 1947.
~xhibition Building, 1032.
Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 2922.
Federation, 2381.
Floating of the £4,000,000 Loan, 2615.
Forest Conservation, 1479.
Gippsland Lakes, 1625.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2700.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 547 and
596.
Irrigation, 798.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
400.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1177.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2316, 2319,2338,2391,
2420, 2461, and 2507.
Married Women's Property Act Amendment
Bill, 2036.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 577, 918, 921, 1095, 1735, 1800, 1962,
2123, 2222, 2224, 2378, 2380, 2385, 2441,
2523, 2527, 2616, 2618, and 2716.
Melbourne Harbour Trust-Deposit of Silt,
1507.
'Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 1810, 1868, and 2111.
Mr. Elsdon, 143.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 749, 1429, and 1430.
Mr. MacBain, 2939.
Municipal Elections, 1359.
New Law Courts, 1476, 1625, and 2408.
North-Eastern Railway, 1032.
Notice-paper-Alteration of Questions, 1032
and 1364.
Order of Business, 2184 and 2549.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front,
1996 and 1998.
Parliamentary Costs-Taxing Officer, 2180
and 2182.
Personal Explanation-Mr. Munro and Mr.
C. Young, 720.
Priority in Debate, 1117.
Private Members' Business, 1263, 1797, 1981,
.
and 1983.
Privilege-Dr. Madden and the Age, 1357;
Mr. Sprigg, 2547.
Publicans' Licences-Special Districts, 484.
Public Finances, 753 and 2492.
Public Instruction-Erection of Schools, 2205
and 2411.
Public Service, 1370 and 2207.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 143 and 281.
Railway Construction Bill, 988, 1397, 1465,
1523, 1601, 1605, 1640, 1677, 1690, 1739,
1747,1757,1775,1825,2033,2053, and 2132.
Railway Department-Cattle Trucks, 1147;
Eight Hours System, 1269; Kensingtonhill, 2504.
Railways Management Bill, 2768.
Reading of Letters in Debate, 2712.
St. George's Hall, Melbourne, 2906.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 474.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill, 583.
Statute of Trusts Amendment Bill, 2703,2719,
and 2720.
Sunbury Lunatic Asylum-Mr. Baldwin's Dismissal, 1454.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1206,
1235, 1237, and 1244.
The late Clerk of the Assembly, 396.

Mr. G. B. (conti1tued)Titles-office, 1981.
Trade Unions Bill, 1576 and 1578.
Windsor Railway Accident, 1115.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1381 and 1382.
Yea Railway, 1491.

KERFERD,

KERFERD,

Kew Lunatic Asylum.

(See Lunatic Asylums.)

Mr. JOHN (S. Bourke)
Railway Construction Bill, l120, 1125, and
2105.

KEYS,

Koo-wee-rup Swamp, Reclamation of-Proposal
discussed in committee on the Railway Construction Bill, 1769, 1812, and 1822; on
consideration of report, 2029, 2053, and
2065; question by Mr. McColl, 2291.
Labour Traffic in the Pacific Islands-Question
by Mr. Woods, 2335.
Lake Tyers-Question by Mr. Anderson, 630.
LALOR, Mr. PETER (Grant).
Speaker.)

(See The Han. the

Land Acts Continuation and Amendment BillMotion for leave to introduce, proposed by
Mr. W. Madden, 398; debated, 398-403;
agreed to, 403; Bill brought in, and read
first time, 403; second reading moved by
Mr. W. Madden, 474; Governor's message
brought down, 916; considered in committee, 945; resolution for an appropriation agreed to, 945; reported and adopted,
978; order for resuming debate on second
reading of Bill postponed, 1067-91 and
2108. First Night's Debate-Mr. Richardson,2190. Second Night-Mr. Mirams, 2224.
Third Night-Mr. W. Madden, 2238; Mr.
Mirams,2239. Fourth Night-Mr. Connor,
2533; Mr. McLean, 2539. Fifth NightMr. Pearson, 2551; Mr. Grant, 2557; Mr.
Nimmo, 2561; Mr. Blackett, 2564; Mr.
McColl, 2570. Sixth Night-Mr. McColl,
2583; Mr. O'Callaghan, 2588; Mr. Officer,
2590; Mr. Deakin, 2593; Mr. McIntyre,
2600. Seventh Night-Mr. Berry, 2624;
Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 2633; Mr. Bolton,
2633. Eighth Night-Mr. Bolton, 2636;
Mr. Hall, 2639; Mr. W. Madden, 2644;
Mr. Walker, 2646; Mr. Anderson, 2650;
Mr. Patterson, 2653; Mr. Cooper, 2657;
Mr. Longmore, 2662. Ninth Night-Mr.
James, 2720; Mr. Graves, 2724.
Land, Auriferous-Rent of-Question by Mr.
Wilson, 16.
Land Law, Administration of-Question by Mr.
Levien, re objection to selections raised by
the Railway department, 369; return re
payments by selectors ordered, on motion
of Mr. Mirams, 369; produced, 796; return
re James O'Donoghue's selection at Gre Gre
ordered, on motion of Mr. Dow, 369; question by Mr. Dow, 421; by Mr. Richardson, re
Miss Crotty, Coomoora, 421; statement by
Mr. Richardson, on motion for the adjournment of the House, 1150; debated, 1151;
question by Mr. Richardson, 1745; further
statement by Mr. Richardson, 2492; by Sir
Bryan O'Loghlen, 2493; question by Mr.
Longmore, re sale of llOth section areas, 488;
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Mr. G. D. (continued)Government Printing-office, 421.
Governor's Speech, 152.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2695, 2767, and
2S5S.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 617.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1179.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 573, 922, 1802, 2131, 2209, 2212, 2224,
2270, 2273, 2376, 2378, 23S0, 2383, 2386,
2440,2442, 2446, 2529,2531, 2617,2717,and
271S.
Mr. Francis Gunn, 2410.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1432.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1497.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front, 16S9,
1769, 1993, 2464, and 2482.
Private Members' Business, 1982.
Privilege-Mr. Sprigg, 2548.
Publicans' Licences-Special Districts, 484.
Queenscliff Drill Room, 1794.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 145 and 389.
Railway Brakes, 323.
Ra,ilway Construction Bill, 1051, 1055, 1119,
1278, 1365, 1388, 1393, 1395, 1515, 1598,
1607, 1673, 1705, 1741, 1778, 1818, 1851,
2055, 2132, and 2169.
Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
1271 ; Gatekeepers' Wages, 1321 and 1365;
Sunday Trains, 1716 and 1793; Appointment
of Employes, 2837.
Railway Extension to the South Australian
Border, 1364.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 73S.
Sunbury Lunatic Asylum-Mr. Baldwin's Dismissal, 1457.
Tank Reserve, Eastern Hill, 734.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1157,
1226, and 1260.
Titles-office, 1115.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 791.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1382.

tand Law, Adminil:!tration of (continued)statement by Mr. W. Madden, 524; question
by Mr. Williams, 1'e selectors' rents, 564;
by Mr. McColl, re alleged dummy casesEchuca inquiry, 694, 1115, 1570, and 2463 ;
statement by Mr. Longmore, re selectors'
water frontages, 1063; question by Mr. Dow,
re land at Yawong, 1065; statement by Sir
Bryan O'Loghlen, re selectors' water frontages, 1094; question by Mr. McKean, re
Luke Murphy's selection, 1150; by Mr.
Williams, re frontages to Lake Elizabeth,
1174; by Mr. Anderson, re land at rurrumberry, 1202; by Mr. Dow, re 110th section
block at Beazley'S Bridge, 1229 and 1403;
by Mr. Williams, re alleged dummy casesEchuca inquiry, 1263; statement by Mr.
McColl, 1286; discussion thereon, 1287;
question by Mr. Richardson, re land at
Glengower, 1365; statement by Mr. Dow, re
110thsection block at Beazley's Bridge, 1403;
discussion thereon, 1403; question by Mr.
McColl, re forfeited lands at the Terricks,
1406; byMr. Blackett, reJamesO'Donoghue's
selection, 1446; by Major Smith, re illegal
fencing, 1791; byMr. Fisher, re J. G.'Miller,
2100; by Mr. McColl, re Lake Gannon, 2115;
re Lake Boga, 2289; statement by Mr. VV.
Madden, 2289; by Mr. Longmore, 2289;
return re transfer of selections ordered, on
motion of Mr. Mirams, 2295; produced, 2295;
question by Mr. Mirams, 2614; by Major
Smith, 1'e residence areas at Queenscliff,
2738; statement by Mr. W. Madden, 2738;
by Major Smith, 2941; by Mr. Fincham, re
timber reserve-land at Wombat, 2932;
statement by Mr. W. Madden, 2933; discussion thereon, 2933; statement by Mr.
Longmore, during consideration of Expiring
Laws Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2935; by Mr. W. Madden, 2940. (See
Yarra Banlt Lands.)
Lands Department-Moliion by Mr. Duffy, for
report re defalcations of late Accountant,
agreed to, 423; report produced, 2703. (See
McLean, M,'. James.)

LANGRIDGE,

Larrikinism-Question by Mr. Walsh, 1717.
Mr. JOHN (N. Melbourne)
Amendment of the Public Health Statute, 8.
Budget, 878, 888, and 1044.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1582.
Coburg Railway, 1570.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 367.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1200 and 1561.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2898.
"Cup" Day, 2236.
Customs Returns, 172 and 246.
Defence of the Colony, 818 and 1024.
Disease in Vines, 750.
Dr. Edward Barker, 1953.
Floating of the £4,000,00(\ Loan, 22.
Flood Damages at North Melbourne, 2767.
Governor's Speech, 256.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2702.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 560
and 616.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1189.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2419.
Melbourne Gaol Warders, 1424 and 1519.
Melbourne Harbour Trust-Deposit of Silt,
1507; Melbourne Ha.rbour Trust Act
Amendment Bill, 1945 and 2913.
Melbourne Hospital, 21, 22, 1482, 1625, 1628,
and 2146.

LAURENS,

Mr. THOMAS (The Avoca,)
Bag Tax, 1569.
Electoral Provinces-Polling Places, 1645.
Newspaper Postage, 279.
Railway Construction Bill, 1002, 1305, 1378,
1392, and 1707.
State Schools-,-Water Tanks, 151S.
Water Supply, 2464; United Loddon Water
Trust, 2907.

LANGDON,

Mr. G. D. (Collingwood)
Administration of the Land Law-Alleged
Dummy Cases, 1287.
Alphington Railway, 592, 1519, and 1550.
Christmas Holidays, 2913.
Coburg Railway, 1039 and 1061.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 36S.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1565.
" Cup" Day, 2235.
Defence of the Colony, 795, S06, and S08.
Dredging Operations, 1625.
Fatal Railway Accident-Constable Barrett,
1174.
Fire Brigades, 2010.
Forest Conservation, 1480.

LANGRIDG1l1,
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Mr. JOHN (continued)Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill,674, 917, 927, 1717, 1723, 1955, 1970,
2270, 2272, 2274, 2277, 2279, 2377, 2379,
2383, 2386, 2440, 2444, 2449, 2523, 2528,
2622, and 2716.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 748.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1497 and 1587.
Personal Explanation, 1742.
Personal Recriminations, 2870.
Phamix Foundry Company, 1296.
Population Statistics, 2613.
Postal Department-Letter Sorters, 280.
Private Bills, 1798 and 1983.
Publicans' Licences-Special Districts, 485
and 743.
Public Health Statute Amendment Bill, 742.
Public Instruction-School at Carlton, 943
and 1195; Erection of School Buildings,
2412.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 145.
Railway Construction Bill, 1001, 1131, 1376,
1389, 1534, 1637, 1741, 1784, 1860, and
2077.
Railway Department - Free Passes, 17;
Annual Report, 852 ; Eight Hours System,
1273; North Melbourne Station, 1379;
Locomotives, 1440.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2287.
Railway Works-Expenditure under Loans,
1441 and 1444.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 740.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1215 and
1260.
Wattle Planting, 1461.

Mr. J. F. (continued)Law Department, 2898.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1500.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 371.
Railway Construction Bill, U31, 1284, 1603,
and 1741.
Railway Department-Free Passes, 841; Telegraph Offices at Stations, 1476; Sidings at
Marcus Hill and Petta vel, 1977; Cattle
Yards at Drysdale, 1977.
Road Tolls, 1629.
Standing Orders Committee's Report, 942.
State Nurseries, 279.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1257.
Water Supply to St. Albans, 2903.
Wattle Planting, 1463.

LAURENS,

Law Courts, New. (See Sllpl'eme Court; also
Loans, Expenditure under.)
Law Department-Return of classified officers
ordered, on motion of Mr. Levien, 2898.
I,ee, Bella. (See AborigiNes, The.)
Ilegal Profession Bill-Brought in by Mr. Mason,
and read first time, 838; second reading
moved by Mr. Mason, 1265; debated, 1265;
debate adjourned, 1266; resumed, 1426;
Bill read second time, 1429.
Legislative Assembly--Question by Mr. Duffy, re
.
electric bells, 323; by Mr. Barr, re chairs
in large hall, 323; by Mr. Zox, re room for
messengers, 327; by Mr. Blackett, re
electric bells, 2407. (See Parliament Buildings. )
-Legislative Council-Motion by Dr. Quick, for
papers re position and emoluments of
officers of Council, agreed to, 1489;
Governoc's message transmitting papers,
1848. (See Council Elections Act Amendment Bill; also Council Electoml Rolls and
Standing Orders Committee.)
Letters and other Documents, Reading o£Complaint by Sir Bryan o'Loghlen , re
Mr. Hall, 2668; discussion thereon, 2669 ;
statement by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 2708 ;
discussion thereon, 2708; statement by
Mr. Hall, 2840.
Mr. J. F. (Barwon)
Christmas Holidays, 2915.
Disease in Vines, 322, 749, 751, 752, 1065,
and 1946.
Governor's Speech, 87.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 468.
Judge Skinner, 278.
Land Selections, 369.

LEVIEN,

LEVIEN,

Liquor Traffic-Motion by Mr. Munro, in favour
of restraining the issue or renewal of licences
for the sale of intoxicating liquors "by some
efficient means of local option," 1175; seconded by Mr. Nimmo, 1175; debated by
Mr. Kerferd, U77; Mr. Berry, U78; Mr.
James, U79; Mr. Langridge, U79; Mr.
Patterson, 1180; Mr. Fraser, 1182; Mr.
Mirams, 1182; amendment by Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen, for payment of compensation to
the owners and licensees of premises refused
a renewal of licence, 1183-4; debate continued by Mr. Richardson, 1184; Mr.
Mason, 1184; Mr. Wrixon, 1186; Mr. Zox,
1186; Mr. Walsh, 1188; Mr. Laurens,
1189; Mr. Walker, U89; Mr. Carter, 1190;
Mr. L. L. Smith, 1194; debate adjourned,
U94; amendment agreed to, 1876; motion,
as amended, carried, 1877. (See Publichouses.)
Loan, The £4,000,000-Floating of-Question
by Mr. Laurens, 22; by Mr. Tucker, 1364;
by Sir John O'Shanassy, 1401 and 2208; by
Mr. Carter, 1977; by Mr. Berry, 2614;
statement by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 2614;
discussion thereon, 2615; further statement
by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 2636.
Loans, Expenditure under-Estimate of expenditure re Yan Yean water supply, passed
in committee, 1067 and 1887; resolutions
reported and adopted, 1099 and 1896;
estimates of expenditure re railway works,
considered in committee, 1099, 1l09, 1438,
and 1459; agreed to, 1l09, lUO, and 1465;
resolutions reported and adopted, 1116 and
1482; estimates of expenditure on erection
of State school buildings, passed in com·
mittee, 1194-5 and 2923-4; resolutions
reported and adopted, 1202 and 2944 ;
estimate of expenditure re loans to local
bodies for water supply purposes, considered in committee, 1483 and 1484;
agreed to, 1489; resolution reported and
adopted, 1510; estimate of expenditure re
law courts and Geelong and Coliban waterworks, passed in committee, 2899-2903;
resolutions reported and adopted, 2923.
Loans Redemption Bill- Brought in by Sir
Bryan O'Loghlen, and read first time, 404;
questions by Sir John O'Shanassy, 794 and
1401; by Mr. Mirallls, 1028; Governor's
message brought down, 2289; considered
in committee, 2295; resolution for an appropriation agreed to, 2295; reported and
adopted, 2295; second reading of Bill moved
by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 2295; debated by
Mr. Berry, 2302; Sir John O'Shanassy,
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Loans Redemption Bill (continued)2307; Mr. Francis, 2312; Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen, 2316; Mr. Kerferd, 2319; Mr.
Bent, 2320; debate adjourned, 2320; resumed by Mr. Pearson, 2335; Mr. Kerferd,
2338; Dr. Madden, 2342; Mr. Munro, 2344;
Mr. Graves, 2346; Mr. Wrixon, 2348; Mr.
Cartel', 2349; Major Smith, 2353; Mr.
Walsh, 2356; Mr. Shiels, 2357; Mr. Mirams,
2362; Mr. Gillies, 2364; Bill read second
time, 2364; considered in committee, 2365,
2389, 2414, and 2449; motion by Sir Bryan.
O'Loghlen for dividing the Bill into two or
more Bills, 2458; debated, 2460; agreed
to, 2462; Bill further considered in committee, 2505 and 2510; Bill divided into
three measures, 2507-8-10; new Loans Redemption Bill read third time, 2522. (See
Hobson's Bay Railway and Bendigo Waterwor/is Debentures Redemption B!ll; also
Inscribed Stock Bill.)
Local Government Laws Amendment BillBrought in by Mr. C. Young, and read first
time, 403; question by Mr. Mason, 885 .
.Loch Maree, The-Loss of-Questions by Mr.
Orkney, 422 and 734.
Lodgers'Interests Protection Bill-Brought in
by Mr. Duffy, and read first time, 742.
Loiseau, Pilot-Case of-Question by Mr. A. T.
Clark, 976; papers ordered, on motion of
Mr. A. T. Clark, 1194; produced, 1489.
Mr. FRANCIS (Ripon and Hampden)
Administration of the Lands Department110th Section Areas, 488 and 1404; Selectors' Water Frontages, 1063; Land Dispute at Coomoora, 1153; Alleged Dummy
Cases, 1286 and 1288; Lake Boga, 2289;
Mr. Longmore's Regulations, 2935; Mr.
James McLean, 2937.
Asking Questions, 1033 and 1034.
Assault on the High Seas, 1926, 2061, and
2115.
Budget, 701 and 844.
Closed Roads-Swing Gates, 857 ; Municipal
Endowment, 1509, 1626, 2043, and 2048.
Coburg Railway, 1039 and 1063.
Colac and Camperdown Railway, 524.
Complaint by Seamen, 2208 and 2291.
. Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 365.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2885.
Defence of the Colony, 811.
Disease in Vines, 752 and 2545.
Dr. Edward Barker, 1768, 1792, 1927, 1946,
1948, 2291, and 2334.
Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 2922 and 2935.
Forest Conservation, 1480.
Gippsland Lakes, 1625.
Governor's Speech, 59.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2748 and 2809.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 448,
533, 609, and 624.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 2662.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 1437 and 1937.
Melbourne Hospital, 1628.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 1746, 1983, 2273, 2525 and 2531.
Mining Companies' Calls and ~orfeitures Validating Bill, 1746.
Mr. Berry and Mr. Longmore, 978 and 982.
Mr. Campbell, J.P., 2335.

LONGMORE,

Mr. FRANCIS (continued)Mr. A. '1'. Clark, 880.
Mr. Francis Gunn, 2409, 2411, and 2464.
Mr. ,\V. Shuttleworth, 1496 and 1499.
Municipal Elections, 1359.
Newspaper Misstatements, 562, 1743, and
1744.
Political Situation-Mr. Berry and Mr. Francis, 95.
Private Bills, 1746, 1796, 1969, and 1981.
Private Members' Business, 326, 1438, and
1983.
Privilege-The Scarborough Estate, 1356;
Mr. Sprigg, 2545 and 2548; Mr. 'Woods and
the Age, 2772.
Publicans' Licences-Special Districts, 484.
Public Holidays, 2544.
Public Instruction-Tennyson's New National
Song, 247; Deep Creek School, 324; Appointment of Teachers, 524.
Public Service, 2208.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 345, 388, and 656.
Railway Construction Bill, 984, 1123, 1126,
1130, 1377, 1386, 1388, 1397, 1399, 1408,
1418, 1420, 1522, 1588, 1641, 1642, 1690,
1705, 1711, 1738, 1747, 1761, 1771, 1786,
1791, 1812, 1818, 1820, 1822, 1839, 1855,
1861, 1892, 1906, 1911, 2077, 2137, 2141,
2144, and 2154.
Railway Department, 757; Eight Hours System, 840; Sunday Trains, 1793; Exportation of Scrap Iron, 2205, 2291, and 2292;
Kensington-hill Purchase, 2334, 2375, and
2408.
Reading of Letters in Debate, 2714.
Rev. J. A. Dowie, 1929.
Royal Park-Sale of Experimental Farm,
279 and 412.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 741.
T.ea Duty, 842.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1173,
1203, 1220, and 1247.
Titles-office, 1955.
Trade Unions Bill, 742 and 1575.
Vine Disease Act Amendment Bill, 2703 and
2946.
Water Conservation, 2091.
Yan Yean Water Supply, 1116.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1380, 1382, and 1402.

LONGMORE,

Lunatic Asylums-Statement by Mr. Deakin,
re Mr. Baldwin's dismissal from Sunbury,
1447; discussion thereon, 1451; questions
by Mr. Deakin, 1475 and 1541; questions
by Mr. Blackett, re diet of patients at Kew,
1596 ; by Mr. Bosisto, re Yarra Bend, 1623.
Mr. HUGH (Mandurang)
Christmas Holidays, 2911.
Council Electoral Rolls, 668.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1563.
Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) Bill, 1935.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2897.
"Cup" Day, 2235.
Custom-house, 219 and 321.
Dynamite, 1978.
Forest Conservation, 1482.
Gippsland Lakes, 1625.
Governor's Speech, 197 and 210.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2685 and 2697.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 555.
Irrigation, 796, 798, 1868, 2334, 2521, 2551,
and 2582.

MCCOLL,

INDEX.

MCCOLL, Mr. HUGH (continued)Kerang Public Offices, 2334.
Koo-wee-rup Swamp, 2291.
Lake Charm, 1838.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2204, 2570, and 2583.
Lands Department-Alleged Dummy Cases,
694, 1115, 1286, 1570, and 2463; Lake
Gannon, 2115; Lake Boga, 2289.
Melbourne Harbour Trust-Deposit of Silt,
1502; MelbourneHarbour TrustAct Amendment Bill, 1946.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 833, 2448, and 2531.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2260.
Mr. W. J. Clarke, 980.
l\1:r. Gordon, 209 and 823.
Municipal Audits, 1745 and 1809.
:North-Western Canal, 18, 469, 489, 490, and
793.
Order of Business, 2188.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front,
2414.
Pental Island, 523.
Privilege-Dr. Madden and the Age, 1357.
Public Instruction-School at Terrick Terrick
East, 1094.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 386 and 659 ..
Railway Construction Bill, 998, 1053, 1057,
1130, 1281, 1301, 1341, 1416, 1603, 1642,
1644, 1687, 1712, 1715, 1741, 1776, 1815,
1821, 1837, 1855, 1908, 1911, 1912, 2024,
2074, 2080, 2105, 2140, and 2167.
Railway Department-Stations on Windsor
Line, 470; Eight Hours System, 841 and
1272.
Itailway Loan (1.881) Application Bill, 2282.
Reading of Letters in Debate, 321, 2669, and
2713.
Richmond City Council-Stone for Streets,
1717 and 1793.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 740.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill, 659
and 660.
Seed Wheat for Selectors, 469.
Victorian Rivers, 975.
Victoria-street Bridge, 1926.
'Vater Supply-Serpentine Weir, 133 and 488;
Grants to Water Trusts, 732, 791, and
2505; Spring Gully Reservoir, 764 ; Murray
Lakes, 945 and 1424; Broken Creek, 971 ;
Strathfieldsaye, 1027 and 1978; Crusoe Reservoir, 1040; Serpentine and Kinypaniel
Creeks, 1230; Loans to Local Bodies, 1484;
Coliban, 1792 and 2412 ; Northern Plains,
1887, 2094, and 2934; Weirs on the Avoca,
2934; Echuca and Waranga Water Trust,
2934.
Yarra Bank Lands-Mrs. Julia Gordon, 1645,
1646, 1768, 1970, 1979, 2014, and 2020.

MACGREGOR, Mr. IfROBERT (continued)Melbourne Tra~way and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 680, 1734, 1963, 2378, 2380, 2383,
2387, 2439, and 2442.
Privilege-Dr. Madden and the Age, 1357;
Mr. Sprigg, 2547; Mr. Macgregor and the
Age, 2786.
Railway Construction Bill, 999, 1118, 1376,
1393, 1420, 1532, 1593, 1617, 1641, 2056,
and 2170.
Raih\T,ay Department-Emerald Hill Fares,
94 and 246; Siding at Emerald Hill, 1263;
Suburban Traffic, 1441.
State School Accommodation at Emerald Hill,
1194, 2407, and 2945.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1171
and 1212.
Yarra Bank Lands-Mrs. Gordon, 1509.
McINTYRE, Mr. JOlIN (Maldon)
Budget, 722.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1581,
1582, and 1584.
County Court Judgments, 564.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2885.
Governor's Speech, 180.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 541.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 2203 and 2600.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2424 and 2426.
Malclon Railway, 321.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2110.
Order of Business-Land Bill v. Railway Bill,
1080.
Parliament House-Stone for vVest Front,
2413.
Privilege-'l'he Age, 2785.
Public Finances, 1628.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 149, 346, 378, 388,
and 646.
Railway Construction Bill, 1593, 1640, 1676,
1687, 1693, 1711, 1851, 1852, 1903, 2027,
and 2108.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2283
and 2288.
Temporary Adyances (Railways) Bill, 1240.
Trade Unions Bill, 1577.
Wahgunyah Bridge, 8.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 784.
McKEAN, Mr. JAMES (N. Gippsland)
Administration of Justice-The Police, 631.
Administration of the Land Law-Selectors'
Water Frontages, 1064; Luke Murphy's
Selection, 1150.
Admission of Attorneys, 2462.
Appeals against Maintenance Orders, 421.
Chinese, 422.
Coburg Railway, 1062.
Collingwood Electoral Registrar, 694.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1566.
Customs Department-Mr. W. Shuttleworth,
1493.
Dissolution of Parliament, 1097.
Dookie Farm, 1979.
Electoral Provinces-Polling Places, 1645.
Exclusion of Strangers, 1819 and 1820.
Forest Conservation, 1482.
Gippsland Lakes, 22, 1624, 1769, 2283, and
2788.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2694, 2749, and
2854.

MACGREGOR, Mr. ROBERT (Emerald Hill)
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2897.
Defence of the Colony, 1026.
Education Commission, 2407.
Emerald Hill-Pillar Letter Boxes, 394.
Falls Bridge, 2876.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2760.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 556 and
623.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 1944.
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McKEAN, Mr. JAMES (continued)Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 550.
Judicature Bill, 11.
Matrimonial Causes Statute, 133.
Melbourne Gaol, 133.
Melbourne Hospital, 1114.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 1095 and 2117.
Mr. Francis Gunn, 2464.
Mrs. Julia Gordon, 2014 and 2016.
New Law Courts, 1476 and 2522.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front,
21I4, 2413, 2474, and 2521.
Personal Explanation, 133.
Postal Department-Robbery of Registered
Letters, 2334.
Public Holidays, 2521.
Public-houses-Special Districts, 485; Sunday Trading, 1I14.
Public Instruction - Election of Boards of
Advice, 469; Erection of School Buildings,
884 and 2923.
Railway Construction Bill, 1418, 1515, 1590,
1603, 1604, 1639, and 1677.
Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
127l.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 1623.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1255.
The late Clerk of the Assembly, 397.
Titles-office, 1596.
Totalisator, l1I4.
Trade Marks Statute, 421.
Trade Unions Bill, 1575 and 1577.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1645, 1646, and 1979.

MAC MAHON, Sir CHARLES (continued)Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 2126, 2379, 2385, and 2916.
Railway Construction Bill, llIl, 1I13, 1300,
1391, 1588, 1592, and 1638.
Railway Department-Appointment of Employes, 2792, 2833, and 2836.
Wattle Planting, 1463.

McLEAN, Mr. ALLAN (N. Gippsland)
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1566.
Gippsland Lakes, 1624 and 2286.
Governor's Speech, 222.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2539.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1431.
Municipal Elections, 1366.
Public Instruction-School at Wurruk Wurruk, 1365 and 2412; Broadlands, 2924.
Railway Construction Bill, 996, 1I22, 1282,
1302,1407,1774, and 1818.
Railway Department-Officials' Cattle, 20.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2209.
Railway Workshops, 1441, 1446, and 1510.
Sale Gaol, 2614.

MADDEN, Mr. WALTER, Minister of Lands (Tlte
lVimmera)
Administration of the Land Law-Objections
to Selections by the Railway Department,
369; James O'Donoghue, 421 and 144:6; Land
at Coomoora, 421, 1I51, and 1I53; Pyramid
Creek Frontages, 482; Sale of 1I0th Section
Areas, 488 and 524; Selectors' Rents, 564 ;
Alleged Dummy Cases-EchucCL Inquiry,
694, 1I15, 1263, 1286,1288, 1570, 2100, and
2463; Selectors' Water Frontages, 1064;
Land at Yawong, 1065; Luke Murphy's
Selection, II 50 ; Frontages to Lake Elizabeth, 1I74; Land at Turrumberry, 1202;
Beazley'sBridge, 1229, 1230, 1403, and 1404 ;
Selections in Gippsland, 1290; Land at
Glengower, 1365; Forfeited Lands at the
Terricks, 1406; Sales by Auction, 1817;
Lake Gannon, 21I5; Lake Boga, 2289;
Transfer of Selections, 2295 and 2614; Residence Areas at Queenscliff, 2738; Timber
Reserves-Land at Wombat, 2933.
Albert Park Lake, 58.
Carlton Gardens, 21I5, 2233, 2291, and 2907.
Carriage Drive through Botanic-gardens, 2935.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2885.
Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 2940.
Gunbower State Forest, 1285.
Interim Land Bill, 2738.
Irrigation, 1868 and 2551.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
398, 474, and 2238.
Melbourne Harbour Trust-Deposit of Silt,
1508.
Melbourne Hospital, 1115.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 2376.
Mr. James McLean, 2630, 2644, and 2940.

MADDEN, Dr. JOHN (Sandridge)
Betting and Gaming Houses Suppression Law
Amendment Bill, 1882 and 1885.
Budget, 700.
Christmas Holidays, 2913.
Closed Roads, 2048.
Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) Bill, 1935.
Criminal Law and Practice Statute Amend
ment Bill, 838.
"Cup" Day, 2238.
Federation, 1668.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2830.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
401 and 402.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2342.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 922, 1963, and 2383.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 1811.
Privilege-The Age, 1349 and 1351.
Railway Department-Locomotive Whistles,
857; Closet Accommodation, 2907.
Vaccination, 2789.

McLean, Mr. James-Case of-Motion by Mr.
Fisher in favour of grant of £800, agreed to,
1438; subject referred to during debate on
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 2630 and 2644; statement by Mr.
Longmore, 2937; by Mr. Fisher, 2942; by
Mr. Carter, 2943; by Mr. Hall, 2943. (See
Letters, Reading of.)
MACMAHON, Sir CHARLES (W. Melbourne)
Asking Questions, 1035.
Budget, 720.
Expenditure under Loans-Railway Works,
1107.
.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2754 and 2869.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 596.
Married Women's Property Act Amendment
Bill, 2038.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 1944.
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MADDEN, Mr. WALTER (continued)Mr. A. R. Wallis, 56,
Murray Lakes, 945 and 1424.
Parks and Gardens, 2438 and 2581.
Pental Island, 523.
Phosphorized Grain, 21.
Rabbit Suppression Act, 2840.
Railway Construction Bill, 1124, 1130, 1134,
1393, 1683, 1741, 1790, 1851, and 1909.
Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
841.
Railway Extension to Elwood, 1446.
Reserves, 18, 418, and 975.
Richmond City Council-Stone for Streets,
1717 and 1793.
Road at Wareek, 1500.
Royal Park-Sale of Experimental Farm,. 247,
279, 410, and 471.
Tank Reserve, Eastern Hill, 734.
University Reserve, 58, 395, and 1262.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 730
and 790; Dunmunkle, 2234.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1379, 1382, 1402, and
1424; Mrs. Julia Gordon, 1509, 1645, 1979,
and 2016.

. MASON, Mr. F. C. (continued)Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1431.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1496.
Mrs. Julia Gordon, 2016.
Morwell Petty Sessions, 248.
Parliament House-Assembly Chamber, 323.
Port Albert, 1519 and 1520.
Private Members' Business, 1799.
Publicans'Licences-Special Districts, 483 and
742.
Public Instruction-Rifle Competition, 2098.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 339.
Railway Construction Bill, 781, 995, 1279,
1285, 1386, 1407, 1408, 1410, 1683, 1774,
1782, 1841, and 2077.
Railway Department-Darnum Station, 94;
Railway Workshops, 1441 ; Gippsland Cattle
Traffic, 1442; Shelter for Produce-Gippsland Line, 1716.
Rev. J. A. Dowie, 1876 and 1927.
Sunbury Lunatic Asylum-Mr. Baldwin's
Dismissal, 1458.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1201
and 1253.
Wrecks on the Gippsland Coast, 481.

Magistrates, Appointment of-Question by Mr.
Bowman, 20; by Mr. Richardson, 280 and
322; by Mr. Rees, 629. (See Police Magistrates. )
Maintenance Orders, Appeals against-Question
by Mr. McKean, 421.
Majorca, Registrar at-Question by Mr. Barr,
174.
Maldon Railway-Question by Mr. McIntyre,
321.
Mallee Country. (See Land Acts Continuation
and Amendment Bill.)
Married Women's Property Act Amendment Bill
-Brought in by Mr. Munro, and read first
time, 1174; second reading, 1425; considered
in committee, 1425 and 2035; read third
time, 2039; returned from Legislative
Council with amendments, 2388; amendments adopted, 2388.
Maryborough Water Trust-Statements by Mr.
Hall, 193, 305, and 762; by Mr. Bowman,
296 and 761.

Matrimonial Causes Statute-Question by Mr.
McKean, 133.
Medical Act-Prescriptions-Questlon by Mr.
Davies, 662.
Melbourne Gaol-Question by Mr. McKean, re
regulations, 133; by Mr. Laurens, re warders, 1424; by Mr. Zox, re removal of gaol,
2807.
Melbourne Harbour Trust-Question by Mr. A.
T. Clark, re purchase of plant, 562; motion
by Mr. Barr, against "deposit of silt or
mud in any portion of the Bay under low
water mark," 1501; debated, 1502; negatived, 1509. (See Dredging Operations.)
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment Bill
-Bill laid on the table by the Clerk, and
ordered to be considered in committee, 670 ;
motion by Mr. Orkney to permit trust to
be heard by counsel at the bar of the House,
1436; agreed to, 1437; counsel heard at the
bar, 1936; question by Mr. Carter, re introduction of short Bill, 1936; statement by Sir
Bryan O'Loghlen,'1936 ; discussion thereon,
1937; discussion re petition presented by
Mr. Orkney, 2705.
Melbourne Hospital-Question by Mr. Laurens,
21; by Mr. McKean, 1114; return ordered,
on motion of Mr. Laurens, 1482; produced,
1597; statement by Mr. Laurens, 1625;
further return ordered, on motion of Mr.
Laurens, 2146 ; produced, 2190. (See Charitable Institutions.)
Melbourne International Exhibition-Motion by
Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, thanking President and
other officers for their services, 397 ; agreed
to, 398. (See Exhibition Building.)
Melbourne (North) Swamp-Statement by.Mr.
Bent, 2293; question by Mr. Barr, 2295;
statement by Mr. Laurens, 2767 ; by Mr. C.
Young, 2768.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill-Brought in by Mr. Gillies, and read
first time, 472; second reading moved by
Mr. Gillies, 565; amendment by Mr. Gardiner that the Bill be read a second time
"this day six months," 569; debated by
Mr. Carter, 571 ; Mr. Langridge, 573; Sir

MASON, Mr. F. C. (S. Gippsland)
Beer Duty, 171.
Budget, 910.
Carlton Gardens, 2115.
Coal, 524.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 365.
Council Elections, 2544.
Council Electoral Rolls, 668.
Debate-Motions for Adjournment, 947 and
948.
Defence of the Colony, 794.
Dog Act Amendment Bill, 2146.
Employes in Shops Commission, 2100.
Exclusion of Strangers, 1820.
Government Printing-office, 977 and 1040.
Great Southern Railway, 1382.
Legal Profession Bill, 838, 1265, and 1426.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1184.
Local Government Laws Amendment Bill,
885.
Melbourne Telegraph Office, 2114.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 835 and 1095.
Mirboo Railway, 321, 564, and 1715.
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Melbourne Tramway &c. Bill (continued)Bryan O'Loghlen, 575; Mr. Kerferd, 577;
Mr. Fisher, 578; Sir John O'Shanassy, 579;
Mr. Berry, 580; debate adjourned, 582;
resumed by Mr. Walsh, 670; continued by
Mr. L. L. Smith, 672; Mr. Laurens, 674;
Mr. Wrixon, 676; Mr. Mirams, 678; Mr.
Macgregor, 680; debate adjourned, 681;
resumed by Mr. Bosisto, 823 ; continued by
Major Smith, 824; Mr. Zox, 825; Mr.
Patterson, 827; Mr. Tucker, 828; Mr.
Deakin, 829; Mr. Woods, 830; Mr. Walker,
832; Mr. McColl, 833; Mr. Harris, 833; Mr.
COlmor, 834; Mr. Wheeler, 834; Mr. Blackett, 835 ; Mr. Mason, 8::15; Mr. Munro, 836;
amendment negatived, 8:37 ; Bill read second
time, 838; motion by Mr. Gillies for suspension of Standing Orders Nos. I and 2, 917 ;
debated, 917; agreed to, 923; motion by
Mr. Gillies for referring Bill to select committee, 923; debated, 924; debate adjourned,
932; resumed, 1095; agreed to, 1099; motions by Mr. Carter for dispensing with
Standing Order No. ll9, agreed to, 1202;
committee's report brought up, 1596;
motion by Mr. Gillies for consideration of
report, 1717; debated by Mr. Laurens,
1723; Mr. Nimmo, 1728; Mr. Patterson,
1730; Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 1732; Mr.
Macgregor, 1734; Mr. Kerferd, 1735; debate
adjourned, 1736; resumed by Mr. Kerferd,
1800; continued by Mr. Langridge, 1802;
Mr. Walsh, 1804; Mr. Blackett, 1805; Mr.
Tucker, 1807; Mr. Fisher, 1808; debate
adjourned, 1809; resumed by Mr. Fisher,
1870; further adjourned, ]875; resumed
by Mr. Carter, 1955; continued by Mr.
Gardiner, 1959; Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 1959 ;
Mr. Kerferd, 1962; Mr. Macgregor, 1963;
Mr. Berry, 1964; Mr. Carter, 1965; Mr.
Patterson, 1969; debate adjourned, 1969;
further adjourned, 2035; motion carried,
2ll6; report considered, .2] 16, 2209, 2270,
2376, 2382, 2440, 2523, 2616, 2715, and
2916; motion by Mr. Gillies for suspension
of Standing Oruer No. 105, agreed to,
2522-3. (See Bills, Private.)
Member, Resignation of-Announced-Mr. R.
Murray Smith, 8.
Members authorized to attend Legislative Council re Railway Construction Bill-Mr. Anderson, 2512; Mr. Harper, 2624; Mr. Langdon, 2708.
Members, Death of-Announced-Mr. Kernot,
8; Mr. Ramsay, 391.
Members, New-Introduced and sworn-Mr.
Connor and Mr. Walker, 8; Mr. Harper,
669.
Mercantile Marine Service Bill-Brought in by
Mr. Grayes, and read first time, 404.
Messages between the Houses. (See Standing
Orders Committee.)
Miners' Lien Bill-Question by Mr. Fincham,
17.
Miners' Requirements - Question by Major
Smith, 761.
Miners' Residences Bill-Brought in by Mr.
Richardson, and read first time, 2720.
Miners' vVages-Question by Mr. Richardson,
2548.
Mines, Regulation of-Question by Mr. Zox, re
inspection of machinery, 170; by Major
Smith, re competency of engine-drivers,
2063.
SES. 1882.-C

Mining at Sandhurst-Question by Mr. R.
Clark, re underground surveys, 2065; by
Mr. Williams, re official inspection of No.
180 claim, 2065; statement by Mr. Williams,
re non-fulfilment of covenants, 2144; discussion thereon, 2145.
Mining Claim, Alleged Damage to-Question by
Mr. Pearson, 823.
Mining Companies Act Amendment BillBrought in by Major Smith, and read first
time, 1875; order for second reading discharged, 2388.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill-Brought in by Mr. Burrowes,
and read first time, 1746; second reading
moved by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 1809;
debated, 1810; debate adjourned, 1812;
motion for second reading negatived on
division, 1848; question by Mr. Kerferd,
1868; Bill ordered to be "read a second
time on Tuesday, 3rd October," 1896;
second reading, 2109-11; considered in
committee, 2111 ; adoption of report, '2259 ;
third reading, 2260; returned from Legislative Council with amendments, 2608;
amendments adopted, 2609.
Mining Leases - Subject of consolidation of
leases discussed, 82, 101, 188, 217, and 951 ; .
return ordered, on motion of Mr. Williams,
370; produced, 763; question by Mr. Fisher,
re lease No. 4132, 1321.
Mining on Private Property Bill-Brought in
by Mr. Burrowes, and read first time, 404.
Mining Statute, Regulations under-Question by
Mr. Williams, 1263; by Mr. R. Clark,
1263.
Ministry-Motions treated by the Ministry as
Motions of Want of Confidence-Mr. Berry's
amendment on the motion for an address in
reply to the Governor's speech, 29; Mr.
Fincham's motion re the administration of
the Railway department-supply of ballast,
327 ; Mr. Patterson's motion respecting the
"address of the Irish in Victoria to the
Irish in Ireland," 525 ; Mr. Francis' motion
against the taxation remissions proposed by
the Ministry, 681 ; Sir John O'Shanassy's
amendment in clause 2 of the Loans Redemption Bill, 2389; Mr. Munro's motion
for a select committee re the Hawthorn
railway collision and railway management
generally, 2789; question by Mr. Mirams, re
the Solicitor-General, llM. (See Adjournments of the House; also Railway Collision
at Hawthorn and Taxation.)
MIRAMS, Mr. JAMES (Collingwood)
Administration of the Land Law-Alleged
Dummy Cases, 1294 ; Transfer of Selections,
2295 and 2614.
Agent-General, 977.
Alphington Railway, 592, 1519, and 1520.
Amendment of the Electoral Law, 634.
Asking Questions, 367.
Attorneys' Costs Taxation Act Amendment
Bill, 742.
Beer Duty, 1476, 1541, and 1626.
Budget, 507, 706, and 955.
Charitable Institutions, 2190.
Council Electoral Rolls, 2033.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1197, 1365, 1557, and 1564.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2880.
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MmAMS, Mr. JAMES (continued)-

Customs Department - Smuggled Chinese
Goods,96; Exportation of Scrap Iron, 1423.
Debates in Committee-Motions for Adjournment, 947 and 1116.
Disease in Vines, 750.
Federation, 1666.
Government Advertising, 1769 and 1978.
, Governor's Speech, 226.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2762.
Hobson's Bay Railway, 120 and 370.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 560 and
624.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
398, 1078, 2202, 2224, and 2239.
Land Selections, 369.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1182.
Loans Redemption Bill, 1028, 2362, and 2395.
Malting Barley in Bond, 760.
Melbourne Harbour Trust-Deposit of Silt,
1501.
Melbourne Telegraph Office, 2114.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 678, 2116, 2130, 2376, 2379, and 2445.
Ministry-The Solicitor-General, 1154.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 747.
Order of Business, 2186 and 2464.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front,
1625 and 2478; Special Train to Mount
Difficult, 2009.
Publicans' Licences-Special Districts, 483.
Public Instruction-School Age, 209 and 370 ;
Tampering with Examination Papers, 631 ;
Night Schools, 1375; Abbotsford, 2807.
Railway Construction Bill, 1057, UU, U30,
1282, 1529, 1614, 1690, 1763, 2013, 2059,
and 2066.
Railway Department, 756.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2285.
Sessional Arrangements- Private Members'
Business, 325.
Standing Orders Committee's Report, 938.
State School Buildings-Charges against Public Officers, 885.
Stock Tax, 2064 and 2204.
Tea Duty, 2494.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1168 and
1249.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, .730
and 782.
Wattle Planting, 1460, 1464, and 1477.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1379, 1380, 1382, and
1424.
Mirboo Railway-Question by Mr. Harris, 321;
by Mr. Mason, 564 and 1715.
Model Farm-Royal Park-Question by Mr.
Carter, re sale of land, 247; by Mr. Longmore, 279; motion by Mr. Carter, declaring
that "the land at the Royal Park advertised for .sale by the Government should be
withdrawn from sale," 404; debated by
Mr. Walsh, 408; Mr. W. Madden, 410;
Mr. Longmore, 412; Sir John O'Shanassy,
413; Mr. Dow, 414; Sir Bryan O'Loghlen,
416; Mr. Bowman, 417; Mr. Gardiner,
417; Mr. Richardson, 418; motion withdrawn, 4] 8; statement by Mr. 'V. Madden,
471 ; by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 47.1.
Mordialloc RaiI-way-Questiolls by Nfl'. Harpel',
re ballast, 943; re omission of questions
from notice-paper, 1032; discussioLl thereon,
lO32. (See Railway Ballast Contracts.)

Motions for the Adjournment of the HouseProposed to enable Members to Ventilate
Public Questions - By Mr. McColl, re
North-Western Canal, 18; by Mr. Fincham,
re railway ballast contracts, 146; by Mr.
Macgregor, re fares on Hobson's Bay Rail·
way, 246; by Mr. Pearson, re contract for
railway carriages, 360; by Major Smith,
,'e administration of Education department,
423; by Mr. Longmore, re Irish questionconduct of members, 448; by Mr. Mason,
re publicans' licences-special districts, 483;
by Mr. McKean, re administration of justice
-the police, 631; by Mr. Berry, re Council
electoral rolls, 662; by Mr. Bowman, re
Maryborough water trust, 761; by Mr.
Woods, redefence ofthe colony, 794; byMr.
A. T. Clark, re prosecution for libel, Wright
v. Driscoll, 853; by Mr. Tucker, re erection
and repair of State schools, 881; by Mr. A.
T. Clark, re defence of the colony, lO03 ; by
Mr. Cook, re route of Coburg Railway, lO37;
by Mr. Patterson, 1058; by Mr. Longmore,
re selectors' water frontages, 1063; by Mr.
Gardiner, re Hansard, U49 ; by Mr. Richardson, re land at Coomoora, 1150; by Mr.
Dow, re 110th section block at Beazley's
Bridge, 1229 and 1403; by Mr. McColl, re
alleged dummy cases, 1286; by Mr. Mirams,
re sale of Yarra Bank lands, 1379; by Mr.
Deakin, re dismissal of Mr. Baldwin, 1447 ;
by Major Smith, re forest conservation,
1477 ; by Mr. Fincham, re running of railway
trains on Sunday, 1793; by Mr. Mason, re
Rev. J. A. Dowie, 1927 ; by Mr. LongD1ore,
re Dr. Edward Barker, 1948; by Dr. Quick,
re railway from Heathcote to Sandhurst,
2011 ; by Mr. McColl, re Mrs. Julia Gordon,
2014; by Major Smith, re regulation of
mines-engine-drivers, 2063; by Mr. Dow,
,'e water conservation On the Northern
Plains, 2090; by Mr. Williams, re mining
at Sandhurst, 2144; by Mr. Fraser, re
despatch of business, 2185; by Mr. Tucker,
re appointments and promotions in the public service, 2206; by Mr. Gillies, re railway
collision at Hawthorn, 2672; by Mr. Zox,
re St. George's Hall, 2904.
Motions for the Adjournment of the HouseStatement by the Speaker, 248; report re
future practice brought up from Standing
(See Standing
Orders Committee, 629.
Orders Committee. )
Motions" Unopposed "-Motions set down as
unopposed, ordered to be placed on the
ordinary list, 1041 and 1809.
Mount Abrupt Stone-Question by Mr. Anderson, 21.
Municipal Audits-Question by Mr. McColl,
1745; statement by Mr. WilsOll, 2493;
by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 2493.
Municipal Elections-Question by Mr. Hall, re
adjournment of the House, 1358.
Municipal Endowment-Question by Mr. Williams, 1543; byMr. Walker, 1570; by Mr.
R. Clark, 1646. (See Roads, Closed.)
Municipal Loans-Question by Mr. 'Walsh, re
return ordered the previous session, 21;
return produccd, 59.
Mr. JAMES (N. ~Melbo!lrne)
Betting and Gaming Houses Suppression Law
Amendment Bill, 1881.
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Mr. JAMES (continued)Budget, 563, 701, 718, and 964.
Building Societies Act Amendment Bill, 489,
582, 742, 838, and 1099.
Carlton Gardens, 2233 and 2291.
Christmas Holidays, 2549.
Colonial Spirits, 838.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1565.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2897.
" Cup" Day, 2235.
Defence of the Colony, 1814.
Estimates, 2614.
Expenditure under Loans, 1443, 1445, 2899,
and 2901.
Federation, 1646 and 2381.
Gisborne Railway Station, 2388.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2738, 2740, 2745,
and 2789.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 460,
559, and 622.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 838, 1175, 1184,
and 1876.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2344 and 2422.
Married "\Vomen's Property Act Amendment
Bill, 1175, 1425, 2035, and 2388.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 836, 924, 928, 930, 2127, and 2382.
Ministry-State of Public Business, 1367.
Mr. R. G. Ford, 1147.
Mr. Francis, 760.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 745.
Mr. McColl, 1887.
Mr. ·W. Shuttleworth, 1498.
Model Farm, 412 and 416.
Motions for Adjonrnment of Debate, 1970.
Motions for the Adjournment of the House,
633.
Municipal Audits, 1746.
New Law Courts, 695.
Order of Business, 1076, 2187,2464, and 2549.
Parliament House-Electric Bells, 324.
Police-Oriental Hotel, 634.
Private Members' Business, 325, 326, 1798,
1980, and 1981.
Privilege-Dr. Madden and the Age, 1354.
Public Service, 2208.
Publicans' Licences-Special Districts, 743.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 140,343, 374, 388,
390, and 392.
Railway Construction Bill, 1116, 1118, 1120,
1126, 1133, 1378, 1398, 1416, 1465, 1510,
1533, 1590, 1597, 1604, 1608, 1681, 1682,
1690, 1700, 1714, 1747, 1750, 1773, 1779,
1785, 1812, 1822, 1859, 1860, and 1903.
Railway Department - Suburban Trains,
Gippsland Line, 208 and 394; Manufacture
of Carriages, 278 and 852; Expenditure, 754 ;
Free Passes, 842; Prosecution for· LibelWright v. Driscoll, 857; Locomotives, 1365;
Rolling-stock, 1440; Woods' Brake, 1440;
Kensington-hill, 2502 and 2503.
Railway Junction at Albury, 9.
Rev. J. A. Dowie, 1931.
St. George's Hall, 2906.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 740.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill, 582.
Sir John O'Shanassy, 718.
State School on Hotham Hill, 1194 and 2412.
Trade Unions Bill, 1574, 1577, and 2035.
Vine Disease Act Amendment Bill, 2948.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 784.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1509.
Yea Railway, 1492.

MUNRO,

Murray Lakes-Questions by Mr. McOoll, 945
and 1424.
Nelson, H.M.S.-Question by Mr. R. Clark,
2491 ; statement by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen,
2521.
Newspaper Paragraphs-Statement by Mr. Laurens' 1742; by Major Smith, 1743; motion
by Major Smith for the publishers of the
A1'gllS and the Age to be brought to the bar,
1744; seconded by Mr. Longmore, 1744;
negatived, 1745. (See Privilege.)
Mr. JOHN (Emerald Hill)
Albert Park Lake, 57.
Attempted Assassination of the Queen, 456.
Budget, 946 and 949.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1586.
Christmas Holidays, 2913.
Coburg Railway, 1063.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
1047,
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1562.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 365.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2896.
" Cup" Day, 2236.
Defence of the Colony, 810.
Federation, 2040.
. Governor's Speech, 290.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2697 and 2764.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 532
and 611.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2561.
Legal Profession Bill, 1428.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1175.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2429.
.
Melbourne Harbour Trust - Deposit of Silt,
1506.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 1437, 1936, 1939, 1945, and 2705.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 917, 926, 1728, 2127, 2278, 2526, 2530,
2616, 2717, and 2919.
Mr. Elsdon, 141 and 143.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1430 and 1436.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1495.
Mrs. Julia Gordon, 2019.
Motions for Adjournment, 763.
Parliamentary Costs-Taxing Officer, 2181.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front,
2412,2414, and 2465.
Personal Explanation, 2463.
Private Members' Business, 1983.
Privilege-Mr. Sprigg, 2527, 2547, and 2548.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 141, 143,561, 635,
640, and 659.
Railway Construction Bill, 991, 1419, 1421,
1471, 1513, 1528, 1587, 1589, 1590, 1635,
1640, 1688, 1700, 1704, 1815, 1824, 1852,
1899, 2024, 2059, and 2162.
Railway Department-St. Kilda Line, 695
and 1445; Mrs. Maloney, 1027; Eight
Hours System, 1271 ; ·Williamstown 'Vorkshops, 2582.
Railway Extension to Elwood, 1446.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1250.
Water Conservation, 2097.
"\Vattle Planting, 1462.
Yan Yean 'Vater Supply, 1115.

NIMMO,

Norgate, Mrs. Harriet-Case of-Questions by
Mr. 'V. M. Clark, 2065 and 2115.
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North-Westem Canal-Question by Mr. McColl,
re vote for contour survey, 18; statement
by Mr. C. Young, 18; discussion thereon,
19; further question by Mr. McColl, 469 ;
motion by Mr. McColl for extending contour survey to the Avoca river, 489; debated, 489; withdrawn, 490; question by
Mr. McColl, 793.
Notice-paper- Question by Mr. Harper, re
alteration of questions, 1032; statement by
the Speaker, 1032; discussion thereon,
1033 ; statement by the Speaker, re memorandum by the Clerk, 1359; discussion thereon,
1363; statement by the Speaker, re copies
of notice-paper, 1174.
O'CALLAGHAN, Mr. WILLIAM (The lVimmera)
Administration of the Land Law-ll0th Sec. tion Reserves, 1406.
Budget, 878.
Dunmunkle Water Scheme, 2233.
Govemor's·Speech, 299.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 454.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2588.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1431.
Phosphorized Grain, 21.
Railway Construction Bill, 1133, 1342, 1600,
1682, 1713, 1737, 1752, 1836, 1909, 2077,
and 2159.
Railway Department-Gatekeepers on the
Horsham Line, 470; Workshops at Horsham,
1382; Lubeck and Murtoa Stations, 1518
and 1541.
Reserves, 18.
Telegraph Extension to N atimuk, 1821.
Wycheproof Railway, 1541. .
OFFICER, Mr. C. M. (Dundas)
Coburg Railway, 1039.
Dr. Edward Barker, 1954.
Governor's Speech, 304.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 532,
551, and 593.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2590.
Parliament House - Stone for West Front.
2480.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 658.
Railway Construction Bill, 992, 1053, 1110,
1298, 1391, 1600, 1641, 1642, and 1752.
Old Colonists' Association Bill-Brought in by
Mr. Zox, and read first time, 418; motion
by Mr. Zox for remission of fees agreed to,
418; second reading, 471-2; Bill referred
to select committee, 565; committee's report
brought up, 629; adopted, 742; Bill read
third time, 823.
O'LOGHLEN, Sir BRYAN, Bart., Attorney-General and Treasurer ( IV. Bourlie)
Adjournments of the House-In consequence
of the Political Assassinations in Ireland,
203; Death of Mr. Ramsay, 391; over
"Cup" Day, 2234 and 2236; for the Christmas Holidays, 2549, 2875, 2876, and 2908.
Administration of the Land Law-Selectors'
Water Frontages, 1094; Land at CoomooraMiss Crotty, 1153, 1745, and 2493; Alleged
Dummy Cases, 1286 and 1289.
Agent-General, 977.
Alfred Daly's Petition, 1542.
Amendment of the Electoral Law, 1717•.
Amendment of the Public Health Statute, 8.

36

O'LOGHLEN, Sir BRYAN, Bart. (continued)Appeals against Maintenance Orders, 422.
Asking Questions, 1036.
Aspinall v. Marks, 1228.
Assault on the High Seas, 1926,2062, and 2116.
Attempted Assassination of the Queen, 324.
Bag Tax, 1570.
Bailiwicks Boundaries Act Amendment Bill,
1264 and 1425.
Ballarat Benevolent Asylum, 1644.
Bankers' Books Evidence Law Amendment
Bill, 669.
Beer Duty, 1476 and 1541.
Betting and Gaming Houses Suppression Law
Amendment Bill, 1881, 1885, and 1886..
Black Wednesday, 226.
Boiler Inspection, 631.
Bordeaux Wine Exhibition, 1263.
Budget, 435, 490, 586, 701,704,709,711,887,
and 963.
Carlton Post-office, 1629.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1579.
Charitable Institutions, 17 and 1476.
Chinese, 1571.
Closed Roads, 2053.
Coburg Railway, 1038 and 10(31.
Codification, 17.
Companies Statute Amendment Bill, 9.
Consolidated Revenue Bills, 820, 1629, 2505,
and 2925.
Correction of Newspaper Statements, 1743
and 1744.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
58, 796, 1041, 1043, and 1046.
Council Elections, 2521 and 2544.
Council Electoral Rolls, 630, 662, 664, 1569.
and 1927.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill.
1028, 1031, 1195, 1196, 1198, 1200, 1365.
1366, 1383, 140;j, 1424, 1483, 1543, and 1568.
Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) Bill, 1867.
1887, 1892, 1934, and 2014.
County Court Judges Bill, 669.
County Court Judgments, 565.
Court of General Sessions at Alexandra, 2944.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2842 and 2879.
Criminal Appeals, ) 35.
Defence of the Colony, 734, 799, 801, 802,
804, 806, 1003, 1004, and 1019; The Cerberus, 95 and 2375 ; Volunteer Force, 422,
1036, 1094, 1542, 1623, 1869, 2064, and
2375; Naval Forces, 1321.
Disease in Vines, 1032.
Disorderly Language, 947 and 948.
,
Divorce Petitions, 1174.
Dr. Edward Barker, 1768, 1947, 1950, 2291,
and 2334.
Dog Act Amendment Bill, 2010 and 2115.
Dredging Operations, 369.
Dynamite Explosion at Prahran, 422.
East Bourke Election, 1083.
Education Commission, 59, 134, and 249.
Employes in Shops Commission, 592, 2100.
and 2707.
Erection of State Schools, 2183, 2206, 2411,
2412, and 2923.
Exhibition Building, 1032.
Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 2920 and 2922.
Expenditure under Loans, 1442, 1444, 2899.
2900, 2902, and 2923.
Explosives, 394.
Fatal Railway Accident-Constable Barrett,
1174.
.
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O\LOGHLEN, Sir BRYAN, Bart. (continued)Federal Bank of Australia, 1424 and 1459.
Federation, 1650 and 2380.
Fire Brigades, 2010.
Floating of the £4,000,000 Loan, 22, 1364,
1401, 1977, 2209, 2614, and 2636.
Gold and Silver Plate, 1263.
Government Advertising, 1979.
Government Printing-office, 393, 977, 1040,
1202, and 1296.
Governor's Messages, 978.
Governor's Speech, 15 and 306.
Hansard, 1149.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2672,2699,2701,
2707, 2738, 2740, 2745, 2755, 2792, and
2828.
H.M.S. Nelson, 2491 and 2521.
Inscribed Stock Bill, 2508, 2510, and 2522.
Intercolonial Reciprocity-Law and Medicine,
1261.
Irish Autonomy, 8.
Irish Immigration, 1698.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 448,
464, 525, 557, 597, 598, and 623.
Jolimont Railway Accident, 132.
Judge Skinner, 278 and 562.
Judicature Bill, 17, 523, and 630.
Kelly Reward l!'und, 695.
Kerang Police Court, 564.
Labour Traffic in the Pacific Islands, 2335.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
400,945,1065,1070,1084,1090,2108,2203,
2258, and 2633.
Land Tax, 891.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1183 and 1876.
Loans Redemption Bill, 404, 794, 1028, 1401,
2295, 2316, 2365, 2389, 2396, 2416, 2427,
2430, 2432, 2451, 2454, 2456, 2458, 2462,
2505, 2511, and 2522.
Magistrates, 20, 280, 322, and 630.
Malting Barley in Bond, 760.
Married Women's Property Act Amendment
Bill, 1425, 2035, 2037, and 2039.
Matrimonial Causes Statute, 133.
Medical Act-Prescriptions, 662.
Melbourne Harbour Trust, 562; Melbourne
Harbour Trust Act Amendment Bill, 1437,
1936, 1943, 1944, and 2706.
Melbourne Hospital, 22.
Melbourne International Exhibition, 397.
Melbourne Telegraph Office, 2114.
Melbourne 1'ramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 575, 917, 920, 924, 1097, 1732, 1871,
1959, 2118, 2221, 2224, 2377, 2380, 2441,
2446, 2523, 2621, 2622, 2715, and 2716.
Messages between the Houses, 1955 and 1985.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 1746, 1809, 1849, 1896, 2109,
2110, 2112, 2259, 2260, and 2608.
Ministerial Statement-Mr. Francis' Amendment on the Budget, 691.
Ministry-The Solicitor-General, 1154.
Mirboo Railway, 1715.
Mr. Anderson, 2512.
Mr. Campbell, J.P., 2335.
Mr. Deakin, 1354.
Mr. Elsdon, 145, 152, 245, and 315.
Mr. Fincham, 361.
Mr. Fincham and Mr. Bent, 1894.
Mr. R. G. Ford, 1147.
Mr. Francis, 256.
Mr. Joseph Geary, 2404 and 2549.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 745 and 1430.
Mr. Harper, 2624.

O'LOGHLEN, Sir BRYAN, Bart. (continued)Mr. Langdon, 2708.
Mr. Longmore, 2938.
Mrs. Julia Gordon, 1645, 1768, and 2017.
Model Farm, 407, 416, 418, and 471.
Municipal Audits, 1745, 1809, and 2493.
Municipal Elections, 1358.
Municipal Endowment, 1543, 1571, 1629, and
1646.
Municipal Loans, 21.
New Law Courts, 1476, 2409, and 2411.
North-Western Canal, 489.
Notice-paper-Printing of Copies, 1174;
Alteration of Questions, 1036 and 1363.
Numbering Debentures, 1542.
Order of Business, 1094, 1263, 1264, 2100,
2184, 2190, 2463, 2549, and 2583.
Parliamentary Costs-Taxing Officer, 1985
and 2180.
Parliament House-Messengers, 327; West
Front, 1698 and 1970; Electric Light, 1980.
Personal Explanation- Mr. Justice Higinbotham' 482; Railway Management, 2706.
Petty Sessions-Rokewood, 174; Morwell,
248; Gunbower, 669.
"Pilot Loiseau, 976.
Police Magistrates, 20.
Police Offences Statute Amendment Bill, 404
and 1717.
Police - Petty Sessions Prosecutions, 629;
Alleged Illegal Arrest, 633; Additional
Inspectors, 885; Loans by Publicans, 1262.
Political Assassinations in Ireland, 203, 248,
and 280.
.
Population Statistics, 2614.
Prerogative of Mercy, 1424.
Prince of Wales' Birthday, 2376.
Private Bills, 1796, 1969, 1981, 1982, and
1984.
Privilege-Mr. Sprigg, 2546 and 2548; Mr.
Woods and the Aye, 2773 and 2781.
Prothonotary, 2932.
Public Finances, 1627, 1628, 2491, and 2614.
Publicans' Licences-Special Districts, 483,
742, 744, and 1114.
Public Service, 395, 582, 1094, 1148, 1698,
2041, 2042, 2206, 2407, 2549, 2550, and
2808.
Pyrites, 1869.
Railway and Waterworks Debentures Re·
demption Bill, 2522.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 130, 139, 140, 142,
312, 319, 342, 370, 372, 383, 388, 389, 390,
393, and 638.
Railway Construction Bill, 781, 945,978,1048,
1052, 1054, 1110, 1120, 1126, 1128, 1130,
1282, 1284, 1299, 1342, 1377, 1378, 1393,
1396, 1398, 1468, 1470, 1473, 1590, 1605,
1607, 1609, 1613, 1614, 1616, 1618, 1633,
1639, 1640, 1644, 1677, 1684, 1691, 1693,
170~, 1715, 1738, 1740, 1742, 1747, 1755,
1773, 1776, 1781, 1787, 1819, 1820, 1822,
1827, 1830, 1837, 1840, 1856, 1860, 1862,
1864, 1867, 1900, 1905, 1908, 1911, 1912,
2011, 2012, 2022, 2031, 2078, 2085, 2131,
2141, 2142, 2146, and 2151.
Railway Department, 732, 752, 960, and 965;
Flinders and Elizabeth streets Crossing,
793; Eight Hours System, 840; Prosecution
for Libel- Wright v. Driscoll, 854; Shelter
for Produce on the Gippsland Line, 1716;
Sunday Tra.ins, 1716; Curves on the NorthEastern Line, 1868; Kensington-hill, 2293
and 2497.
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Sir BRYAN, Bart. (continued)Railway Extension-Creswickand Daylesford,
1716; Sandhurst and Heathcote, 2034.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 1623,
2279, 2283, 2284, 2286, 2288, and 2295.
Railways Management Bill, 2707, 2768, and
2841.
• 'Reading of Letters during Debate, 2639,2668,
2708, 2710, and 2714.
Remission of Penalties, 1795.
Rev. J. A. Dowie, 1928.
Rifle Clubs, 1623 and 1977.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill, 480
and 582.
Sebastopol and Durham Leads, 173.
Serpentine Weir, 488.
Sessional Arrangements - Days of Sitting"
325; Standing Committees, 326; Private
Members' Business, 325, 326, 1438, 1596,
and 1980; Hour of Meeting, 2408.
Sir Charles Mac Mahon and Mr. Bent, 2837
and 2838.
Small-pox, 1926.
Standing Orders Committee, 764, 858, 935,
1955, and 1969.
Stock Tax, 2205 and 2876.
Sunbury Lunatic Asylum - Mr. Baldwin's
Dismissal, 1449, 1451, 1458, 1475, and 1541.
Supply, 319, 798, 1627, 2495, 3,nd 2924.
Tea Duty, 2494.
Temporary Advances Bills, 1116, 1154, 1201,
1202, 1207, 1220, 1227, 1230, 1235, 2368,
2388, and 2408.
The late Clerk of the Assembly, 395.
The Loch M aree, 423 and 734.
The Speaker, 1646, 2462, and 2705.
Titles-office, 1596, 1955, and 1980.
Tobacco Duties Bill, 758, 760, 842, 977, 1048,
and 1066.
Totalisator, 1114.
Trade Marks Statute, 421.
Trade Unions Bill, 591, 1574, 1577, and 1578.
Victorian Order of Merit, 2907.
Victorian Rifle Association, 1679.
Vine Disease Act Amendment Bill, 2945.
Visitors-Mr. William Moore, 9; Sir Henry
Parkes, 1403; Mr. Alfred Catt, 2785.
Votes on Account, 819 and 2504.
Wahgunyah Bridge, 9 and 562.
War in Egypt-Bombardment of Alexandria,
1027; Battle of Tel-el-Kebir, 1745; Address
to the Queen, 1768.
Water Supply-Grants to 'Vater Trusts, 727,
785, and 791; Maryborough Water Trust,
763; Broken Creek, 971 and 1040; Northern
Plains, 2095.
'VattIe Planting, 1460 and 1477.
Ways and Means, 319, 758, 8201, 629, 2505,
and 2925.
Western Ports-Harbour Improvements, 2100.
Working Man's College, 281.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1382, 1645, and 1768.
'OILoCUILEN,

Order of Business (continued)O'Loghlen, 2463; discussion thereon, 2464 ;
further statement by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen,
2549; question by Mr. Berry, 2582, (See
Sessional Arrangements)
Mr. JAMES (W. Melbourne)
Cliffy Island Light-house, 2522 .
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2813.
Interim Land Bill, 2738.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 1436, 1936, and 2705.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 1968.
Mrs. J nlia Gordon, 2015.
Railway Construction Bill, 1125, 1389, 1535,
1704, and 2161.
Railway Department-Flinders and Elizabeth
streets Crossing, 793.
Railway 'Works-Expenditure under Loans,
1445.
The Loch Maree, 422 and 734.
Titles-office, 1910.
Yan Yean Water Supply, 1476.

ORKNEY,

(Belfast)
Asking Questions, 1034.
Budget, 498, 698, 708, and 716.
Catalpa Tree, 2636.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1581.
Christmas Holidays, 2912.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
1045.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2881.
Defence of the Colony, 490, 795,801, and 810.
Erection of State Schools, 2924.
Expenditure under Loans-Railway Works,
1107, 1442, and 1444; North Melbourne
Swamp, 2899 and 2900.
Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 2921.
Federation, 1655 and 1678.
Floating of the £4,000,000 Loan, 1401, 2208,
and 2636.
Hawthorn and Lillydale Railway, 359.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2707, 2742, and
2802.
Imports and Exports, 471.
Inscribed Stock Bill, 2509 and 2510.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 456,
532, 600, and 624.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 403.
Lo~ns Redemption Bill, 794, 1401,2307,2366,
2389,2391,2426, 2429,2454, 2460, 2507,and
2511.
Melbourne Tramwa.y and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 579, 920, 925, 1095, 2121, 2385,2529,
2716, and 2718.
Mr. Bent, 1127.
Mr. Bowman, 471 and 482.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1432.
Mr_ Munro, 720.
Model Farm, 413.
Municipal Elections, 1358.
Notice-paper-Alteration of Questions, 1034
and 1364.
Order of Business-Land Bill v. Railway Bill,
1085.
Personal Explanation, 1678.
Political Assassinations in Ireland, 206.
Public Service, 1372.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 150, 344, 371, and
375.

O'SHANASSY, Sir JOHN

Order of Business-Subject discussed, 1067;
statement by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, that
"the Government will afford the House
every opportunity of proceeding with the
Railway Bill before entering upon the consideration of any other measure," 1094;
question by Mr. Mason, 1263; discussion
thereon, 1263; question by Mr. Kerferd,
2184; statement by Mr. Fraser, 2185 ; discussion thereon, 2186; question by Mr.
Berry, 2463; statement by Sir Bryan

38

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
O;SHANASSY, Sir JOHN (continued)-

Mr. J. B. (continued)~
Dr. Edward Barker, 1947 and 1953.
Governor's Speech, 35.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2678 and 2866.
Irish Immigration, 1697.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 447, 448,
458, 525, 542, 560, and 595.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2204 and 2653.
LegislativeAssembly Chamber-Electric Bells,
2407.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1180 and 1194.
Maryborough Water Trust, 761.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 827, 1730, 1969, and 2447.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2109, 2112, and 2260.
.
Mr. Bowman and Mr. Hunt, 2680 and 2866.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1434.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front, 2408.
Personal Explanations, 70, 132, 170, and 1838.
Political Assassinations in Ireland, 205.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 371 and 373.
Railway Brakes, 394.
Railway Construction Bill, 781, 982, 1049,
1051, 1053, 1111, 1125, 1282, 1296, 1378 t
1384, 1390, 1415, 1421, 1468, 1610, 1639,
1640, 1677, 1678, 1681, 1682, 1740, 1742,
1773, 1778, 1853, 1857, and 1861.
Railway Department, 752; N avvies and Agricultural Labourers, 2581; Appointment of
Employes, 2842.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2287.
Railway Rolling-stock, 40 and 1l07.
Reflection on the Chairman of Committees, 948.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1164 and
1221.
Trade Unions Bill, 1578. .
Water Conservation, 2096.
Yea Railway, 1358.

PATTERSON,

Railway Brakes, 322.
Railway Construction Bill, 986, 1049, 1052,
1054, 1056, 1089, 1110, 1119, 1121, 1124,
1127, 1302, 1304, 1333, 1378, 1385, 1390,
1392, 1399, 1417, 1422, 1516, 1599, 1616,
1639,1643, 1673, 1676, 1689, 1693, and 2157.
Railway Department-Prosecution for Libel,
Wright v. Driscoll, 856; Arrangements re
Western District Trade, 2099; Spencerstreet Station, 2548 ; Appointment of Employes, 2550.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 740.
Sessional Arrangements-Private Members'
Business, 326 and 367.
Standing Orders Committee's Report, 936.
Stock Tax, 471 and 2876.
Sunbury Lunatic Asylum-Mr. Baldwin's
Dismissal, 1456.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1204,
1207, and 1246.
The late Clerk-of the Assembly, 395.
Wattle Planting, 1460.
Papers in the Custody of the Clerk-Statement
by the Speaker, 881.
Parks and Gardens-Question by Mr. Bosisto,
2438 and 2580. (See Carlton Gardens; also
Reserves.)

Parliament-Opening of the session, 8.
Parliament Buildings-Question by Mr. Carter,
re electric light, 1980; statement by the
Speaker, re telephonic communication, 2183;
question by Mr. A. T. Clark, 2870. (See
Legislative Assembly.)

Parliament Buildings Committee-Appointed,
326; report brought up, 1767.
Parliamentary Costs-Appointment of Taxing
Officer-Statement by the Speaker, 1984;
further statement by the Speaker, and discussion thereon, 2180.
Parliament House, Completion of West FrontQuestion by Mr. James, 563; motion by Mr.
Gillies for select committee re stone from
Mount Difficult quarry, agreed to, 745;
committee's report brought up, 1475; questions by Mr. Langridge, 1698 and 1769; suggestion by Mr. Patterson, 1746; question by
Mr. Pearson, 1847; motion by Mr. Gillies
for adoption of committee's report, 1970-85;
debated by Mr. C. Young, 1989 ; Mr. Langridge, 1993; Mr. Blackett, 1998; debate
adjourned, 2003; question by Mr. Mirams,
2009; by Mr. Gardiner, 2034 and 2269; by
Mr. R. Clark, 2114; statement by Mr. Pearson,
2114; by Mr. McKean, 2114 and 2413; debate
resumed by Mr. Nimmo, 2465; continued
by Mr. Harris, 2472; Mr. Pearson, 2473;
Mr. McKean, 2474; Mr. Walsh, 2476; Mr.
W. M. Clark, 2478; Mr. Mirams, 2478; Mr.
Officer, 2480; Mr. Hall, 2481; Mr. Fraser,
2482; Mr. Zox, 2483; Mr. Carter, 2484;
debate adjourned, 2484; questions by Mr.
McKean, 2521. ( See Mount Abrupt Stone.)

Mr. C. H. (Ca.stlemaine)
Administration of the Land Law-Alleged
Dummy Cases, 1294.
Asking Questions, 1034.
Budget, 503, 721, and 877.
Christmas Holidays, 2914.
Closed Roads, 2047.
Council Electoral Rolls, 668.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1200 and 1556.
Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) Bill, 1933
and 1935.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2891.
"Cup" Day, 2238.
Defence of the Colony, 815 and 1006.
Federal Bank of Australia, 1424 and 1459.
Government Printing-office, 393.
Governor's Speech, 119.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2752.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 455,
548, and 605.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
401, 402, 1075, and 2551.
Land Dispute at Coomoora, 1154.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2316 and 2335.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 1097 and 2120.
Mining Claim Damage, 823.
Parliament House-Stone for VIest Front,
1847, 2114, and 2473.
Privilege-Mr. vVoods and the Age, 2773.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 349, 379, 389, and
658.

PEARSON,

Mr. J. B. (Castlemaine)
Budget, 705 and 707.
Coburg Railway, 1038 and 1058.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1200.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2889.
"Cup" Day, 2237.
Daylesford Railway, 116.
Despatch of Business, 1980.

PATTERSON,
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Mr. C. R. (continued)Railway Construction Bill, 990, 1126, 1281,
1299, 1340, 1385, 1393, 1399, 1407, 1416,
1601, 1751, 1784, 1831, 1856, 1904, 1907,
1908, and 2163.
Railway Department-Orders for Carriages,
320, 360, ltnd 368; Chewton Station, 1595;
Conveyance of Stone, 1895.
Railway Works-Expenditure under Loans,
1442.
Reading of Lettel~ in Debate, 2713 and 2714.
Rev. J. A. Dowie, 1930.
Sir Charles Mac Mahon and Mr. Bent, 2838.
Sunbury Lunatic Asylum-Mr. Baldwin's Dismissal, 1451.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1213 and
1217.
Water Supply-Grants tv Water Trusts, 788;
Water Conservation on the Northern Plains,
2093.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1381.

PEARSON,

Penalties, Remission of-Question by Mr. "\Vrixon,
1795.
:Pental Island-Question by Mr. McColl, 523.
:E'ersonal Explanations-By Mr. C. Young, 59;
by Mr. Cooper, 94; by Mr. Burrowes, 132 ;
by Mr. Williams, 132 and 1716; by Mr.
Patterson, 132, 170, and 2842; by Mr.
McKean, 133; by Mr. Bent, 281; by Mr.
Fincham, 361 and 1895; by Mr. Hunt, 361 ;
by Mr. Wheeler, 392; by Mr. Hall, 447,
762, and 976; by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 482
and 2706; by Mr. Longmore, 562; by Mr.
Bowman, 761; by Mr. A. T. Clark, 1228 ;
by Mr. Gardiner, 1262; by Sir John O'Shanassy, 1678; by Mr. Bosisto, 1716; by Mr.
Laurens, 1742; by Major Smith, 1743; by
Mr. Nimmo, 2463 ; by Mr. Deakin, 2706.
Personal Property, Assurances of-Question by
Mr. Brophy, 2209.
Petition, Irregular-Statement by the Speaker,
881.
Petitions, Lodging of-Statements by the Speaker,
8, 1321, and 2033.
Petitions presented- For insolvent court at
Heathcote, 8; re Yea Rail way, 95; re Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 210; re Old Colonists' Association Bill, 246; against sale of
Model Farm, 393; rc Melbourne Tramway
and Omnibus Company's Bill, 393, 1146, and
2440; rcoccupation of the mallee country,
393; in favour of local option with reference
to the sale of intoxicating liquors, 763, 1027,
1036, 1063, 1146, 1174, 1201, 1228, 1261,
1296, 1321, 1357, 1379, 1402, 1423, 1475,
1541, 1570, 1595, 1622, 1821, and ]875;
against, 1321, 1358, 1379, 1402, 1423, 1595,
1622, and 1768; re Sunday Island, 794 and
1146; re dynamite magazine, White Hills,
Bendigo, 852; 7'e Fern-tree Gully Railway,
852, 1423, 1622, and 2010; for railway
from Picnic to Glen Iris, 885; for railway
from Sandhurst to Seymour, 945, 1027,
and 1036; re Casterton railway station,
1063; re Dentists Registration Bill, 1063,
1358, and 1402; re proposed railway to
Elwood, 1146 and 1970; re harbour accommodation at "\Yarrnambool, 1146 and
1201; re Coburg Railway, 1228 and 1358;
against the Legal Profession Bill, 1261;
re Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment Bill, 1358, 1927, 2705, and 2807;
for railway from Terang to Hamilton,

Petitions presented (continued)1423, 1622, 1645, and 1847 ; re fatal accident
to George Russ, 1423; re closing of Ballarat
and Creswick State forest, 1475; for railway
from Elmore to Heathcote, 1541 and 1570;
re Kerang Railway, 1541; for repeal of
duty on cornsacks, 1541, 1595, and 1768;
re Oakleigh and Camberwell Railway, 1570;
re Moira and Delatite electoral district,
1570, 2289, 2437, and 2463; re railway to
Swan Hill, 1595, 1622, and 1698; re Mrs.
Julia Gordon, 1698; for repeal of stock
tax, 1716, 2098, and 2706; for railway from
Scarsdale to Beeac, 1768 and 1847; against
Attorneys' Costs Taxation Act Amendment
Bill, 1768; for direct railway from Clifton
Hill to Melbourne, 1847; re Heidelberg Railway, 2010; for reinstating Sandhurst and
Heathcote line in Railway Construction Bill,
2033 and 2098; reproposed rules of Supreme
Court as to admission of attorneys, 2033 and
2463; re assurances of personal property,
2209; against Sunday trains, 2209, 2269,
2289, 2375, 2437, and 2463; re management
of the railways, 2768, 2807, and 2934.
Petty Sessions, Courts of - Question by Mr.
Davies, re Rokewood, 174; by Mr. Mason,
re Morwell, 248; by Mr. Fisher, re Gunbower, 669,
Phcenix Foundry Company-Question by Mr.
Brophy, 1321. (See Railway Rolling-stock.)
Phosphorized Grain-Question by Mr. O'Ca11aghan,21.
Places of Public Resort-Question by Mr. Zox,
re means of egress, 58; statement by Mr.
Grant, 58. (See St. George's Hall, AIelbourne. )

Pleuro-pneumonia-Question by Mr. Deakin,
2098.
Police Commission-Question by Mr. Blackett,
1036.
Police Magistrates-Question by Dr. Quick, re
Mr. Webster, 20; by Mr. Fisher, re Kerang,
20, (See Magistrales.)
PoliceOffencesStatuteAmendmentBill-Brought
in by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, and read first
time, 404; question by Mr. Walsh, 1717.
Police, The-Question by Major Smith, re Constable Quilter, 246; by Mr. Blackett, re
Detective Wilson, 279; by Mr. W. M.
Clark, 1e vacancies, 420; by Mr. Fisher,
re police accommodation at Durham Ox, 482
and 887; papers re Detective Wilson
ordered, on motion of Mr. Blackett, 488;
produced, 565; question by Mr. Fisher, re
petty sessions prosecutions, 629; by Mr.
Davies, re police stations, 669; by Mr.
Williams, re Rochester, 857; by Mr. Harris,
re additionalinspectors, 885; by Mr. Deakin,
re levying black-mail on publicans, 1229 and
1262; by Mr. W. M. Clark, 7'e Constable
Corbett, 1768; by Mr. Zox, re adjustment
of pay, 2115; by Mr. Dow, re promotions,
2932; by Mr. Hunt, re Constables Crowe
and Westcott, 2932. (See Arrest, Alleyed
Illegal. )

Political Assassinations in Ireland-Announcement of the murder of Lord Frederick Cavendish, Chief Secretary for Ireland, and
Mr. T. H. Burke, Under-Secretary, and
adjournment of the House in consequence,
203-8; statements by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen,
re telegrams, 248 and 280. (See Irish Question.)

40

LEGlSLA'1'ivE ASSEMBLY'.

Population Statistics-Question by Mr. Laurens,
2613.
Port Albert-Question by Mr. Mason, re wharf,
1519; re light-house, 1519; re signal station,
1520.
Portland Free Library-Question by Mr. Wrixon,
2737.
Portland Harbour Improvements. (See Western
Ports.)
Postage-Question by Mr. Langdon, re newspaper postage, 279.
Postal Department-Subject of employment of
women, debated on motion for address in
reply to Governor's speech, 158 and 271 ;
question by Mr. Laurens, re letter-sorters,
280; by Mr. Macgregor, re pillar-boxes at
Emerald Hill, 394; by Mr. Hall, "e trade
circulars, 523; by Mr. Deakin, re contract
for mails, Myrniong and Blackwood, 857 ;
by Mr. Hall, re post and telegraph office at
Lake Rowan, 1229; by Mr. Brophy, re
senior sorters, 1365; by Mr. Mimms, 2114;
by Mr. Mason, 2114; by Mr. Zox, re Melbourne telegraph office, 1795; by Major
Smith, reBallarattelephonicexchange, 2009;
by Mr. McKean, re robbery of registered
letters, 2334; by Mr. Zox, 2374; question by
Mr. Brophy, re telegraph line repairers, 2439.
(See Carlton Post-office; also Carisbroolt and
Fitzroy Post-offices.)
Post-office Laws Amendment Bill-Brought in
by Mr. Bolton, and read first time, 403;
question by Mr. 'Walsh, 1977.
Potosi, The-Question by Dr. Quick, 2706.
Prahran, Explosion of Dynamite at-Question
by Mr. Harris, 422. (See Explosives.)
Prerogative of Mercy-Question by Dr. Quick, .
re prisoner in Pentridge, 1424.
Previous Question, The-Moved by Mr. Francis
as an amendment on Mr. Patterson's motion,
l'e the Irish question, conduct of members,
525; carried, 561; moved by Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen as an amendment on Mr. Munro's
motion for select committee, re railway collision at Hawthorn, 2798; carried, 2870.
Prince of Wales' Birthday-Adjournment of the
House, 2376 and 2396.
Private Bills-'Question by Mr. Longmore, re
position of private Bills on notice-paper,
1746; statement by the Speaker, re practice
as to giving precedence over other private
business, 1795; discussion thereon, 1796;
motion by Mr. Mason for referring sessional
order, re private Bill business, to Standing
Orders Committee, agreed to, 1799; committee's report brought up, 1847; adoption of report moved by Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen, 1969; debated, 1969; debate
adjourned, 1970; resumed, 1981; report
adopted, 1984.
Private Members' Business-Question by Mr.
Longmore, 1438; hy Mr. Carter, 1596;
statement hy Mr. Munro, 1980.
Privilege-Motion by Dr. Maddeu declaring an
article in the Age newspaper, re Scarborough
estate, "a scandalous breach of the privileges of this House," 1349-50; debated,
1350; negatived, 1357; statement by Mr.
Longmore, re letter written by W. G.
Sprigg, secretary of the Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company, 2545; discussion thereon, 2546; letter of apology from
. Mr. Sprigg read, 2548; motion by Mr.
Woods declaring all article in the Age
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Privilege (continued)newspaper, re the Woods brake, "a scandalous libel and a breach of the privileges
of this House," 2769-72; debated, 2772;
withdrawn, 2788. (See Newspaper Paragraphs. )
Prothonotary-Question by Mr. Barr, 2932.
Public Finances - Statement by Sir Bryan
o'Loghlen , 1627; motion by Mr. Carter for
return of payments out of votes for 1882-3
for services rendered during the previous
year, 2491; debated, 2491; withdrawn,
2492; question by Mr. Munro, 2614. (See
Budget.)
Public Health Laws Amendment Bill-Brought
in by Mr. Graves, and read first time,
404.
Public Health Statute, Amendment of-Question by Mr. Laurens, 8.
Public Health Statute Amendment Bill-Brought
in by Mr. Laurens, and read first time,
742.
Public-houses-Question by Mr. Carter, re proclamation of special licensing district in
Essendon and Flemington, 482; statement
by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 483 ; subject discussed on motion for the adjournment of
the House, 483 ; motion by Mr. Mason for
rescinding proclamation, 742; debated,
742; debate adjourned, 745; order for
resuming debate discharged, 1274; return
of licences ordered, on motion of Mr.
Richardson, 932; produced, 138:}; question
by Mr. Fisher, "e licence-fees, Koondrook,
&c., 1113; by Mr. Richardson, re prosecutions for Sunday trading, 1114; by Mr.
McKean, 1114; statements by Mr. Grant,
1114 and 1147; question by Mr. CartEn', re
instructions to inspectors, 2549. (See Liquor
Traffic.)
__
Public Instruction.
Appointments-Statement by Major Smith,
re Mr. Jones, 99 ; by Mr. Grant, 136; question by Mr. Davies, re Mr. Millar, 523.
Boards of Advice, Election of-Question by
Mr. McKean, re hours of polling, 469.
Education Department, Administration ofSubject debated on motion for address in
reply to Governor's speech, 96, 178, and
249; statement by Mr. Grant, 210 ; by Mr.
Davies, 210.
Military Drill-Question by Mr. Connor, 1795.
Night Schools-Return of attendance ordered,
on motion of Mr. Mirams, 1375; produced,
1383.
Rifle Classes-Question by Mr. Tucker, 1646;
by Mr. Mason, 2098.
Royal Commission-Question by Mr. R. Clark,
re reports, 59 and 135 ; by Mr. Wrixon, 134 ;
by Mr. Richardson, 134; statement by Sir
Bryan O'Loghlen, 249; statement by Major
Smith, re proceedings of commission, 423 ;
subject debated, 429; further statement by
Major Smith, 695; question by Mr. Macgregor, 2407.
School Age-Question by Mr. Mirams, 209 ;
return ordered, on motion of Mr. Mirams,
370.
School Books-Motion by Mr. Hall, re contract with Messrs. Collins Brothers, agreed
to, 174.
School Reserves, Planting of-Question by
Mr. OOlUlor, 320; by Mr. Quick, 1194.

iNDEX.
PubHc Instruction (continued)Queenscliff Drill Room --- Question by Mi.
Schools-Question by Mr. Deakin, re Ascot
Langridge, 1794.
Questions, Asking. (See Notice-paper.)
Vale, 59; by Mr. Fisher, reCapel's Crossing,
279 ; statement by Mr. James, re Eganstown,
284; by Mr. Grant, 324; return re cost of QUICK, Dr. JOHN (Sandlwrst)
St. Kilda School ordered, on motion of Mr.
Budget, 968.
Carotin v. Sands, 1041.
Fisher, 370; produced, 420; question by Mr.
Fisher, re Macorna, 469; by Mr. Hall, re
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1582.
Nagambie, 469; by Mr. Fisher, re Cohuna,
Codification, 17.
564; re Bear's Lagoon, 564; by Mr. W. M.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
Clark, re Brooklyn, 564; by Mr. Rees, re
58 and 1041.
Parwan, 822; return ordered, on motion of
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
Mr. Tucker, 858; produced, 858; statement
1554.
by Mr. Tucker, re erection and repair of
Divorce Petitions, Il74.
school buildings, 881; discussion thereon,
Employes in Shops Commission, 2707.
Federation, 1659.
883; question by Mr. Dow, re New Bendigo,
885; by Mr. Fisher, re Durham Ox, &c.,
Governor's Messages, 946 and 978.
885; by Mr. Cameron, re Yan Yean, 943;
Governor's Speech, 320.
by Mr. Laurens, re Carlton, 943; by Mr.
Intercolonial Reciprocity-Law and Medicine,
McColl, re Terrick Terrick East, 1094; esti·
1261.
mates of expenditure for erection of school
Mining at Sandhurst, 2145.
buildings, passed in committee, Il94-5 and
Mr. Joseph Geary, 2504.
2923-4; question by Mr. McLean, reWurruk
Mr. Webster, P.M., 20.
Wurruk, 1365; by Mr. Wheeler, re school
Municipal Endowment, 1629.
North Brighton Railway Station, 1027 and
clock, Daylesford, 1475; by Mr. Langdon,
re underground water tanks, 1518; by Mr.
1032.
Hall, re erection of school buildillgs in
Officers of the Legislative Council, 1489.
Prerogative of Mercy, 1424.
country districts, 2183; by Mr. Kerferd,
2205; by Mr. Cooper, re Allandale, 2234;
Railway Construction Bill, 993, 1331, 1411,
by Mr. Gardiner, r'e North Carlton, 2269;
1418, 1684, 1691, 1852, 2011, 2028, 2057,
by Mr. Macgregor, re Emerald Hill, 2407;
2079, 2108, 2140, and 2143.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2282
expenditure for erection of school buildings
discussed in cOlmexion with Temporary Adand 2287.
vances Bill, 24Il; question by Mr. Wheeler,
Reading of Letters in Debate, 2713.
re Allandale, 2788; by Mr. Mimms, re
Sandhurst Dynamite Magazine, 1795.
Abbotsford, 2807.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 404, 472, 734,
741, and 916.
Singing-Question by Mr. A. Young, re Ten•
nyson's new national song, 247.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill, 583,
'
659, and 660.
Teachers-Return ordered, on motion of Major
Smith, 370; produced, 395 ; question by Mr.
Standing Orders Committee's Report, 936.
Davies, re Mr. Millar, 420; by Mr. W. M.
The Potosi, 2706.
Clark, re pupil teacher at Yarraville, 695.
Tobacco Duties, 970.
Trainees, 'Examination of-Question by Mr.
Trade Unions Bill, 1574.
Mimms, re tampering with examination
Tree Planting in School Reserves, 1194.
papers, 631.
Water Supply-Northern Plains, 1887.
Working Man's College, 280.
Public Service-Questions by Mr. Wrixon, 395,
582, and Il48; return ordered the previous Rabbit Suppression Act-Question by Mr. Anderson, 2840.
session produced, 488; return ordered, on
motion of Mr. Tucker, 945; produced, 2234; Railway Accidents-Question by Mr. Kerferd,
re accident at Windsor, Il15; return ordered
questions by Mr. Tucker, 1094, 1698, and
2206; by Mr. 'Walker, 1148; motion by Mr.
on motion of Mr. Zox, 2899. (See Railway
Collision at Hawthorn.)
Wrixon, for select committee, 1367; seconded by Mr. Kerferd, 1370; debated by Sir Railway Ballast Contracts - Mordialloc and
Brighton Lines-Statement by Mr. Fincham,
John O'Shanassy, 1372; Mr. Berry, 1373;
129; by Mr. Bent, 137; discussion thereon,
debate adjourned, 1375; resumed by Sir
139; statement by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen,
Bryan O'Loghlen, 2041; continued by Mr.
313 and 319; motion by Mr. Fincham for
A. T. Clark, 2042; adjourned, 2042; question
select committee, 327; debated by Mr.
by Mr. Wrixon, 2407; by Major Smith,
Bent, 335; Mr. Mason, 339; Sir Bryan
2549; statement by Mr'. Tucker, 2549; disO'Loghlen, 342; Mr. Munro, 343; Sir John
cussion thereon, 2550; question by Mr.
O'Shanassy, 344; Mr. Longmore, 345; Mr.
W rixon, 2808.
McIntyre, 346; Mr. Deakin, 347; Mr.
Pyramid Creek Reserve - Question by Mr.
Pearson, 349; Mr. Walker, 350; Mr. Berry,
Fisher, 482.
351; Mr. Cartel', 356; Mr. A. T. Clark,
Pyrites, Treatment of-Question by Mr. Woods,
357; Mr. Shiels, 357; Mr. Dow, 358;
1869.
motion negatived, 359; statement by Sir
Bryan O'Loghlen, 370; discussion thereon,
Queen, The-Attempted Assassination of-Select
370; motion by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen for
committee appointed to prepare address of
appointment of select committee, 372; decongratulation to Her Maj esty, 324; address
bated by Mr. Patterson, 373; Mr. Barr,
brought up, 325; adopted, 325; Governor's
374; Mr. Munro, 374; Mr. Graves, 375;
message, re transmission of address, 419;
Sir John O'Shanassy, 375; Mr. Cartel', 376;
despatch from Secretary of State acknowMr. Wrixon, 377; Mr. McIntyre, 378; Mr.
ledging receipt of address, 1475.

42

LEGISLA.TiVE A.SSEMBLY.

Railway Ballast Contracts (continued)Pearson, 379; Mr. Fincham, 380; Mr. Zox,
380; Mr. Deakin, 380; Mr. Wilson, 382;
Mr. Gillies, 382; Mr. Richardson, 383;
Mr. Shiels, 385; Mr. Gardiner, 385; Mr.
Walker, 386; Mr. McColl, 386; Mr. Hall,
387; Mr. Williams, 387 ;' Mr. Munro, 388 ;
Mr. Longmore, 388; Mr. Langridge, 389;
Mr. ,\Valsh, 389; motion carried, 389-90;
committee appointed, 390; leave given to
committee "to report the evidence from day
to day," 392; statement by Mr. 'Wheeler, 392;
discussion thereon, 392; committee's report
brought up, 561; motion by Mr. Nimmo,
"That the report be now taken into consideration," 635; debated by Mr. Fincham,
635; Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 638; Mr. Nimmo,
640; Mr. Francis, 641; Mr. James, 642;
Mr. Deakin, 643; Mr. McIntyre, 646; Mr.
Fisher, 648; Mr. Richardson, 651; Mr.
Bell, 653; Mr. Anderson, 655; Mr. Longmore, 656; Mr. Wheeler, 657; Mr. Zox,
658; Mr. Officer, 658; Mr. Pearson, 658;
Mr. McColl, 659; motion agreed to, 659;
report adopted, 659. (See Elsdon, Mr.;
.
also Mordialloc Railwa.l/.)
Railway Brakes-Question by Mr. W. M. Clark,
16; by Sir John O'Shanassy, 322; statement by Mr. Bent, 322; question by Mr.
Patterson, 394; return re Woods' brake
ordered, on motion of Mr. Zox, 1438; produced, 2101.
Railway Collision at Hawthorn-Statement by
Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 2672; subject debated
on motion for the adjournment of the House,
2672; statement by Mr. Berry, re timetables, 2707; discussion thereon, 2707; Mr.
Munro asks the Government to give precedence to his motion for select committee,
2738; Sir Bryan O'Loghlen declines, 2739 ;
Mr. Munro intimates that he will propose
the motion as one of want of confidence,
2740; Sir Bryan O'Loghlen moves the adjournment of the Rouse, 2740; motion
debated, 2740; agreed to, 2768; motion by
Mr. Munro for select committee" to inquire
into the management and working of the
Railway department, and especially to report on the whole circumstances relating to
the recent disastrous occurrences at Hawthorn," 2789; previous question moved by
Sir Bryan O'Loghlen,2792-8; subject debated
by Mr. Beny, 2798; Sir John O'Shanassy,
2802; Mr. Francis, 2804; debate adjourned,
2805; resumed by Mr. Longmore, 2809;
continued by Mr. Orkney, 2813; Mr. Richardson, 2813; Mr. R. Clark, 2818; Mr.
Woods, 2820; Mr. Fisher, 282:1; Mr.
Deakin, 2826; Dr. Madden, 2830; Sir
Charles MacMahon, 2833; debate adjourned,
2837-40; resumed by Major Smith, 2842;
continued by Mr. Graves, 2847; Mr. vVrixon,
2849; Mr. Barr, 2851 ; Mr. McKean, 2854;
Mr. A. T. Clark, 2856; Mr. Langridge,
2858; Mr. James, 2860; Mr. Zox, 2862 i
Mr. Hunt, 2863; Mr. Bowman, 2866; Mr.
Patterson, 2866; Mr. Grant, 2868; Mr.
D. uffy 2869; previous question carried, 2870.
Railway onstruction Bill-Brought in by Mr.
Bent, and read first time, 398; second
reading moved by Mr. Bent, 764; agreed
to, 782; Governor's me~l'!age brought down,
916; considered ill committee, 945; resolution for an appropriation agreed to, 945;

Railway Construction Biil (continued)report adopted, 978; Bill considered in
committee, 982, 1048, 1110, 1116, 1274,
1296, 1322, 1375, 1384, 1407, 1465, 1510,
1520, 1587, 1597, 1630, 1671, 1679, 1698,
1736, 1746, 1769, 1812, 1822, 1849, 1892,
and 1896; Bacchus Marsh and Gordons line,
1002, 1048, 1851, and 2079; Koroit line,
1049, 1641, and 1671 ; Avoca and Ararat,
1110; Cheltenham line, 1110 and lll8;
Kerang line, 1132; Clifton Hill to Royal
Park, 1132, 1679, and 1851; Fern-tree Gully
line, 1133, 1681, and 2105; Dimboola to
Tarranginee line, 1133; Poowong line,
1274; Fitzroy and Clifton Hill, 1296 and
1682; Hamilton and Coleraine, 1297 and
1682; Bairnsdale line, 1302; Swan Hill
line, 1302, 1322, 1375, 1705, and 1907;
Lancefield and Kilmore, 1384; Maldon
towards Laaliecoorie, 1387, 1851, and 2106;
Murchison to Rushworth, 1387 ; Sandridge
and Yarra Mouth, 1387 ; Nathalia, 1394;
Tocumwal, 1394; Richmond and Glen Iris,
1394 and 1683; Port Campbell, 1399;
J eetho line, 1407; Maffra line, 1407;
Dookie line, 1409; Yarram line, 1410;
Wan dong to Sandhurst, 1410, 1683, 1851,
and 1852; Mansfield line, 1418; Elwood
line, 1418 and 1700; Heidelberg line, 1422
and 2107 ; Murray Bridge line, 1465 and
1587; workshops, 1466 and 1510; metropolitan stations, 1469, 1512, 1521, 1588,
and 1630; alteration of existing lines,
1587; unfenced lines, 1595 and 1597;
special appropriation, 1607, 1753, and 2107 ;
Creswick towards Daylesford line, 1679,
2020, 207Q, and 2101; Lubeck and Banyena,
1682; Murtoa and Sheep Hills, 1683 and
1909; Waterloo and Allambee East, 1683;
Yarra Flats tramway, 1699; fires caused
by locomotives, 1737 and 1747; Koo-weerup Swamp-Sherwood and Alberton R.1.ilway, 1769, 1812, 1822, 2029, 2053, and
2065; Dimboola to the South Australian
Border, 1849; Wandong and Heathcote,
1852; Picnic to Oakleigh, 1857 and 2107 ;
Coburg to Craigieburn, 1858; Beeac and
Scarsdale, 1864, 1892, and 1896; '\Vallace
and Bullarto, 1910; Beaufort and Mount
Cole, 1911; Heathcote and Sandhurst,
2011; limit of deviation, 2108; consideration of report, 2029,2053, 2065, and 2101 ;
Bill read third tinle, 2131-8; consideration
af subsequent amendments, 2138 and 2146 ;
Sandhurst and Axedale, 2138 ; Kerang and
Koondrook, 2142; limit of expenditure,
2147; order of constructing lines, 2147 ;
Bill passed, 2171 ; question by Mr. Anderson, 2437.
Railway Department-Question by Mr. Laurens,
re issue of free passes to employes, 17 ; by
Mr. Ramsay, re Sydney return tickets, 19 ;
by Mr. McLean, re officials' cattle, 20;
by Mr. Duffy, re colour blindness, 56;
by Mr. Blackett, re carriage of Grampian
stone, 57; by Mr. Macgregor, re Emerald
Hill fares, 94 and 246; by Mr. Fraser,
re wool traffic rates, 95; by Mr. W. M.
Clark, re the Ford Board, 135; by Mr.
Zox, re caniages, 135; by Mr. Pearson,
360; by Mr. Ramsay, Somerton flag station,
136; by Major Smith, re North Ballarat siding, 136 ; by Mr. Munro, re unpunctuality
of suburban trains, Gippsland line, 208 and
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Railway Department (continue d):~94; by Mr. James, re Ballarat trains, 208 ;
by Mr. Walker, re Camberwell line, 209;
return re divisions into which the railway
system is divided ordered, on motion of
Mr. McKean, 370; produced, 1066; question
by Mr. Deakin, re heroism of gatekeeper's
daughter, 420 ; re Murrumbeena accident,
469; by Mr. McColl, re telegraph communication between stations on Windsor line,
470 ; by Mr. O'Callaghan, re gatekeepers
on Horsham line, 470; by Mr. Fisher, re
reward to Donoghue, 591; by Mr. Deakin,
re Essendon trains, 669; by Mr. Walker,
re South Yarra station omnibuses, 669; by
Mr. Deakin, 669; votes discussed in Committee of Supply, 732; consideration of
report, 752; question by Mr. Orkney, re
crossing at junction of Flinders and Elizabeth streets, 793; by Mr. Bosisto, re
Balmain-street (Richmond) crossing, 822;
motion by Mr. Levien, for select committee, re free passes, 841 ; debated, 842;
debate adjourned, 842; order for resuming debate discharged, 1886; question by
Mr. Wrixon, re Portland station, 852; by
Mr. Laurens, re annual report, 852; discussion, re prosecution for libel, Wright v.
Driscoll, raised by Mr. A. T. Clark, 853;
question by Mr. Bosisto, re colour blindness, 857; by Dr. Madden, re locomotive
whistles, 857 ; by Mr. Hall, re water trains,
886; by Mr. Nimmo, re Mrs. Maling, 1027;
by Dr. Quick, re North Brighton station,
1027 and 1032; by Mr. Kerferd, re duplication of North-Eastern line, 1032 ; by Mr.
Deakin, re overcrowding of cattle trucks,
1146; by Mr. Munro, re Mr. R. G. Ford,
1147 ; by Mr. Langridge, re the late Constable Barrett, 1174; statement by Mr. A.
T. Clark, re construction of locomotives,
1228; question by Mr. Laurens, 1296; by
Mr. Williams, 7'e Eaglehawk station, 1229;
by Mr. Hall, re siding near Monea, 1229 ;
by Mr. Macgregor, re siding at Emerald
Hill, 1263; by Major Smith, re Ballarat
cattle yards, 1263; by Mr. Bosisto, re
guards of passenger trains, 1286 and 1596 ;
by Mr. Langridge, re wages of gatekeepers,
1321 and 1365; by Mr. Berry, 1365; by
Mr. Levien, re telegraph offices at stations,
1476; by Mr. Hall, re pay of junior officers,
1489; statement by Mr. Bent, re steel rails
and fishplates, 1539; question by Mr.
Pearson, re Chewton station, 1595 ; by Mr.
Davies, re porters, 1622; by Mr. Gardiner,
re deputations, 1622; by Mr. Dow, re correspondence, 1623; by Mr. Rees, re medical
examination of applicants for employment,
1698; by Mr. Mason, re shelter for produce,
Gippsland line, 1716 ; by Mr. Langridge, re
Sunday trains, 1716 and 1793; by Mr.
Dow, re Cope Cope station, 1793; by Mr.
Carter, re alterations on suburban lines,
1821 ; by Mr. Dow, re free passes, 1848;
by Mr. Hall, re curves on the NorthEastern line, 1868; by Mr. Pearson, re
. carriage of stone, 1895; by Mr. Levien, re
sidings at Marcus Hill and Pettavel, 1977 ;
re cattle yards at Drysdale, 1977 ; by Mr.
Harris, re Windsor trains, 2009; re Mr.
Grondona, 2009; by Mr. Richardson, re
. Ballarat and Creswick fares, 2034; by
Sir John O'Shanassy, re western district

Railway Department (continued)trade, 2098; by Mr. Wrixon, re traffic
rates between Hamilton and Portland,
2113; by Mr. Deakin, re buffers, 2113 and
2582; by Mr. Richardson, re ladies' compartments, 21l3; by Mr. Dow, re Emu
station, 2144; by Mr. Hall, 7'e refreshment
rooms, 2205; by Mr. Deakin, re Gisborne,
2205; by Mr. Hunt, re labourers' wages,
2233; by Mr. Longmore, re Kensingtonhill purchase, 2334 and 2375; by Mr.
Deakin, re Kensington and Newmarket
stations, 2375; papers re Kensington-hill
purchase ordered, on motion of Mr. Longmore, 2408; question by Mr. Williams, re
carriages for ladies, 2491 ; by Mr. Dow, re
Swanwater station, 2521; by Mr. Carter,
re loading trucks, 2521; by Mr. Dow, re
wheat shipments and wharf accommodation,
2581 ; by Mr. Patterson, re employing railway navvies as agricultural labourers,
2581 ; by Mr. Fincham, re locomotives,
2809; by Dr. Madden, re closet accommodation, 2907. (See Hobson's Bay Railway;
also Kensington Hill, Scrap Iron, Railway
Ballast Contracts, Railway Rolling-stock,
and Railway Workshops.)
Railway Employes - Eight Hours SystemQuestion by Mr. R. Clark, 57 ; by Major
Smith, 247; motion by Mr. R. Clark,
"That the eight hours system be at once
adopted on the Victorian railways," 838 ;
debated, 839; debate adjourned, 841;
questions by Mr. Walker, 1147 ; debate on
Mr. R. Clark's motion resumed, 1266;
amendment by Mr. Walker for the adoption
of the eight hours system "in all Government departments where practicable,"
1267 ; debate continued, 1267; adjourned,
1273; order for resuming debate discharged,
1429 ; question by Mr. R. Clark, 1518; by
Mr. Bowman, 2935.
Railway Employes Bill-Brought in by Mr. A.
T. Clark, and read first time, 1489.
Railway Extension-Question by Mr. Duffy, re
Lancefield and Heathcote, 694; by Mr.
Langridge, 7'e South Australian border,
1364; by Mr. Connor, 1423; ~y Mr.
Mason, re Great Southern RaHway, 1382;
by Mr. Williams, re Swan Hill, 1423 and ~
1476; by Mr. Nimmo, re Elwood, 1446;
by Mr. Carter, 1623; by Mr. Cameron, re
Whittlesea, 1570; by Mr. Richardsou4 re
Creswick to Daylesford, 1716; by Mr. R.
Clark, re Sandhurst to Heathcote, 2034.
Railway Junction at Albury-Question by Mr.
Munro, 9.
Railway Loan (1881) ARplication Bill-Brought
in by Sir Bryan 0 Loghlen, and read first
time, 1623 ; question by Mr. McLean, 2209;
second reading, 2279-83; considered in committee, 2283; read third time, 2295.
Railway Rolling-stock-Question by Mr. Fincham, re manufacture of carriages in
England, 15; re timber for carriages, 16;
subject of ordering railway plant from
England debated on motion for address in
reply to Governor's speech, 29, 65, 154,
175, 185, and 284; questions by Mr. Hunt,
re locomotives, 57; by Mr. Zox, re designs
for carriages, 135; by Mr. Munro, re order
on Sandhurst firm, 278 and 852 ; by Mr.
Pearson, 320; motion by Mr. Woods, for
reports re colonial mountain U'Sh, agreed to,
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Railway Rolling-stock (continued)841; statement by Mr. Bent, re purchase
of locomotives, &c., 1l00; subject debated
on second reading of Temporary Advances
(Railways) Bill, 1155 and 1230; question
by Mr. Munro, re importation of locomotives, 1365. (See. Phrenix Foundry Company.)
Railways authorized by Acts of Parliament.
(See Hawthorn and Lil(lJdale Railway; also
Alphington, Bacchus Marsh, Camperdown,
Coburg, Mirboo, WyclteprooJ, Yarrawonga,
and Yea RailwllYs.)
Railway Stations-Question by Mr. Mason, re
Darnum, 94; by Mr. Barr, re Maryborough,
94; re Dunach, 94; by Mr. Fincham, re
Howitt-street, Ballarat, 94; re No. 18 gate,
Ballarat line, 94; by Mr. Wheeler, re Bullarto, 669 ; by Mr. Nimmo, St. Kilda line,
695: by Mr. Laurens, re North Melbourne,
)379; subject of station accommodation at
Melbourne discussed in committee on the
Railway Construction Bill, 1469, 1512, and
1521 ; question by Mr. Hall, re Balmattum,
1489; by Mr. o'Callaghan , re Lubeck and
Murtoa, 1518 and 1541; by Mr. Dow, re
Darkbonee, 2033 and 2934; by Mr. Brophy,
re goods sheds, Warrenheip and Gordons
line, 2098; by Sir John O'Shanassy, re
Spencer-street station, 2548.
Railways Management Bill-Brought in by Mr.
Bent, and read first time, 2703-4; question
by Mr. Walker, 2707 and 2841; by Mr.
Kerferd, 2768; Governor's message brought
down, 2907.
Railway Workshops-Question by Mr. O'Callaghan, re Horsham, 1382; subject of constructing new locomotive shops, &c., discussed in committee on the Railway Construction Bill, 1466 and 1510.
Rainfall in Victoria-Question by Mr. Gillies,
1716.

Residence Areas Act-Question by Mr. R. Clark,
2183.
Mr. RICHARD (Creswick)
Administration of the Land Law-Land Dispute at Coomoora, 421, 1150, 1153, 1745,
and 2492 ; Selectors' Water Frontages, 1094 i
Land at Glengower, 1365; 1l0th Section
Reserves, 1404; Sales by Auction, 1816 i
Timber Reserves-Land at Wombat, 2933.
Bailiwicks Boundaries Act Amendment Bill,
1264.
Budget, 725 and 870.
Christmas Holidays, 2913.
Coburg Railway, 1060.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 367, 474, and
793.
.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
1047.
Council Electoral Rolls, 563.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1031.
Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) Bill, 1891.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2878.
Disease in Vines, 751.
Education Commission, 134.
Electors' Rights, 591.
Erection of State Schools, 2412 and 2924.
Estimates, 2925.
Expiring Laws Continuation and Amendment
Bill,2920.
Forest Conservation, 1481.
Governor's Speech, 150.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2683 and 2813.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 461 and
550.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
403, 1090, 2108, and 2190.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1184.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2425.
Local Government Laws Amendment Bill.
403.
Magistrates, 280 and 322.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 930 and 1095.
Miners' Residences Bill, 2720.
Miners' Wages, 2548.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2111, 2112, and 2609.
Mr. Elsdon, 245.
Mr. Joseph Geary, 2549.
Mr. Hall, 971.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 748.
Mr. A. R. ·Wallis, 8 and 22.
Mrs. Julia Gordon, 2018.
Model Farm, 418.
Notice-paper-Alteration of Questions, 1364.
Private Members' Business, 1796.
Publicans' Licences - Special Districts, 484.
744, and 932.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 151, 383, and 651.
Railway Construction Bill, 992, 1002, 1048,
1056, 1132, 1299, 1375, 1408, 1517, 1527,
1537, 1538, 1599, 1605, 1679, 1681, 1699,
1737, 1740, 1742, 1747, 1751, 1779, 1816,
1821, 1836, 1902, 1911, 1912, 2020, 2082,
2085, 2142, and 2155.
Railway Department - Locomotives, 1439 i
Sunday Trains, 1794; Ballarat and Creswick Fares, 2034; Ladies' Compartments,
2113.
Railway Extension-Creswickand Daylesford,

RICHARDSON,

Mr. ROBERT (E. Bourke)
Alphington Railway, 18.
Railway Department-Sydney Return Tickets,
19; Somerton Flag Station, 136; Ballast
Contracts, 139.
(Death announced, 391.)

RAMSAY,

Mr. JOHN (Grant)
Administration of the Lands DepartmentIllegal Fencing, 1792.
Bacchus Marsh Railway, 823.
Cowie's Creek Station Reserve, 1715.
Grants to Water Trusts, 789.
Magistrates, 629.
Railway Construction Bill, 1753, 1785, and
1836.
Railway Department-Medical Examinations,
1698.
State School at Parwan, 822.
Wattle Bark, 172.
You Yangs Timber Reserve, 1481.

REES,

Regulation of Mines Statute, Amendment ofQuestion by Mr. James, 2876. (See Mines,
llegu !alion qf.)
Reserves-Question by Mr. o'Callaghan, 18;
return ordered, on motion of Mr. Connor,
423; question by Mr. Bell, 975. (See
Parlts and Gardens; also Fores~s.)

1716.

Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2284;
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Mr. RICHARD (continued)Railway Works-Expenditure under Loans,
1443 and 1464.
Reading of Letters in Debate, 2669 and 2710.
Rev.. J. A. Dowie, 1877.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill, 480.
Trade Unions Bill, 742, 1571, 1576, 1578, and
2035.
Tramways Bill, 2289.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 728
and 757; Loans to Local Bodies, 1488.
Yea Railway, 1491.

Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill (continued)Mr. R. Clark, 736; Mr. Langridge, 738;
Mr. 'Williams, 739; Mr. Zox, 739; Mr.
Berry, 740; Mr. McColl, 740; Mr. Munro,
740; SirJohnO'Shanassy, 740; Mr. Laurens,
740; Mr. Duffy, 741; Mr. Longmore, 741;
Mr. Gillies, 741; amendment withdrawn,
and Bill read second time, 741; referred to
select committee, 916; committee's report
brought up, 1262.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill-Brought
in by Mr. Burrowes, and read first time,
404; read second time, 480-1; passed
through committee, 481; Bill declared by
Speaker to be a private Bill, 582; motion
by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen that the Bill be
treated as a public Bill, 582; withdrawn, 583;
motion by Mr. Burrowes that the Bill be
treated as a public Bill, 659 ; agreed to, 660;
Bill read third time, 660.
Scarsdale Railway - Question by Mr. Davies,
20; by Major Smith, 321; by Mr. A. Young,
1364.
Scrap Iron, Exportation of-Question by Mr.
Mirams, 1423; by Mr. Longmore, 2205 and
2291.
Seamen, Complaint by-Questions by Mr. Longmore, 2208 and 2291. (See A8sault on tile
High Seas.)
Sebastopol and Durham Leads-Question by Mr.
Da.vies, 173.
Selectors on the N orthel'll Plains, Seed Wheat
for-Question by Mr. McColl, 469.
Serpentine Weir. (See Water Supply.)
Sessional Arrangements-Appointment of days
of sitting, 325; standing committees, 326;
question by Mr. Blackett, re earlier sittings,
2408. (See Alotionsfor the Adjournment oftlte
House; also Order of Business and Private
Members' Business.)

RICHARDSON,

Richmond Corporation Quarry-Questions by
Mr. McColl, re atone for street making, 1717
and 1793.
Rifle Clubs-Question by Mr. Dow, 1623; by
Mr. Deakin, 1977. (See Volunteer Force.)
Rivers-Question by Mr. McColl, re minimum
and maximum flow of Victorian rivers,
975.
Roads, Closed-Questions by Mr. Longmore, re
swing-gates, 857; motion by Mr. Longmore
against payment of subsidy to any municipality "except upon condition that at
least one-eighth of the mileage of the roads
at present illegally closed within such
municipality shall have been opened," 1509;
debate adjourned, 1510; statement by Mr.
Longmore, 1626; debate resumed, 2042;
amendment by Mr. Fisher limiting the mo. tion to "roads required for public traffic,"
2042; debate continued by Mr. Longmore,
2043; Mr. C. Young, 2046; Mr. Pearson,
2047; Dr. Madden, 2048; Mr. Berry, 2049 ;
Mr. Robertson, 2052 ; Sir Bryan O'Loghlen,
2053; debate adjourned, 2053.
Roads, Grazing on-Question by Mr. Anderson,
1358.
RoBERTSON, Mr. WILLIAM (Polwarth and South
Grenville)
Closed Roads, 2052.
Exclusion of Strangers, 942.
Forest Conservation, 1481.
Grants to Water Trusts, 791.
Judicature Bill, 523.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 928.
Municipal Elections, 1359.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 392 and 635.
Railway Construction Bill, 1736, 1753, 1864,
and 1892.
Wattle Planting, 172, 1460, and 1463.
Royal Park.

SHIELS, Mr. WILLIAM (Normanby)
Asking Questions, 1035.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 364.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
1046.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2357.
Married Women's Property Act Amendment
Bill, 2038.
Parliamentary Costs-Taxing Officer, 2182.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 357 and 385.
Railway Construction Bill, 994, 1049, 1050,
1052, 1057, 1110, 1297, 1299, 1392, 1394,
1849, 2133, 2137, and 2168.
Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2288.
Taxation, 871.

(See Model Farm.)

Shuttleworth, Mr. vV.-Case of. (See Customs
Department. )
Silt, Deposit of. (See Melbourne Harbour Trust.)
Skinner, Judge-Question by Mr. Levien, 278;
by Mr. Fisher, 562.
Small-pox-Question by Mr. Duffy, 136; by Mr.
Zox, 173 and 1926; by Mr. Walsh, 420 and
523. (See Oontagious Diseases Hospital;
also Vaccination.)

St. George's Hall, Melbourne-Question by Mr.
Zox, 2876; statement by Mr. Zox, 2904;
by Mr. Grant, 2905; discussion thereon,
2905; further question by Mr. Zox, 2933;
statement by Mr. Grant, 2933. (See Places
of Public Resort.)
Sale Gaol-Question by Mr. McKean, 2614.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill-Brought in by
Dr. Quick, and read first time, 404; second
reading moved by Dr. Quick, 472; debated
by Mr. Kerferd, 474; debate adjourned, 474;
resumed, 734; amendment by Mr. Carter,
" That the Bill be read a second time this
day six months," 736 ; debate continued by

SMITH, Major "\V. C. (Ballarat 'West)
Administration of the Land Law-Illegal
Fencing, 1791; Residence Areas at Queenscliff, 2738 and 2941.
Avoca Water Trust, 2010.
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Mr. L. L. (continued)Factories Act, 2809.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2697 and 2743.
Legal Profession Bill, 1428.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1194.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 672, 2273, and 2376.
Order of Business-Land Bill v. Railway Bill,

W. C. (continued)Ballarat and CreswicK State Forest, 1477 and
1479.
Ballarat Benevolent Asylum, 1644.
Ballarat Telephone Company, 2009.
Ballarat Stock Exchange, 1867.
Budget, 583.
Christmas Holidays, 2912.
Constable Quilter, 246.
.
Council Elections (1882) Act Amendment Bill,
1044.
Council Electoral Rolls, 666.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1545 and 1567.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2842 and 2884.
Defence of the Colony, 808 and 1003; Volunteer Force, 1036, 1094, 1869, and 2064.
Employes in Shops Commission, 447,592,2100,
and 2707.
.
Federation, 1656.
Floating of Loans, 2615.
Governor's Speech, 96.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2743 and 2842.
.Inland Bonding Warehouses, 96 ..
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 540.
Kelly Reward Fund, 695.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2728.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2353.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 824.
Miners' Requirements, 761.
Mining Companies Act Amendment Bill, 1875
and 2388.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 1810, 1849, 2110, and 2608.
Mr. Joseph Geary, 2289,2290,2335,2438, and
2706.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1494.
Newspaper Paragraphs-Personal Explanation, 1743 and 1744.
North Ballarat Siding, 136.
Numbering Debentures, 1542.
Order of Business, 2190 and 2203.
Privilege-Dr. Madden and the Age, 1353.
Public Instruction- School Teachers, 370;
Education Commission-Administration of
_ the Department, 423 and 695; Erection of
School Buildings, 884, 1194, and 2923.
Public Service, 2549.
Railway Construction Bill, 1045, 1283, 1307,
1377, 1470, 1510, 1537, 1633, 1833, 1834,
1866, 2013, and 2026.
Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
247, 839, and 1273; Ballarat Cattle Yards,
1263; Appointment of Employes, 2837.
Railway Rolling-stock, 1108.
Regulation of Mines-Engine-drivers, 2063.
Scarsdale Railway, 321.
Sebastopol and Durham Leads, 173.
State Forests, 629.
Tea Duty, 843.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1162,
1225, 1245, 1249, 1253, 1255, and 1259.
Trade Unions Bill, 1576.
Unlawful Processions Law Amendment Bill,
2449.
Watcr Supply-Avoca Trust, 1978.

SMITH, Major

SMITH,

l~t

_

Publicans' Licences-Special Districts, 486.
Public Service, 2207.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 141.
.
Railway Construction Bill, 1122, 1398, 1606,
1618, 1682, 1699, 1738, and 1898.
St. George's Hall, 2905.
Sir Charles Mac Mahon and Mr. Bent, 2840.
Standing Orders Committee's Report, 937.
Sunday Railway Trains, 1794.
Trade Unions Bill, 1578.
Veterinary Surgeons Bill, 2704.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1381.
Speaker, Absence of-Mr. Cooper acts as Deputy
Speaker, 1057.
SPEAKER, Hon. the (the Ron. Peter Lalor)Rulings ofAddress in reply to the Governor's speech,
320.'
Amendments on Budget proposals, 696, 703,
and 708; on the question that the Speaker
do leave the chair, 2462.
Attendance of a member of the Assembly before the Legislative Council, 2437.
Ballots, 390.
Bills-Bill not before the House, 398, 400,
and 403; Bills incidentally appropriating
revenue, 978; restoration of Bill to noticepaper after being negatived on second reading,
1896 and 2109 ; third reading of unamended
Bills, 1935; amendments practically appropriatingmoney, 2271; notice of new clauses,
2278; discussion on motion for leave to
introduce a Bill, 2703.
Cal'olin v. Sands, 1032 and 1040.
Complaints re proceedings in committee of the
whole House, 1895.
Conferences with the Legislative Council,
1383, 1384, and 1403,
Debate - Interruption of a member while
speaking, 84, 461, and 2027 ; speaking interrogatively, 84 and 853; improper imputations, 108, 2271, 2384, and 2858;
letters or papers read or quoted from
in debate, 219, 322, 333, 763, 1269, 2669,
2709, 2710, and 2713; quotations by members from their own speeches, 306; quotat:ons from newspapers, 448, 761, 2104, and
2776; reference to a member as a " tool,"
450; acceptance of denials, 643, 762, and
2026; assertion that a member's statement
is false, 763; "improper course of obstruction," 1095; hypothetical cases, 1509;
motions for adjournment, 1970 ; reflections
on the moral character of persons outside,
2015; flat contradictions, 2027; right of
reply, 2170; threatening a member, 2617 ;
reading of anonymous communications, 2713
and 2841 ; statement that members "have
been got at,)) 2767; charging an honorable
member with "deliberately slandering"
members, 2778; reflections on religious
bodies, 2867.

Mr. L. L. (Richmond)
Dentists Registration Bill, 1296.
Diseases in Animals Bill, 404.
Dr. Edward Barker, 1927.

SMITH,
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Spencer-street Railway Station. (See Railway
Stations.)
Spirits-Question by Mr. Bowman, re adulteration of imported spirits, 16; motion by Mr.
Bowman, for return re colonial spirits,
lapsed for want of a seconder, 838.
Sprigg, Mr. W. G. (See Privilege.)
Standing Orders Committee-Appointed, 326;
report brought up, 629; questions by Mr .
Wrixon, 764 and 858; report considered,
932; motion by Mr. Wrixon for adoption
of 1st recommendation, providing that a
member moving or seconding the adjournment of a debate may speak -again on the
main question, 932-5; debated, 935; agreed
to, 942; 2nd recommendation of committee
adopted with an amendment, 942; 3rd and
4th recommendations negatived, 942; Governor's approval of new standing orders
announced, 975; report from committee re
private Bill business brought up, 1847;
adopted, 1984; report re messages between
the Houses brought up, 1955; adopted,
1985; Governor's approval of new standing
order announced, 2180.
State Forests Bill-Brought in by Mr. C. Young
and read first time, 404; question by Major
Smith, 629. (See Forests.)
State Nurseries-Question by Mr. Levien, 279.
Statute of Trusts Amendment Bill-Received
from Legislative Council, and read first time,
2703; read second time, 2720; considered
in committee, 2720.
Stentt, Mrs. (See Barke,', Dr. Edward.)
Stereotype, Impo£tation of. (See Customs Departme.nt.)
Stock, Imported-Tax on-Questions by Sir
John O'Shanassy, 472 and 2876; by Mr.
Mirams, 2064 and 2204.
Strangers ordered to withdraw, 942 and 1821.
Sunbury Lunatic Asylum-Mr. Baldwin's Dismissal. (See Lllnatic Asylums.)
Sunday Trading. (See Public-houses.)
Supply-Preliminary resolution adopted, 319;
Budget submitted by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen,
435; voting of Estimates for 1882-3 proceeded with, 710; Legislative Council, 727;
grants in aid of water trusts, 727; Railway
department, 732; votes on account passed,
798-820, 1627-8, 2495-2505, and 2924;
defence of the colony, 799.
Supreme Court Bill-Received from Legislative
Council, and read first time, 1644.
Supreme (New) Court-Question by Mr. Munro,
695; by Mr. Kerferd, 1476; statement by
Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 2409; by Mr. Longmore, 2409; discussion thereon, 2410;
question by Mr. McKean, 2522. (See Loans,
Expenditure under.)

Hon. the (continued)Government contracts, 1977.
Governor's instructions, 2922.
Hansard,2837.
Legislative Assembly Chamber - Electrio
Dells, 323, 324, 2407, and 2408; electrio
light, 1980; ventilation, 1980; telephonic
communication, 2183 and 2870.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
. Bill, 1936.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 923,1955, 1967, 1968, 2378,2523, and
2526.
Mordialloc Railway, 944 and 1066.
Motions-For the adjournment of the House,
248,368,763,1065, 1150, and 1947 ; motions
"unopposed," 395; to anticipate business on
the paper, 1382, 1626, 1979, 1980, and 2934 ;
renewal of motions withdrawn, 1500; motions proposed pro forma, 1744; motions
without notice, 1793.
Newspaper extracts, 448, 761,2104, and 2776 ;
newspaper accusations against members,
1349; complaints respecting newspaper
paragraphs, 1742 and 1743.
Notice-paper, 1174.
- Orders of the Day-Discussion of the subject
of an order of the day on a motion for
the adjournment of the House, 2013 and
2438.
Papers laid on the table, 333 and 2375;
placed in the custody of the Clerk, 881.
Parliamentary Costs-Taxing offioer, 1984,
2180, and 2182.
Parliament Library, 2916.
Personal Explanations, 140, 392, 447, 468,
524, and 761.
Petitions, 8, 881, 2033, and 2705; re private
Bills, 2439.
Previous question, 547, 548, and 2803.
Private Bills, 1746, 1795, 1797, 1799, 1936,
1969, 2378, 2440, 2615, and 2616.
Private conversations between members, 459.
Privilege-When notice of motion required,
370, 371, and 372; the Age., 1349, 1350,
2781, and 2782.
Questions to Ministers-Form of, 172, 173,
278, 1034, and 1404; questions re newspaper paragraphs, 280; asking questions,
360, 447,448, 943, 1032, 1114, 1228, 1365,
and 2583; interpretation of questions, 971 ;
alteration of notices, 1032, 1359, 1363, and
1364.
Railway Construction Bill, 2135; Koo-weerup Swamp, 2077.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 736.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill, 480
and 582.
Support of the Speaker by the House,
1646.
Suspension of standing orders, 919 and 920.
The late Clerk of the Assembly, 396, 419,
and 524.
Use of the phrase "a brutal law," 448; of
terms "disrespectful to the Throne," 450; of
offensive language, 929; of the word" impudent," 1366; of the word" untruthful,"
1451; of the phrase "a squatters' advocate," 1509; of the term "corruption,"
2083; of the phrase "brutally treated the
whole House," 2137; of the phrase "you
are speaking rot," 2757; of the word
" equivocate," 2834; of the word "rotten,"
2846.

SPEAKER,

Taking Down of Words, 928.
Taxation-Remissions indicated by Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen in Budget speech, 436; statement by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 490; motion
by Mr. Francis (submitted as an amendment
on the order for going into Committee of
Supply) declaring it "inopportune and undesirable to make the remissions proposed
by the Government," 681; Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen intimates that the motion must
be treated by the Ministry as a motion of
want of confidence, 691; adjournment of
the House in consequence, 692; the Speaker
rules that Mr. Francis' proposition should
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Taxation (continued)be submitted in Committee of Supply, 696;
Mr. Francis expresses his willingness to
take that course, 696; subject debated, 696;
motion by Mr. Mirams, "That the proposed
amendment is in order and should be put
from the chair," 707; debate continued,
707; Mr. Mirams' and Mr. Francis' propositions withdrawn, 710; subject of Mr.
Francis' proposition discussed in Committee
of Supply, 711; statement by Sir Bryan
O'Loghlen, re altered proposals of the Government, 758; statements by Mr. Francis,
879 and 913; resolutions for the continuance
of the tobacco duties canied, 970. (See
Beer Dui,lJi also Tea Duty and Tobacco
Duties Bill.)
Tea Act Regulations-Question by Mr. R. Clark,
1423..
Tea Duty-Motion by Mr. Hall for repeal, 2493;
debated, 2494; negatived, 2494.
Telegraph Department. (See Postal Department.)
Telegraph Extension-Question by Mr. McColl,
re Prahran, 470; by Mr. O'Callaghan, re
Natimuk, 1821 ; by Major Smith, re Ballarat
Stock Exchange, 1867.
Telephonic Communication. (See Postal Department; also Telegraph Extension and
Parliament Buildings.)
Temperance Processions.
(See Dowie, Ret'.
J.A.)
Temporary Advances Bill-Governor's message
brought down, 1094; considered in committee, 1116; resolution for an appropriation
agreed to, 1116; reported and adopted, 1116 ;
Bill brought in, and read first time, 1116;
second reading moved bySirBryanO'Loghlen,
1154; debated by Mr. Langridge, 1157; Mr.
vVoods, 1158; Major Smith, 1162; Mr. Patterson, 1164; Mr. Zox, 1165; Mr. Bell,
1166; Mr. Mirams, 1168; Mr. R. Clark,
1170; Mr. Macgregor, 1171 ; Mr. Fincham,
1172; Mr. Longmore, 1173; debate adjourned, 1174; resumed, 1201; Bill read
second time, 1201; consideredincommittee,
1202 and 1230.
Temporary Advances Bill (No. 2)-Governor's
message brought down, 2368; considered in
committee, 2388; resolution for an appropriation agreed to, 2388; reported and
adopted, 2388; Bill brought in, and read first
time, 2388; second reading, 2408-9; considered in committee, 2409; third reading,
2413-4.
Timber Reserves. (See Land Law, Administration

Mr. JAMES (Villiers and Heytesbury)
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 454.
Railway Construction Bill, 1053 and 1642.

TOOHEY,

Totalisator, The-Question by Mr. Dow, 482;
by Mr. McKean, 1114.
Trade Marks Statute-Question by Mr. McKean,
421.
Trade Unions Bill-Question by Mr. R. Clark,
591; Bill brought in by Mr. Richardson,
and read first time, 742; second reading,
1571-4; considered in committee, 1574 and
2035; read third time, 2035.
Tramways Bill- Received from Legislative
Council, and read first time, 2289 ..
Tree Planting. (See Public Imliruction-Scltool
Reserves; also Wattle Barh.)
Trusts. (See Statute of 1hsts Amendment Bill.)
Mr. A. L. (Fitzroy)
Christmas Holidays, 2915.
Coburg Railway, 1060.
Customs Department-Mr. W. Shuttleworth,
1497; Extra Weigher, 2935.
Defence of the Colony, 808.
Fitzroy Post-office, 2438 and 2934.
Floating of the £4,000,000 Loan, 1364.
Government Annuities and State Life Assurances, 2438.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 828, 917, 931, 1807, 2216, 2270, 2274,
2276, 2376, 2378, 2382, 2440, 2443, 2528,
2618,2623,2717,2718, and 2916.
Public Instruction-School Buildings, 858,
871, 881, and 885; Rifle Classes, 1646.
Public Service-Appointments and Promotions, 820, 945, 1094, 1698, 2206, and 2549.
Railway Construction Bill, 1337, 1536, 1703,
and 2073.
Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
1273.
Titles-office, 1066 and 1115.

TUCKER,

University of Melbourne Law Further Amendment Bill-Received from Legislative Council, and read first time, 2388.
University Reserve, Public Avenue throughQuestions by Mr. Gardiner, 58 and 395;
statement by Mr. Gardiner, 1262.
Unlawful Processions Law Amendment BillBrought in by Major Smith, and read first
time, 2449.
Vaccination-Questions by Mr. Davies, 629 and
1058; by Mr. Gardiner, 2788 and 2876.
(See Small-p0:L·.)
Veterinary Surgeons Bill-Brought in by Mr.
L. L. Smith, and read first time, 2704.
Victorian Order of Merit-Question by Mr.
Woods, 2907.
Victorian Rifle Association-Question by Mr.
Dow, 1678.
Victoria-street Bridge-Question by Mr. McColl,
1926.
Vines, Disease in-Question by Mr. Levien, re
Waurn Ponds vignerons, 322; motion by
Mr. Levien for select committee re compensation to vignerons in the Geelong district, 749; debated, 750; debate adjourned,
752; question by Mr. Levien, 1032 and
1065; motion carried, 1274; progress report

of.)

Titles-office-Return re appointment of Commissioner of Titles ordered, on motion of
Mr. Carter, 858; produced, 858; question
by Mr. Tucker, 1'e safety of building, 1066
and 1115; by Mr. McKean, re professional
staff, 1596; by Mr. Longmore, re applica.tion under the Real Property Act, 1955;
by Mr. Orkney, re protection against fire,
1980.
Tobacco Duties Bill-Resolution for continuing
excise duties on tobacco manufactured in
Victoria proposed by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen
in Committee of Ways and Means, 758; discussion thereon, 758 and 842; carried, 970;
reported and adopted, 977; Bill brought in,
and read first time, 978; passed through
remaining stages, 1066. (See 1tu:ation.)
SEs.1882.-d
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Vines, Disease in (continued)brought up and adopted, 1946; question
by Mr. Cunningham, 2544; by Mr. Long'"'more, 2545.
Vine Disease Act Amendment Bill-Brought in
by Mr. C. Young, and read first time, 2703;
question by Mr. Bosisto, 2708; second reading moved by Sir Bryan O'Loghlen, 2945;
statement by Mr. C. Young, 2945; motion
debated by Mr. Berry, 2945; Mr. Bosisto,
2946; Mr. Longmore, 2946; Mr. Walsh,
2947; Mr. Pearson, 2948; Mr. Munro, 2948;
Mr. Zox, 2949; Mr. Blackett, 2949; debate
adjourned,2950.
Visitors-Accommodated with chairs on the
floor of the House-Mr. William Moore, 9;
Sir Henry Parkes, 1403; Mr. Alfred Catt,
2785.
Volunteer Force-Questions by Mr. Woods, 422,
1541,1623, and 2375; by Major Smith, 1036,
1094, 1869, and 2064. (See Defence of the
Colony; also Rifle Olubs.)
Votes on Account-Granted in Committee of
Supply, 820, 1628, 2495, and 2505.
'Wahgunyah Bridge-Question by Mr. McIntyre,
8; by Mr. Hall, 562.
Mr. W. F. (Boroondara)-Introduced
and sworn, 8.
Budget, 846.
" Cup" Day, 2237.
Defence of the Colony, 813.
Federation, 1657.
Governor's Speech, 159.
Hawthorn and Lillydale Railway, 135, 209,
279, and 280.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2682 and 2861.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 613.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment
Bill, 2646.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1189.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2423 and 2454.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 1938.
Melbourne Storage Company, 321.
Melbourne 'l'ramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 832, 2122, and 2528.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1493.
Municipal Endowment, 1570.
Order of Business, 1074, 2188, and 2204.
Public Service, 1148.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 350 and 386.
Railway Construction Bill, 1110, 1118, 1133,
1283, 1393, 1395, 1396, 1398, 1410, 1469,
1510, 1526, 1591, 1609, 1681, 1683, 1739,
1762, 1814, 2058, and 2166.
Railway Department - Station Omnibuses,
669; Booking Clerks, Hours of Labour,
1147; Eight Hours System, 1267; Metropolitan Stations, 1445.
Railways Management Bill, 2707 and 2841.
Reading of Letters in Debate, 2712.
State School at Kew, 1194 and 2924.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1201
and 1210.
Trade Unions Bill, 1578.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts, 789.
Wattle Planting, 1464.

'WALKER,

Wallis, Mr. A. R. (continued)of Mr. Richardson, 22; produced, 22; subject of Mr. Wallis' dismissal debated on
motion for address in reply to Governor's
speech, 27, 56, 63, 162, 166, 177, 266, and
283; statement by Mr. C. Young, 59; by
Mr. Cooper, 94.
Mr. FREDERICK (E. Melbourne)
Betting and Gaming Houses Suppression Law
Amendment Bill, 1881 and 1885.
Broken Creek Waterworks, 1066.
Budget, 507 and 879.
Building Societies Act Amendment Bill, 582.
Christmas Holidays, 2916.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1563.
Factories and Workshops Bill, 886.
Governor's Speech, 237.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
1070 and 2258.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1188.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2356 and 2431.
Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 1943.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 670, 925, 1804, 1809, 2117, 2129, 2272,
2275, 2277, 2387, 2447, 2528, 2618, and
2717.
Mining Leases, 951.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 748.
Mr. Longmore, 1357.
Mrs. Julia Gordon, 2019.
Model Farm, 408.
Municipal Loans, 21.
Old Colonists' Association Bill, 472.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front,
2414 and 2476.
Police Offences Statute Amendment Bill,
1717.
,
Post· office Laws Amendment Bill, 1977.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 389.
Railway Construction Bill, 986, 1119, 1124,
1133, 1134, 1384, 1388, 1533, 1588, 1591,
1593, 1602, 1630, 1641, 1675, 1699, 1748,
1853, and 1911.
Railway Works-Expenditure under Loans,
1441 and 1445.
Small-pox, 420 and 523.
State School at East Melbourne, 2412.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1258
and 1260.
Vine Disease Act Amendment Bill, 2947.
Waterworks - Revenue and Expenditure,
695.
Yan Yean Water Supply, 591.

WALSH,

vVareek, Road at-Motion by Mr. Barr, for
papers, 1500; debated, 1500; withdrawn,
1501.
Warrnambool Harbour Improvements. (See
Western Ports. )
Water Conservation-Subject debated on motion
for address in reply to Governor's speech,
25, 72, 122, 191, 210, and 251; in connexion
with the Budget, 439; grant in aid of
water trusts discussed in Committee of
Supply, 727; statement by Mr. Dow, re
Northern Plains, 2090; by Mr. C. Young,
2092; discussion thereon, 2093; question
by Mr. Dow, 2146; statement by Mr. Dow,
2437. (See Water Supply.)

Wallis, Mr. A. R-Case of-Question by Mr.
Richardson, 8; papers ordered, on motion
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Mr. J. H. (continued)
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 622.
Land Dispute at Coomoora, 1152.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill,834.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1434.
Public Instruction-School at Daylesford,
1475; Allandale, 2788; Erection of School
Buildings, 2923.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 392 and 657.
Railway Construction Bill, 997, 1054, 1123,
1132, 1416, 1599, 1602, 1679, 1680, 1688,
1740, 1784, 1834, 2021, 2079, 2085, 2105,
and 2107.
Railway Trucks, 1441.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1257.

Water Conservation Act Amendment BillBrought in by Mr. C. Young, and read
first time, 404.
Water Pipes, Importation of-Subject debated
on motion for address in reply to Governor's
speech, 29, 76, 163, 185, 233, and 292.
\Vater Supply-Questions by Mr. Fisher, re
Serpentine weir, 16, 133, and 468; by Mr.
McColl, 488; by Mr. McColl, re Mr. Gordon,
209 and 823; return of revenue and expenditure ordered, on motion of Mr. Walsh,
695 ; produced, 858 ; vote for waterworks in
the no~thern areas discussed on report from
CommIttee of Supply, 757 and 782; question
by Mr. McColl, re Spring Gully reservoir,
764; by Mr. Hall, re Broken Creek, 944 and
1542; statements by Mr. C. Young, 970 and
1066; discussion thereon, 970; statement by
Mr. Hall, 976; question by Mr. McColl, re
Strathfieldsaye, 1027; statement by Sir
Bryan O'Loghlen, re Broken Creek, 1040;
question by Mr. McColl, re Crusoe reservoir, 1040; re Serpentine and Kinypaniel
creeks, 1230; by Mr. Berry, re Geelong,
1477,2009,2064, and 2100; by Mr. McColl,
re Coliban, 1792; by Major Smith, re Avoca
Water Trust, 1978 and 2010; statement by
Mr. McColl, re Strathfieldsaye, 1978; question by Mr. R. Clark, re Sand hurst, 2184; by
Mr. O'Callaghan, 7'e Dunmunkle, 2233; statement by Mr. C. Young, 2234; discussion
thereon, 2234; expenditure on waterworks
in country districts debated in connexion
with Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill,
2280; return ordered, on motion of Mr.
Langdon, 2464; produced, 2464; question
by Mr. McColl, re Gunbower Creek, 2808'
by Mr. Langdon, re United Loddon Trus~
weirs on the Avoca, 2907; by Mr. McColl,
2934; by Mr. McColl, re Echuca and Waranga Trust, 2934. (See Loans, Expenditure
under; also Water Conservation and Yan
Yean Water Supply.)
.
Wattle Bark-Questions by Mr. Bosisto, 171 and
172; statement by Mr. Robertson, 172; by
~r. Rees, 17~; subje~t of ,:"attle planting
dls?ussed durlllg consl~eratIOn of railway
estimates, 1460; questIOn by Mr. Mirams
1477.
'
Ways and Means-Preliminary resolution adopted, 319; resolutions on which to found
Consolidated Revenue Bills considered and
adopted, 820, 1629, 2505, and 2925; resolutions on which to found Tobacco Duties Bill
considered, 758, 842, 858, 887, and 946;
adopted, 970.
Western Ports, Harbour Improvements atQuestion by Mr. Francis, 2100 and 2183;
by Mr. vYrixon, 2205; subject discussed in
,connexion with Railway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2282.
Wharfage Rates-Return ordered the previous
session produced, 22.

WHEELER,

Mr. H. R. (Mandurang)
Administration of the Land Law-Selectors'
Rents, 564; Frontages to Lake Elizabeth,
1174; Alleged Dummy Cases-Echuca Inquiry, 1263 and 1287.
Amendment of the Electoral Law, 1116.
Aspinall v. Marks, 1228.
Budget, 950.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1580,
1582, and 1584.
Coal, 209.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,
1564.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2896.
Disease in Vines, 752.
Governor's Speech, 78.
Gunbower State Forest, 1285.
Kerang Post-office, 209.
Kerang Railway, 17 and 564.
Mandurang, 972.
Mining at Sandhurst-No. 180 Claim, 2065
and 2144.
Mining Leases, 82, 101, 102, 370, and 951.
Mining Regulations, 1263.
Mr. Grant and the Reform Bill, 1568.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 746.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1500.
Municipal Endowment, 1543.
North-Western Canal, 19.
Personal Explanations, 132 and 1716.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 387 and 389.
Railway Construction Bill, 781, 782, 1001,
1053, 1055, 1057, 1305, 1328, 1365, 1377,
1387, 1417, 1709, 1715, 1851, 1852, 1855,
1861, 1909, 2013, 2071, 2084, 2101, 2106,
2108, 2140, 2142, 2144, and 2170.
.
Railway Department-Eaglehawk Station,
1229; Eight Hours System, 1272; Carriages
for Ladies, 2491.
Rochester Police Station, 857.
Sandln~l'.;t Lands Vesting Bill, 739.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill, 660.
Swan Hill Railway, 1423 and 1476.
Votes on Account, 2924.
Water Supply-Grants to Water Trusts 730'
Loans to Local Bodies, 1488.
"

WILLIAMS,

Mr. J. H. (Creswick)
Budget, 966.
Bullarto, 669.
Caroiin v. Sands, 1040.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2890.
Customs Department-Mr. Reynolds, 763.
Deputy Registrar-Glenlyon, 793.
Forest Conservation, 1480.
.
Governor's Speech, 66.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2700 and 2760.

WHEELER,

Williamstown Breakwater, Extension of-Question by Mr. A. T. Clark, 1476.
Wills Statute. Amendment Bill-Brought in by
Mr. Duffy, and read first time, 742.
Mr. WILLIAM (Ararat)
Auriferous Land, 16.
Budget, 700 and 710.
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(continued)Governor's Speech, 317.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 622.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2414.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's

WILSON, Mr. WILLIAM

J. (continued)Budget, 697 and 861.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 360.
Council Electoral Rolls, 563 and 669.
Council Electors (Licensees Qualifying) Bill,

WRIXON, Mr. H.

Bill,922.

1551.

Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1431.
Motions for the Adjournment of the House,
248.
Municipal Audits, 2493.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 382.
Railway Construction Bill, 991, 1123, 1330,
1386, 1388, 1408, 1410, 1511, Ip34, 1691,
1693, 1708, 1862, 1864, 2140,2143, and 2163.
Railway Department, 755.
Sessional Arrangements-Private Members'
Business, 326.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1220
and 1222.

Council Supplementary Rolls (1882) Bill, 1888.
Death of Mr. Ramsay, 391.
Defence of the Colony, 812.
Dr. Edward Barker, 1793, 1946, and 1952.
Education Commission, 134.
Federation, 1670 and 2039.
Governor's Speech, 165.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2680 and 2849.
Irish Question-Conduct of Members, 543 and
604.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
402.
Legal Profession Bill, 1265.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, ll86.
Loans Redemption Bill, 2348 and 2423.
Married Women's Property Act Amendment
Bill, 2038.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 676 and 922.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 1849.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 1430.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1496.
Notice-paper-Alteration of Questions, 1035
and 1364.
Order of Business, 1080 and 2188.
Parliamentary Costs-Taxing Officer, 2181.
Portland Free Library, 2737.
Portland Harbour Improvements, 2205.
Private Bills, 1797.
Public-honses-Special Districts, 485; Sunday
Trading, 1114.
Public Service, 395, 582, 1148, 1367, 2042,
2407, and 2808.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 146, 372, and 377.
Railway Construction Bill, 996, ll24, 1386,
1522, 1752, 1772, 1862, 1906, 2056, 2141,
2142, 2147, 2158, and 2170.
Railway Department, 755; Portland Station,
852; Hamilton and Portland Traffic Rates,
2113.
Ra,ilway Loan (1881) Application Bill, 2283,
2286, and 2288.
Reading of Letters ill Debate, 2712.
Remission of Penalties, 1795.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 1262.
Sandhurst Public Buildings Sites Bill, 583.
Sessional Arrangements - Pri vate Members'
Business, 326.
Standing Orders Committee, 764, 858, 932,
and 942.
Trade Unions Bill, 1574 and 2035.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1382.

Mr. JOHN (Stawell)
Assault on the High Seas, 2063.
Battle of Tel-el-Kebir, 1745.
Chmese, 1571.
Crown Cross Reef, 1979.
Defence of the Colony, 733, 794, 809, ] 003, and
)009; Volunteer Force, 422, )541,1623, and
2375; The Cerberus, 95, 801, and 2375.
Diamond Drills, 2053.
Erection of State Schools, 884.
Federation, 1663.
Footscray Powder Magazine, 470.
Government Printing-office, 977.
Governor's Speech, 105.
Grants to Water Trusts, 729.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2745 and 2820.
Informers, 2937.
Labour Traffic in the Pacific Islands, 2335.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 830, 2376, and 2524.
Mining Companies' Calls and Forfeitures Validating Bill, 2260.
Mr. Nimmo, 2463.
Parliament House-Stone for West Front, 2482.
Privilege-The Age, 2768, 2774, and 2787.
Pyrites, 1869.
Railway Construction Bill, 986, 988, 991, 1053,
1056, 1111, 1119, 1134, 1299, 1309, 1322,
1378, 1387, 1390, 1414, 1416, 1418, 1466,
1469, 1518, 1525, 1591, 1613, 1634, 1639,
1686, 1748, 1791, 1825, and 1850.
Railway Department-Eight Hours System,
841; Rolling-stock, 841; Kensington-hill,
2498 and 2903.
Railway Works-Expenditure under Loans,
1442.
Temporary Advances (Railways) Bill, 1158,
1219, and 1222.
The late Clerk of the Assembly, 397.
Tobacco Duties Bill, 887.
Victorian Order of Merit, 2907;
Wattle Planting, 1461.
Yea Railway, 1492.

:WOODS,

Wycheproof Railway-Question by Mr. O'Callaghan, 1541.
Yan Yean Water Supply-Question by Mr.
Walsh, 591; by Mr. Nimmo, ll15; by
Mr. Orkney, 1476; by Mr. Carter, 2490.
(See Loans, Expenditure under; also Water
Supply.)
Yarra Bank Lands-Question by Mr. Mirams,
re sale of reclaimed land south of the
Yarra, 1379 and 1424; statement by Mr.
W. Madden, 1379; discussion thereon,
1379 ; questions by Mr. Longmore, re Gibbs

Working Man's College-Question by Dr. Quick,
280.
'Wrecks on the Gippsland Coast-Question by
Mr. Mason, 481.
Mr. H. J. (Portland)
Amendment of the Electoral Law, 634.
Betting and Gaming Houses Suppression Law
Amendment Bill, 1886.'
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Yarra Bank Lan~s (continued)and Mountain's lease, 1402; motion by Mr.
Macgregor, re Mrs. Gordon, discussed and
withdrawn, 1509; question by Mr. McColl,
1645; statement by Mr. W. Madden, 1645;
discussion thereon, 1645; further questions
by Mr. McColl, 1768 and 1979; statement
by Mr. McColl, 2014; discussion thereon,
2016.
Yarrawonga Railway-Question by Mr. Hall,
1229.
Yea Railway-Questions by Mr. Hunt, 321,
394, and 1358; by Mr. Patterson, 1358;
motion by Mr. Duffy for select committee
re junction at Tallarook, 1490; 'debated,
1491 ; agreed to, 1492; leave given to committee to rElport the evidence from day to
day, &c., 1570; committee's report brought
up, 1644.
YOUNG, Mr. ALEXANDER (Grenville)
Public Instruction-Tennyson's New National
Song, 247.
Railway Canstruction Bill, 1905.
Scarsdale Railway, 1364.
YOUNG, Mr. CUARLES, Minister of Pu blic Works,
Agriculture, and vVater Supply (Kyneton
Boroughs)
Administration of the Land Law-Illegal
Fencing, 1792; Sales by Auction, 1818.
Agricultural College, 2876.
Carlton Quarry Holes, 18 and 1402.
Closed Roads, 857 and 2046.
Despatch of Business, 434.
Disease in Vines, 322, 750, 1065, and 2544.
Dog Act Amendment Bill, 976 and 2146.
Dookie Farm, 1979.
Dredging Operations, 1624.
Explosives, 1285.
Falls Bridge, 2876.
Fires in Public Buildings, 470.
Fitzroy Post-office, 2438 and 2934.
Flood Damages at North Melbourne, 2768.
Forest Conservation, 629, 1478, 1481, and
2808.
Formation of the Ministry, 720.
Gippsland Lakes, 22, 1624, 1769, and 2788.
Government Printing-office, 421.
Governor's Speech, 29.
Grazing on Public Roads, 1358.
Harbour Improvements-Warrnambool, 2183 ;
Portland, 2205.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2685.
Irrigation-Bacchus Marsh, 823, 886, and 1066;
Cohuna, 2335; Northern Plains, 2521.
Kerang Public Offices, 2334.
Local Government Laws Amendment Bill, 403
and 885.
Maryborough VVater Supply, 193.
Melbourne Harbour Trust-Deposit of Silt,
1505.
Mr. Gordon, 209 and 823.
Mr. Francis Gunn, 2410 and 2464.
Mr. Longmore, 1357.
Mr. A. R. Wallis, 8,59, and 266.
Mount Abrupt Stone, 21.
Mount Difficult Quarry, 158.
New Law Courts, 695, 1625, and 2522.
North-vVestern Canal, 18, 19, 469, and 793.
Parliament House-Electric Bells, 323, 324,
and 2408; West Front, 563,745,1769,1847,
1989, 2408, 2413, and 2521; "Telephonic
Communication, 2183.
SES. 1882.-e

YOUNG, Mr. CHARLES (continued)Pleuro-pneumonia, 2098.
Prince's (New) Bridge, 1518 and 1526.
Public Works Department-" Miscellaneous"
Expenditure, 820.
Queenscliff Drill Room, 1794.
Railway Construction Bill, 1749.
Railway Loan (1881) Application :Bill, 2283
and 2287.
Road Tolls, 1629.
Seed Wheat for Selectors, 469.
State Forests Bill, 404.
State Nurseries, 279.
Titles-office, 1066 and 1115.
Victorian Rivers, 975.
Victoria-street Bridge, 1926.
Vine Disease Act Amendment Bill, 2703, 2945,
and 2950.
Water Conservation Act Amendment Bill, 404.
Water Supply-Serpentine Weir, 16,133, and
468; Grants to Water Trusts, 727, 728, 730,
732, and 758;. Broken Creek, 945,970, 1066,
and 1543; SerpentineandKinypanielCreeks,
1230; Geelong, 1477, 1629,2009,2064,2100,
and 2903; Loans to Local Bodies, 1483
and 1488; Coliban, 1792; Avoca Trust,
1978 and 2010; Water Conservation on the
Northern Plains, 2092 and 2146; Sandhurst,
2184; Dunmunkle, 2234; Gunbower Creek,
2808; St. Albans, 2903; United Loddon
Trust-Weirs on the Avoca, 2907 and 2934 ;
Echuca and Waranga Trust, 2934.
Wattle Bark, 171 and 172.
Yan Yean Water Supply, 591, 1067, 1115,
1477, 1887, and 2490.
Zox, Mr. E. L. (E. Melbourne)
Alfred Daly'S Petition, 1542. "
Asking Questions, 1035.
Betting and Gaming Houses Suppression Law
Amendment Bill, 1884.
Bombardment of Alexandria, 1027.
Budget, 873.
Cemeteries Statute Amendment Bill, 1582.
Charitable Institutions, 17 and 1476.
Coranderrk Aboriginal Station, 134 and 362.
Creswick Mining Disaster, 2887.
" Cup" Day, 2236.
Customs Department-Shed Protection, 1926;
Dutiable Goods from Sydney, 2114.
Defence of the Colony, 812 and 1025.
Dr. Edward Barker, 1792.
Dynamite, 1477.
Exhibition Building, 1032.
Factory Act, 2101.
Federation, 2040.
Fires in Public Buildings, 470.
Government Printing-office, 977.
Governor's Speech, 174.
Grants to Water Trusts, 787.
Hawthorn Railway Collision, 2696, 2740,2792,
and 2862.
Indecency on the Yarra, 2738.
Industrial Schools, 2065 and 2101.
Inspection of Mining Machinery, 170.
Irish Qnestion-Conduct of Members, 554 and
621.
Land Acts Continuation and Amendment Bill,
2258.
Liquor Traffic-Local Option, 1186.
"
Loans Redemption Bill, 2320, 2368, 2427, and
2432.
Malting Barley in Bond, 760,
Melbourne Gaol, 2807,

lND1!:X.

Zox, Mr. E. L. (continued)Melbourne Harbour Trust Act Amendment
Bill, 1941.
Melbourne Telegraph Office, 1795.
Melbourne Tramway and Omnibus Company's
Bill, 825, 1097, 1984, 2219, 2376, 2379,
2385, 2442, 2529, 2617, 2623, and 2718.
Mr. E. H. Hargreaves, 747.
Mr. W. Shuttleworth, 1495 and 1499.
Old Colonists' .t\ssociation Bill, 418, 471, 565,
and 823.
Parliament House-Messengers, 327 ; the Late
Clerk of the Assembly, 397; Sentinel's Box,
886; Stone for West Front, 2413 and 2483 ;
Royal Commission, 2899.
Payment of the Public Creditor, 2464.
Places of Public Resort-Means of Egress, 58;
St. George's Hall, 2876, 2904, arid 2933.
Police-Adjustment of Pay, 2115.
I'ostal Department-Robbery of Registered
Letters, 2374.
Privilege-Mr. Sprigg, 2547.

Melbourne':

Zox, Mr. E. L. (continued)Railway Accidents, 2899.
Railway Ballast Contracts, 380 and 658.
Railway Construction Bill, 1054, 1126, 1338,
1389, 1398, 1470, 1524, 1593, 1600, 1630,
1912, 2132, 2142, and 2168.
Railway Rolling-stock-Passenger Carriages,
135; Locomotives, lI08; Cattle Trucks,
1441.
Rev. J. A. Dowie, 1930.
Sandhurst Lands Vesting Bill, 739.
Sir Charles Mac Mahon and Mr. Bent, 2840.
Small-pox, 173 and 1926.
State School in East Melbourne, Il94, 2412,
2924, and 2945.
Temporary Advances (Ra,ilways) Bill, 1165
and 1258.
Trade Unions Bill, 1574 and 1576.
Vine Disease Act Amendment Bill, 2949.
Wattle Planting, 1462.
Woods' Railway Brake, 1438.
Yarra Bank Lands, 1381.
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