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A BREACH OF PRIVILEGE

-

BIBLE-IN-SCHOOLS METHODS

Wa take the following from the Dunedin ‘ Evening
Star ' of September 1. It was supplied by onr local
evening contemporary’s Parliamentary reporter :—

Dr. Gibb, president of the Bible-insaschools League,
recently wrote to Mr. A. W. Rutherford and Mr. Witty,
who voted against Mr. Sidey’s Bihle-in-schopls Bill,
stating that they had hroken their ptedges to the elec-
tors regarding the Bible in schools, having stated that
they would support a referemdum on Bible-reading. The
writer statedl that the League's organising secretary
(Mr, Myers) would visit their electiorates amd publish
Messrs.  Rutherford amd Witty’s broken vledge through-
out both constituencies. The matter will be brought up
a3 @ breach of privilege this afternoon by Mr. Ruther-
ford, im wiew of the threat at the end of Dr. Gibb's
letter. As a mabter of fact, the members for ITurunui
and Riccarton stated that they would support Bible.
reading, while Mr. Sidey’s Bill provided for teaching.
Mr. Rutherford has writien a reply, stating that he has
broken no pledge, and sarcastically thanking Dr. Gibb
for his promise.

The following correspondence has passed between the
Rev. Dr. Gibb and Mr. A. W. Rutherford, M.H.R., this
being the letter on which Mr. Rutherford bases his mo-
tion for breach of privilege. A simiar letter bas been
received by Mr. Witty irom Mr. Gipb (—

f Dear sir,—It is my duty as president of the Bible-
in-schools League to Wring fo yeur nolice the fact that
you have broken a pledge to remit the question of
Bibje-reading in schogls to the peowle of the Colony.
The following is a copy of the letier you sent to Mr.
Flesher, secretiary of the Canterbury Mranch of the
League, in 1902 —

“'Dapr sif,—Replying to yours, althouwgh generally
oppoded to the Referendum, I think that {he question of
Bihlereading in the State schools is one which ought
to b remitited direct to tho people for decision.—Yours
truly, A. W. Rutherford.”

‘' As soon as omur agent reaches your eclectorate,
which he will presently, we shall do the hest to make
vour Mgreach of faith public. VYour letter to Mr. Fles-
her will e read at every meeting we hold in your
regdom, ‘and agual prominence will he given to the fact
that you violed against the sccond reading of Mr,
Sidey's Bill—Yours truly, James Gabh '

To this Mr. Rutherford repliod :(—

‘ Upon due conswderation, I am of opinion that the
exception I made in favor of Ible-reading in  schools
was @ grave mistake. IHowever, I would point out that
it wag rot a pledge made to my electors, to whom, so
far a8 I am aware, I have broken no pledae I have
therefore to tender you my sincere thanks for your
kindly intention i{o give prominence to the fact that I
am opposed 1o Billereading in the public schools, also
to a Referandum  being laken  on the subject —Vours
truly, A. W. Ratherford ’

In Parliament.

The further course of the aflair is deseribed as fol-
lows by the Parliamentary reporter of the Dunedin
+ Evenitg Star’ in 1ts issue of September 2 :—

During  the course of yeslerday aflernoor’s  busi-
ness,

Mr. Rutherford  =aid he had received a letber {(publi-
shed yesterday) irem the Rev. Dr. Gibb, which he procee-
ded to rear, ulso his reply thereto. Although mot, mat-
erial to a breach of privilege, he would, point out that
his pletige was uid broken.  What he olrjected to, and
what he had Theen advised was a breach of privilege,
was the

Threat Conveyed in Dr. Gibdb’s Leitler,
He understood that amofher member of the ITouse had
received a similar letter.

The Premier asked for a ruling as to whether there
had beeni a breach of privilege.

The Speaker said that that was for the Ilouse fo
decide.

The Premier said there could nof be much, doubt on
the point, and ho guoted a case where Sir  Maurice
O'Rorke, as Speaker, had ruled, that a leiter addressed
by Sir Walier Buller 1o the late Sir John M‘Kenzie
was a breach of privilege.

Mr. Witty then read the letter received by, him from
Mr. Gihb, which was similar to that received by Mr.
Rutherford, except that it was stated that Mr. Witty's
letter to Mr Flesher * would be read to meetings in his
(Mr. Witty's) district, with appropriatc comments.’

“Your reply 7’ asked soveral hou. members;  but
Mr. Witty’s reply was silence. The leiters were then
handed to the Speakers

The Premier said that while he deeply regreited the
necessity for the motion he was about to make, he
thought fhe House would be wanting in its duty to it-
self and in its protection of free speech,il they allowed
what had transpired to pass unmoticed. ‘The members
for Hurunui and Ricearton bad very properly brought
the letters under the notice of the House, The present
case was exactly on allfours with that ruled omn by Sir
Maurice O'Rorke when Sir W. Builer wrote +bto Sir
John M‘Kenzie, excepl that in the latter case stronger
langumpge was used. He thercfore moved that a breach
of the prinileges of the House had been cominitied by
the Rev. Dr. Gibb, his

Resolution

regding—' That the letters addressed to Messrs. Ruther-
ford (mrember for ITurumui) and Witty (member for Ric-
carton) by the Rev. Dr. Gibb om 28th August, 1905,
are a breach of the privileges of this House.'

Sir William  Russell asked if this was really a
breach of privilege. If this were constiturted a breach
of privilege, would they not also have to notice the
comments of newspaper correspondents on the way that
members of the House voted ?

Mr. Witty : It is a threat—a threat to deleat me
at the mext election.

Sir Wm. Russell disagreed, and said that if motice
wers taken of it the House should take notice of mews-
paper articles also.

Mr. Duthie said that the mratter was a trivial one.
His own actions in the Flouse hafl dwen cominented on
adiersely from the pulpit, but he never took any notice
of that. Dr. Gibb's action was, he admitted, wery in-
discreet and improper, but it was not worth noticiog.

Mr. Rutherford (warmly): ‘1 prolest against being
dictated to by an arrogant, imtoleramt, religious bhoun-
der such as the Rev. James GiWb., He can send his
agenl ta my district, and do his best. He should have
lHied 200 or 300 years ago, when he would have haed
they privilege of roasting us, as his Presbyterian ances-
tory did, or would have liked 10 have done, I think an
Act of Parliament should be passed to prevent these
people from writing to members of Parliament.” Mr.
Rutherford concluded by saying that the Noxious Weeds
Act should be amended, and such parsony brought under-
the first schedule.

* Political Parsons,’

he went on to say, ‘ are the curse of this country, and
the curse of any other country.’
Mr. Watly : * They are trying Yo go back to  the

* Dark Ages, to be lhreatened by a fellow like that. They

are |goinkf to make appropriate comments. No doubt
they will if they are like the rev, gentleman. The Lord
hrelp those who are under such men as the so-called Dr.
Gibbh.’ After reading extracls to show he had not bro-
ken s pledge, Mr. Witty said: * Let them threaben
me outside We are simply gomg to be ruled by fan-
atics i we aliow them to have their way. As my
fetlow-member says, he's a regular clerical bounder.’

Mr. Massey @ I don't Think a.breach of privilege
hag been commiftted.

The Premier : Ib was a Inenace. ¢

Mr. Massey : T don’t think it was intended as a
threat %y Dr. Gith., Mr. Massey proceeded to wuoto
May n support of his contention, and said that if the
matfer iny the letters were as strong as what some
Government, newspapers had said aboub himself, they
would have something to talk about.

Mr. Laurenson © What about me?

Mr. Massey moved the previous question, with the
object of preventing anything being done in the matter.

Mr. Rhodes secornded.

The Premier (speaking to this amendment) said that
tho letters contained « menace by a gentleman leading
the agitatron upon the Bible-in-schools question. The
high position held by Dr. Gibb should not cause the
nmicmbers 1o fprieit their freedom. Ite only inbended
10 go as far was 1o wsee that the House expressed
1ts regret at the aclion of Iw. Gidp. Mr. Miksey,
hy moving ‘ that the guestion Me not put up,’ was
applving the gag, which, atided the Premier, is ex-
actly whal Dr. Gibb would do. In days gone by it
would be lollowed hy ihe Ingpisition and phe tack.
It was premeditated, and he could show in the news-
papers where this had been threatened. He was sorry
10 have to Wo callel on to do this, because some
little time ago he had had some disagroement with
Dr. Gibh, amd it might be held that this present
action had been caused by that’ past frictics.

Mr. Massev’s motion was then put, and lost by
36 to 29, amd 1he Premier's molion aflitmed that

(Continued on page 15.)
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