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Michael Gannon

Having spent time in the Lumber Yard, Michael was subsequently assigned as a government servant to
Joseph Broadbent, also a carpenter, where he met his future wife, Mary Parsonage who was also a
servant in the Broadbent household.1 Born in 1808, Mary was a daughter of Thomas Parsonage, a convict
who had arrived on the Hillsborough in October 1798 and his wife Mary Jones, another convict who was
transported on the Earl Cornwallis.2. A letter dated 30 July 1824 from the Colonial Secretary’s office
notified approval for banns being published for Michael Gannon and Mary Pasonage [sic].3 They were
married on 31 August 1824 at St Philips Church, Sydney. The groom was 26 years old and his bride was
18. The witnesses were Maria Parsonage and John Jenkins Peacock.4
For the October 1825 muster they were both still listed (Mary under her maiden name) as servants in the
Broadbent household.5 Subsequently Mary petitioned the Governor Darling for her husband to be
assigned to her.6 However the 1828 census finds the couple living at Cambridge Street, in the Rocks area,
(Michael being recorded as a Government Servant), together with their 4 year old son John, and Michael’s
brother James, and one Robert Whitaker, age 15, who had arrived (came free) per the Broxbornebury in
1814, and who was an apprentice to J & M Gannon.7
Michael was given Ticket of Leave number 29/0429 under the condition that he remained in the district of
Sydney. Under the same residential caveat, he was issued with a Conditional Pardon number 35/80 on
11 February 1835, and finally, Sir George Gipps granted him an Absolute Pardon effective from 1 October
1840 – nearly twenty-one years after his conviction. The description of the pardoned criminal matches
that given in the original convict indents, with the exception that his hair was now “brown mixed with grey”.8
Over a period of twenty years ten children were born to Michael and Mary Gannon, all births registered
at Sydney.9
Name
John Thomas
Mary Maria
Robert

Birthdate
30 Apr 1825
29 Feb 1827
22 Jun 1829

William

13 Aug 1831

James
Frederick
Joseph Napoleon
Alfred Edward
Alicia Teresa
Maria Louisa

11 Dec 1833
21 Mar 1836
5 Jul 1838
21 Jun 1840
21 Jun 1842
6 Aug 1845

Registration Number
851/1825 V1825851 8; 7026/1825 V18257026 1B
147/1827 V1827147 11; 7971/1827 V18277971 1C
204/1829 V1829204 13; 9285/1829 V18299285 1C
1906/1831 V18311906 127; 1909/1831 V18311909 128;
1971/1831 V18311971 125
338/1833 V1833338 129

326/1840 V1840326 61; 1000/1840 V18401000 133
1102/1842 V18421102 61; 2347/1842 V18422347 133
747/1845 V1845747 62; 2360/1845 V18452360 134

The birth of Mary Maria Gannon is recorded as 29 February, but 1827 was not a leap year. She did not
appear with the family for the 1828 census because she died in infancy aged just 16 months and was
buried at St. Philip’s on 7 September 1828.10 I have not located a birth registrations for Frederick Gannon
or Joseph Napoleon Gannon. The first three children were baptised at the Church of England St Philip’s
Church. William Gannon was baptised on 18 September 1831 at St. Mary’s Roman Catholic Church.11
We know, from a warrant on the Colonial Treasurer that, apart from work he may have been doing as
assigned servant to Joseph Broadbent, Michael Gannon was also working on his own account. On 2 July
1825 he had billed the Treasury $32 for supplying a cedar desk for the police office. 12 Initially, from the
Cambridge Street address, and subsequently operating from Gloucester Street and Argyle Street (see
map below), Michael established a flourishing joinery business.13
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Supplementing his income, he successfully tendered to supply the government with various timber
materials – e.g. cedar, hardwood flooring boards, blue gum oars, and scantling - as published annually
by the Colonial Secretary’s Office “for general information for those concerned”. By 1835 Michael Gannon
was also supplying coffins at 12s 6d each to the colonial government.14 In fact, it was with some flourish
that Michael announced in July 1835 that he had added to his portfolio – he was now also in the
undertaking business, and always had on hand an assortment of coffins for sale.15

This would explain why, a month beforehand, the following advertisement appeared in the local press. 16

Always the opportunist, it would seem that Michael Gannon realised that the funeral director was about
to become a key player in the ritual of burying the dead. And if he could not source ostrich feathers, he
would have to make do with emu feathers.17
Another feature of Victorian death was the rise of the funeral director. Where funerals had previously
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been arranged between the family and the church, the increasing pomp of funerals required some
serious stage management. The undertaker emerged from being a side-line job of the local carpenter
or job-master (who hired out horses) to presiding over and directing these displays. Elaborate
hearses were constructed, replete with black horses, ostrich feathers and flowers. Mourners, known
as Mutes were employed to follow the coffin looking suitably despondent and feasts were prepared
for assembled friends and family. Indeed funerals became so expensive that many parents saved up
for the likely death of one or more of their children. A ‘respectable funeral’ was now closely entwined
with its cash value and pageantry.

However, from the 1830s to early 1840s Michael’s energies and talents were invested principally in buying
up and selling/letting properties and in speculative building, either on his own account or in partnership.
For example, in 1832 he had for let a bakehouse and dwelling house.18

In 1834, he advertised for letting two cottages, one ideal for a milkman. A full view of Darling Harbour was
a particular attraction for a 6-room cottage. Merchants, Shopkeepers and Publicans were particularly
targeted for a newly built house, and could obtain particulars from either M. Gannon or Mr. J.J. Peacock.
(Michael’s brother-in-law).19

A house in Prince Street was on offer for sale or let in September 1835 and a somewhat larger residence
in Kent Street was up for let in December 1837. The newly completed, and even more substantial
Napoleon Cottage came on the market in 1838.20
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By 1840, when an Office or Store was available to let, Michael had moved to Argyle Street. 21

Very early on in his building career Michael Gannon may have thought he had hit pay dirt! In October,
while digging the foundation of a house in Cambridge Street, he discovered a quantity of counterfeit
shillings and sixpences in an unfinished state and also some copper bolts which were thought to be part
of the metal they were made from. Further, in the same spot a few days later, he came across ‘some
apparatus for casting bad coin’. Michael did the right thing and handed over his ‘treasure trove’ to the
police.22
Theft was a recurring problem for Michael Gannon – as it is even today on building sites. On 30 April 1834
one Samuel Cropper was found guilty of stealing a maul, the property of Mr. Michael Gannon, valued at
1s, and was sentenced ‘to be worked in irons on the public roads of the Colony for six calendar months’.23
While Michael was absent from a building site in Elizabeth Street, a man came to the place and enquired
whether he was there. On being answered in the negative, the man said that Mr. Gannon had agreed that
he could take some shingles which were on the premises, and he had come to collect them. He duly
helped himself to a cartload of shingles and was never heard of again!24
Managing the workforce was another problem to be dealt with. For instance, in 1840 two servants
assigned to Michael Gannon – John Cooney and William Jones – were charged with drunkenness and
disobedience of orders and sentenced to fifty lashes each.25 More serious was the case of Peter Nugent
who ‘did a runner’ in 1841.26
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Two years later Michael Gannon again sent out a warning to the public, this time concerning his
apprentice, James Cooke.27

Compared with current requirements, the standards of occupational health and safety prevailing in
Michael Gannon’s time would no doubt make us all shudder. Indeed, he was an unfortunate ‘victim’ of the
lack of vigilance and apparent disregard for life and limb, as reported in The Sydney Herald of 10 March
1836.28
Constables are remiss in passing by persons who are in the habit of wheeling barrows on the
causeways to the great inconvenience, and in many cases, to the injury of foot passengers. On
Tuesday last, Mr. Michael Gannon received a severe hurt from a barrow of wood driven by a man
against him in the street, which struck him in the abdomen, and knocked him on the pavement. Mr.
Gannon was confined several days from the effects of the blow.

Even more troublesome was a protracted tenancy dispute between Michael Gannon and Alexander
Thompson, the property in question being the “Golden Anchor” public house in Kent Street. The first time
this matter was brought before the courts was in March 1837 when Thompson (the purported lessee) laid
a charge of assault, and sought damages of £100 against Gannon (the proprietor). Indeed, the assault
complained of was committed by the defendant in thrusting the plaintiff out of the “Golden Anchor”, but in
this instance the verdict was in favour of the defendant.29 In October 1837 the parties were again in court.30
Alexander Thompson, and Bridget, his wife, were yesterday charged by Mr. M. Gannon, residing in
Gloucester-street, with having removed the whole of the fixtures of a house situated in Kent-street,
the property of Gannon and a person named Reynolds.31 It appears that about the 24th of November
last an agreement was about to be entered into between Gannon and Thompson, the latter intending
to take a licensed house in Kent-street, known by the sign of the “Golden Anchor Tavern”, for the
period of three years, and to pay Gannon and Reynolds the yearly rent of £80. But the latter refused
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to confirm their agreement, unless Thompson could bring approved security for the quarterly payment
of the rent, which he did not produce. About the 29th of November, Thompson, without the knowledge
or sanction of the landlords, entered the house through one of the windows, and commenced selling
wine and spirits, but Gannon and Reynolds never recognised him as the tenent [sic], and
endeavoured to expel him. Thompson had not been long in possession before he was fined £30 for
selling without a license, and since that time he has kept the house shut up, and evaded all attempts
to eject him until about a fortnight ago, when he was apprehended at the suit of Mr. Burdekin, and
sent to the Carters’ Barracks. Mr. Gannon then regained possession of the house, and found the
flooring boards, joices, skirtings, and all the fixtures had been removed; and, in fact, nothing left but
the outer windows and bare walls. Having found that Mrs. Thompson was residing in Pitt-street,
Gannon obtained a warrant, and found the following articles, which he claimed:- 6 doors, 12 shutters,
8 sash-weights, and 2 chimney pieces. Thompson has never paid any rent, although he has retained
possession from the 29th November to the 17th instant. Mr. Ginger, poulterer, was also examined,
and stated that he had bought a pump from Thompson, for which he had paid £5 – this was also
claimed by Gannon. Mrs. Thompson was discharged, but Thompson was remanded.

At a subsequent hearing on 5 January 1838, when the details of the case were reiterated, Michael Gannon
claimed that the damage done to the house amounted to upwards of £90 and that if he or anyone else
had attempted to gain enter the house they would ‘in consequence of the flooring having been removed,
have fallen into the cellar’. The prisoner entered into a rambling explanation of the affair, and admitted he
had taken away the property and sold the pump, and would have sold the rest if he had had the
opportunity. Further he was not aware that he was guilty of any felonious act in what he did. The jury
found Thompson guilty and he was sentenced ‘to be worked in such Ironed gang as His Excellency might
direct for three years’.32 It did not take Michael long to effect repairs to the building as it was back on the
market in June 1838 and again in August 1840.33

The quality of Michael Gannon’s building work was recognised in a small item in The Australasian
Chronicle of 9 August 1839.34 The author was referring to some major building works about to commence
on land Michael Gannon had leased from Frederic Wright Unwin.35

On 15 December 1838 Frederic Wright Unwin purchased Allotment 12 of Section 84 in the St Philip parish
of the county of Cumberland for £2820 described as follows in the Register of Land Grants and Leases. 36
Commencing at the South East corner of William Reynolds’ Allotment and bounded on the South by
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a line bearing East one degree South two Hundred and twenty five links to Old George Street on the
East by that Street bearing North forty five degrees West one hundred and sixty six links to the corner
of Argyle Street, on the North by that Street West four degrees North one hundred and fifty links to
the Fence of the premises occupied by Salter and onwards by Argyle Street to a point opposite the
Wall build by Unwin on the West by a line to the Wall, and by the Wall to the South East corner
thereof; again on the North by the said Wall bearing west two degrees South to William Reynolds’
Allotment and again on the West by the Eastern boundary of that allotment being south nine degrees
West one hundred and three links to the South East corner thereof as aforesaid Being the Allotment
described in a deed executed in the name of the said Frederic Wright Unwin on the 4th December
1837 but which deed not being prepared on the proper form was duly surrendered by him by an
Endorsement made thereon under His Hand and seal bearing date 29th November 1838.

Or, more concisely defined – bounded by Harrington, George, Argyle Streets and Suez Canal.37

Part of Section 84, City Section Survey Plans, 183338

Continuing what has been described as ‘real estate scramble [which offered] a particular window of
opportunity for emancipated Irish convicts in a penal colony on the cusp of change’, William Reynolds and
his compatriot and business partner Michael Gannon were the beneficiaries of Unwin’s land purchase. 39
The latter subdivided the land between William Reynolds and Michael Gannon. Reynolds was granted a
21 year lease on the land behind his cottages extending to George Street. The terms of the lease
agreement entered into by Michael Gannon on 1 July 1839 stipulated that he 40
… shall and will within a reasonable time and within two years at the furtherest build and erect on the
line of frontage to George Street as many houses as will occupy the said frontage of such dimensions
as said Michael Gannon may think fit so as much houses are of three stories exclusive of cellars and
built substantially of good materials.

Michael Gannon more than fulfilled the conditions of his lease. By 1844, when the land was conveyed to
Morehead and Young, Michael had constructed a number of buildings on the land, including the New York
Hotel at 91 George Street, as well as the terrace 95-99 George Street. In addition he had also built along
Argyle Street, including a workshop and stables accessible from the yard and had been responsible for
the creation of the lane (now known as Greenway Lane) to provide access to the yard from Argyle Street.41
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The New York Hotel, a prominent land mark located at 91 George Street on the corner of George and
Argyle streets, was completed within six months of acquiring the lease, and its opening was heralded by
‘mein host’ in January 1841.42

As an aside, the issue to Michael Gannon for the license of The New York Hotel was not without some
controversy, according to aggrieved John Miller, of the Three Jolly Fishermen, Lower George-street.43
NOTICE. – The undersigned, who has held a Publican’s General License for the “Three Jolly
Fisherman”, situate in Lower George Street, for the last three years, begs leave to return his most
grateful thanks to his patrons and friends for the liberal support he has experienced from them during
the time he conducted the above business, and lest they should think that the Magistrates at the late
annual Licensing Meeting have refused him the renewal of his licence through any misconduct on
his own part he takes this public opportunity of notifying, that he made personal application to the
Superintendent of Police Captain Innes, upon the subject who informed him, that there was no
objection whatever to his character or to his house, but that no public-house was required in that
neighbourhood. The undersigned would have remained perfectly satisfied with this explanation, had
he not subsequently learned that his more fortunate neighbour, Mr. Michael Gannon, who has never
yet held a Publican’s License, had obtained one for a house then in progress of erection by him,
within two doors of the house of the undersigned, and which cannot be made fit for public
accommodation for some months to come. The undersigned cannot of course say, what reasons
may have induced the Magistrates, sitting within closed doors to refuse him, an old applicant, a
license, while they granted one to his richer neighbour a new applicant; but he thinks it only due to
himself, thus to state to his friends and the public, that he has the authority of the Superintendent of
Police, for saying, that it was from no objection whatever to his character or to his house.

Today, located at 45-47 Argyle Street, the buildings that house the Gannon House Gallery are regarded
as important evidence of the early architectural development of The Rocks district. No. 45, in particular,
is a valuable and significantly complete residence of that period, retaining most of its original internal fabric
and detail.44
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On 10 June 1842, the Legislative Council appointed a Committee which was to report on and recommend
the most suitable boundaries for the town and wards of Sydney and also to collect such information
respecting the value and rental of houses, and other particulars, as might serve to guide the Council in
fixing “Qualifications for Burgesses”. Michael Gannon was one of the witnesses called by the Committee.
His responses to the questions posed to him provide an interesting insight into the housing situation and
the building trade at the time, and of Michael’s property portfolio.45
1
2

3

4

You have been extensively engaged in building in
Sydney?
The houses you have built have been of an inferior as
well as superior description?

I have.
Before the Building Act came into operation, the houses
I built were of an inferior description; subsequently they
have been of a superior description only.46
The superior.

What description of buildings do you suppose will afford
the best return for the capital expended – the inferior or
superior?
What description of buildings do you consider to be the
most numerous in Sydney with reference to the rent
paid?

5
6

From what number of houses do you derive that rental?
What description of house is it that brings you only £40?

7

What do you consider the lowest rent that would be
required for a suitable house for a respectable mechanic?
Could mechanics afford to pay that rent?

8
9

Do you observe at present a disposition to build inferior
or superior houses?
10 Have you noticed the building which are going on at
Blackwater Swamp?
11 What description of persons do you suppose those
buildings to be intended for:
12 Without taking lodgers, what rent should you consider a
mechanic could afford to pay?

13 How many rooms are there in the houses you speak of?
9

Those buildings are the most numerous which let from
£50 to £75 a year; I have several houses, and derive a
rental from them of £2000 per annum; but only one of
them lets so low as £40.
Fifteen or sixteen.
It is an old house situated in an obscure part of
Cumberland street, and contains only two rooms and a
kitchen.
About £60 or £70, except in the outskirts of the town
where houses are cheaper.
They now generally take lodgers, and are thus enabled
to pay it.
The present disposition seems to be to build houses of
the middle class, which let for about £100 per annum.
I have. They are mostly of wood, because the Building
Act does not extend so far.
Mostly for low tenants.
I have three or four mechanic tenants, who pay me at
the rate of £60 per annum. They earn £2 2s. per week
as joiners and masons; they take in, however, one or
two other journeymen, employed by me, who pay 15s.
per week for board and lodging.
There are five rooms and a kitchen in one, and four
rooms and a kitchen in another.
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14 In what part of the Town are they situated?

15 Do you think it advantageous to build houses of so
inferior a description?

16 Do you think the desertion of houses by tenants is
common now?
17 Are there many houses affording decent accommodation
to be had now in Sydney at a less rent than £30?
18 Supposing the lowest rate of rent to entitle an occupier to
a vote were fixed at £40, do you think that would exclude
many from the franchise?
19 Do you think many would be excluded if the rent were
fixed at £50?
20 Do you think it would be desirable, with a view to ensure
a better class of building within the Town, that the
provisions of the Building Act should be extended to their
original limits?
21 Have you any observations to make on the proposed
Boundaries of Sydney, a printed copy of which is now
before you, with a view to equalize the different Wards,
and having reference to the extent, population, property
and local circumstances of the Town, and with reference
also to its prospective state in these particulars?

In Cumberland-street; I have also one house in
Gloucester-street, and tow in Cumberland-street which I
let to tradesmen at £65 per annum.
I do not; I have lost so much as £500, including law
expenses, in one year, in consequence of the tenants
absconding, or refusing, or being unable to pay the
rents.
I do not think it is so now, though formerly it was almost
general.
No decent house can be had at £30.
I do not think it would exclude one decent person.

I do not; I think £50 a very fair thing; no good mechanic
pays less; those persons who do pay less live in alleys,
and are of a description I would not have in my employ.
It would be desirable to revise and extend the operation
of the Building Act, particularly with respect to party
walls.
I have only to observe, with respect to the first Ward,
that instead of running from George-street up to
Charlotte-place, I think it would be better if the line were
run up George-street as far as Jamison-street, then
along the line proposed by the remainder of the first
section.

It was Michael’s responses, particularly to questions 15, 18 and 19, to which Mr. Therry, Attorney General,
drew particular attention during a debate in the Legislative Council meeting of 12 July 1842. 47
… The idea of one witness (Mr. Michael Gannon) saying that he would not employ a mechanic who
did not pay a rental of £40, was quite preposterous. That witness stated that he possessed a rental
of £2000 and that he lost £1500 in one year, but how did he lose it? why by law expenses and assault
cases. But really he thought the witness must belong to the family of Plantagenets to be so
aristocratic in his notion – much too aristocratic for him…

In true Gannon style, Michael could not let this go unanswered.48
To the Editor of the Australian
Sir – Observing in the Council Reports of yesterday an attack made upon me by Mr. Therry, I feel
obliged in self-defence, to state that the whole of Mr. Terry’s statement is incorrect. And I must be
allowed by that gentleman to set him right. He said that I stated in my evidence before the Committee
of Council that I would not employ a mechanic who did not pay £40 [sic] a year rental. Now the fact
is, that when Mr. Therry referred me to the dirty alleys in the neighbourhood of the Rocks, I merely
said that I would not take into my employ the parties who lived in those “houses” as they were
improperly called. As to the £1500 which he stated I lost in one year, I beg to say, that it is not in one
year only, but in two or three years, I have always had losses. These losses were by bad tenants,
and not by assault cases in the police office, as he had observed. I defy Mr. Therry, or any other man
to show that I was ever fined for an assault in the Colony … And as to the respectable mechanics of
Sydney, there is no man in the Colony who has a greater regard for them than I have. By inserting
the above statement you will oblige.
Sir, your obedient humble Servant
MICHAEL GANNON
Argyle Street, July 14 1842.

In addition to his property portfolio, Michael Gannon had other sundry assets. Together with John Jenkins
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Peacock – his brother-in-law by marriage – he was part owner of the fine fast-sailing schooner Ann, a 62
ton vessel, launched in 1833, and fitted out for both passengers and cargo.49 Michael Gannon also held
a half share in the 92 ton schooner Oratava, which had been built in Southampton in 1836.50 From 1837
to at least 1839 he had also held the lease for the Bedlam Point Ferry.51

A notice, dated 25 June 1842, placed in The Australasian Chronicle, called for a public meeting for the
purpose of petitioning the Governor and Council against the passing of the Corporation Bill. One of the
signatories was Michael Gannon.52 Regardless of this petition, The Australian Constitutions Act (No 1)
1842 was passed. For the first time the Legislative Council was to be partly elected, with 24 members
elected by a limited franchise granted to male property owners – the first form of representative
government in Australia – and 12 members appointed by the Crown. Eligibility to vote was given to every
adult male who occupied a "house warehouse counting house or shop" in the city with an annual value of
£25, provided that he had lived in the city or within seven miles of its boundaries for at least a year. Where
there was joint occupation, each of the occupiers had a vote provided that the annual value of the property,
when divided by the number of electors, was still at least £25. But there was no plural or cumulative voting.
The single occupier of property worth £50, for example, did not get two votes. More importantly, section
50 of the Act made it clear that property owners would not get a vote for every ward in which they held
property, even if they paid the rates for such property. In general, the Act emphasised occupation rather
than ownership as the qualification for this ratepayers' franchise, reflecting the fact that rates were levied
on and usually paid by the occupant/tenant. On 1 November 1842 some 3,000 voters of Sydney elected
their first City Council. 53
A meeting was held at the Catholic school room, Millers Point, on 7 October 1842 for the purpose of
considering who might be fit and proper persons to represent the Gipps Ward. Michael Gannon had
already expressed his views on property qualifications for the franchise. At this meeting he stated that he
sought leave to make some comments on the qualities he regarded as essential for any prospective
representatives.54
Mr. GANNON said he did not wish to say anything on his own behalf, or in behalf of any of the
gentlemen who had been proposed; he only wished to guard the public against giving their votes to
any many who was not worthy of them. He would tell the gentlemen present that that was neither the
time nor place to give their votes, and he wished them to reserve their votes until the proper time and
place; not be led away to give their votes to men who might be called birds of passage, but to men
of property, who would stop amongst them; men who had families in the country, and who would not
go away and spend the money they had got in the colony in England or elsewhere. He would willingly
give up the honours to somebody better able than himself, but he hoped none of them would give
their vote to a man who would tell them he was a Tory today and a Whig tomorrow (cheers and
laughter). They must look to men who had got families in the colony, and not to such people as he
had seen come here, and who, after feathering their nests, had left the country, and become insolvent
since they had gone to England, which plainly showed that they could not take care of their own
affairs, and so they were not likely to take care of other people’s. He hoped they would listen to what
he had said, and not pledge their votes or give their support to any man of that stamp. With these
remarks he begged leave to withdraw from being proposed as a candidate (cheers).

From the moment it was first mooted, the Sydney Corporation Act excited heated debate, report of which
absorbed considerable column inches in the Sydney newspapers. Campaigns were waged by those for
and against the proposed legislation, and public meetings, often rowdy, were held by the opposing parties.
Referring specifically to a public meeting held on 29 June 1842, Michael Gannon stated that a petition in
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favour of the Bill included the names of a great number of children, and that even three of his own children
and a number of their school-fellows had been induced to sign the document.55 Michael’s assertion
resulted in a flurry of correspondence to The Australian prefaced by a quote from Shakespeare.56
THE LATE MEETING
To the Editor of the Australian
“He will lie, sir, with such volubility, that you would think truth were a fool” – Shakspear [sic].
SIR, - A letter written by some person unknown, and signed “Michael Gannon,” having appeared in
your paper of this day, containing statements respecting me which I am in a position to prove are
false, I am confident you will in fairness to both parties give insertion in your next publication to this
reply. To prove that I have no wish to supress anything that can fairly or even foully by brought
forward in vindication of Mr. Gannon’s statement at the late meeting, I prefix his letter to the reply for
which it calls at my hands.
“To the Editor of the Australian”
SIR, - As Mr. Duncan, the editor of The Australasian Chronicle, denied at the last Public Meeting at
the School of Arts that he got the children of St. Mary’s seminary to sign the Petition to the Legislative
Council on the Municipal Corporation Bill, I beg to state that the facts are simply these: Mr. Duncan
gave the Petition to the second master, Mr. Dillon, saying, “It is now two o’clock; do you take this
Petition to your school, and get it signed by all your boys, and return it to me by three o’clock, as I
have to make it up to go before the Council; which Mr. Dillon did according to his directions. Master
Joseph Leary, and my son, William Gannon, saw Mr. Duncan waiting under the verandah of the
seminary during the time the boys were signing the Petition; it was signed by fifty-six boys. I will make
no comment on the foregoing statement, but leave it, for you and the public to judge of Mr. Duncan’s
conduct. I dare Mr. Duncan to contradict the foregoing statement. I am, Sir, your most obedient
servant.
“MICHAEL GANNON”
“Argyle-street, July 1, 1842.”
Now, with the exception that I gave a general instruction to all the collectors (including, I have no
reason to doubt Mr. Dillon) to have their sheets returned in proper time to have the Petition made up,
I “dare’ to contradict the whole of Mr. Gannon’s statement, in which there is not one single word of
truth, so far as I am concerned. First with respect to the assertion that “Mr. Duncan gave the Petition
to the second master,” &c., let Mr. Dillon speak for himself. He writes to me as follows:SIR,- Having been requested by you to read the letter signed ‘Michael Gannon,’ in this day’s
AUSTRALIAN, and to state what I know of the matter referred to, I beg to say, that at the suggestion
of Mr. Coyle I called at the AUSTRALASIAN CHRONICLE office for the Petition in question. On
entering the office I told you that Mr. Coyle requested of me to call for the Petition to have the
signatures of some of the young gentlemen affixed to it. I believe you sent up stairs for a sheet
upon which there were some signatures, which I took with me, and which I returned to the office
after three o’clock. When I returned with the Petition you were not there, nor did I see you after
you delivered the Petition to me previously to my returning it, nor for some time after. It is therefore
untrue that you accompanied me from the CHRONICLE office or used the words attributed to you
in Mr. Gannon’s letter. The words quoted as apparently mine in that letter were never written by
me. – I am, sir, your obedient servant.
(Signed)
“THOMAS DILLON”
Facts and dates are dangerous things for persons of a certain stamp to meddle with. It so happens
that it was not at “two” as Mr. Gannon states, but a little before twelve o’clock when Mr. Dillon called.
I was in a hurry at the time, Mr. Dillon has reminded me, to proceed to the Council chamber, so that,
if he did make the remark about “the young gentlemen,” which I see no reason to doubt, I must have
taken it to mean the grown-up students, who are beyond question better able to give an opinion upon
a constitutional question than Mr. Gannon; or, what is more probably, as I have no recollection of the
expression, I paid no attention to it at all. With respect to the little day scholars having signed it, I
solemnly affirm (and those who know me will believe me) I not only did not know it, but I did not
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believe it at the time Mr. Gannon made the assertion at the Meeting. I now come to the statement
attributed to Master Joseph Leary and Mr. Gannon’s hopeful son, namely, that they saw me “waiting
under the verandah of the seminary during the time the boys were signing the petition.” I called upon
Leary’s father and mother this morning, who both stated that they never heard their son make such
an assertion; on the contrary, Mrs. Leary stated distinctly that she heard her son say that he did not
see me. From Mr. Leary’s I proceeded to the seminary, where I put the question to the boy himself,
in the presence of the Rev. Mr. Farrelly and the other boys, when he admitted that he had said to Mr.
Gannon that he saw the back of a person like me, not under the verandah of the seminary, but of the
dwelling-house, which verandah, be it remembered, cannot be seen from the school-room! Mr.
Gannon, who is a builder, knows that stones, bricks, and mortar are not transparent. Accordingly, on
cross-questioning Leary, he stated that it was not “during the time the boys were signing the Petition,”
but after the school separated that he saw the back of a “tall gentleman in black” under the verandah.
The fact is the boy, who seems otherwise a fine little fellow, has evidently been tampered with. With
regard to Master William Gannon, who has been most indecently paraded through the town by his
father to give testimony against me, he is evidently “a chip of the old block,” and can lie, if not so fast,
at least as stoutly, as his papa. Behold the proof:
The meeting was held on the 6th June, the signatures were obtained on the 7th, and it was presented
to Mr. Jones on the morning of the 8th. According to both Mr. Gannon and Mr. Dillon it was on the 7th
June, between the hours of 2 and 3 o’clock p.m. that the signature of the boys were obtained. During
this time it was that the hopeful Master William Gannon says he saw me “waiting under the verandah
of the seminary.” Now read the following statement of a gentleman whose testimony will be
conclusive with all who know him:“I hereby certify that I saw Mr. W.A. Duncan in the gallery at the Council Chamber from about 12
noon until 4 o’clock in the afternoon of Tuesday, June, 7th, 1842.”
(Signed)
“E.J. HAWKSLEY”
I have no doubt there are twenty other gentlemen who remember to have seem me quietly listening
to the loan oration of the Lord Bishop of Australia during the time, and long before and after the time
that this mendacious young scoundrel pretends I was standing under the verandah waiting for the
Petition.
I have now done with Mr. Gannon and his base falsehoods and with the son who offers so well to
tread in his father’s footsteps. If there be any circumstance which has more than another tended to
ensure me a primary position in every society in which I have been placed from by school-days until
now, it is my strict adherence to truth, and my detestation of liars and their base habit of bolstering
up one falsehood with another; and it this strong feeling that must be my apology for troubling you,
Sir, and the public with a discussion in which perhaps I alone am greatly interested, but which was
forced upon me by my ungracious and ungrateful calumniators. It is not my intention to reply to the
“misdeeds” and want of “honesty” charge upon me by two “courteous brothers.” In consequence of
the late splitting up affair.57 When an individual is surrounded by traitorous friends and ungenerous
foes the more quietly he submits to an insult perhaps the better it will be for him. I have received a
lesson from which I intend to profit, and the HERALD is at perfect liberty to laugh at my folly in believing
that a good house might be built with very indifferent bricks.
I am, Sir
Your obedient servant
W.A. DUNCAN
Sydney, July 4, 1842

If 1842 marked a milestone in Sydney’s history, it was also a year of some note in the domestic life of the
Gannons. The Sydney Gazette reported the arrival at Sydney on 6 March 1842 of the ship the Palestine,
which had sailed from Plymouth on 26 October 1841, and on board which were 200 immigrants, all of
whom were in excellent health, not one death having occurred during the voyage. Such a happy outcome
was, according to the Sydney Gazette, attributable to the exemplary (and not always emulated)
management of the ship’s Master and Surgeon.58
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This gratifying fact is no doubt mainly to be attributed to the strict attention of Dr. Bertwhistle, the
surgeon superintendent, to the wants and comforts of those placed under his charge, combined with
the experience which he brought to the discharge of his onerous duties, from having come out as
doctor of an emigrant ship to this Colony about twelve months ago. Capt. Sims is also an old stager
to this port, and must have contributed not a little by his experiences to the comforts of his
passengers. If bounty agents were always to intrust their emigrants to such persons they would not
have so frequently to complain of the arbitrary decisions of the emigration board; and they would,
moreover, be many hundred pounds in pocket which they at present lose, merely through the
inexperience of the masters and surgeons to whom they intrust their ships.

Included on the vessel’s manifest were four Gannons – Catherine, Eliza, Patrick and Margaret. The first
two were sisters to Michael and James. The relationship between them and Patrick and Margaret Gannon
has not been established, but they were possibly cousins of some degree.
The Bounty system operated from 1835 until 1841. Agents in the United Kingdom found the prospective
migrants and chartered the ships, or arranged their transport. On arrival, if the government authorities
approved the migrant, the settler who had paid their fare was issued with a certificate entitling them to
claim the bounty. By 1839 the bounty payments for a single unmarried female domestic or male farm
servant was £19. Under the system the prospective migrant needed to supply testimonials of character,
signed by clergymen or respectable inhabitants, and also, where possible, certified copies of baptismal
records, to confirm their age. The documentation for 24 year old Catherine Gannon and 22 year old Eliza
Gannon did not include any information about their respective baptisms, but did state that they had been
brought out by a Mr. R.S. Jamieson, under the protection of Thomas Cunningham and wife who had
known them for 4 or 5 years. Both were natives of Mullingar, Westmeath, and their parents’ names were
John and Alicia, the latter being still alive.59 Catherine’s calling was dressmaker, and she had completed
her apprenticeship, although the certificate listed her as housemaid. The name and address of her last
employer was given as ‘her mother’. She was in good health, her religion was RC, she could read and
write, and she had no complaints. At the bottom of the page was the notation “What is her engagement?”
In the Doctor’s Report B he stated “address not known”. Of note was the fact that she was deemed
ineligible for the bounty. In 1841 the Government Emigration Office (London) issued a statement which
included regulations for selecting suitable candidates for emigration. One of the stipulations was that “The
emigrants must belong to the class of Mechanics and Handicraftsmen, Agricultural Labourers, or
Domestic Servants”. Another was that “Persons who are proceeding to the Colony to buy Land, or invest
in a small capital in Trade, are not eligible for a free passage”. Was it either or both of these provisions
that rendered Catherine, actually a dressmaker by trade, ineligible?60 Eliza was a house servant by calling.
Like her older sister, she was in good health, her religion was RC, she could read and write, and she had
no complaints. The bounty for Eliza was £19 and it was noted that she had been included in the certificate
of her sister Catherine Gannon, and there was no known address for her colonial sponsor either.
Margaret and Patrick Gannon were both from Elphin, Co. Roscommon, children of Laurence and Mary
Gannon, both deceased. Patrick, aged 21 was a labourer, a Roman Catholic, and he could neither read
nor write. He was taken on for a year on £20 plus rations by Gerard Gerard, J.P., Illawarra. Patrick’s 19year old sister had emigrated under the protection of John Dowd’s family. She gave children’s maid as
her calling, was a Roman Catholic, and also could neither read nor write. For £10 per annum plus rations
she was contracted as a dairymaid for W.C. Wentworth at his Windermere property.61
In 1843 Michael Gannon announced that he was embarking on a change of career – what might be seen
as presaging a mid-life crisis in all respects.62
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Given the general alarm earlier in the year over the state of the colony’s financial situation, Michael’s
decision might not have been the wisest step. But, on the other hand, with the financial downturn affecting
all levels of society, he may not have had many options. In April 1843 The Sydney Morning Herald drew
attention to an advertisement which had appeared in the newspapers.
PUBLIC MEETING.- For several days past an advertisement has appeared in the newspapers,
calling a public meeting to be held at the Royal Hotel yesterday, “For the purpose of taking into
consideration the present state of the monetary affairs of the colony, and to devise the best means
of immediate relief,” and signed by Robert Cooper, Sen. ….”

Surprisingly, in the circumstances, the meeting was not well attended, but Michael Gannon had turned up
and moved that, as there were so few persons present, a requisition be got up and presented to the Mayor
calling upon him to convene a public meeting “to take into consideration the important objects for which
that meeting had been called”.63 He was one of the 38 gentlemen – merchants, settlers and traders - who
put their name to the requisition, to which John Hosking, the Mayor, responded by agreeing to convene a
public meeting.64 Whatever measures that might have been taken to alleviate the situation, they would be
too late to save Michael Gannon (and so many of his compatriots) from insolvency. As noted above, he
had argued strongly against granting franchise to people who could not look after their own affairs – he
was to be one of those who fell into this unfortunate category. It was Samuel Lyons, Auctioneer, who
commenced proceedings to have Michael Gannon declared a bankrupt by filing a petition in the Supreme
Court on 26 February 1845, ‘praying that the estate of Michael Gannon, of Argyle-street, Sydney, builder,
be placed under sequestration’.65 In retrospect there may have been some hints prior to this that all was
not well with the Michael Gannon enterprises. A notice to his debtors and creditors which might have been
seen as ‘tidying up’ his building business prior to embarking on his auctioneering career, could also
perhaps be interpreted as a need to realise more cash.

Similarly, an advertisement placed by Samuel Lyons for an auction sale, to be held on 19 August 1844,
of two lots of “First-Rate City Property”, producing a certain rental income of £220 per annum, may have
been a further attempt to raise some cash.66 But perhaps not the full value, as suggested by the auctioneer
in his introductory ‘blurb’.
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Such an opportunity as is here offered for the investment of Capital is seldom to be met with, even
in the present state of affairs, in which it is notorious that scarcely any description of property, if
brought into the market, has a chance of realizing any thing near its value:It is therefore evident now is the time for the JUDICIOUS CAPITALIST, or Speculator to lay out his
money to the greatest advantage.

Correspondence, conducted publicly through the pages of The Sydney Morning Herald in October 1844,
between R. Campbell, Jun., President of the Bank of New South Wales and Michael Gannon, of the City
of Sydney, in the Colony of New South Wales, Builder, suggest further proof of Michael Gannon’s shaky
financial situation. In a letter dated 3 October, Robert Campbell gave notice of his intention to exercise
the power of sale contained in an indenture of release by way of mortgage, dated 8 August 1843, made
between Michael Gannon, his wife, and Richard Jones Esq, then President of the Bank of New South
Wales, on a parcel of land in the parish of St. James. Unless, and within one calendar month, Michael
Gannon paid £3316, plus interest due, and all costs and expenses incurred by non-payment thereof, Mr.
Campbell would carry out his threat.67 On 11 October Michael Gannon answered Mr. Campbell’s
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“unjustifiable notice” by giving notice that he was fully prepared to pay his dues and concluded with a
threat of his own.68

Just over a week after Samuel Lyons had filed his petition, on 6 March 1845 the NSW Government
Gazette gave notice that Michael Gannon’s estate had been placed under sequestration, and the following
notice appeared in the Government Gazette of 14 March 1845.69

Thereafter, and until the final meeting of 11 October 1849, the Official Assignee scheduled a series of
meetings for creditors to prove their debts, to call in debts due to the insolvent estate so that the actual
condition of estate could be ascertained, and for conducting interviews with the insolvent himself. At
various stages during the protracted proceedings offers were made to the creditors for the release of the
insolvent estate from sequestration. Thus, at a special meeting on Thursday 15 August 1845 an offer of
£1500 was made – and rejected. An offer of composition of £2000, considered by the committee of
creditors in April 1846, was similarly and summarily refused.70 In an open letter, published in July 1847,
Michael Gannon made a special plea to his creditors to attend the meeting scheduled for 6 July.71
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We do not know what the unimaginable circumstances referred to were, but at this meeting the creditors
present agreed unanimously to accept an offer of 2s.6d. in the pound, in addition to the dividend of 2s.6d.
already declared.72 It was not until October 1848 that a final plan of distribution was determined which,
subject to no objections being lodged, would be confirmed on 8 November 1848.73

One year later the final meeting of creditors was called to determine the disposal of the remaining assets
of the insolvent estate.74
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Six months later the following notice was published in the Government Gazette.75

Somewhat optimistically, Michael Gannon first gave notice that he intended to apply for his certificate of
discharge on 28 August 1845.76 Understandably his creditors were adamantly opposed to his application
being granted and so, at a special meeting held on 2 September 1845, Michael Gannon withdrew his
application.77 It was not until April 1850 that he eventually received his certificate of discharge. The month
prior, on 22 March, the following notice of intent was published.78

The application was duly considered and, at a further meeting on 10 April, the Chief Commissioner
granted the certificate, effective as of that day.
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At various stages of the insolvency process, certain of Michael Gannon’s assets were put up for sale. It
must have been particularly galling to Michael that the auctioneer nominated by the Official Assignee was
Samuel Lyons, the man whose petition had instigated the whole affair. It is from the notices placed in the
newspapers that we get some appreciation of the extent of Michael Gannon’s personal and property
holdings. At the third General Meeting of Creditors, held on 24 June 1845, a majority of the creditors
decided that the Official Assignee be directed to sell off the insolvent’s furniture, except his bed, bedding,
and the wearing apparel of himself and his family.79 Accordingly, the following notice was gazetted in the
Sydney press.80

But Michael gained a short reprieve as the sale was postponed until further notice. It was rescheduled for
8 October 1845.81 Meanwhile, Samuel Lyons, under instructions from the Official Assignee, offered for
auction on 28 April 1845, Michael Gannon’s share in the schooner, Oratava.82

By order of the Official Assignee, in April 1846 Mr. Samuel Lyons gave preliminary notice that he had
been instructed to offer for sale a somewhat impressive portfolio of property, comprising houses and
premises in the Sydney township, a water well on the Nepean River, 23 allotments at Balmain, 6 town
allotments in various locations beyond Sydney, and 11 farms. The sale was scheduled for 20 May 1846,
and the particulars of these properties were spelt out in detail.83
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Is a House and Premises at the corner of George and Fort Streets, adjoining Cunningham’s Wharf;
this House contains eight rooms, is built of stone and brick, it commands one of the finest views in
the harbour, and is at present in the occupation of Mrs. Newton, at the rent of £50 per annum.
Consists of three small Houses situate on the west side of Gloucester-street; each house contains
two rooms, there is a large yard, with a workshop in the read. The premises are presently occupied
by Mr. Willis, shoemaker, at the years rent of £67 10s.
Is all that piece or parcel of Land, situate at the corner of Harrington Street and Essex-lane extending
through to Cambridge-street; on this piece of ground there is a House, containing seven rooms. It is
let to three tenants at a rent of £52 per annum.
Is a neat Cottage containing five rooms; it is situate at the north end of Prince-street, and is at present
occupied by Augustus Miles, Esq., Commissioner of Police at the rent of £60 per annum.
Is about one acre of Land at Woolloomooloo upon which there is a windmill and cottage erected; let
on lease at £150 per annum. It is next to Barker’s Mill.
Is all that piece or parcel of Land, situate at the Nepean, and contains about half an acre of land,
together with the water mill, and all other buildings erected thereon. This lot originally formed part of
the Bartholomew Farm at the Nepean.
Is Lots 1, 8, 9, 10, 11, 12, 13, 14, 15, 19, 22, 23, 24, 25, 26, 27, 30, 31, 32, 33, 34, and 37, of the
property known as Peacock’s Point, Balmain, These 23 lots will be sold separately.
Is two roods of Land, situate in the town of South Geelong, parish of Corio, county of Grant, being
allotment 15 of section 6, bounded on the north by a street of 50 links, bearing north 79° west; 100
links on the west by No 14 allotment, bearing south 11° west by Fryan-street, bearing south 79° east,
100 links; and on the east by No. 16 allotment, bearing north 11° east, 500 links.
Is two roods of Land, situate in the town of South Geelong, parish of Corio, county of Grant, being
allotment 16 of section No. 6, bounded on the north by a street of 50 links wide, bearing north 79°
west; 100 links; on the east by No. 15 allotment, bearing south 11° west 500 links; on the south by
Fryan-street, bearing south 79° east 100 links; and on the east by No. 17 allotment, bearing north
11° east, 500 links.
Is all that piece or parcel of Land in the town of Wollongong, bounded on the east by Conimall street
99 feet; on the south by Burelli-street 68 feet; on the west by a line bearing north 99 feet; and on the
north by land of Edward Elliott 66 feet, which said piece or parcel of land is part of an allotment No.
1 section No. 10, granted by Sir Richard Bourke to one Hugh Kennedy, and by him conveyed to
Edward Elliott.
Is all that piece or parcel of Land containing by admeasurement 2 roods, situate in the town of East
Maitland, allotment No. 1 of section No. 18; bounded on the north-west by two chains of the southeast side of George-street, bearing north 45° east; on the north-east by two chains and 50 links of
the south-west side of Lawer-street, bearing east 45° south; on the south-east by a line dividing it
from allotment No. 2, bearing south 45°west 2 chains; and on the south-west by a line dividing it from
allotment 4, bearing west 45° north 2 chains and 50 links to George-street.
Is all that piece or parcel of land, situate in the county of St. Vincent, on the Shoalhaven River,
containing 100 acres, more or less; commencing on the north-east corner of Richard Glenville’s
primary grant of 320 acres, and bounded on the west by part of the east boundary of that grant, being
a line bearing south 22 chains; on the south by a line bearing east 25 chains; on the east by a line
bearing north 49 chains, to the Shoalhaven River; and on the north by that river to the north-east
corner of Glenville’s grant aforesaid.
Is all that piece or parcel of land situate in the parish of Willoughby, near Ball’s Head, containing
admeasurement 2 acres and 3 perches, be the same more or less, being allotment No. 21; bounded
on the south by a line east, commencing ad the stake situate at the edge of the waters of Lane Cove,
four chain, dividing it from a measured portion of 3 acres; on the south-east and east by a road 50
links wide; on the north by a line west 7 chains, to the waters of Lane Cove, dividing it from a
measured portion of 3 acres and 3 roods; and on the west by the waters of Lane Cove.
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Is all that piece or parcel of land, situate, lying and being in the parish of Gosforth, county of
Cumberland, containing 102 acres, more or less; commencing at the north-west corner of Stranger’s
grant, distant 20 links from a burnt stump marked on four sides, bearing west 5° north; bounded
towards the west by a line south, to Stony Creek, 30 chains towards the south by that creek to the
Wollombi Road towards the east by that road northerly 39 chains, being distant from the corner of
the fence as it now stands wrongly erected 60 links more or less; and on the north by a line west 36
chains and 37 links to the commencing point; which piece or parcel of land formed lots 38, 39, 40,
41, 42, 43, 44, 45, 46, 47, 48, 49, 50, 51, 52, 53, 54, and 55 of 300 acres of Stranger’s grant.
Is 60 acres of land, at Mangrove Creek, county of Northumberland; bounded on the north by a line
15 chains east; on the east by a line 30 chains south; and on the west and south by Mangrove Creek.
This farm is about 20 miles by water up the Mangrove Creek, at the head of the Navigation. It is a
beautiful farm, well cleared and stumped; the land yielding some of the finest crops on the Creek. It
is well supplied with fresh water by the Creek, which passes through it and the adjoining farms. There
is the frame of a small cottage on the farm.
Is a 10 acre far opposite the above, possessing the same advantage and capabilities: it is bounded
on the north by a line 3 chains 50 links west; on the west by a line 12 chains south; and on the east
and south by Mangrove Creek.
Is a farm of 160 acres and adjoins the farm described as Lot 15; the greater part of the land is cleared
and stumped, and is decidedly an improvable farm. It possesses the advantage of a good supply of
fresh water.
Is a 60 acre farm, adjoining the 160-acre farm above described; it is bounded on the south by a line
east 25 chains, commencing at the sharp bend at the corner of George Everingham’s farm; and on
the east by a line north 20 chains; on the north by a line west to Mangrove Creek. This farm, like the
others is well supplied with fresh water.
Is a farm of 120 acres, situate about 12 miles from the mouth of the Macdonald River, and about half
a mile inland. It is a long, narrow and naturally clear flat; a great portion of it being good arable land
– the marshy land might easily be made available for tillage by a proper system of drainage. It makes
a good cattle run, and is well supplied by fresh water, even in the driest seasons.
There is a frame of a small cottage which might be made tenantable at a very trifling outlay.
The land is fenced.
Is a farm of 50 acres, situate at Patonga Creek, and is thus described:All that piece or parcel of land situate at Patonga Creek, about four miles above its confluence with
the Hawkesbury River, bounded on the south by a line bearing west 21 chains, commencing at
Patonga Creek; on the west by a line bearing north 17 chains; on the north by a line bearing east 43
chains to Patonga Creek; and on the south-east by Patonga Creek, reserving a road through of 50
links wide.

Maps of the above properties are now in the course of preparation, and will be at the Mart for inspection
on Monday, 18th instant.
The titles to the various properties may be seen, and further particulars may be had on application to the
office of Mr. Want, 376 Pitt-street, Sydney, Solicitor to the Official Assignee.

Michael Gannon was one of seven insolvents who were shareholders in the Sydney College. These
shares were auctioned off as a job lot on 23 February 1846 – Michael Gannon held 2 shares, valued at
£50 each.84
Not all the properties sold the first time they came on the market. For instance, the Windmill at
Woolloomooloo, with one acre of land, was readvertised in November 1846, as were, in May 1847, the 3
two-room stone built verandah cottages in Gloucester-street.85 Also listed in the May 1847, advertisement
for auction on 24 May, were three other highly valuable city properties consisting of – 86
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Whatever remained of the inventory of declared and, as yet, unsold assets were offered at auction on 26
June 1850.87

Separately but contemporaneously, and with critical implications for the processing of the insolvency,
Michael Gannon was embroiled in legal action.
On Friday 29 May 1846, before the Chief Justice and a Special Jury of twelve, an action on a writ of
ejectment, was brought by the plaintiff Clark Irving, the trustee for the insolvent estate of Michael Gannon,
to recover possession of a house and premises on the corner of Essex and Gloucester Streets, called the
“Limerick Arms”, from the defendants, James Gannon and Edward Parsonage, respectively brother and
brother-in-law of Michael Gannon and trustees under a deed to secure the said property to the wife of
Michael Gannon. The defendants pleaded not guilty. Messrs Foster and Fisher appeared for the plaintiff
and Messrs. Windeyer and Broadhurst for the defendants. The facts, as recorded by The Australian, were
as follows.88
Mr. J.J. Peacock, previous to his insolvency, was possessed of this and other property. In 1843,
Peacock became insolvent, and in 1844 his estate was released from sequestration, upon his paying
ten shillings in the pound, by bills as nine, twelve, eighteen, and twenty-four months, bearing Michael
Gannon’s indorsement. The bills of Peacock, indorsed by Michael Gannon, amounted to £9,000 to
secure the payment of which Peacock mortgaged the whole of his property to Michael Gannon, who
had been obliged to mortgage a great portion of his own property, in order to meet his own demands,
and had also joined with his wife to release his equity of redemption to many of these mortgages.
Mrs Gannon refused to sign any more deeds, giving up her right of dower unless she had £2,000
settled upon herself. In order to accomplish this, Michael Gannon, a short time after Peacock had
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mortgaged his property to him, and previous to any of the bills so indorsed by Gannon becoming
due, entered into an arrangement with Peacock and his wife, that he should release the property in
question to the defendants, in trust for his wife, and after her death to Gannon himself, for his life, or
while he remained solvent, and on his death, or in case he should become insolvent, then to the
children of Michael Gannon and his wife.
On the part of the plaintiff, the mortgage of Peacock’s property to Gannon was proved, and on which
the plaintiffs relied.
Mr. Windeyer, for the defence contended that the deed which conveyed the property in dispute to
the defendants, was a bona fide transaction, and that the sum of £1,500 was given to Peacock for
the property, Michael Gannon being a creditor of Peacock’s to the amount of £3,000, for which he
had received Peacock’s bills for £1,500, which bills he had given to Peacock for the purchase of the
property.
Mr. Foster, in reply, contended that it was not a bona fide sale, or that a valuable consideration was
given for the said property, and that Michael Gannon has not paid any of the bills of Peacock, which
were indorsed by him, and that at the time this deed was executed Gannon was not in solvent
circumstances, and that it was a juggling transaction to deprive the creditors of the benefit of his
property.
His Honor having summed up, the jury returned a verdict for the plaintiff.

In December 1841 the Insolvency Act came into force. 89 The purpose of this legislation was to give relief
to insolvent persons, to provide for the due collection administration and distribution of insolvent estates
within the colony of New South Wales, and to prevent frauds affecting the same. It was Section 73 of this
Act that was invoked during the Insolvency Proceedings of 30 December 1846, when an application was
made to the Chief Commissioner to hold the insolvent Michael Gannon to bail pending him appearing
before Supreme Court on a charge of fraudulent insolvency.
73. And be it enacted That if any insolvent whose estate shall be surrendered or adjudged to be
sequestrated as insolvent shall whether before or after sequestration have alienated transferred
given surrendered delivered mortgaged or pledged or have embezzled concealed retained or
removed any part of his estate monies effects or credits to the value of forty shillings at any one time
or at different times to the value of ten pounds or have concealed removed retained destroyed
falsified or mutilated any book of account paper writing document bill or voucher relating thereto with
intent to defraud his creditors or shall have contracted any debt fraudulently or by means of any false
pretence or representation or if any such insolvent shall at the second meeting of his creditors or any
adjournment thereof holden before any Commissioner wilfully lodge any inventory containing any
false statement of his estate or effects or any part thereof or with respect to any debt due to or by
him or shall produce any false or pretended book of accounts paper writing document bill or voucher
or any book of account paper writ document bill or voucher on which any erasure alteration or false
statement has been made or caused to be made by him or with his knowledge with intent to defraud
his creditors or if any such insolvent shall at any time when examined in manner aforesaid before the
Court or Commissioner wilfully make any false answer to any lawful question then put to him with
intent to defraud his creditors he shall be deemed guilty of the crime of fraudulent insolvency and on
conviction thereof shall suffer transportation for fifteen years or for any shorter period not less than
five or imprisonment with or without hard labor for any period not exceeding three years.

As will be seen, those who were responsible for drafting Clause 73 would have had in mind such people
as Michael Gannon. The matter was deferred to the 4 January Insolvency Proceedings, when the Chief
Commissioner delivered the following decision in the case.90
COMMITTAL FOR FRAUDULENT INSOLVENCY
Michael Gannon appeared before the Chief Commissioner, who delivered the following decision in
his case. This was a compulsory application under the 21st section of the Act, whereby Michael
Gannon had been examined touching his certificate. The examination and evidence being concluded,
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Mr. Fisher on behalf of the assignee and creditors, moved that the certificate should not only be
refused, but that the said Michael Gannon should be committed to gaol till the next sittings of the
Judges in the Insolvency Jurisdiction, or that he should be held to bail. Mr. Fisher moved on the
following grounds, viz., that the insolvent has not made a full and fair disclosure of his affairs and
estate – that he has made away with his property unjustifiably, and that he, being a person in trade,
had not kept a reasonable account of his receipts and payments. Mr. Foster appeared for the
insolvent, and attempted to show that all the acts of the insolvent were justifiable, and that he had
done nothing which could deprive him of his certificate; and that if he was amenable to any
punishment, a short suspension of his certificate would be sufficient. But the Commissioner was of
the opinion that he had not been able to establish the case which he had attempted to make out:
Gannon’s conduct had been of a suspicious nature throughout, from twelve months before his
insolvency up to the present time. The mortgage to Ratigan, the bill said to be discounted to
Parsonage; the bill of sale to Hanson, are all of a highly suspicious nature; also the transaction with
Hanson, which was the cause of much trouble and expense to the assignee, and would have been
avoided if reasonable accounts had been kept. But the grounds upon which he felt bound to refuse
the certificate, and to commit the insolvent, or to hold him to bail are, that he has not made a full and
fair disclosure of the whole of his estate and effects, which he thought was clearly shown by his own
examinations and by the examination of his wife, as also by that of Peacock. The property at Cook’s
River should have evidently been inserted in the schedule or the interest (as he evidently had an
interest) should have been mentioned. It appears he had the sole and whole control and
management of the property, and accounted to none for the proceeds; also, on the ground that he
had made away with his property without valuable consideration, he being in insolvent
circumstances. It appeared by the evidence that he and endorsed bills for Peacock to the amount of
£7000, which the creditors of Peacock agreed to take as a composition for Peacock’s debts, that as
soon as the estate of Peacock was released from sequestration, he (Gannon) procured from Peacock
an assignment by way of mortgage, of all Peacock’s property, which was to secure the payment of
the bills that he, Gannon had indorsed; that he then induced Peacock, for the consideration of sundry
bills to the amount of £1500 that Peacock had given him for his claim, under his (Peacock’s)
insolvency, to transfer to his wife property in Gloucester-street, which was worth upwards of £2000.
In explanation of this transaction, he says that he had promised his wife to settle upon her some
properties in consequence of her having several years before barred her dower on several properties
that he had raised money on; also that he was not insolvent at the time of time of giving his wife these
bills, and causing Peacock to transfer the property in Gloucester-street to her. But the whole evidence
goes to show that he was manifestly insolvent. According to his own showing he had mortgaged his
property three years previously, and was paying £700 per annum interest; and at the very time he
was liable for £7000 of Peacock’s bills, and by that very act was putting an end to the security he had
for the payment of those bills. In deciding the case he (the Chief Commissioner) had only referred to
the several examinations on Gannon himself during the proceedings under his insolvency, and the
evidence taken on and after the 22nd January 1846. The Commissioner concluded by refusing the
certificate, and directed that the insolvent be committed to gaol, unless he could find two bondsmen
to become security for him, in £500 each, that he will appear before the Judges on the 3rd February
next.

At the meeting on 3 February, their Honours determined that the matter of Michael Gannon, then still on
bail, be deferred for a week to allow them further opportunity to consider the evidence and then deferred
further on the grounds “that the matter was of too much importance for them to decide hastily” and further,
that “the decision should be by the full Court”. 91 The matter was eventually heard before their Honors the
Chief Justice and Mr. Justice Therry on 10 March. The Chief Justice’s decision provided some further
information on the Gannon/Parsonage transactions of the Cook’s River property, and confirmed the Chief
Commissioner’s view that the Gloucester Street transaction was fraudulent.92
Upon a former occasion a lengthened argument was heard upon this case, and the insolvent, who
had been still held to bail, now appeared to receive the judgment of the Court.
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The Chief Justice, in pronouncing the decision of the Court, stated that the Judge had carefully gone
through the whole of the evidence, and had given to the entire subject the most careful consideration,
rejecting all circumstances and inferences of mere suspicion, and acting only upon those of which
they had tangible proof. The ground-work of the charge against the insolvent not having made a full
and fair disclosure of his estate and effects, was his apparent personal interest in certain property at
Cooks River, which he alleged to belong to Parsonage, one of his wife’s trustees. It was in evidence
that Parsonage was a poor man with a large family, and that he could scarcely be regarded as a
person capable of making such a purchase as this.93 It was also in evidence that Gannon had the
entire management of this property, apparently independent of its alleged owner. On the other hand,
there was no positive contradiction to the assertion that Parsonage was the real proprietor, and
although, therefore, the circumstances were such as to raise the strongest suspicion of fraud, there
was not sufficient evidence to warrant them in inflicting punishment upon the insolvent. The charge
of disposing of property other than bona fide, and for valuable consideration, was founded upon a
transaction with reference to certain property in Gloucester-street. This property had been ostensibly
purchased by the insolvent from one John Jenkins Peacock, in order to fulfil a promise to Mrs.
Gannon, of settling upon her £2000 worth of property as consideration for the abandonment of her
claim to dower upon his other property. This consideration was not a valuable one, for the claim to
dower could only arise in the event of Mrs. Gannon surviving her husband, and the property having
been purchased by the abandonment of a claim which Gannon possessed against Peacock, the
creditors of the former were not only prevented from proving against Peacock’s estate, for the amount
in question, but were precluded from obtaining the Gloucester-street property; as it was secured in
such a manner to preserve the whole of its proceeds for the benefit of the insolvent’s family. This
transaction was evidently fraudulent, and the Chief Commissioner had acted right in pronouncing it
to be a transaction of that nature. Under all the circumstances, therefore, the insolvent would be
sentenced to imprisonment in Sydney Gaol for the space of nine months.

On receiving his sentence, Michael Gannon
… declared that he had never entertained the slightest intention of defrauding his creditors, and was
proceeding to enter upon a justification of his conduct when he was stopped by their HONORS, who
intimated that his case had received the most careful investigation, and that they could hear no more
upon the subject.

But, irrespective of the wishes of the judiciary, this was not quite the end of the matter. In March and again
in April 1847 Michael Gannon was brought up on habeas corpus, but was unsuccessful in obtaining a
discharge.94 Transcribed as Michael Gunnon of Westweath, No.251, Michael Gannon, builder, who had
originally arrived in the colony per the Almorah, was admitted to the Darlinghurst Gaol on 10 March 1847.
He did not serve the full nine months, having been released on 21 August 1847.95
Michael Gannon, his family, and no doubt his erstwhile creditors and all those involved in his insolvency,
must have been very relieved when he was finally given his certificate of discharge in April 1850. Within
five months he was the license holder of the “Union Inn”, Cook’s River. Interestingly, Edward Parsonage
had been granted the license in 1845, and had then transferred it to John Thomas Gannon (son of Michael
Gannon) in 1846, who can be regarded as the caretaker and who, in turn, transferred the license to
Michael Gannon in September 1850.96 In December of that year Michael Gannon was cautioning
woodcutters, charcoal burners and stockholders against any unauthorised access to a substantial piece
of land he had purchased.97
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The Newcastle Sun ran a story in May 1921 on Frederick Gannon, one of Michael’s sons, which made
some interesting references to this purchase.98
His father, Michael Gannon, was a well-known early settler. He bought what was afterwards known
as Gannon’s Forest, an expanse of bush that started from Arncliffe and extended to Hurstville, 2000
acres of valuable firewood. He paid for it only 7s. 6d. an acre; and his son, Mr. Leslie Gannon,
solicitor, holds the original deed. Gannon’s Forest nowadays includes all Bexley, Rockdale, Carlton,
and Hurstville, and every acre is worth approximately £500. Michael Gannon was a shrewd man.
There was only one way of getting into Gannon’s Forest to cut firewood, and only one way to come
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out – that was at the dam at Tempe. There was a toll-gate there, and Michael Gannon was on the
spot. Every cart going in to cut firewood had to pay toll to the owner of the forest for his load.
Thousands of loads were cut every day to keep the home fires of Sydney burning.
Sixty years ago Cook’s River was the Potts Point of Sydney. It was the residential area of all the
leading men of those days; and the curious visitor will find to-day the remains of fine old houses,
each set proudly on one of the rolling hills.

Within three years Michael Gannon was selling off blocks of the land to prospective farmers. 99

A much more fulsome notice, placed in the Empire in March 1855, advertised a forthcoming sale of 1000
acres of valuable and pastoral land (known as Lord’s Forest), located about 2½ miles from the Cook’s
River Dam, and 6½ miles from the City of Sydney, which, it was claimed, would be admirably adapted for
“Moderate Capitalists, Fortunate Diggers, Small Farmers, and Industrious Persons of every class, who
may here secure a comfortable home and a profitable outlay”.100

At the same time as selling off land, Michael Gannon also donated two acres of the Forest as the site of
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a Catholic church. But it was many years before the Church could afford to build a church there. In the
interim, therefore, Michael donated another piece of land at Cook’s River where, with the support of fellow
Catholic, Edward Campbell, a small church “about as big as a drawing room” was built and the first Mass
was said there on 31 October 1858.101 Meanwhile, in 1854 and 1855 Michael Gannon was also advertising
for building tradesmen to work for him at Cook’s River.102
TO JOINERS – Wanted, Two or Three Good Joiners, to work at Cook’s River. Liberal wages will be
given.
TO CARPENTERS AND JOINERS – Wanted, four good hands; liberal wages will be given to good
workmen; no drunkards need apply.
TO BRICKLAYERS – Wanted, a person of the above trade, to do a few rods of brickwork at Cook’s
River. Nine pounds (£9) per rod will be given for the work, and all openings deducted. All materials
will be found on the ground.
TO PAINTERS – Tenders will be received by the undersigned, for the painting, and some papering
of two houses as Cook’s River.

In 1858 he was warning of his intention to fence off a roadway, for which those wishing to use it would
have to compensate him for right of way.103

Conforming to the provisions of “An Act to provide for the making and repairing of parish roads in the
colony of New South Wales”, the Government Gazette of 18 July 1843 gave notice of a public meeting to
be held for the purpose of appointing Trustees for the Cook’s River Road.104

The Government Gazette of 8 August listed the names of the five nominated trustees, one of whom was
Michael Gannon.105 However, at the meeting held in August 1846 he was not one of those chosen. His
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eligibility to even take part was called into question “as he was not a proprietor, being at present insolvent”
a claim which he heatedly rebutted. He then continued to disrupt the meeting, and to raise objections to
several other nominees. All to no avail because, in the end, the successful five had well outpolled the
other nominees.106 By 1849 Michael Gannon had been reinstated as one of the five trustees, a position
he still held in 1852.107 Thereafter he missed out on being elected until 1862 when he and his son William
Gannon were chosen as two of the five trustees for the New Illawarra Road, leading from the Dam at
Cook’s River, through Gannon’s Forest and Connell’s Bush, to George’s River for the ensuing term of
three years. Michael Gannon, but not his son William was again elected in 1865.108 In the “interregnum”,
and perhaps with a tinge of ‘sour grapes’, in March 1857 Michael Gannon felt compelled to draw the
public’s attention to the state of the Trust roads through a letter to the editor of The Sydney Morning
Herald.109
THE NEWTOWN AND COOK’S RIVER ROAD TRUSTEES
Sir – At the earnest request of all the inhabitants of this neighbourhood to bring under the notice of
the public – more particularly the Government – the state of the road in this neighbourhood, I now
take the opportunity of addressing you. In the first place, the trustees have done what never was
done before under the Parish Road Act, by letting the tollgate privately, for £1100, but I suppose it
was to suit their private convenience, as I know two respectable individuals who would give £1300
for the same gate since they have levied a toll on Sunday. The road from Sydney to King’s, the
residence of the last trustee on the road, is well taken care of, but from that to the Dam, the ruts are
so great in the road that it is almost impassable; and I find, while I am writing this, there are two wood
carts lying with axletrees broken on the side of the road. There has not been five shillings laid out on
the Cook’s River end of the road for the last twelve months. I consider it a complete piece of jobbery
with the trustees – two of them are brickmakers who are employed as contractors, overseers and
carters. How can we expect anything, Mr. Editor, to be done for us when all this bunch live in or about
Newtown, waste our money, and do nothing for this neighbourhood? It is to be hoped that at the next
sitting of Parliament one of the honorable members for the South Riding will bring in a bill to repeal
the present Parish Road Act, and place the road in the hand of commissioners; as I well know that
the inhabitants of the parish of St. George pay a heavy toll, and the trustees never laid out one shilling
for their benefit. I have a great deal more to say on this matter, but not wishing to take up the space
of your valuable paper at present,
I remain, Sir, your obedient servant,
MICHAEL GANNON
Cook’s River, 19 March, 1857

Some two decades later, similar sentiments were still being echoed. In July 1875, triggered by the
increasing and considerable public concern about the lack of upkeep of the local roads, a very well
attended public meeting of inhabitants of Marrickville, Petersham and Canterbury was convened to
discuss the question of the right to have a fair proportion of the tolls collected at the Cook’s River-road
toll-bars expended on the roads of the three municipalities. The convenor, Mr. Cape, pointed to the
injustice to the inhabitants in having £3000 extracted from them annually of which not one shilling was
spent on their roads. The outcome of the meeting were two resolutions.110
That this meeting is of opinion that the road from the city boundary to the Cook’s River dam – the
road from the Newtown Railway Bridge to Undercliffe Bridge – and the Stanmore road to the
Canterbury Trust-road should be proclaimed main roads under the Main Roads Management Act,
and that one toll-gate only should be established near the University paddocks, and that the money
collected should be apportioned by the Government according to the traffic thereon, and expended
in keeping these roads in repair.
That a copy of the foregoing resolution be presented by the chairman of this meeting, to the mayors
of the municipalities interested, to the members for the district – the Hon. John Lucas, and Mr.
Richard Hill – with a request that they will use their influence with the Government to have the same
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carried into effect.

The Gannon brothers were never too far from the law, whether as plaintiffs, but more frequently as
defendants. The outcome of the case is not known, but in June 1840 the skipper and an officer of the
Parramatta steamer Experiment were committed to stand trial for having assaulted Mr. Michael Gannon,
the publican. Apparently the cause of the affray was “a dispute about the passage money of some of the
canine race”.111 Later in the same year Michael Gannon appeared before the Police Office charged by a
person named Marsh with removing a number of flagging stones from a quarry in Argyle Street. This
proved to be a tricky case.112
From the nature of the evidence produced during examination, it was elucidated, that about twelve
months ago, Mr. Gannon had liberty from Mr. Matthew, then Town Surveyor, to quarry a quantity of
stone from the place alluded to, situated in Argyle-street. After Mr. Matthew received his present
appointment at New Zealand, and previous to his leaving Sydney for that place, an intimation in
writing was made to Mr. G., that in future that he would not be allowed to continue quarrying there.
Major Barney on being appointed to the situation of Town Surveyor, gave permission to Marsh and
two others to quarry in the same place that had previously been granted to Mr. Gannon. Such dispute
having arisen between these men and Mr. Gannon, as to the right of the stones left there by Gannon
some time back; some few days since six or seven drays were sent to the quarry by Gannon and a
quantity of the stones carried away. Mr. Windeyer conceived that he had no authority to deal
summarily in the matter, and therefore dismissed the case. It is understood that it will be a honeycomb
for the legal profession hereafter. [That the disputants will submit themselves to be chiselled by the
bar until they find that the hearth stones have been turned into grinding stones by legal measures –
Printer’s Devil].

But this was not the end of the matter. Michael Gannon, in a letter addressed to the editor of The
Australasian Chronicle, challenged the ‘system’.113

In view of what was described as “fraternal attachment”, in August 1844 both James and Michael Gannon
were charged and committed for trial in connection with a fracas at the Homebush Races. James, who
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had wandered onto the course during one of the races, took umbrage at the manner in which the clerk of
the course, Mr. Way, had forcibly ejected him, and punched Mr. Way to the ground. Subsequently, a Mr.
Lewis, in discussing the matter with Michael Gannon, asserted that Mr. Way “had only acted as every
English sportsman would do in whipping any one off the course”. Following his brother’s example, Michael
Gannon repaid this fortuitous advice by giving Alexander “one for himself”. 114 But unlike his brother,
Michael had the sense to settle the matter out of court, and by making a public apology. 115

The Police Court dock must have been somewhat crowded when a case of breach of the peace was held
in September 1848. Included in the fifteen men charged were Michael Gannon, Robert Gannon and John
Thomas Gannon. The case arose from a prize fight which had taken place in the vicinity of Cook’s River
at which about 300 people were present, amongst whom were the parties summoned who had evidently
been seen aiding and abetting in the fight. Somewhat oddly, Captain Innes, the Superintendent of Police,
who had instigated the proceedings, stated that he was not pressing for punishment for the criminal acts
of organizing and/or attending a prize fight. Rather, he wished to demonstrate by example how quickly
and effectively the police force were able to deal with and disperse unruly mobs. Similarly, the Mayor,
who was trying the case, and who stated that such scenes as led to the case were “most scandalous,
[and] a disgrace to society” dismissed the case against the parties present. How lucky for our Gannons!
However, they may have been chastened by a story recounted by their lawyer, Mr. Nichols, during the
proceedings. Believing that his clients did not understand how serious a position they had placed
themselves in by attending the fight, he cited a case of a prize fight at which one of the pugilists was killed
by blows – not just from his opponent, but also by some of the audience who had invaded the ring. In
summing up, the judge of this case was of the view that persons who are at a fight in consequence of
which death ensues are all guilty of manslaughter if they encouraged it by their presence. 116
As noted earlier, as a builder, Michael Gannon was always at risk of having building materials, equipment
and tools stolen. At Cook’s River it was his vegetables that were at risk. In this instance, on 9 May 1852,
he had caught William Macnally, “an old man of bad character” with a live turkey in his possession and
had handed him into police custody. In giving evidence, Michael Gannon stated that 117
… the old sinner lived in his neighbourhood, where he maintained himself by pilfering and he was
particularly fond of the cabbages, potatoes, &c., which grew in the witness’s garden. On Sunday
afternoon, witness caught him in his garden. He had two sacks with him, one of which contained the
turkey, and the other was probably intended to hold some vegetables to go into the pot with the bird.

Bell’s Life in Sydney and Sporting Reviewer whetted the appetites of its readers with a short item in its 3
December 1853 issue, headed up “Jonas Again!”118
That extraordinary individual, Jonas Barker, of Cook’s River, whose name is as familiar in the records
of the Police Office, as the silver plate on his occiput is known to himself, was once more compelled
to take his usual stand, at the instance of Mr. Michael Gannon, the Sportsman King of Cook’s River.
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Now, be it known to all new comers (old denizens know it well) that Michael Gannon is a man that
would not hurt a worm; he is upright and manly in all his dealings, and bears upon him the impress
of thoroughbred. How, Jonas, unless in a state of insanity, could endeavour to take advantage of
him, is more than the most clever solver of riddles can tell.

This item set the scene for a court case which was held in January 1854.119
VERY LIKE A WHALE – Jonas Barker, of Cook’s River, endeavoured in vain to establish a case of
perjury against Mr Michael Gannon, the well-known sportsman and landed proprietor in that vicinity.
Mr Grantham exhibited all his powers of oratory, forensic ability and bateringramitudimibility in favor
of Jonas, whilst Mr Holroyd did the cool and quiet for Mr Gannon, Mr Shuttleworth being at his elbow.
Mr G. (Grantham, not Gannon) eyed the combined forces in a remarkably sinister manner, and the
way in which he curled his lip and turned up his nose evinced his magnanimity of spirit and greatness
of soul. One could almost hear him say to himself, “Holroyd! Shuttleworth! Holroyd! Won’t I show you
what a model gent. one &c., is, or ought to be. So much for preamble, now to the premises. Jonas
Barker alligator-ed thus – “it happened on a certain time, to wit, the 24th of last November, that the
fists of one Michael Gannon did come into collision with my head twice; and the said Michael Gannon,
with malice aforethought, and being incited by evil spirits, that is to say, Bett’s Best British Brandy,
did vehemently and vociferously avow that he, the said Michael Gannon, would stick to me like
anything. And the said Michael Gannon, with &c., and &c., did wallop me a little more than less to
my heart’s content with a stick, twig or pole. And the said Michael Gannon, with &c., and being &c.,
and having committed this diabolical act &c., did solemnly vow and aver that he never was with, &c.,
he never knew no being, &c., and never did wallop to the best of his recollection; and if not, why not,
&c.” To this declaration the defendant put in three pleas – “First, Jonas’s story is werry like a whale
– Second, swaller it, if you can – Third, served him rite.” Mr Grantham having used his fingers as a
small tooth comb amongst his crinigerosities, and subsequently pulled his Byronic collars up into
good starching order, addressed the Bench (which for the nonce was represented by J.P. Arkins,
Esq.) in a style of eloquence which cannot be fairly represented upon paper, ergo, we forbear to give
it. He then caused several lime-burners, cockle-shell gatherers, brick-moulders, and puggers-up, of
the Cook’s River region to be placed in the witness box on the part of Jonas. It must be confessed
that these respectable gentlemen acted like “bricks”, and Mrs. Jeremiah Hynn headed a subscription
list, entitled the “Great Grantham Fund,” with her name and fifteen shillings, the latter perhaps being
more valuable than the former. After all this very excellent testimony had been gone through and
thoroughly sifted, as it was supposed, Mr. Holroyd cradled it a little more, and despite all his exertions
he could not discover one single particle of gold amongst the buckets-full of rubbish. His Worship
being equally obtuse, discharged Mr. Gannon without the slightest imputation on his character.

Michael Gannon was not so lucky when he appeared at the Police Court on 12 April 1855 charged with
assaulting Henry Smith at Cook’s River on 4 April. The complainant stated that the defendant had entered
his kitchen and without any provocation had struck him on the eye, knocked him down and then kicked
him. Michael Gannon admitted the assault but, in his defence, stated that he was exasperated because
Henry Smith had on several occasions thrown scalding water on his (defendant’s) dog. For this
misdemeanour Michael Gannon was ordered to pay a fine of 40s. plus costs of 3s 6d.120
In 1840, when Michael Gannon was given a publican’s license to operate his newly built New York Hotel,
fellow publican John Miller, then of the “Three Jolly Fishermen”, had complained bitterly that his own
license had been cancelled. Now, at the annual 1856 Licensing Meeting, it was Michael’s turn to object
to an application for a new license – that of William Martin of the “Fortune of War”, Cook’s River –on the
grounds of the character of the applicant, and the fact that the Cook’s River district was already more than
well catered for.121
William Martin, Fortune of War, Cook’s River – a new applicant. Objection filed. Michael Gannon,
Cook’s River, appeared to support the objection. He deposed that the applicant was an habitual
drunkard; he saw him drunk six or seven time since last September; another charge was that he was
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in the habit of beating his wife. It appeared that an application for the house was refused at the last
Quarterly Licensing Meeting on the ground that a public-house was not required in the
neighbourhood.
John Thomas Gannon [Michael Gannon’s son] swore that he had seen the applicant some twenty
times drunk during the last six months.
Mr. Browne appeared to support the application, and called Martin as a witness, whose evidence, so
far as his character was concerned, gave a flat contradiction to the charges averred against him by
the Gannons. He swore that for the last seven years he had not been seven times drunk, and as to
beating his wife, it was an act he had never been guilty of; he had formerly, for a period of seven
years, kept a public house, and during that time no charge had ever been preferred against him; the
opposition, he alleged, arose from the fact that Mr. Gannon was interested in a public-house that had
been some time established in the neighbourhood, and therefore was averse to any opposition in
that line of business. In answer to a question as to whether he had not lately been summoned for an
assault, he admitted that on the evening he had previously been refused his license he took a little
drop too much, and on getting out of a cart at his own door the younger Gannon passed over the
street and taunted and aggravated him because his application had failed. Witnesses were called,
who swore that the house was required in the neighbourhood.
At the suggestion of the Bench, Mr. Browne applied for a postponement for the further hearing of the
application on Tuesday next.

For the record – when the hearing was resumed, and having taken into account the excellent character
witnesses for Martin, and the fact that the house proposed to be licensed was deemed fit for purpose, the
Bench decided to grant the license. It is unlikely that the Gannons shared in the “unmistakable signs of
approbation with which it was received by the persons congregated in the Court”. 122
As a result of his own detective work Michael Gannon was able to track down the guilty parties who had
stolen some of his fencing posts to the value of £1 – Mary Phillips and Daniel Phillips – who were duly
dealt with at the Central Police Court sitting of 30 January 1874. The former was charged with stealing
and the latter with receiving. In giving evidence, Michael Gannon, stated that he lived at Cook’s River and
that he owned land there. He continued –123
He had a great quantity of posts and rails on this land for fencing purposes, and he was informed
that the prisoners (who are father and daughter, and who live within three miles of the place) were in
the habit of stealing them. To ascertain whether they really did no, he went on Saturday last and
marked a number of them. He went again on Tuesday and found that twenty-five of those he had
marked were missing. He then followed the track of a dray from the place to the prisoners’ house,
and he there found several of the marked posts. He also saw the female prisoner, and she
acknowledged having taken them, but promised if witness would not prosecute her she would give
up those she had, and pay for others of them that she had sold. Witness, however, told her that as
he believed she and her father had made a practice of stealing his posts and rails, he would punish
them as far as the law allowed him. Both of the prisoners live in the same house. The male prisoner
was discharged, and the female prisoner was ordered to pay a fine of 40s or go to gaol for fourteen
days.124

It is perhaps not surprising that a number of the examples above of Michael Gannon’s brushes with the
law arose from his sporting interests. The soubriquet “Sportsman King of Cook’s River” was well deserved,
but, in fact, his (and his brother’s and sons’), passion for competitive sport (and particularly pigeon
shooting) was established even before he moved to the Cook’s River area. His reputation as an excellent
shot was acknowledged as early as March 1837, when he, together with some others entered in a pigeon
shooting match, were described as “well known hands at a bird out of a box at fifteen yards”. Later that
year he was one of the organisers of a Boxing Day shoot, to be held in the grounds of Robert Cooper’s
Distillery.125 Ever ready to take up a challenge, Michael Gannon was quick to respond to a notice in the 9
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March 1838 Sydney Monitor.126

Michael Gannon and his opponent had star billing for matches held in October 1840 and April 1842. He
was the “old-un” referred to in the 1840 match, which he won. Mr. May was the winner of the 1842
match.127

One of the many occasions in which arch rivals Michael Gannon and George Whitfield competed was
arranged via the newspapers. In this instance, George Whitfield sought to avenge a defeat, and Michael
Gannon was only too ready to take him on.128
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From the time the Gannons moved to Cook’s River, they adopted a distinctive style and logo for their
advertisements, of which the following is an example. Of particular note is the postscript alerting interested
persons of the planned monthly shoots to be held at the “Union Inn”.129

It was Michael’s rival George Whitfield who was responsible for the following June 1858 advertisement.130
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From Bell’s Life we learn that the Gannon Testimonial was -131
… a handsome silver cup, valued at 20 guineas, subscribed to by eleven gentlemen for the purpose
of presentation to Mr. Michael Gannon, the oldest patron and supporter of this sport [pigeon shooting]
in the colony … to be shot for this day by the subscribers – the winner having the privilege of
presenting the testimonial to Mr. Gannon.

And it was Bell’s Life that described the 19 June event at which the presentation was made.132
THE GANNON TESTIMONIAL CUP
On Saturday morning the crack “shots” of the city who had been instrumental in getting up this
testimonial in respect to Mr. Michael Gannon the veteran sportsman, embarked on the steamer
chartered for the purpose, and proceeded towards the spot selected for the exhibition of their
prowess. This was Ormean View, the beautiful estate of Mr. George Whitfield, situated on the
picturesque banks of the Lane Cove River. The ground had been carefully cleared and prepared for
the present purpose; and Mr. Whitfield, we are informed, intends to keep it in order for the future
accommodation of his friends of the trigger. To add to the enjoyment of the competitors and their
guests, numbering nearly one hundred gentleman, the German band had been engaged and struck
up their most popular airs during the brief transit of the steamer to the place of debarkation. Arrived
on the ground, the preliminary arrangements were speedily completed; Mr. Shuttleworth being
unanimously elected umpire. The conditions of the match were 7 birds each at 25 yards rise, the
winner to have the honour of presenting the testimonial to Mr. Gannon. The following nine gentlemen
entered for the contest – Messrs Fisher, Furlong, Oatley, Terry, Bradley, Kennedy, Whitfield, May
and Smith. There was a considerable amount of betting both prior to and during, the match … The
shooting between Messrs Fisher and Furlong was extremely exciting, these gentlemen ‘tie-ing” twice,
and the former winning by his thirteenth shot.
The company now sat down on the green sward to a most delicious spread provided by Mr. Dettman,
and salvoes of champagne corks proclaimed the triumph of the gentleman “from the far north”.
It now became the pleasing duty of the winner, Mr. ROBERT FISHER, to present the “Silver Goblet”,
o’er-brimming with champagne, to Mr. MICHAEL GANNON, which he did in a thorough sportsman’s
speech, in which, however he could not refrain from boasting a “wee bit” of the silver steel-barrelled
weapon, manufactured by Dougal of Glasgow, which had won him the honor of making the
presentation.
Mr GANNON replied in a very appropriate speech. He prided himself in having been a sportsman
since he was first able to shoulder a gun; and the handsome token of his kind friends’ regard he
would preserve as a heir-loom in his family as long as “the Gannons could shoot”.
The cup was then passed round, and, like the wizard’s bottle, was never found empty. The health of
Mr. Whitfield, and numerous other toasts, were drunk; after which the company rose; a portion of
them resuming their guns, and contesting another match. At dusk the party re-embarked for home
after a day’s unclouded enjoyment.

Michael Gannon supported a number of causes dear to his heart, both by soliciting subscriptions and by
donating money on his own account. One such cause was the St. Patrick’s Society, formed to raise funds
for the erection of St. Patrick’s Church. At a meeting of the Society in June 1840 upwards of £170 was
added to the subscription list which already included £70 collected by Michael Gannon from among his
Catholic and Protestant friends, as well as the £50 he had personally donated.133 The following month he
handed in another list, and made a long and humorous speech upon the true method of raising money to
build churches.134 He also donated £1 annually for St. Patrick’s Orphan School at Windsor.135Together
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with members of his family, he made a donation to the Prince Alfred Hospital. 136 He made regular
contributions to the St Mary’s Cathedral Building Fund, including a more substantial donation in 1881 of
£100.137 The family also combined to subscribe to a testimonial to Mr. and Mrs. Bushelle, popular vocalists,
who had donated their services by performing in St. Mary’s Cathedral. Both Michael and James Gannon
were appointed to solicit and receive subscriptions.138
In addition to his philanthropic generosity, and as noted in the press, Gannon donated a number of wildlife
specimens to the Australian Museum, which he had found along the Cook’s River, including: 1854: a white
heron, male; 1855: a thick-billed green bittern; 1857: an Australian egret; 1858: a little bittern, a blackthroated grebe, and a large bittern; 1866: 2 Australian pelicans, 2 pelicans, a bittern and a crane; 1867: a
crustacean and a pelican; 1868: a pelican. 139
Later in life, Michael Gannon had the time to take more of an interest in politics – not necessarily always
in active participation, but definitely ‘behind the scenes’. However, even before this he had “shown his
political colours”.
At a public meeting held in December 1837, it was resolved, to acknowledge the “many and important
public benefits rendered to New South Wales by His Excellency Sir Richard Bourke, K.C.B.”, that a public
subscription be opened for the purpose of erecting a statue in some conspicuous part of the Town of
Sydney. The list of subscribers took up nearly two columns of the newspaper, and Michael Gannon, who
had donated two guineas, was one of those listed.140 We have already noted his opposition to the
Corporation Bill. Numerous public meetings were held in 1843 for the first Legislative Council elections.
At one such meeting held at Lane Cove in March141
Mr. MICHAEL GANNON, after a brief but pithy address, illustrative of the superior claims Mr. Brenan
possessed, in his opinion, upon the votes of the electors, proceeded to move the first resolution
“That J.R. Brenan, Esq., is a fit and proper person to represent the constituency of the
county of Cumberland in the future legislative council of the colony”.

A few weeks later, Michael Gannon hosted a meeting at his own public house at which a committee was
formed to “adopt measures for securing the election of Mr. Brenan”. 142
In 1842 many column inches of The Australasian Chronicle were taken up with what could be only
described as a cause célèbre and, in connection with which, notice of a public meeting was issued.
Michael Gannon and his brother James were two of the nine people who put their names to the notice. 143

In summary, the outcome of the libel action referred to in the notice was that the jury found for the plaintiff,
who was awarded damages of one shilling. However, the defendants were ordered to pay the costs (which
amounted to £200).144 The proceedings of the public meeting were comprehensively reported by the The
Australasian Chronicle.145 Mr. Hawkesley, in his long-winded speech, fearlessly appealed to the Catholics
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of New South Wales
… who had always evinced a ready zeal when the cause of religion was in question, to come forward
and by subscribing a sum sufficient to defray those costs show that they would not allow the
proprietors of the Chronicle to suffer for advocating the privileges of Catholics, but also to mark their
sense of the insult which had been offered to their religion by the person who dared to question the
oath of a Catholic, because, forsooth, he was not sworn upon two pieces of paper pasted crosswise
on a book; and in doing so, he might be permitted to briefly call their attention to the good which had
been achieved, and the protection which had been afforded to their interests by the establishment of
the Australasian Chronicle …

Michael Gannon, the next speaker, said that he had but few words to add to what had already been said,
… but he could not suffer that opportunity to pass without making a few observations, which he would
do with the best of feelings; he considered that it would be unjust on their parts to allow the editor
and proprietors of the Chronicle to pay one shilling out of their pockets on that occasion, for the sole
object of those gentlemen in publishing that paper was to vindicate their rights, and not only the rights
of the Catholics but of all portions of the community, and he was sure that they had no private motives
whatever in view …

The outcome of the meeting was the formation of a subscription committee (of over 50 members with
power to add to their number if necessary).
The Irish Catholics of Sydney again came out in force in response to the 1844 imprisonment of their
countryman, Catholic emancipist, Daniel O’Connell, by calling for a public meeting so that his colonial
supporters could have an opportunity of expressing their sympathy. The names of those petitioning for
this meeting, which of course included Michael Gannon, extended over two full columns of the newspaper.
However, in his response of 21 November 1844, the Mayor declined the request on the grounds that “the
object of the proposed meeting not being of a civic or local character”.146 Undaunted, a series of Repeal
Meetings were organised and at the one held on 17 January 1845, at the Victoria Theatre, Michael
Gannon was one of those who addressed the meeting. According to the newspaper account, the meeting
was attended by at least 3,000 people (including “no small sprinkling of elegant and well-dressed
females”), and it was gratifying to add that147
… neither during the meeting nor at its separation, the least tendency to noise or uproar prevailed –
so jealous were all present of affording to those who are opposed to the great object for which they
had assembled – the power of remarking that any, or the least of their proceedings were
characterised by disorder.

While Michael Gannon never put himself forward as a candidate for the Legislative Assembly, he was
active in the wings as a “mover and shaker”, working hard to advance the interests of his preferred
candidates. In this role, in 1857, he again took up the cause of John Ryan Brenan. He chaired a meeting
of Cook’s River electors and, before introducing Mr. Brenan, “in an animated speech urged the strong
claims the candidate before them had upon the suffrages of the constituency”.148 In May 1859 Michael
Gannon chaired two meetings of “the friends and supporters of Samuel Henry Terry”, both of which
concluded with a resounding endorsement of Mr. Terry as a “fit and proper person to represent the
Electorate of Canterbury in the New Parliament”.149 Later that year it was the Honorable Edward Flood,
who was seeking re-election, who was favoured with Michael Gannon’s support, both as a member of the
committee formed to secure Edward Flood’s election, and also as the seconder of the motion for his
candidacy – a duty he was more than pleased to undertake, and something he regarded as an honour.150
The electors were again asked to cast their vote the following year due to the resignation of the much
vaunted Edward Flood. On 31 January 1860, in a paddock at Ashfield, the returning officer having formally
declared the nominations, called upon Mr. Michael Gannon to speak.151
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Mr. Michael Gannon then came forward, and was received with cheers. He said that he stood before
them with mingled feelings of grief and exultation – grief that they should have lost the services of so
excellent a member, and pleasure that he had another gentleman to propose who was worthy to be
the successor of their late parliamentary representative. The gentleman whom he had to propose for
that day for their suffrages was Mr. John Lucas (Applause) …

Of the two candidates for the 1865 election, Michael Gannon threw his hat in the ring of Mr. Waller. The
meeting of electors held on 20 February indicates how heated electioneering could be. 152 The nomination
of Mr. Pemell having been moved and seconded, Mr. Gannon then entered the debate.
Mr. M. Gannon next addressed the meeting, and commenced by very energetically vindicating his
reputation from attacks which were supposed to have made against it. On being reminded by the
chairman that the meeting had not been assembled for that purpose, he stated that he had a
candidate to propose, and concluded by moving that Mr. J.G. Waller was a fit and proper person to
represent the electorate of Canterbury … Mr. C. Simmons then addressed the meeting, but was
repeatedly called to order by the chairman for making offensive personal allusions to Mr. Gannon,
which that gentleman resented in a very excited manner, causing considerable confusion … Mr.
Kidman proposed that the meeting form themselves into a committee for the purpose of securing Mr.
Pemell’s election. The resolution was about to be put, when Mr. Gannon rose, and with much
excitement protested against such a resolution being passed. This was a public meeting, and he had
as much right to have it formed into a committee for Mr. Waller as others had for Mr. Pemell. The
Chairman, after making several ineffectual attempts to be heard, owing to the confusion that
prevailed, suggested that the difficulty might be got over by Mr. Gannon and his friends forming a
committee at one end of the table, and the supporters of Mr. Pemell sitting at the other.

In the end, Mr. Waller polled ahead of Mr. Pemell in the Cook’s River Dam polling booth, but lost in the
overall count.153
Local Government, beyond the limits of the City of Sydney, had its beginnings in the Municipal Act, which
came into effect in October 1858.154 Clauses 1 and 2 provided, subject to a petition signed by not less
than fifty householders, for a city, town, or hamlet to apply to be declared a municipality. Within weeks of
its enactment a public meeting was convened to consider the possibility of incorporation of the hamlets
of Newtown, O’Connelltown, and Camperdown. A Sydney Morning Herald reporter covered the event.155
From the very first it was abundantly obvious that any participation in the peculiar blessings of a local
municipality institution was not at all to the taste of the inhabitants of Newtown and its vicinity – angry
looks, discontented mutterings, and sarcastic remarks, all foreboding the coming storm in a most
unmistakeable manner.

Notwithstanding the rowdy nature of the meeting, a motion was eventually put and seconded “That in the
opinion of this meeting, steps should be immediately taken for incorporating Newton, O’Connelltown, and
Camperdown into a Municipality”. Before a vote was taken the Chairman called upon Mr. Michael Gannon
– “whose opposition had been already of a rather prominent character” – who proceeded at some length
to address the meeting “inveighing in strong terms against the whole affair, and those who had mixed
themselves up in it”. So disruptive had he become that it was suggested to the Chairman that Mr. Gannon
be invited to leave the meeting. Some order being restored, Michael Gannon continued -
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He would have been pleased, therefore, when an amendment was moved, seconded and adopted “That,
in the opinion of this meeting, any steps to procure the incorporation of Newton, O’Connelltown, and
Camperdown at present are premature, and opposed to the wishes of a large majority of the inhabitants”.
Some ten years later a public meeting was held at the “Newtown Inn”, for the purpose of considering the
desirability of forming a separate municipality of M’Donaldtown and the unincorporated land to Cook’s
River.156 Again Michael Gannon was in attendance, and again he strongly argued against such a notion.
However, this time his arguments did not sway the meeting which resolved “That a separate and distinct
municipality be formed, including M’Donaldtown, St. Peter’s and Cook’s River” and further, in line with
Clause 2 of the Act, “That a committee be formed to prepare a petition in favour of a municipality and
obtain signatures thereto”. The petition forwarded to the Colonial Secretary was signed by 168 persons.157
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However, Michael Gannon and other like-minded householders, also invoked Clause 2 of the Act which
provided for the lodgement of a counter-petition, which was signed by 179 persons.158

Finally, having got up a further petition, which carried 210 signatures, the proponents won through. 159

Ironically, at the 1872 Borough Council elections, Mr. Michael Gannon stood and was elected as an
Alderman for the Cook’s River Ward but, by letter tabled at the 7 May 1873 meeting, he tendered his
resignation, but he was elected again in February 1874. His son, Joseph Napoleon Gannon was elected
an Alderman in February 1875.160 Both Michael and his son Joseph were the subject of Council’s
deliberations at a special meeting held on 28 June 1876 and attended only by The Mayor (Mr. J.T. Gorus)
and Aldermen Judd and Percival.161 Referring to the minutes of Council’s last meeting it was moved,
seconded and carried “That the word ‘alderman’ immediately preceding the name of ‘J.N. Gannon,’ be
erased from the minute book.” It was further moved, seconded and carried, “That Alderman Judd be and
is hereby appointed Returning-officer, for the conduct of the ensuing election of two aldermen for Cook’s
River ward”. Accordingly, on 6 July, Alderman Judd attended the Council Chambers and publicly read the
names of two candidates, together with their nominators, to fill the offices of alderman for Cook’s River
Ward, in the room of the late aldermen, Michael Gannon and Joseph Napoleon Gannon, respectively,
disqualified under section 37 of the Municipalities Act (i.e. being absent without leave from meetings of
Council for more than three successive months). There were only two candidates – James Chisholm and
Alfred Barden, who were duly elected. 162

Interestingly, Michael Gannon was one of the nominators for Mr. Barden. On 12 July both Gannons (plus
their replacements) attended the usual monthly Council meeting. The Gannons were asked to leave as
they were no longer members of Council, which they declined to do, forcing the Mayor to adjourn what
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was by then a very unruly meeting. For the record, Michael Gannon does not seem to have challenged
the decision, but Joseph took the matter to court, and won.163

On 31 August 1874 Michael and Mary Gannon celebrated their golden wedding anniversary, a milestone
they would have been able to share with seven of their ten children. Their first daughter, Mary Maria
Gannon, born in February 1827, had died in infancy on 5 October 1828.164 Their oldest child, John Thomas
Gannon, had died on 7 October 1856165
At the residence of his father, at Cook’s River on the 7th instant, Mr. John Thomas Gannon, aged 31
years, eldest son of Mr. Michael Gannon, of the same place, leaving a wife and large circle of friends
to deplore his loss.
FUNERAL – The Friends of Mr. MICHAEL GANNON are respectfully requested to attend the funeral
of his late departed son JOHN THOMAS GANNON, which will take place THIS DAY, Thursday, the
9th instant, at half-past 2 o’clock in the afternoon. The procession will move from his father’s
residence, Cook’s River, at the above hour. No circulars will be issued.

He was followed to the grave ten years later, on 19 August 1866, by the third child, Robert Gannon. 166
GANNON – August 19, at his residence, Cook’s River, after a long and painful illness, Robert, second
son of Michael Gannon aged 37, leaving a wife and seven children to mourn their loss.
FUNERAL – The Friends of Mr. MICHAEL GANNON, of Cook’s River, are respectfully requested to
attend the funeral of his late departed son ROBERT. The procession will move from his residence to
the family vault at Cook’s River, THIS (Tuesday) AFTERNOON, at 4 o’clock. C. KINSELA and SON,
Undertakers, Sussex-street.

Michael and Mary had seen all their adult children married off. They had shared in the joy of the births of
numerous grandchildren, and the grief of those who died young. One particular death would have hit very
hard – that of Robert William, eldest son of the late Robert Gannon, who died accidentally on 2 December
1867 The inquest was held the next day at Michael Gannon’s house.167
A second case of drowning, but of a far more melancholy nature, occurred at Cook’s River on Monday
afternoon, when a boy, named Robert William Gannon, a grandson of Mr. Michael Gannon, of Cooks
River, met with an untimely fate. The deceased was 13 years of age, and went with another lad to
bathe in Wolloi Creek. They went into the water, and the deceased, who said he could swim a little,
attempted to cross the creek, but before reaching the opposite bank he sank. Edye Wiseman went
to his assistance, and caught hold of his arm and swam a short distance, deceased then got onto his
shoulder, and they both sank. Wiseman managed to get ashore, and at once gave the alarm. Several
persons came down, and Joseph Sergeant and another dived and brought the deceased to the
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surface about four minutes from the time he had sank. The deceased was alive when taken out of
the water, but insensible. His hands, feet, and back were rubbed and he was afterwards held up by
the legs, but these attempts failed to produce animation.

Michael’s wife Mary Gannon died on 25 March 1878. The announcements gave her age as 69, but she
had just turned 70 when she died.168
GANNON – March 25, at her residence, Cook’s River, Mary, the beloved wife of Mr. Michael Gannon
aged 69.

It was as a widower that Michael Gannon had to deal with the death of his fourth son, James Gannon,
saddler, who died on 14 November 1880.169
GANNON – November 14, at his residence, Cook’s River, James Gannon, fourth son of Michael
Gannon, aged 47.
The FRIENDS of Mr. MICHAEL GANNON, Cook’s River, are respectfully requested to attend the
Funeral of his fourth eldest son JAMES; which will take place THIS AFTERNOON, Monday. The
procession will move from his father’s residence, at 4 o’clock, to the family vault, at Cook’s River.
CHARLES BOOTS, Undertaker.

Having been predeceased by his brother James just over ten years previously, Michael Gannon died at
home on 9 August 1881.170
GANNON – August 9, at his residence, Cook’s River, Michael Gannon, in the 81st year of his age.
R.I.P.

Following a Requiem Mass, he was interred in the family vault.171

For someone who ‘made quite a noise’ during his lifetime, Michael Gannon’s passing was hardly
noticed. I have only found one very small item in a regional newspaper.172

There is also a memorial headstone for Michael Gannon and Mary Parsonage Gannon in the “Pioneer
Memorial Park”, Eastern Suburbs Cemetery.173
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Aug 2012

Michael Gannon drew up his will on 1 August 1881, eight days before he died.174 At that time his surviving
offspring were sons William Gannon, Frederick Gannon, Joseph Napoleon Gannon, and Alfred Edward
Gannon, and daughters Alicia Teresa Mitchell and Maria Louisa Lenehan.
This is the last will and testament of me Michael Gannon of the Village of Tempe Cooks River near Sydney
in the Colony of New South Wales Gentleman. In the first place I direct the payment of all my just debts
funeral and testamentary expenses by my Executors hereinafter named. I give devise and bequeath all my
estate both real and personal of which I may die seised possessed of or entitled to unto my son Joseph
Napoleon Gannon of Tempe aforesaid Gentleman and my friend Walter Bradley of Sydney aforesaid
Auctioneers and John Johnson of Sydney aforesaid Cooper their heirs Executors administrators and
assigns. Upon trust as to such parts of my Estate as may be vested in me upon trust or by way of Mortgage
to hold and dispose thereof according to the trusts or equities affecting the same. And upon trust as to my
personal Estate to deliver to my son Alfred Edward Gannon my gold watch and chain and gun. And as to
the residue with all convenient speed to convert the same into ready money by such means and in such
manner as my Executors shall think fit. And upon further trust to hold the proceeds of my said personal
Estate Upon the trusts hereinafter expressed concerning the proceeds of my residuary real Estate and upon
trust as to my real estate to hold and dispose thereof in the manner hereinafter contained. That is to say as
to my property land and premises in Windmill Street in the City of Sydney aforesaid now in the occupation
of Von Kempen And also that piece or parcel of land situate on Unwins Bridge Road near Cooks River
aforesaid and marked numbers Five and Six on the plan annexed to this my will which said Plan I have
signed in the presence of the attesting witnesses hereto and shall be taken and construed as the description
of the several lands hereby devised and referred to on the said plan. Upon trust To the use of my son Joseph
Napoleon Gannon his heirs and assigns for ever. And upon trust as to that piece or parcel of land situate on
Unwins Bridge Road aforesaid and marked number Four on the on the said plan To the use of my son Alfred
Edward Gannon his heirs and assigns for ever. And upon trust as to the house land and premises lately
occupied by my son James Gannon now deceased at Tempe Cooks River aforesaid with the three other
premises occupied by Point Curtis and Taff on Cooks River aforesaid and marked on the said plan as
number One Upon trust at such time or times and in such manner as my Trustees shall think fit to sell and
convert the same into money and to pay and apply the nett proceeds arising from such sale equally and
amongst the children of my said son James deceased as and when if sons they shall respectively attain the
age of Twenty one years or if daughters on attaining that age or marriage. And upon Trust as to my house
land and premises in Brisbane Street Sydney aforesaid And my land in Gannon Street Tempe aforesaid
and marked number Two on the said Plan hereto To the sole and separate use of my daughter Alicia
Theresa Mitchell wife of William HD Mitchell of Sydney aforesaid Chemist during her life without power to
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Mortgage or of anticipation in any way. And from and immediately after the death of the said Alicia Theresa
Mitchell Upon trust for all and every the child or children of the said Alicia Theresa Mitchell lawfully begotten
if more than one share and share alike as Tenants in common. And in default of such issue or if all such
issue shall die under the age of Twenty one years then upon trust to the sole and separate use of my
daughter Maria Louisa Lenehan wife of Christopher Henry Lenehan during her life without power to
Mortgage or of anticipation in any way whatever. And from and immediately after the decease of the said
Maria Louisa Lenehan Upon trust and for all and every her child or children lawfully begotten if more than
one share and share alike as Tenants in common.

And upon trust as to my land and premises situate in Goulburn Street Sydney aforesaid now occupied by
George Morrison and my land in Gannon Street Tempe aforesaid marked number Three on the said plan
To the sole and separate use of my said daughter Maria Louisa Lenehan during her life without power to
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mortgage or of anticipation in any way. And from and immediately after the death of the said Maria Louisa
Lenehan Upon trust for all any every her child or children lawfully begotten if more than one share and share
alike as Tenants in common. And upon trust as to the piece or parcel of land marked on the said Plan as
“Vault Reserve” to hold the same as a burial-place to be used in common by the several members of my
family for the interment of themselves and their respective children. And I declare that the said piece or
parcel of land and the fee simple and inheritance thereof shall be held upon trust for the aforesaid purposes
only and shall not be alienated in any manner howsoever. And upon trust as to all the rest of the residue
and remainder of my estate both real and personal to collect get in and convert the same into ready money
either by sale by public auction or private contract in such terms and conditions and in such manner as my
said Trustees shall think most advantageous. And from and out of the proceeds thereof to pay to my said
son Joseph Napoleon Gannon the sum of Four hundred pounds and to my said daughter Maria Louisa
Lenehan the sum of One thousand pounds to be held for her sole and separate use free from the debts
control or engagements of her present or any future husband. And also to pay and apply in the most
advantageous manner as far as the same will extend to the children of my deceased son Robert Gannon at
such time or times as my Trustees shall deem best and most advantageous the sums following, that is to
say To John Gannon Fifty pounds, James Conley Gannon Fifty pounds, Creswell Milton Gannon Fifty
pounds, Emily Gannon Fifty pounds, and Maria Gannon Fifty pounds. And to pay to my sister Catherine
Adams of Castlereagh Street Sydney aforesaid Widow the sum of one Hundred pounds to be paid in
instalments of one pound in each fourth week after my decease until the said sum of One hundred pounds
be fully paid if the said Catherine Adams shall so long live with power to my Trustees to pay or expend any
unapplied part of the said sum of One hundred pounds in or towards the burial of the said Catherine Adams
should she die before the said sum shall be fully expended and if there shall be any balance after such burial
remaining in the hands of my said trustees the same shall form part of my residuary estate and be disposed
of accordingly. And also to pay to my dear friend and Pastor Father Placid Quirk of Tempe aforesaid the
sum of Five pounds. And upon trust as to all the residue of the capital and the income to be derived from
my said residuary Estate to pay the same equally and amongst my children the said Joseph Napoleon
Gannon, Alfred Edward Gannon, Alicia Theresa Mitchell and Maria Louisa Lenehan equally share and share
alike. And I hereby declare that all and every part of my property or estate hereby devised to any person or
persons who shall be a femme covert shall be held to her or them for her and their sole and separate use
and free from the debts control or engagements of any husband. And I further declare that the receipts or
receipts of my said Trustees or Trustee for any money or moneys payable to them or any of them under or
by virtue of this my will or the receipt or receipts of any person or persons beneficially entitled being a femme
covert shall notwithstanding her or their coverture and whether covert or sole be a good and sufficient
discharge and discharges for so much money on other property as in such receipt or receipts shall be
expressed or acknowledged to have been received. Provided always and I do hereby further declare that in
case any or either of my said Trustees hereinbefore appointed or to be appointed in pursuance hereof shall
die or be desirous of being discharged from or refuse or decline or become incapable to act in the trust
hereby reposed in them or him or go to reside out of or be absent from the Colony of New South Wales for
twelve calendar months then and in such case and when and so often as the same shall happen it shall and
may be lawful to and for the surviving or continuing Trustee for the time being or the Executors or
administrators of the survivor of them by any deed or deeds writing or writings to be by them Executive
under seal to nominate and appoint any fit and proper person to supply the place of the Trustee so vacating
the trust aforesaid. And that immediately upon such appointment the trust Estate shall without any deed
conveyance or assurance vest in such new Trustee or Trustees and his her or their heirs Executors and
administrators jointly with the surviving or continuing Trustee or Trustees Upon the trusts herein expressed
and contained of and concerning the same or such of them as shall be then existing and capable of taking
effect. And that such new Trustee shall and may either alone or jointly with such surviving or continuing
Trustee or Trustees as the case shall happen in all things assist in the management carrying on and
Execution of the aforesaid Trusts or such of them as shall be then existing as fully and effectually in all
respects and to all interests and purposes as if he or they had been originally named and appointed by this
my Will. Provided also and I hereby further declare that the Trustees hereinbefore named and to be
appointed in pursuance hereof or any or either of them his or their Executors administrators or assigns shall
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not be answerable or accountable for any more moneys than what they or he shall respectively actually
receive or come to their hands by virtue of this my will. And they shall be answerable or accountable only
for their own respective acts deed neglects or defaults and not the one for the other or for the acts deeds
receipts or defaults or neglects of the other or others of them and that they or any of them shall not be
answerable or accountable for or liable to make good any involuntary loss or misfortune that may happen in
the execution of the aforesaid trusts or in relation thereto. And that it shall and may be lawful to and for them
my said Trustees and also to and for any future Trustees to be appointed as aforesaid and each and every
on them by and out of such moneys as shall come to their respective hands by virtue of this my will to deduct
and retain to and reimburse themselves and himself all such losses costs charges and expenses as they or
he shall pay suffer be at or be put to or expend in or about the Execution of the aforesaid trusts or in relation
thereto. And lastly I appoint the said Joseph Napoleon Gannon and Walter Bradley and John Johnson
Executors of this my will hereby revoking all former and other wills by me at any time heretofore made and
publish and declare this present writing to be my last will and Testament. In witness whereof I have to each
sheet of this my will contained in five sheets of paper set my hand this first day of August in the year of our
Lord One thousand Eight hundred and Eighty one. Michael Gannon – Signed published and declared by the
Testator as and for his last will and Testament in the presence of us present at the same time who in his
presence at his request and in the presence of each other have hereunto subscribed our names as
witnesses Chas W C Hatton Conveyancer Sydney, Dinnes McGuire Cooks River,
31st March 1882. By act of Court Probate of the last will and testament of Michael Gannon late of near
Sydney Gentleman deceased was granted to Joseph Napoleon Gannon Walter Bradley and John Johnston
Executors. Testator died 9th August 1881. Goods sworn £9581.

Postscript
There is no mention in the will of elder sons William Gannon (1831-1894) and Frederick Gannon (18361923).
The will provides for sons Joseph Napoleon Gannon (1838-1908) (also executor) and Alfred Edward
Gannon (1840-1908), and daughters Alicia Teresa Mitchell (1842-1904) and Maria Louisa Lenehan
(1845-1932).
The will provides for the surviving children of the late James Gannon (1833-1880) who were orphans,
their mother, Jane Gannon (née Chadburn), having died on 28 December 1880, aged 45, just over a
month after their father.175 The will does not name the grandchildren, but the surviving children of James
and Jane Gannon, at August 1881, were James Coulston Gannon (age 26), Michael Gannon (abt 21),
Agnes Gannon (abt 18), Alicia Theresa Gannon (abt 16), Joseph Napoleon Gannon (abt 14), Edith
Australia Gannon (abt 11).
The will provides for five surviving children of the late Robert Gannon – (Frederick) John Gannon (age
23), James Conley Gannon (age 21), Creswell Milton Gannon (age 15), Emily Australia Gannon (age 20)
and Maria Louisa Gannon (age 18). The other grandchild, Mary Jane Gannon, was by then a married
woman, having married John George Neale in 1879.176
The will provides for Michael Gannon’s sister, widow Catherine Adams. Born about 1818, she arrived in
New South Wales in 1842 per the Palestine, and would have been about 63 when Michael died. A possible
marriage for Catherine was that registered in 1844 at Sydney between Robert Adams and Catherine
Cannon [sic].177 He may have been the Robert Adams who, in 1862, entered into a partnership with R.T.
Ford as a Custom House Agent; had a silver watch etc, stolen from his residence in Castlereagh Street
in 1862; and who died in November 1877, and whose funeral moved from his late residence, 430
Castlereagh Street, for the Necropolis.178 She may have been the 67 year old Catherine Adams, a nurse,
then living at 92 Harrington Street, who was admitted into the Sydney Hospital on 29 May 1886, having
fallen down the stairs and broken her arm. However, she was not the Catherine Adams whose death was
registered in 1889 at Randwick, and whose parents’ names were given as Michael and Mary. 179 More
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research is required here!
There is no provision in the will for Michael Gannon’s other sister, Eliza, who accompanied Catherine
Gannon on the voyage to New South Wales. She may have been the Eliza Gannon who married Daniel
Sullivan in 1843.180
Father Daniel Placid Quirk, O.S. (1842-1890) was for some time closely associated with the Cook’s River
parish.
In his will Michael Gannon made special provision for the family vault, where some of his family had
already been interred, as indeed he too would be. Intending the vault to continue to be the final resting
place of his heirs and their descendants, he specifically ordained that the vault reserve “shall not be
alienated in any manner howsoever”. It was most fortunate, therefore, that he did not live to read the
following 1904 newspaper article.181
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