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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.
Friday, 21. November, 1884,

Tormal Motion.—Question without Notice.—Brands Act
of 1872 Amendment Bill—consideration of Legisla-
tive Council’s amendments.—IPharmacy Bill—con-
sideration of Legislative Council’s amendments.—
The Contagious Diseases Act.—Bundaberg Gas and
Coke Company Bill.

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past

3 o’clock.
FORMAL MOTION.

The following formal motion was agreed to :—

By Mr. MACFARLANE—

That there he laid upon the table of the House, a
Return showing the tenders invited, received, and ac-
cepted for railway carriages; fines due and collected
thereon ; also the cost of such carriages as constructed
by outside contractors, and in the Ipswich workshops.,

QUESTION WITHOUT NOTICE.

Mr. NORTON said: Mr. Speaker,—Before
the Orders of the Day are called upon, I wish to
ask the Minister for Works if there is any truth
in the report of two trains having nearly run
into each other on the Sandgate line on Tuesday
last ? It is mentioned in the Courier this morn-
ing, and T heard it spoken of as I was coming
into town.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. W.
Miles) said : T am not aware of anything of the
sort. It is the first I have heard of it,

The Hown. J. M. MACROSSAN: I heard
the rumour last night ; I do not know whether
thereis any truth in it.

The MINISTER FOR WORKS : I am notin
a position to contradict it.

Mr. NORTON : Perhaps the hon. gentleman
will be good enough tomake inquiries and let the
House know.

Mr. BEATTIE : Mr. Speaker,—Ihad made up
my mind to draw the attention of the Minister
for Works to the report. The information I
have is that a special train left Nudgee, in oppo-
sition to the staff and ticket system adopted by
the Government, with nearly 800 passengers on
board, for Ipswich. On leaving Nudgee another
train was seen coming in the opposite direction,
and the special had only sufficient time to get
back on the siding before the other went through.
There was nearly a collision, and if the specia}
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had started a minute or two sooner there
would have been one of the most frightful
collisions that have ever happened; that I,
if the information I have received be correct. 1
hope the Minister for Works will inquire into
the matter, because there appears to have been
very gross neglect on the part of somebody at the
Nudgee station.

BRANDS ACT OF 1872 AMENDMENT
BILL—CONSIDERATION OF LKGIS-
LATIVE COUNCIL'S AMENDMENTS.

On the motion of the Hon. B, B. MORETON,
the Speaker left the chair, and the House re-
solved itself into a Committee of the Whole to
consider the amendment made in the Bill by the
Legislative Council.

The Hox. B. B. MORETON said that if hon.
members would look at the 38th section of the
Brands Act they would find that the latter
portion read as follows :—

“And if the jury, upon the trial of any person charged

before any court with the offence of horse or cattle
stealing, shall he of opinion that such person did nnt
commit the felony with which he is charged, but did
commit one of the minor offences mentioned in the 2Sth
and 29th clauses of this Act. it shall be lawtul for the
Jjury to aequit such person of the felony and to find him
guilty of such offence, and he shall thereupon receive
sentence accordingly, although such person may never
have been charged or accused of such minor offence
before any justice or otherwise.”
Into that section an error had crept in stating
the 20th clause instead of the 27th, though in
the marginal note it was correct, the clause
there mentioned being the 27th and 28th. He
was informed that one offender, if not more, had
escaped on account of the error. The amend-
ment was a verbal one, and he therefore moved
that it be agreed to.

Question put and passed.

On the motion of the Hox. B. B. MORETON,
the House resumed, and the CHAIRMAN reported
that the Committee had agreed to the amend-
ment of the Legislative Council,

The report was adopted, and the Bill was
ordered to be transmitted to the ILegislative
Council by message in the usual form.

PHARMACY BILL — CONSIDERATION
OF LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL'S AMEND-
MENTS.

On the motion of Mr. BATLEKY, the House
went into Committee to consider the amend-
ments made by the Legislative Council in this
Bill.

Mr. BAILEY said that the Assembly had in-
sisted on the amendment in clause 5, and he
would refer hon. members to the reasons given
by the Legislative Council for disagreeing to it.
They said :— )

“ Because the Bill provides for the examination hy the
boar t of pharmacy of persons desirous of being regis-
tered as pharmaceutical chemists. and it is expedient.
for the safety of the public, and in order to secure proper
examination, that all members of such hoard should,
bhefore their appointient thereto, hitve provad themselves
qualified to conduct the prescribad examination by
having passed a similar examination.”

He held in his hand a letter from one chemist

showing how very wrong the clause was as

originally drawn up in another place ; and point- .

ing out that there were no other chemists in the
same position as himself who were qualified in
the same way. The letter was to the following
effect :—

“ With reference to the gualification as mewmnbers of
the intended pharmacy board, I would draw your atten-
tion to the fact that the Pharmaeccutical Society was not
established in Irelund until ten or eleven years ago;
therefore an Irish chemist who arrived inthis colony he-
forethat time would not have the diploma of the Pharma-
geutical Society, and would not therefore be entitled,

[ASSEMBLY ]

Plharmacy Bill.

according to the intended Act, to sit on the board, thongh
he may have had a professional experience of over
thirty years. A schoolof pharmacy of the Apothecuries’
Hall of Ireland has existed in that country for nearly 100
years, and is in existence still as the premier school (in
conjunction with the recently formed Pharmaceuntical
Society; mewmbers of which had, previous to the forina~
tion of the Pharmac-utical Soclety, the sole right to
compound wedical men’s prescriptions.”

Then he explained the status of the Irish
chemists, and the examination to which they were
subjected. Thatexamination wasa very stringent
one, and in Hngland would actually qualify
a man to practise as a medical man. Yet sucha
man would be disqualified from sitting on the
board here. But the writer made the same mis-
take that had been made by those who objected to
the amendment, in thinking that the members
of the board would be the examiners. He (Mr.
Bailey) had tried to explain as well as he could, in
introducing the Bill, that nothing of the kind was
intended. The Government would appoint the
first board to examine in various subjects, and
the chemists on their part would appoint exami-
ners, but not to direet the line of examination
and they certainly would not be examiners
themselves, except in special cases. Instead
of dwelling on the subject, he had better
read the reasons which he proposed to submit to
the ILiegislative Council why the amendment
should be insisted upon :—

1. Becauss without the amendment in clause 5 the
Government wonld be limited in their choice of the
mewbers of the first pharmacy board to medical men,
which would cause that boardonly to be wrepetition of
the present Medical Board.

2. Because the members of the pharmacy boad would
not be of necessity examiners. Their experience
would be able to direct the lineson which examinations
should be conducted, and to appoint exaininers, whose
specialities woullbe Latin. botany, chemistry, ete.

3. Because the examination of candidates as to the
knowledge of the qualities of druygs, and their ability
to detect adulterations, can only be safely entrusted to
men who have had great experience in the sale and
purchase of drugs.

4. Because of the English Pharmacy Board very few
of the wnembers are themselves examiners.

5. Because the chemists of this colony are desirous
of aholishing the present wasatisfactory system, and
claim that they only wish to substitute & hetter one for
their own #redit, and the safety of the public.

6. Because the object andintention of the Bill would

he practieally defeated without the amendments.
He had consulted several of the chemists, and
rather than subm’t to the present system—if
they were not allowed to conduct their own
business in the way they thought best-—in the
interests of the public and for their own credit-—
they proposed to abandon the Bill.  They had for
several years been subjected to a certain disci-
pline that had not been good enough. They had
come forward and offered to place themselves on
the same footing as chemsts in England and
Victoria had done; but if it was insisted that
they should remain under the same régime as
they had been in the past then they would
abandon the measure. He would therefore move
that that House insist upon its amendments in
clause 5.

The PREMIHER said the passage of the Bill
seemed almost to depend upon whether they
should insist on the amendments, and for that
reason the subject deserved some consideration
from the Committes. There was no doubt that
the intention of the Bill as originally introduced
was that the chemists of the colony should be
entrusted with the regulation of their own
business and the registration of fit persons ; only
at the present time they were under the rule
of the Medieal Board., Then the question arose
who were to be appointed to be members of the
board, At present all registered chemists were
supposed to be competent ; but they knew that
some of them had ounly been registered hecause
they had been apprenticed to chemists and served
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their time. They had passed no examination,
and possibly were not competent, but it was not
likely that those men would either be appointed
by the Government or elected by the qualified
chemists. Competent men would undoubtedly
be chosen. At the same time he did not alto-
gether go so far as the hon. member in saying
that there were no means of securing competency.
The only provision made for securing competency
in the Bill as it now stood would be the opinion
of the electing body. He agreed that the pro-
visions of the Bill as it stood were very much
too stringent, Dbut he thought that a middle
course wmight have been cLU"l‘btd upon. He had
no sympathy with the medical men who had
tried to embarrass the chemists in remedying
the existing state of affairs, and he knew
that they had heen able to exercise a great
deal of Influence. He must point out that
the clause as it stood originally was ab-
anred, because it proposed that the persons
on the first board should be persons who held a
certificate of competency from any society recog-
nised by that board ; but how the board could
recognise any society before it was constituted,
he eonfessed he could not understand. That
would have to be differently worded. Perhaps
the hon. member could say whether there was
no form of words that would detine with sufficient
accuracy persons of competency, and not persons
who had become chemists simply from the fact of
having served an apprenticeship.

Mr. BATLEY said the Government would
have the choice of the first board, and that board
would sit for two years. He thought the
chemists of the colony had quite sense enough
to know who were the best men to sit on the
board. He wished again to impress on hon,
members that the men who formed the board
were not the examiners. TFrom their prac-
tical knowledge they had to say what the
standard of the examination was to be, and
he thought they could be trusted to do that.
Mr. Marr, as an analytical chemist, could not
expect a man to come up to his standard, but the
board would limit the lines of the examina-
tion, and see that it was neither a stupid
one nor beyond the eapacity of the candi-
dates. He thought that the clause as recom-
mended was very good indeed, and hLe could
not see any better way of fra.ming it. The Bill
had been framed exactly on the lines upon which
similar Bills had been framed in other countries,
and their success had heen very marked—so
much so that the chemists had gone on improving
their status, and improving the education of the
candidates. He would move the following as
an additional reason for disagreeing to the
Couneil’s amendment :—

Because it is not unusual, in ac1demiecal bodies, that
examinations for degrees or diplomas should be in part
condueted by persons not themselves holding a degree
or diploma.

That would add force to what had been already
said.

Question put and passed.

Mr. BAILEY moved that the amendment of
the Legislative Couneil in clause 28 be agreed to.

Question put and passed.

On the motion of Mr. BAILEY, the House
resumed, and the CHAIRMAN reported that the

Jomiittee insisted upon their amendment in
clause 5, but agreed to the Legislative Council’s
amendment upon the amendment in clause 28.

The report was adopted, and the Bill was
ordered to be returned to the Legislative Council
with the following message :—

Mgz, Presit —

The TLegislative Asserably havi
\i‘ihldui()ﬂ the  Legislative Coun

ke 12th metant. relative to the Pha
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their choice of the members of the pharmacy bhoard to
medical men. which wounld caunse that boardonly to be a
repetition of the present Medical Board.

Because the menbers of the pharmacy board would
not be of necessity examiners, but from their experience
would be able to direet the lines on which exaniinations
should be conducted, and to appoint examiners whose
specialities would be Latin, botawy, chewmistry, ete.

Beeanse the examination of candidates as to the
knowledge of the qualities of drugs, and their ability
to detect adulterations, exn only he sa,tely entrusted to
men who have had great experience in the sale and
purchase of drugs.

Because of the Bnglish Pharmacy Board very few of
the members are thewselves examiners,

Beeause it is not unusual in academical bodies that
examinations for degrees or diplomas should be in part
conducted by persons 10t themnselves holding the degree
or diploma.

Because the chemists of this colony are desirous of
aholishing the present nusatisfactory system, and elaim
that they only wish to substitute # better one for their
own credit and the safety of the public.,

Because the object ana intention of the Bill would be
practically defeated without the amendment ; and

Agrec to the amendment of the Legislative Council on
the amendinent of the Legislative Assembly in clause
2s.

THE CONTAGIOUS DISEASES ACT.
Mr. JORDAN, in moving—

That this ITouse disapproves of the compulsory exami-
nation of women under the Contagious Diseases Act—
said : Mr. Speaker,—This subject, sir, is one
which I would rather not have touched, and
which I would not have voluntarily undertaken to
bring under the notice of this House. I venture
to ask the consideration of the House, because
of the delicacy of the subject, and because I
shall have to speak plainly on this question.
Hon., members are aware that in 1864 an Act
was passed in Great Britain providing for the
medical examination of women suffering from
certain diseases. It was not made at that time
compulsory or periodical. In 1866 another Act
was passed providing for the registration of all
prostitutes, and for the compulsory and period-
1cal examination of women by medical men, In
1869 an amending Act was passed extending the
operation of those Acts to eighteen districts in
England. To this legislation, as is well known,
there was much popular opposition. It was
considered to be un-LEnglish—opposed to the
most cherished principles of our free Constitution
which secures to everyone personal liberty. It
was said to be oppressive, cruel, and an insult to
the sex. We know how much political power
there is in England in connection with the Army
and Navy, and how strongly those services are
represented in the British House of Commons.
Those Acts were passed for the special protection
of soldiers and sailors. Tt was believed at that
time that a similar system had been very success-
ful in Paris in diminishing certain diseases. It
was held that as our soldiers and seamen could
not, generally, have wives, it was necessary to
make some provision for their protection against
the ordinary effects of illicit intercourse. It was
considered, therefore, in accordance with the old
maxim that ‘“‘necessity has no laws,” that
there was an absolute necessity for that legisla-
tion; and there was an end of the matter.
But there are people in England who will
contend, especially if they conceive the idea
that anybody is going to be oppressed in
any way. These are a very stubborn sort of
people ; they are supposed to be descended from
the old stock of Puritans, and in this case they
were joined by a very powerful section of the
most Influential classes—a section composed of
the very highest classes in England. These con-
tentious 1)euple held that those Acts were pas
hwriedly-—without diseussion, in a thin House,
at a late hour of the night. They called to
remembrance the old Roman system, where all
the senators were compelled to be present, and
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where no Act passed after sunset was valid. ‘
They had the temerity to say that penal legis-

lation passed in a thin House after midnight was |
a disgrace to any legislature. However that |
may be, there is no doubt that the Permis-
sive Act of 1864 was the thin end of the
wedge; that the Compulsory Act of 1866
brought a great part of the country under a
system of police espionage very hateful to the
people in Great Britain ; and that the Xxtending
Act of 1869 introduced this spy system into a
very large part of England and a part of Ireland.
The advocates of this system said that they
would endeavour to extend it to the whole of
England and Ireland; and the House of Lords
recommended that it should be extended by-and-
by—Dbut with very great caution, as they put it—
to the whole of the United Kingdom, including
Scotland and Wales. Under these circumstances
a storm, which had been long gathering, was
brought to the culminating point, and the effect
was Irresistible. In spite of organised combina-
tion on the part of the people who were in favour
of those Contagious Diseases Acts, and in spite
of every effort which that party could make—and
they left no stone unturned—the spirit of British
freedom and fair play prevailed, and the Acts
were doomed. Last year, after sixteen years of
trial, the Right Hon, Mr. Stansfeld, member for
Halifax, carried his resolution in the Knglish
House of Commons, ‘‘That this House disap-
proves of the compulsory examination of women
under the Contagious Diseases Act.” In one or
two British colonies where this Act was im-
posed it has been discarded. In the Cape Colony
it has been repealed. In Canada, although they
passed the Act at the desive of the Imperial
Government, or of the Secretary of State for the
Colonies, they have never ventured to put it
into operation ; it was considered to be opposed
to the great constitutional principles of British
government, and the Canadians would not have
it. In Hongkong we know that Sir John Pope
Hennessy, until recently the Governor, has
expressed himself very strongly and most
emphatically against the Contagious Diseases
Act. In the presidencies of India the Act
is also doomed, and, now that the system has
been proved an actual failure in Paris, there
is no doubt it will be abolished in every one of
the British dependencies. Unhappily, as

think, sixteen years ago we adopted this system
in this British colony of Queensland—very soon
after its adoption in England. The first attempt
to initiate the matter was made in the Upper
House, but that was overruled. It was after-
wards introduced in the Assembly, but there
were only two gentlemen who were found bold !
enough to advocate the passing of the Act in |
this colony, in this House, at that time; and
those were both members of the medical profes-
sion. Tt was opposed in admirable and un-
answerable speeches by Mr. Norton, the present
member for Port Curtis, by Mr. W. H. Walsh,
now a member of the Upper House, and
by the late Sir Joshua Peter Bell. It
was contended by the advocates of the Act
that it was an exact copy of the English Act
of 1866, and it was asserted at the time that it
was the law in South Australia. But that was
an error. 1t has never been the law in that
colony; and if anyone disputes that, I have
evidence enough before me to prove it. Queens-
land is the only one of the Australian colonies
which has considered it necessary to bring itself
under the system which is established by the
Contagious Diseases Act. The only vestige of
an excuse which I could ever find for its estab-
lishment in England was that it was necessary for
the protection of our soldiers and sailors. But, sir,

where are our soldiers and sailors in Queensland ? ‘

Who are the pecple who needed to be protected
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here? TIs there any class of people in Queens-
land who cannot marry? Is there anyone
arrived at the age of manhood who would be
barred by poverty from entering into what
the Church of Hngland calls *‘the holy estate
of matrimony”? lIreland is said sometimes to
he the poorest country in Hurope; but
we know that Ireland is one of the most
virtuous countries in Europe, so far as the
intercourse of the sexes is concerned ; and it
is so because the Catholic clergy do their
very utmost to promote early marriages—thus
doing away with the cause of prostitution, and
getting to the very root of the evil. And
yet, sir, though we had no soldiers in Queens-
land and no sailors, and, thank God, no poverty,
we must needs proceed to pass an Act of Parlia-
ment for making illicit intercourse with the sexes
as easy—that is, as little liable to after disagree-
able consequences—as possible. Why, sir, the
Parisians themselves have abolished the system
after nearly a hundred years of trial! In the
beginning of 1884 this atrocious system came
to an end in the great capital of France—for
which statement I will presently show you my
authority. The Parisians themselves, convinced
that the Act had not been successful but had
been a total failure in diminishing disease, are
ashamed of ever having introduced such a system ;
and, as I say, they have now actually abolished
it. In Paris the working of the system has
been for many years in the hands of that branch
of the police called the Police des Maurs. Those
men are very vigilant, leaving no stone unturned
to carry cut their system of registration of the
women, and to bring them under the power
and the control of the police, and under the
examination of the medical officers. But in spite
of all their efforts that registration has proved a
perfect failure in Paris, for out of 36,000 women
of that class, at the lowest calculation, less than
3,600 are generally found on the register. The
Police des Maurs are the lowest of their class—in
league with the keepers of brothels, earrying out
their calling very often cruelly and vilely, and
too frequently at the expense and to theannoyance
and irreparable injury of virtuous women. ILet
anyone, sir, read a book written in French and
published in Paris by M. Guyot. This gentle-
man has spent a great part of his life in
exhibiting and pointing out the evils of this
cruel system. He was, and is still, I believe, a
member of the municipal council of the city of
Paris ; a man, I believe, of b*gh reputation ; in
fact, T know he is. He was imprisoned for having
accused the Policedes Mours of nefarious practices
in connection with the system. This brought
him under the notice of Mr. Stansfeld and other
distinguished persons in XEngland; and on his
liberation from prison he became himself the
liberator of France—chiefly by his writings and
by the mass of evidence which he brought for-
ward—from that atrocious, eruel, cowardly system
which is no longer in existence in France. 1 have
what seems to me good authority for the state-
ment. It never was established by Act of Parlia-
ment in France. Tt was established by municipal
authority in Paris, and the council resolved to
abolish the system in the beginning of this year.
I think I shall satisfy the House on that
point, Hon. gentlemen know that for three
years this matter has been investigated
by a select committee of the British House of
Commons. For three years evidence has been
taken. So far as the general effects of the Acts
were concerned, questions were put to private
individuals, and members of the police force;
and the result, as to their individual private
opinion on the subject, was very conflicting.
But the evidence as to the fact that constitu-
tional disease lias increased during the last
sixteen years, under the operation of these Acts,
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is, t0 my mind, very conclusive. Now, sir,
the point I should chiefly endeavour to esta-
blish is this: that constitutional disease has
not been diminished but has increased under
the operation of these Acts in Hngland. In
fact, 1 believe that it was that reason that had
its final effect in determining the British Govern-
ment to bring in a Bill to repeal the Contagious
Diseases Acts. I donot say that reason alone,
but that chiefly; and that having been fully
proved, I think the Government have had
no alternative but to repeal the Acts. Well,
sir, Mr. Stansfeld points out a very impor-
tant distinction—namely, that there are venereal
disorders which are not constitutional, and are
not in any sense dangerous ; and it is ouly those
which are constitutional-—which are in the blood,
and can be conununicated from one person
to another—that the State has anything to do
with in this matter. Mr. Stansfeld, in his speech
before the House of Commons, when his resolu-
tion was carried, established this point: that
even taking the figures of the committee—the
committee, [ should say, was chiefly composed of
pronounced advocates of the Acts. Out of six-
teen members—whether designedly or not, I
cannot say—ten were gentlemen fully committed
to support the Acts by their public speeches
during the agitation which has been going on
in ¥ngland for a great length of time. Ten
members of that committee were avowed advo-
cates of the Acts, and it was natural for them
to call witnesses who were likely to give
evidence in favour of the Acts—officers who
had carried out the Acts, and who would
naturally take credit for all the good that had
resulted from the various efforts to put down
prostitution, and mitigate as far as possible
this dreadful social evil. Well, Mr, Stansfeld
shows how very little good had been accom-
plished-—even taking the figures of the majority
of the committee —of those gentlemen who
were determined that the Acts should not
be abolished if possible-—although the minority
of six entirely disputed and denied their
method of calculation :—

“Taking the figures of the majority, and taking all
classes ot disease together, the total saving of efficiency
amounts to this: to 538 per thousand in the protected
districts.”

That is, where the Acts were in force. Now,
assuming that in the protected districts there
were 50,000 men—there were, however, only
26,000 under the supposed protection of these
Acts—that would amount to only 269 out of
50,000. Mr. Stansfeld continues :

“What T will ask the House is this—taking broadly
and largely the tigures of the report of the majority—
whet er a maximum saving in efficiency of less than
5% per 1.0)0 is a justification of thess Acts  (Cheers)”
This is a speech delivered in the House of
Commons—

“I would ask them-—]I would ask even the supporters
of these Aects, speaking honourably between mnun and
man —whether these are figures which correspond to the
expectations held out and entertained when these Acts
were introduced (hear, heay); and [ would further ask
all men interested in this as a sanitary question, and
espeeially medical men, whether such figures as these
show the slightest approximation to the realisation of
the original idea of the stamping out. or at least the
very great reduction, of these diseases.”

Well, sir, instead of checking venereal diseases—
constitutional diseases which they should check—
Mr. Stansfeld goes on to show that there had
been no gain whatever from the operation of
those Acts. Taking still the figures of the
majority, he said :—

“ Qur eontention upon these fizures is this: We say it
is proved iu evidence that the result of the operation of
the Acts is a greater proportion of constitutional to
1 on-constitutional eases, a very doubtful positive
decrease in thg amount of constitutional disease; and
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taking all the figures (which we are not prepared to
admit) of the advocates of the Aects, the diminution of
constitutional disease amounted at most to 015 per
1,000, or 73 out of 50,000 men.”

That was not 1, or §, or & per cent.—of 1 per 1,000,
—but T4 per 50,000. But, coming to statistics
we can rely upon—the reports of the
medical officers of the army in those dis-
tricts subject to the Acts—we find that con-
stitutional disease—true syphilis—has actually
increased during those sixteen years. Of course
medical men are in favour of these Acts, and
especially army medical men and those who have
had the carrying out of these Acts; but, still
quoting from Mr. Stansfeld’s speech, that gentle-
man quoted from the Army Medical Report for
1880, and he says:—

“The Army Medical Report for 1880 was in the
hands of the authorities before the chairmman put
be-ore us his draft report, and it shows a very great
increase in the amount of disease in the year
1830 over the year 1879, in spite of the six-
teen years of these Acts, and a far greater increase of
disease in the protected than in the unprotected
stations; for thongh in the unprotected stations there
was an increase of 45 per cent., in the protected stations,
cownparing 1880 with 1879, the increase was no less than
57 per cent.”

Now, this refers to constitutional diseases—to
syphilis—and it affects the men only. Now, so
far as the women are concerned, Mr, Stansfeld
said in his speech in the House of Commons :—

“Well, I come lastly to the case of the women under

the Acts—prostitutes. I find that there has been a
marked inerease of disease under the Acts. Taking the
years 1875 to 1880, I find that disease among these
women in the subjected districts has inereased froin 127
to 176 per cent.”
The conclusion of the whole matter is this: The
majority of that committee, pledged as they
were to do their utmost for the continuation of
the Acts, and being under the hallucination that
this was to be the means of protecting our
soldiers and sailors from disease, have come
to the conclusion—they could not do other-
wise-—that they could not recommend that
these Acts should be extended to any other
districts in England or in the United Kingdom.
And the House of Commons came to the con-
clusion that the Act should be done away with
sn toto. 'The Executive Government suspended
the Act after the carrying of Mr. Stansfeld’s
resolution ; they could not do otherwise, and the
Government brought in a Bill to repeal the Act.
I will read some remarks made by the Marquis of
Hartington when the Bill was read a first time.
He said :—

«Hon. members will recollect that the House passed
by a considerable majority a resolution condemning the
compulsory examination of women under the Con-
tagions Diseases Acts. It appeared to the Government
that. although they were perfectly aware that no reso-
lution of one Ilouse of Parlinnent could alter the luw,
this was a matter which, through the structure of the
Acts, was unquestionably within the power of this
House to decide upon ; because the Acts depended for
their operation entirely upon the ac'ion of the metre-
politan police anl certuin surgeons, the expenses of
whom were et by votes of this House. The House of
Commons therefore had the power in their own case to
give effect to the resolution at which, by a large majority,
they had arrived. Well, sir, the Governinent, holding as
they did that the powers conferred upon them under
the Acts were unguestionably mainly of & perinissive
charaeter. proposed at once, when the resolution of the
Touse wus p sse , togive effect to thatresolution by with-
drawing as soon as possible the metropolitan police from
the districts dealt with, and thereby put an end to the
compulsory examination of women At the same time,
the Governinent stated that in their opinion no thne
ought to be lost in making the law conforinable to the
new state of affairs. They therefore undertook to bring
in a Bill to give effect to the resolution of the House,
upon the lines which I have already indicated.”

Then, after explaining the measure, he said :—

“Those are all the provisions which we believe will be
necessary. The provisions of the Contagious Discases
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Acts which relate to the compulsory examination of
women, to the registration of women, and the so-called
vo}upmry submission to examination may, in our
opinion, safely be repealed.”

‘The resolution come to by the municipality of
Palrls is this. It is given, I may say, in the
Shield, an English publication of 7th July, 1873 ;
and unless the Premier can show me that it is
incorrect T have reason to believe itis correct,
especially as it corresponds exactly with what
was imminent, as published again and again in
the Westninster Review—that they were deter-
mined to bring it to an end. The resolution is
as follows :—

“The Council—

“Considering that the existing institution of the
Police des Mieurs rosts upon no legal basis ;

** That notwithstanding its innmmerable annual viota-
tions of individual liberty, it has been unable to attain
tl}e aim for whieh it was instituted, either in regard to the
diminution of xyphilitic disease, or in respect of the pre-
vention of offences against the common law, or against
publie morals, ete. ;

*“Considering that neither prostitution nor syyhilis is
a crime or an offence against the law :

*“ Resolves :—

““Art, 1.—The abolition from the 1st January, 1884, of —

1. The second Bureau of the first division of the
Prefecture of Police, known as the Bureau of
the Police des Mwurs ;

2. The Brigade of the Police des Mwurs, ineorpo-
rated on the 9th March, 1881, with the Sersice
des Surelé ;

3. The Dispensaire de Salubrité (the examining-
room) of the Prefecture of Police;

4. The second section of the prison of Saint Laz:ve,
and the special infirmary of the said prison,

“Art. 2—The Prefect of Police is requested—

1. To study and consider u system of organisation
which shall substilute the police officers und
commissioners of police of the Quusrtier for the
existing agents of the Pulice des Hwurs. in all
natters concerning public order in respect of
women who practise prostitntion ;

2, To formulate (7ibeller) new decrees on the subject
of prostitution, solely on the hasis of the indi-
cations given in the present report; all contra-
ventions of such decrees to be henceforth
brought hefore the competent tribunals ;

3. To revise the statutes of all societies of mutual
assistance and great companies. ete..in sueh wise
as to secure that medieal treatment and assis-
tance be accorded to venereal disease in the
same manner as to all other diseases.

“ Art. 3.—The administration of L’Assistanve Publique
is requested to proceed with all possible speed—

To the transformatiun of the hospitals Lovrcine
and dw 3Midi into general Liospitals :

2. To the formulation of rules expressly anthorising
the adnission of venereal patients into the
general hospttals,”

Provision is ordered to be made for secur-
ing good order, doing away with registration,
with forcible medical examination, and with the
treatment of these people in lock hospitals, ad-
mitting them to the ordinary treatment of other
satients in the general hospitals of France.
Vow, as far as we are concerned in Queensland,
we were in a great hurry to pass these Acts, I
think they were passed with what may be ealled
indecent haste, and without those reasons which
alone justified—if they did justify at all—the
passing of these Acts in Great Britain, We
were in a great hurry, I say, to pass these
Acts. Shall we hasten to retrace our steps
now that we know after sixteen years’ experience
" that they have been a grand failure in ¥ngland,
and that a Bill has bheen brought in to repeal
them? That Bill has not been passed yet, he-
cause other business took the place of i, and
because the Hon. Mr. Stansfeld took exception
to the 5th clause ; but its passage is inevitalle.
And shall we now, I say, eopy the example of
the Tmperial Government—of our own country—
after we have been in such haste to finpose
these Acts npon our fellow-colonists sixteen
yearsago without the shadow of areason for doing
so—now that we know, as far as we can know, by
the evidence which we can gather that the result
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has been a dead failure ? But this isnot the whole
question ; this French invention wasintended to
mitigate physical disease at the expense of
the moral health of the commumity. It was,
sir, illicit intercourse made easy and safe:
any system which regulates such intercourse by
Act of Parliament gives to it, I think, the sanc-
tion of law— it strikes me so. 1 submit, sir, that
the stability of this great British limpire, of which
we form a part, has its secret in the righteous-
ness generally of our laws, and in their conformity
to the purest moral code that was ever given
to the world. It may be impossible or impolitic to
make fornication punishable by law; but if
chastity be a virtue in a woman—which no man
will dissent from—-then fornication in a man
or in a woman is a sin; and any system which
seeks to malke that sin as easy and as safe as pos-
sible, T submit, is morally unsound, and cannot
possibly be conducive to the physical health
of the nation. I know there are many who
will not look at this moral aspect of the ques-
tion at all; they insist on confining their
attention to the materialistic view of the matter,
and that is the case generally, T believe, with
members of the medical profession. Now,
have the greatest respect for the members of the
medical profession generally, and I think society
generally is very greatly indebted to the mem-
bers of that profession. They are a noble
class of men; still, sir, they are only human
after all. We know that they generally seem
to think that every evil is to be cured
by the application of the principles of their
noble art—that therapeutics is the universal
heal-all for every sore—moral, physical, poli-
tical, and social; and that human beings are
so many anatomies to be dissected by the scalpel
of thesurgeon. Sir Stafford Northeote, speak-
ing on the subject after the Hon, Mr. Stansfeld
carried his resolution, said that the medical men
had alwaysstated that they would stamp out this
disease ; hut he said Parlinment never needs to he
more on its guard than when the doctor comes
and asks for power to do something with
the policeman at his back. Now, apart from
the view taken by moralists and materialists,
there is a common-sense view taken by a
different class of thinkers and speakers.
There are such men as write in the Westminster
Revicw, for instance-——men who are entirely
independent of what they conceive to be the
errors of religionists, and 1 will read from one of
them a very short quotation—I know the House
does not want to be troubled with more than is
necessary. I attach the very greatestimportance
to the views here expressed, inasmuch as they
are not the views of religionists merely—not the
views of mere sanitarians—but the views, as I
have said, of the common-sense, hard-headed,
thinking men who, as say, prefer to be
independent of the religionists. I will now
quote from the Westminster Reciew for 1870,
vol. 37 :—

“In the article entitled ‘Prostitution in relation to
the National lecalth,” published in this Rewiew nine
months ago. evidence was adduced proving that the
diseases associated with prostitution are very widely
spread throughout this country —

Fully recognising the danger

“ And that they are producing a profoundly degenera-
tive influence onthe physical life of the British people.
Three mouths ago we published 2 review of the govyrn-
mental experiments which have been made in several
continental eities in controlling prostitution. and
exercising a sanitary inflnence on prostitutex thew-
selves; and we showed that all those experiinents
had been attended by one and the same result—
total failnre to uccomplish the object intended. Is,
then, the policy of /a/ Suive the hest poliey
after ali*  Is thut concwrrence of stolid indiffer-
ence and religions horror which has reduced the
Fnglish people to ignorve hoth prostitution aunl the
disenses jt produces, to be, indeed, nccounted the Lighest
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practical wisdom? Must we really sit down with our
hands folded in despair in tiresence of the terrible
evil we have described, and mutely recognise the
appalling, if truthful. doom which has so often
heen  pronounced, that prostitution, as well as the
diseases connected with it, shall always be with
ns? We believe not: and. faithful to the idea, that
by prolonged study and earnest strife. so to establish
the mutual relations of men and women, that pros-
titution and its diseases sball cease. hwmanity will not
labourin vain, we shall, in the present article, point out
what steps may even now be taken for lessening and
preventing those diseases withiout violating anv prin-
ciple justly held sacrcd by moralists, political econo-
mists. or statesien, and without ontraging the feelings
or destroying the personal liberty of even the prostitutes
themselves.”

Now, sir, T will come back for a minute to
Queensland and our own interests in this matter,
for that is what we have to do with. By these
Acts our paternal Government undertake to pro-
vide these wowmen for the use of our young men—
our own sons. Prostitutes in scores parade the
streets, holding out inducements to these young
men. They can say they have been treated at
the hospital ; they can show the certificate
that they have been there; and that is
a proof that they are clean. In England
and in Ireland, sir, these unhappy women call
themselves ““ Queen’s women.” Why not? Isnot
their profession legalised? Do not Government
officers—highly qualified medical men—carry on
the examination—the introspection—with their
own hands, with the aid of a speculum, and the
assistance of some terrible machine, which they
have invented for the purpose of getting the body
into the right posture, too horrible to be described ?
And this, sir, is done systematically and con-
tinually, and the effect we know must be this :
that these poor creatures, subjected periodically
to that treatment at the hands of men, become
lost to all sense of shame—of womanly shame ;
they become hardened and reduced to a wretched,
degraded condition, with the brand of infamy
that can never be wiped out. The cruelty to
women in this respect is in my opinion beyond all
power of expression; it is a violation of British
liberty of the grossest and most atrocious kind.
Its effect upon the women is hardening and
humiliating, degrading, and shameful in the
extreme. And whatof the men? Do wedare to
make a law that will reach the men who commit
these acts? But why should we not establish a
police des meurs to watch the men ; to put to
them odious questions in the streets, to dog their
steps, to haul them up before the magistrates, to
force them to register themselves as frequenters
of hrothels, and to put upon them the brand of
infamy? We dare not. And yet we do it to
these girls; we watch all these poor defence-
less women by policemen in plain clothes who
mark their outgoings and incomings, and are
actually empowered under our laws to put to the
wife of any hon. gentleman in this House, it
may be, if they meet her in the street, at their
own diseretion, the most odious questions. Is
this worthy of us as ¥nglishmen, the emanci-
pators of the slave, the Christian and chivalrous
nation which has figured before the world
as the professed protector of the oppressed,
the down-trodden, and the unfortunate? But
what isto be done? Sir, much may be done,
Much has beeu done in the city of Glasgow,
in the city of Winchester, and in many other
places that T could name, and respecting which I
could give the facts and figures had I the time;
but that is not necessary. A great deal has been
accomplished in Glasgow, where the number of
prostitutes has been reduced from over 400
to something like 37; and also in Winches-
ter, by admitting all diseased persons without
question or ignominy to proper and humane
treatment in the general hospitals, the disease
has almost disappeared, This is the paliey of
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justice and common sense as opposed to the three
systems of repression—laissez faire as it has been
called, or indifference, and forcible regulation.
Repression has been tried at different times
in various parts of the world, andin all ages. It
has been embodied very well, as I saw the other
day, in a truly Parisian prescription written by an
eminent physician in Paris. His panacea is 50,000
police to watch over the suspected women of Paris,
and malke them live in brothels under their care,
with power also to take away young females
who may be found in the streets from the pro-
tection of their parents. We may dismiss that
at once. Systems of that kind—cruel in the
extreme—have been tried, and all of them have
been found to be worse than useless. The system
of laissrz faire, as it is called, is that which
refuses to admit persons suffering from this
disease into our general hospitals, on the ground
that the sufferers are sinners, and that the disease
is judicial, a visitation from God with which it
would be impious to interfere. Then there are
those who would deal with the evil by Contagious
Diseases Acts. The logical outcome of these
Acts is that prostitution is essentially an element
of human society, and the Contagious Diseases
Acts aim at making fornication as safe as possible.
The disease we know exists—it may be rife in
Queensland for aught T know—it is in England
and other parts of the world ; and what we have
to do isto cure it by all means, but not by
violence, not by a violent interference with the
liberty of the person, or by cruelty perpetrated
on these defenceless wretched women, but by
receiving them into our general hospitals and
treating them humanely, without putting any
brand or stigma upon them. We should cure
their disease with all speed. That is the Chris-
tian way of dealing with the matter, and the
common-sense way too.  Wecannot alter human
nature by Act of Parliament, hut we can in
Queensland cease from doing evil that good may
come, and we can purge ourselves, as I hope
we shall do to-day, of the injustice, the cruelty,
and the wrong of that Contagious Diseases Act,
which unhappily became law sixteen years ago
in this colony. What I do to-day I do with very
great distress to my own mind—it is more dis-
tressing to me thsn anything I have ever had
to do before—and I hardly know whether
I should not be overwhelmed with the subject.
T feel greatly obliged to hon. members for having
been so good as to listen to me upon such a
painful question. I bring forward this motion
with the approval, I feel sure, of the majority
of our fellow-colonists, and in the name of the
great majority of the people of this colony of
Queensland, in the name of the united churches
of this great land, in the name of the fathers
and wnothers of our sons and daughters, in the
name of girls who love their brothers, and in the
name of all who love their country, I ask hon.
members of this House to assist me in my feeble
effort in passing this resolution, and saying
thereby that the Contagious Diseases Act shall
be repealed.

The PREMIER said : Mr, Speaker,—1 am
sure it must have been impossible to listen to the
hon. gentlenian who has just sat down without
feeling that he was thoroughly and sincerely in
earnest in the matter which he has taken in
hand. He bas presented the matter to the
House very ably indeed from the point of view
which he takes up, and it is with very great
regret that I feel myself unable to agree with
him in the conclusions that he has arrived at.
There is no doubt that this is a very unpleasant
subject; but the fact that it is unpleasant is no
reason why we should not address ourselves
to it, and we must address ourselves to it
as it veally is. I do not propose to follow the
hon, gentleman at length in the arguments he
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used ; but T shall advert to a few of them as
briefly as T can to bring before the House the
position in which the matter stands, according
to the information I have been able to obtain.
I am speaking for myself alone. I do not know
what the views of my colleagues in the Govern-
ment are on the matter, except one or two of
them ; but I shall give the House the opinions
I have been forced to by the researches [
have made into the subject, and by the
information I have been able to acquire. I
do not profess to know all about it. There
is probably no subject upon which the best
authorities are more divided in opinion., I
scarcely like to use the expression ‘‘sentiment”
in the matter ; but yet it must be admitted that
there must be a great deal of what is called
‘“sentiment ” in the arguments that are used in
opposition to the system we have adopted in this
colony. There are a great many arguments
against any such proceedings as are adopted

from one point of view; but, as in all
other matters of legislation, we thave, in
dealing with difficult subjects, to look at

them from all points of view and see upon
which side the arguments preponderate, unless
any particular course is morally wrong. I am
unable to see that there is anything morally
wrong in the system we have in this colony. Iam
perfectly aware that the system which has been in
force in Paris for nearly a century is as bad as any
system can possibly be; and I do not wonder
that the municipality of Paris, whick: is charged
with the maintenance of the public order and
the protection of the public morals, should have
determined to suppress it., I am not going to
weary the House with a description of that
system as it was; but no one can read any
truthful narrative of it, as carried out by the
Police des Meurs—moral police, as they are
called—without seeing that it was an iniquity
and a scandal to any country. But that is not
the matter we have to deal with here; we have
to deal with an entirely different question. The
administmation of that police was placed in the
hands of the lowest type of men, whose aim was
to crowd as many women as they could into the
brothels. That was avowed. If it was reported
that the number was diminishing, it was said
that it must be owing to the want of zeal on the
part of the police ; and things had arrived at such
a pitch at last, that virtuous women could not be
in the streets alone after dark without being in
danger of being dragged to one of the lock
hospitals in Paris. That is the state of things
which had been brought about, and the whole
world rebelled against it, as it was known that
the abuses were enormous. I am free to admit
that, according to the best statistics available,
so far as can be ascertained, a very large pro-
portion of venereal diseases came from the women
who were subjected to that abominable treatment,
No wonder'; read the circumstances and the
effects of the kind of treatment they were sub-
jected to. I will not state all about it, because
I do not think it would be desirable that it
should appear in the public Press. I have,
during the last few days, taken considerable
trouble to make myself more acquainted than I
was before, with the history of this matter in
Paris, and I only wonder that men ever escaped
from these houses uninfected. But that is not
the question we have to deal with., The hon.
gentleman was in error when he said that only
1,000 out of 30,000 women were subjected to the
law. The statistics I have in this book are
by M. Guyot, who has been the most prominent
member of the Parisian Municipal Council in
this matter——

Mr, JORDAN : I said 3,600 out of 36,000
women. :
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The PREMIER : If the hon. gentleman went
by M. Guyot’s book, the estimated number was
only guesswork. The number not registered is
unknown ; and a comparison between a known
quantity and an unknown quantity can never
be very accurate. It is impossible to base any
argument upon statistics when one element of
comparison is an unknown quantity. 1 cannot
attach much importance to that. I say we
have not to deal with the abominable system
that existed in Paris; we have a different
system in this colony, and I will say a few
words as to why that system was introduced ;
and why the circumstances of this colony, more
than any other of the Australian colonies and
certainly more than in England, except in one or
two instances, are in favour of the adoption of a
system analogous to that which was adopted
in the Act of 1868. T assume that hon. mem-
bers know the nature of the disease that is in
question—a disease that is infinitely worse
than smallpox, or cholera, or typhoid, and
those other diseases that we are accustomed
to look upon with such horror. They are
nothing as compared with this scourge, and
it is a scourge by which the sins of the fathers
are visited upon the children even to the
third and fourth generation. It isa scourge which
punishes not only the man who is guilty of the
sin, but it is visited upon the innocent wife and
children and grandchildren. Do hon. gentlemen
kuow that there are some countries in the world
where every man and every woman is infected
with the disease ? That isa fact. I will not
trouble the House by reading it. I have known
instances of cases where men have sinned and
acquired that terrvible diseasein their youth, and,
believing themselves cured, have married, and
made what mighthave been » happy house a house
of misery, and have blighted the lives of their
wives and innocent children. Suchare no isolated
cases, but things which are well known ; and from
which we can estimate what is the nature of the
evil wehave to deal with. But how is the disease
mostly propagated? We find it is mostly propa-
gated by women who are engaged in an unlaw-
ful occupation —unlawful, though not for-
bidden by any positive law, They are, by
the nature of their calling, most likely to
be infected. What is the consequence? Why,
that men who are infected will certainly infect
others. Their own constitutions will, in all
probability, be entirely ruined, But the sin is
not visited upon themselvesonly, If it were, some
men might say, ¢ Let him take the consequences
of his sin.” But that is not the rule which
we adopt. We do not allow a man to sin
at pleasure, and take the consequences upon
himself, in any matter affecting public health.
Let it be understood that this is a disease as
much as any other disease — as cholera, or
typhus, or smallpox ; and as we will not allow
any person, if we know it, deliberately %o
infect another with smallpox or typhoid, or
cholera, why should we allow a woman to infect
another human being with a more deadly disease
than any of them ? I say that iz a very strong argu-
ment ; why should we allow it if we can avoid it?
The question then comes—how are we to prevent
it? Of course we cannot stamp the disease out ;
but if we find a number of persons engaged in an
unlawful occupation, which is likely to have the
effect of spreading this disease, has the State not
a right to say, *“ We cannot stop the practice of
your unlawful occupation; but so long as
you continue to practise it we will take
care that you do not effect the ruin of the
people of this colony”? Thatis how the question
strikes me. T.et me just say how this Act
came into operation. DBrishane is the metro-
polis, though it was a very small metropolis
at that time, Tt is a place of resort for people
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from all parts of the colony who remain & short
time in it, and then scatter throughout the colony
—some of them getting far beyond the reach of
medical aid. Who are the people most likely to
contract this disease? Why, those men who
come here to this centre of population, acquire
the disease, and then distribute themselves
in the interior beyond the reach of medical
aid! Those are the individual sources of
contagion; and they are not imaginary cases,
Do not we know that almost the entire
aboriginal population of the colony has been
destroyed by this disease? Do not we know
that in many of the islands in the South Seas
the same result has been brought about, and that,
to a very large extent, the original inhabitants
are being destroyed by this disease more than
anything else? Wefind, then, this scourge in our
midst. We find a certain number of persons en-
gaged in the occupation of disseminating it. Are
we justified in trying to stop it? Just before the
Act was passed in Queensland, some terrible
cases occurred in Brisbane; and it was such
cases from which the innocent suffer. I re-
member hearing of nne case of a gentleman from
England who wouldhave been an ornamenttothe
colony, who sinned in the same way as many
others have done ; and he died, I believe, within
ten days. There were other cases about the
game time, Can anyone wonder, therefore, that
a feeling of horror was excited, and that it was
determined that some steps should he taken in
the matter? Just before the experiment was
made in this colony, an Act was passed for the
garrison towns in Kngland, which differed from
the Act here in many respects, and which has
been in operation for a considerable time. I do
not profess to know the effect the law has had
. there; but it is notorious that in Queensland
the Act has had the effect of rendering the
disease extremely rare compared to what it is
in other places. 1 think there is no doubt of
that ; I can, of course, only rely on the informa-
tion I have. That information I have from Dr.
Hobbs, who has been in charge of the Act for
many years, and who says that in many respects
it would lead to deplorable consequences if it
were repealed. That, of course, is an individual
opinion. I again point out that if it were
repealed there would be danger of infection
spreading all over the colony by men out of the
reach of medical aid. And as to such men, I
say it would be better if they died rather
than go about the country with the disease in
their system. I say that deliberately. It would
be better for the health of the community and
for the welfare of coming generations that a man
infected with the disease should die rather than
go about with it in his system, and perhaps dis-
tribute it to his wife and children. Hon. mem-
bers,who know the terrible nature of the disease,
will, no doubt, give credit to those who are pre-
pared to take stringent measures to prevent its
spread, for being just as much in earnest in
their convictions of what is right as those who
differ from them. Before passing from Brisbane
I will state what is the present condition heve,
The return I have is up to the 9th November,
and it shows that at the present time there are
100 women on the list. During the year there
have been as many as 13G; but in that time
36 have been removed from it, and are
there no longer. That is a very large proportion
to have been removed in such a short time.
During the same period 163 persons have been
sent to the lock hospital. Now, I will not
trouble the House with saying anything about
Paris, which is not the only city on the
Continent where the question has received a
good deal of consideration, though T could give
the information if it were desirable; but it is
said by some persons that even if the effect of
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the Acts in England and here were to stamp
the disease out altogether, they are morally
wrong ; and then reversing that argument
they say that even supposing the Acts could
be justified they are not elfective. That of
course is a matter for medical statistics.
The hon. member stated that the Acts in
England had only had the effect of reducing
the list to the extent of 1 in 1,500, 1
shall read the figures presently as given by
Lord Hartington, and the Chairman of the Select
Committee of the House of Commons, and by
another member, Mr. Osborne Morgan, who
represented the Government on that committee,
I do not profess to be able to say whether they
are right ; but I do not suppose that incorrect
statistics would be laid before the committee. 1
say, however, from the statistics of the Act
here, that the effect of 163 persons having
been in the lock hospital during the last
twelve months must have been to prevent the
spread of contagion. There were 163 centres of
contagion removed from the power of doing
mischief. And I say that no arguments or
statistics in the world can prove that the re-
sult of those 163 persons being admitted into
the hospital has not been to diminish the
spread of contagion. I will just refer to some of
the speeches made on Mr, Stansfeld’s motion,
and to what was said by Mr. Osborne Morgan,
who, as I stated, was the representative of the
Government on that committee. I may say that
the committee’s report, by a majority of ten to
six, recommended that the operation of the Acts
should be continued. I will now quote from the
Shield, which the hon. member (Mr, Jordan) has
been kind enough to lend me. Mr. Morgan
said :—

“I have got the figures for 1880 here.

tectly appalling.”
Of course, hon. members will understand that
in England the Acts are only in force in the
garrison towns, and are only applied to some of
them. The towns in which they are applied are
called ““subjected districts,” and those in which
they are not applied the ‘ unsubjected dis-
tricts” :—

“Iwill give Aldershot, which is a subjected dis-
trict. The admissions to the hospital there were
71 per 1.000. Surely that is large enough. But
in Londou, an unsubjected district, there were
235 wmen per 1,000 absolutely taken into the
hospital for one alone of these diseases. In Man-
chester, 232 per 1,000 were so taken in; in Dublin,
210 ; and in Belfast actually 273 per 1,000 were admitted
into the hospital. The tfigures are actually appalling.
Now, let me give the figures of 1881. In London, 219
per 1,000 were admitted to the hospital suffering from
venereal discase ; in Belfast, 279 per 1,000 were admitted :
in Manchester, 228 per 1,000 ; and in Dublin, 209 per
1,000. Taking 50,000 men as the garrison of the suhb-
jected districts, yon would have, if these Acts were re-
pealed, a loss of 400 men from the strength of the Army,
out of 50,000 men, on agiven day, 400 would be actually
ineapacitated and in the hospital.”

400 men in one day, and they would not be the
same 400 men every day, of course—

“ And so if you abolish these Acts you strike off 400
men trom the effective strength of the forces. In the
appendix of the evidence of 1831, there is printed a
letter from the commander of the 80th Regiment at
Dublin, which made a great imapression. It is on page
471, and it says, ‘ There have been the enormous number
of 166G admissions to hospital of men suffering from
primary syphilis, and the admissions from gonorrhees
amount to 118, making a total of 234, ‘Thus durmy the
period of ten months eonsiderably over 43 per cent.
of the unmarried portion of my regiment have bheen
incapacitated from duty. And Isubmit for the sake of
economy. if not for the benetit of the soldiers, some
steps shounld be taken to wipe out this easily prevent-
abls hut terrible scourge.”

Now I will read some further statistics, or rather
quote from the Marquis of Hartington’s speech
on page 132 :—

“The latest statistics which the committee had under
their consideration were the statistics of 1873; hut the

They are per-
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statisties of 1881 are now availuhle, and the latter show
that the saving of efliciency to the army has gone on
brogressively inereasing since the report of the com-
witter, and that in 180 it amounted. 1ot to 5} per 1,000,
]out to 6% per L.000, and in 1481 to 8 per 1.000; so that,
in that case, with an average strength of 50,000 men, the
saving would be in 1889 a saving of men, and in 1881
of 400 men. But I ao not wut all wdinic on behalf of
the army that the saving of efliciency is represented
by these figures. Those caleulations take into
account only a number of men actually in hospital
and suffering from the effects of those disenses. I will
not say that every onc bears with him either temvorarily
or permanently the results of this disease; but there
no doubt that a very large muuher of thew, after a very
considershble time. permanently and for lite, render
themsalves less efficient soliliers and sailors and useful
members of society. It isimp ble froin statisties 1o
ascertain what is the actual loss, what is the actual
effect 1w the service. from this consideration. The same
idea of it muy bhe obtained trom the latest statistics
that had beew laid on the table of the Ilouse =«

1880-1. In the protected stations, on an aggreg
streugth of 39,500 the adinissions for primary sy philis

were 2,920, or a ratio of adwissions of 71 per 1,000
In all the unprotected stations, with a strength of
35,000 men, there were 5,673 adinissions, ora ratio of 126
per 1,000, If the ratio of adinissions had been the same
in the protected as in the uwnprotected, the nuraber of
admissions in the protected distriets would have heen,
not 2,520, but 4,920, or an increase of 2.000. I say that
this part of the subject cunuot be accurately arrived
at by statistics because it iz hnpossible to see how
much the largrr proportion of those numbers ave per-
manentiy affected. The medical evidence can leave
no doubt upon the mind of any impartial person
that a very large number are rendered ineflicient
for a proportion, and probably for the remainder
of tueir lives. Well. the right hon. gentieman
said that these Acts were ouly passed with a view of
achieving great results.  Whether the expectations that
were formed by those who originally passed these Acts
had Dbeen disuppointed or not-—very probably they
have—I think it is possible that so long as tieir opera-
tion is confined to « few stations it can be limited. 1
entirely deny that this House iz bound to uhandon those
siniply because they have not attained great results.
1t is sufficient for us that they lave attained an
adeyuatevesidt. They have obtained anaterial incerease
in the health of the Ariny and Navy and in the gencral
population, and th results have boen obtained, 1
helieva. without any interference whatever with the
wmorality of the people. On the contrary, I believe they
have been obtained with vesulls most favourable to
morality.”
L will refer now to the statistics given by Mr.
O’Shaughnessy, who was chairman of the com-
mittee, and drew up the report. Of course, as
has been pointed out, you cannot get all the
circumstances from statistics, because men are
constantly going in and coming out of garrison :—
¢ Taking six years antecedent to the introduction of
the Aects. we find in the subjected stations prinary
disease at the rate of 117 per 1,000, We find that in
the unsubjected statious for the same time they stood
at 103. But when we take the six yearsa'ter the intro-
duetion of the Acts, we find the 1197 of the subjected
stations had fallen to 634 and the 103 of the
unsubjected was only reducedl to 936 That is
to say, that there was a fall of 9 per cent. in
the unsubjected, and a fall of 40 per cent. in
tlie subjected distriets; and if you attribute tle
tall of 9 per ecent. to nutural causes, it leaves a diminn-
tion of 31 per cent. in favour of the operation of the
Acts in this particular kind of disease. We did the
same from the years 1560 to 1863, and the subjeeted
period of from 1870 to 1873. The same system of caleu-
lation was adopted ; there was a balance of 34 per ceut.
as the net gain of the Acts in these three years: and
remember that 34 is sufliciently near 31 per cent. in the
other years to show that this is 1 0 accident.”

Of course, the numbers are always fluctuating as
in other diseases.

‘“ After the passing of the Act there was a natural
fluctuation upwards, becaunse the disease went up.
There was a rise after the passing of the Act of 1569.
In the unsubjected districts primury disiases had then
risen from 8% to 106, while in the subjected districts
they had fallen. Then in 1869 thiere was a general
downward fuctuation, and the result was thav in
1871 the unsubjected stations had fallen to 81,
bul the subjected stations had fallen far more—
to 51. Then in 1872 everything fell considerably.
Then in 1877 the unsubjected stations were 68, and
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the other 35: and then the next year there came out
the reserves which disturbed the caleulations.  That
rear raised the wsubjeeted from 88 to 73, and it only
cd the subjected froin 35 to 4, Now. as to the con-
stitutional forn of diseass and taking the same com-
parison of years, and thereby testing what the Acts had
done usdistinguished from natural causes, ] find thatthere
is« dimination in favour of the Acts of 29 pev cent, in
the subjected stations. Then, in the periods hetween
1590 and 1363, and between 1870 and 1873, the ratio per
thousand of adinission for secondary syphilis in unsub-
jected stations was in the former period 30°5; in the
latter 27°5. showing » reduction of 10 per cent. In the
subjected districts the corresponding ratios were 40 and
203 per thousund—a diminution of 49 per cent; from
whiely, if the nuatural reduction of 10 per cent. in the
unsubjected he subtmcted, there remains in favour
of the Acts a diminution of 39 per cent. But the right
hon. gentleman says that thers were discrepancies
between the returns on which our evidence as to the
stations are founded. This is rather a complicated
subject, but I will endeavour to deal with it as plainly
as I can.”
There is a difficulty arising in this way: The
soldiers are constantly fluctuating, and some are
constantly coming in and others going out. The
question 1s whether the soldiers coming in
increase or diminish the prevalence of this disease.
Mr. (’Shaughnessy went into that and pointed
out circinstances which I donot care to go intoin
detail, but it may be said briefly that there are two
forms of the disease—secondary and primary.
Secondary disease shows itself on the average
once to every three timesthat the primary disease
shows itself. That is what is found in the un-
subjected districts. It was found in the sub-
jected distriets that secondary disease was in
the proportion of two to three as compared with
the primary disease. That shows there must be
a nuwber of persons already infected who come
in and increase the number in the subjected
distriets beyond what it would otherwise be.
So that with regard to the diminution, instead
of it being 30 or 40 or 50 per cent., it is probably
double that ; or, rather, the reduction, instead of
being 30 per cent., is probably 60 per cent. I
take these statistics in good faith, of course, for L
have not had an opportunity of verifying them,
but they are stated by the members of the com-
mittee. 1 say that if you diminish the number
of sources of contagion you must necessarily
diminish the extent of the contagion, and I think
that is a very strong argument. I want to refer
now briefly to one or two other argnments that
have heen advanced by the hon. member. It is
said this system is brutalising, but I confess I
cannot attach much weight to that. The occupa-
tion is o brutalising one, and I do not think the
inspection can make those who engage in it any
more brutal, It is inherent in the nature of the
thing., The disease is specially dangerous, and it
is desirable to stop its spread as much as, or more
than, that of any other disease known to the
human race. If persons deliberately make a
business of spreading that disease, I do not
think it is too much to say that they ought
to submit to the consequences. I am unable
to concur in the conclusion that the system
is any more brutalising than the occupation
itself. The great argument against the system,
and the one which has most impressed me,
was that it might tend to prevent reformation.
If it did that, I should be disposed to let that
circumstance weigh very heavily against all the
advantages of the system. DBut how is the
statement borne out? I quote again from the
evidence before the select committee, as quoted
by Mr. Osborne Morgan. He says (page 121} :—
“There were innnmerable cases cited from Devonport
and Portsionth, and the annual report clearly shows an
enormous decrense iu juvenile prostitution, I shounld
like to say one word about the innmmerable cases of
reclamation of young girls under the Acts. Miss Webb
showed a letter written by the benevolent wife of
Archdeacon Grank, saying that the Aects had a benefietal
effecet on the inmates of the hospital, Cases after cases
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hnve been brought before us who would never have
had an opportunity of getting out of this course of life
but for these Acts. Is it possible that these Acts should
have the imnmoral results that their opponents say they
have, if men like Mr. Grant and Mr, Russell, who have
lived and had experience all these yvears, bear unequivo-
cal testimony of their good effects? Anid that is veally
the opinion of the majority, and the almost unanimous
opinion of those who liave had experience of their
operation in the subjected distriets.”

One statement like that from a person who has
been engaged in the work of reformation, counts
fora great deal more than any general declama-
tion as to the probable consequences of the Act.
It is said, sir, that innocent wonien have heen
seized and subjected to examination ; but I have
never heard of such a case in thiscolony. Allthe
cases that have come under my notice turned out
on inquiry to he cases where there was very good
ground indeed for suspicion. I have never heard
of any case where injustice has been done; and
what does Mr. Osborne Morgan say ? That has
been one of the standard arguments in Fngland
for years. Because, in France, such things have
been done, it was maintained that the same thing
was done in England under an entirely different
system. Mr. Osborne Morgan says :—

“If you can show that in a single case a virtuons
womarn, or a guasi virtiows woman, had been molested
under these Acts, the case wounld be perfectly different;
but I told the right hon. gentleman that, if I came to
one authentic case of any respectable woman who had
been molested under the Act, I should be only too glad
to inquire into it. There were some cock-and-hull
stories. and they were nothing else. There was but one
which a lawyer would adinit, and it was the only casé
that I could find., One witness. Mr. Wheeler, said there
were hundreds of cases in which terrified and innocent
girls had submitted to these Acts, and I asked him for
une case, and he mentioned the case of Caroline
Wyhbrow. and in that case we did think the policeman
had exceeded hig duty.”

That is what it all comesx to. They point out
one case in which a policeman exeeeded his duty.
I forget the circumstances of the case: but I
know I have read them. That is the only case
in point in connection with the operation of the
Act in Fngland. Now, I say we have to deal
with this matter from a practical point of view.
‘We found = virulent scourge in our midst being
spread all over the colony, ruining the con-
stitutions of many men, and destroying the
aboriginal population ; we adopted a certain
system, and as far as we can ascertain,
the result has been that the disease, though
not entirely stamped out, has very nearly been
stamped out. I may mention one circumstance in
connection with the men-of-war that called here
lately. I know that very great surprise was ex-
pressed by the medical officers of the men-of-war,
after they had been here a few days, at the
condition of the men. Instead of the usual
number of men being laid up, there were none
or scarcely any ; and that was noted with very
great surprise, because they were not aware
before that the Act was in operation in any of
the Australian colonies. To sum up: We have
an Act in operation which must have the
effect of saving the health of a very large number
of men in this colony—not only men now in
the colony, but also those who may come here,
and their children, No instance has yet been
adduced where that Aect has done any harm,
except the harm that can be pointed out on
general grounds. Tt is said that it is an infringe-
ment of the liberty of the subject. Of course it
is, and so is every law relating to the public
health; but we have for many years
adopted the principle that in matters of
public health the comfort of the individual
must yield to the gond of the public. 1 do
not think any exception can be claimed in
the case of a person engaged in an unlawful
occupation.  On these grounds T am unable to
gupport the hon, gentleman, T give him credit
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for the greatest sincerity, and I know that many
members in the House agree with him. I know
that in what I have said I am opposing the
opinions—and the very strongly cherished opinions
—of a great number of men, and a great number
of women too, in this colony, with whom I
generally have the good fortune to agree;
but I considered it my duty to express
my opinion on the subject, and if I have
had the wmisfortune to irritate them I can-
not help it. 1 could not shirk the responsi-
bility of saying what I consider to be the true
view of the matter, I shall vote against the
regolution, which, if carried, would, I am sure,
not tend to the physical health of the people
orin any degree to the improvement of their
morals.

Mr. MACFARLANE said: Mr. Speaker,—
For many years past I have felt very strongly on
the subject of the Contagious Diseases Act. 1
may say that what caused me first of all to feel
an abhorrence towards the system was a circum-
stance that occurred in a house adjoining the one
T lived in thirteen years ago in the old country.
There was a young woman there who was always
supposed to be beautiful, virtuous, and possessed
of all the moral qualities that would attach her
to the opposite sex, and she was very retiring in
her disposition. One day she did not appear at
her usual place of employment—at a warehouse.
Her brother could not understand what had be-
come of her, and after two days’ search he found
her in a brothel. Everyone was horrified, for the
supposed virtue of the girl was revered by all
who knew her. Her brother begged her to leave
that house, but she refused ; and three months
after she died of disease in the same house.
Now, sir, that was the first thing to draw my
attention to this obnoxious system ; and from
that time to this I have always felt that it is
a disgrace to any community to sanction
a law compelling the examination of wonien.
The motion this afternoon simply disapproves
of the compulsory examination of women. The
Premier, in his reply to the hon. member for
South Brisbane, made some remarks to the effect
that, while he would not like to call it sentiment,
yet there was a great deal of sentiment among
those who opposed this Act. T ask hon. members,
is it sentiment to see the daughters of our work-
ing classes torn away from their homes to fill
brothels, and to be forced to undergo examina-
tions to keep them in a fit state for the gratifi-
cation of those in the higher ranks of society?
Who are the girls who are prostitutes? They
are not the daughters of our middle classes, or of
our higher classes ; they are the danghters of the
working men of the colony. Is not the virtue
of those girls as precious in the eyes of their
fathers and mothers, as is the virtue of the
daughters of the middle and higher classes in
the eyes of theirs? If that be so, should we not
deal out common justice to all classes of society ?
The Premier says this is a terrible evil—and
there I agree with him—and that we should do
all we can to stop 15, What T object to is that
he is not doing all he can to stop it. And the
Contagious Diseases Act, as it at present stands,
will never stop it. I wish the Premier to listen
to what I say, and 1 say distinctly that we shall
never stop this evil until we deal out equal justice
to the men as well as to the women. There must
be at least ten or twenty male sinners for every
prostitute that exists. That is a known fact, and
I hope those who intend to speak in favour of
the Act will bear it in mind. If we want to
stop this dire disease, why do we not attack the
men as well as the women? The Premier says
that men coming from the country to a place
like Brisbane would get this fell disease; but
have not those men the power of communicating
it as well as the females? Tt is supposed they
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have more power, and yet they are not dealt
with, A man may steal away the virtue of the
daughters of our working classes, and there is
no redress whatever., He may give them that
fell disease, and there is no law to get hold of
him. How can you stop a disease when you
only attack one-tenth or one-twentieth part of
it? Itis impossible. The figures quoted by the
Premier, in opposition to the figures quoted by the
hon, member for South Brisbane, do not go tothe
heartof the question. Figureswillneversettle this
question. Those in favour of the Act have figures
to show that it is beneficial, while those opposed
to the Act have figures to show that it is doing
no good. Therefore, I say, figures will not settle
the thing. It is a matter of opinion — of
morality ; and looking at the system in the
light T do, I say it is a wrong, a disgrace, an
outrage perpetrated upon women., This subject
has been smouldering a long time in the breasts
of the men and women of Queensland, and all
the members of Parliament united will not stop
the discussion of it—will not arrest the feeling
against the Act when we see the women of the
colony rise in their womanhood and denounce it
as something disgraceful to their sex and to the
men who keep up the systemn. I have no hesita-
tion in saying that if the present House were
asked to pass such a law it would be scouted and
branded as it ought to be, as something terrible—
something wrongful to the sex whom I hope we
all love and revere and respect. I ask hon. gen-
tlemen to imagine that these young women of thir-
teen, or eighteen, or twenty years, are their own
daughters, and what would they say ? But the
surroundings of the daughters of members of
Parliament are all in favour of virtue. Itis not
s0 with the daughters of the working classes.
They are obliged to go out and perform those
menial duties which are to get them a living.
They take situations in public-houses, which the
very worst of men frequent, often for the very
purpose of seducing those girls. Should we not
rather protect those females by passing a law to
prevent their taking positions in public-houses ?
That would be one means of lessening this evil.
The fact that this Act is partial, punishing the
female and sparing the male, is a strong argument
in favour of its being expunged from the Statute-
book of the colony. Is there not something
cruel in forcing a young girl to undergo an
examination repulsive to all the finer feelings of
a virtuous girl? Hon. members may say that
virtuous girls are not submitted to it ; but there
are many instances on record where girls who
were virtuous have been compelled to undergo
it, and whose feelings were so outraged by it that
they have thrown themselves upon the pavement
and dashed themselves into eternity. We have
many instances of girls drowning themselves
after having been compelled to undergo this
degrading operation. It isso unjust, so cruel—
so terribly cruel—because a girl hasto register her
shame, proclaim herself a prostitute, and undergo
an examination which must be repulsive to the
finer feelings of anyone who hasany feelings at all.
Hon. members may say we are dealing with a
necessary evil. If so, it is an evil that has
ruined many nations, beginning with Sodom
and Gomorrah, and going on to Rome and
others sunk to the very lowest depths through
this terrible vice. Kven if we could prove that
the compulsory examination of women lessens
the amount of evil, I say we have no right
to do it. We have no right to ‘““do evil that
good may come.” That is a law propounded by a
higher authority than this Legislative Assembly.
Who will stand up in this House and say it is
not an evil, an injustice, and a cruel wrong to the
softer sex 7 1 hope that those who maintain that
this law should be kept in force will, before they
give their votes, seriously consider the evil they
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are doing. There is one thing that gives me
great comfort, although at the same time [ feel
great shame for it, and thatis, that the only colony
wheresuchalaw isin forceis Queensland—acolony
called after our honoured Queen—a name, alas!
now identified with a land where the female sex
is defamed, and women are lowered in the sight
of all the nations of the earth. I hope that
this colony will not longer continue to be
branded as the only colony that has this
Act in force. The Premier, in replying to the
hon. member for South Brisbane, said something
about 100 women being registered in Brisbane,
and that at one time during the same year 130
had been registered.

The PREMIKER : The total number on the
list during the year.

Mr. MACFARLANE : The hon. gentleman
said something about 136 being reduced to 100.

The PREMIER : I did not say that 136 were
on the register at the same time.

Mr. MACFARLANE: We cannot suppose
for a moment that that is all the prostitution in
thecolony. The very fact that the number has
been reduced from 136 to 100 is no proof at all
that the Act was working well, or that the
disease had been reduced, or that the women
had been decreased in numbers. It is well
known that these girls have an abhorrence to
this examination. And what do they do? Why,
they fly from: Brisbane to the outskirts of the
city. They go to country places that are not
well looked after by the police, and consequently
escape and are not registered. I think the hon.
member for South Brisbane said something to
the effect that this Act prevents reformation by
hardening the persons engaged in it. And the
Premier said something to the effect that it had
not that effect. I think it stands to reason,
and to human nature, that if one is once
branded as a sinner of any kind it lowers
him in his own estimation and in the esti-
mation of others. And being once branded
as a prostitute, it is worse for a woman
to reform. We know when once a woman
gives way to any sin, it is far more difficult for
her to reform than a man. LEverybody ad-
mits that, and therefore we say that the Act
as carried out at present does not tend togive
any chance to a woman who has fallen, to reform.
That is another reason why I am opposed to
this Act. But some hon. members will re-
member that I called for some returns at the
beginning of this session in reference to this
particular Act. The question I asked was, in
what towns in this colony has the Act been in
force? The reply I got from the Premier was
that the provisions of the Act had been extended
to Brisbane, Maryborough, Rockhampton, Rock-
hampton North, Cooktown, the shire of Toowong,
and the divisions of Woollongabba, Ithaca, and
Booroodabin. I have taken the trouble to look
up the Estimates in reference to the towns
in which this Act was in force in the colony,
and what do I find? I find it is a very ex-
pensive affair after all, and that in the towns
that are registered under this Act there is con-
siderably more money pald away for medical
officers than in the towns where this Act is not
in force, Let me quote one or two of them.
In Brisbane, there 1s paid to medical officers
£500; in Cooktown, last year, £150, increased
this year to £200; Maryborough, £200; Rock-
hampton, £400. These are the largest towns
where the Act is in force. Iiet me mention
one or two towns where the Act is not in
force: Bowen, for medical officers, only £80;
Charters Towers—a mining district where one
might think, with so many single men living
by themselves, the Act should be put in
force—£50 ; Herberton, £50—another mining
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town ; Toowoomba, £75 ; Ipswich, £70 ; Ravens-
wood, £50. Those towns, such as Toowoomba
and Ipswich, are larger towns than those in the
North, where £400 and £500 are spent on
maedical ofticers. So that the Act is not cheap
after all.  'We see then that in the towns where
this Act is not in force there is more morality,
more virtue, and less disease than in the towns
where the Act is in force. And we find that in
proportion to the extent of the town and the
amount of money paid to the medical officers in
the same proportion does the disease extend.
That shows clearly to my mind that the medical
faculty is against morality. I do not care a fig
for medical men telling us that it would be a
serious thing if this Act were abolished. It
would be one of the finest things for the colony
if it were abolished. Virtue would then have a
chance to increase. The fact is that in those
towns where the Act is not in force there is
scarcely any prostitution. There is not a single
public prostitute in Ipswich, so far as Tknow. I
cannot speak for the other towns. Tt may be
said that that is not an argument: that women
may go “on the square.” But T say, if you give
a sanction to a law like this for examination
and registration, you are simply continuing the
evil, increasing it, and doing damage to the
morals and the physical stamina of the people.
The Premier, in reply to the hon. member for
South Brishane—and he did so very feelingly-—
appealed to this House very feelingly in reference
to this terrible evil. Tt is a terrible evil; and
I would say, with all the earnestness I can
use, that if we have any feeling at all we
will do what we can—if we cannot expunge
the Act—to deal out as equal justice to the
men as we deal out to the women. If this
were done then the Act would be abolished in a
year. No man would submit to it ; and what a
man would not submit to, we have no right to
make the opposite sex submit to. I hope what
has been said in the House to-day will bring the
subject before the people and let them see how
the matter is dealt with here.

Mr. BROOKES said: Mr. Speaker,—Gene-
rally—almost always—we talk in this House
about political matters, but on this occasion we
are dealing with a social question into which 1
do not well see how politics can intrude them-
selves. So that I hope hon. gentlemen on the
other side will not consider that I ought to have
given one of their number an opportunity to
speak before myself upon this question.  On
this question there are not two sides—in a
political sense. I may say that this is a question
which has received my amateur attention for the
last twenty or twenty-five years. My attention
was first called to it by reading the first article
on the subject that appeared in the Westminster
Review, and I haveread every article that has since
appeared on this question in that Reriew, and
from various other sources, throwing light upon
this subject, and I have come to certain con-
clusions ; and without professing to be any better
than my neighbours, I do claim that the con-
clusions I have come to are free from
any bias whatever. But this is what I
see in various parts of the world. Every
moderately well-informed person has long
known a great deal of what the Premier said
about French prostitution. We know perfectly
well that, medical grounds apart, the state of
affairs which had been brought about in Paris
by the ¢“ Police of Morals ” was such as could no
longer sustain itself, and which stank in the
nostrils of hoth good and bad men. But this
is what I gather from the history of nearly
100 years of Trench attempts to get rid of
this complaint—that these attempts are and
have been utter failures; ‘that, medically
speaking, the French attempts to stamp out
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venereal diseases have resulted in utter failure.
When T read that I was very much struck with
it ; because if any city has got its very hest men
to do their best to stamp out this disease, that
city is Paris, and yet the testimony is con-
clusive—it comesin from all sides ; it is admitted
by those who have been in the Government pay,
as well as by private practitioners, that the vene-
real disease was not cured, or stamped out, or
anything like it, in Paris. I take this medical
aspect of the question, first, not because I
think it goes first, but because the principal
burden of what the Premier said was from the
medical aspect of the question. The Premier,
however, did not say a single word that
moderately well-informed persons did not know
hefore about the virulence of the disease. It is
the king of diseases. There was an article
in the Westminster Review which dealt in a
thorough manner with that part of the question ;
and anyone reading that article, or any other
works on the subject, must know that smallpox,
measles, and scarlatina are as nothing compared
with syphilis when we consider the question of
eradicating the disease. That is admitted by all
the doctors who have treated this disease. It
never is stamped out ; and medical testimony is
concurrent on this point—that the compulsory
examination of women is & mere deception, and
that it does not cure the women. Why,
I need go no further than this: syphilis is a
disease in the blood. Gonorrheea, gleet, and
those diseases can be cured; but syphilis will
lie in the blood hidden and undetected for years
and years. What, therefore, is the use of
monthly examinations? No use at all if the
disease is syphilis. People certainly can be cured
of gonorrheea and gleet, but they cannot be
cured of syphilis; and for medieal men to pass
women out as clean if they have come in suffer-
ing from syphilis—they know themselves is a
mere fraud upon the public. Now let us see
what is the medical opinion in KEngland—and I
shall beat some pains on this point, though I trustT
shall not be tedious ; because T am speaking on
a question of the first social importance, and I
am extremely anxious that Henserd, which is
the sole medium of communication between this
House and the whole of the colony, should con-
tain the report of a full and intelligent debate
on this subject. I only know of one medical
man in Brisbane who is in favour of the repeal
of these Contagious Diseases Acts; all the other
doctors are of opinion that they prevent disease.
I am not going to asperse the medical
faculty ; but I remember what a very shrewd
man once said — that whenever you find three
doctors together one of them will be a sceptic.
The views of doctors on medicine are something
like the views of lawyers onlaw. We need not
expect any reform in law to come from the
lawyers. :

The PREMIER: All the reforms do come
from the lawyers, though.

Mr. BROOKES: And we need never expect
any reform in medicine to come from the doctors.
This is what I mean: The medical man is
so strictly confined to his own profession and
the healing art, that he loses sight of everything
else; and s0 it comes to pass that in the opinion
of the majority of medical men the morality of a
city comes second—the ethical right or wrong on
the subject does not occupy a place in his mind.
Now what is the medical opinion of England?
The Medical Times and Gazette, of September
22nd, 1869, says —

“ There is nothing which would tend nore to deprive
medicine of the rank of a respectable ealling thun the
fact that practitioners should be found willing to lend
themselves to the dirty work of examining prostitutes
in order to enablethem to carry on their trade. If the




1534,

Contagious Diseases Aet.

heads of the profession or the colleges ever desire an
opportunity of protecting their mewmbers fromn degrada-
tion, here is one.”

The New York Medical Record says i—

‘ \_Ve assert again that the regulation system, as now
applied to ordinary communities. fails to prevent the
extenston of disease, [t is, indeed, absurd to suppose
that semi-monthly examinations of one-eighth, or more
properly one-sixteentl, of those liable to communicate
infection, can attain any udequate results. The fact of
sanitary failure is so thoroughly established, that one of
two grounds only can be taken in regard to the matter.
We must either give up the idea ot regulation entirely,
or we must seek some new and more eflicient inethod
than that now in practice. We have so far failed to
learn of any practicable substitute for the present
methods.”’

Now, here 1s a protest —the protest of 800 medical
nren :—

- }n 1471, 800 physicians and suvgeons signed the fol-
Jowing protest:—° We, the wndersigned physicians. sir-
geons, and general practitioners of medicine in the
United Kingdom, after due cousideration, herehy record
nursolemn protest, on religious, inoral. social. aud sanitary
grounds, protestugainst the application of the Contagions
Diseases Acts to the women of this country. We con-
sider the measure fraught with a large amount of mis-
chief, and calculated to do no good.”

And here is the testimony of another large
number of medical men :—

“Two hundred medical men in Birmingham, Not-
tingham, Dudley, and Scarborough, have testiied as
follows — We consider that such a harslh, unconstitu-
tionul, un-Luglish, and unjust measuve (as the Con-
tagious Diseases Act), is less to he defended on the
ground of expediency and necessity at the present
time than during any former period of our history.”

Then we have a protest from forty-five medical
men of Dublin—all eminent men. And I may
say that the late Holmes Coote, the eminent
surgeon of St. Bartholomew’s Hospital, and a
mewmber of the Royal Commission on the Acts,
declared that—

“The earnest men who met some vears ago to origi-
nate the movems«nt whiclh terminated in the pussing of
the Contagious Diseases Acts had little idest of the use
that would be made of their labours and advice. As one
of those who took an active part in all that transpired,
I loudly maintain that the idea of the compulsory
exainination of women, their enforced subjection to the
police, their exposure to the penalties of registration
and imprisonment, were views which would have heen
sconted by the gentlemen who met to deviss means of
giving shelter and protection to unfortunate females.”’

T should like to read the whole of the extracts,
but I do not wish to take up the time of the
House, so T will sum them up by saying this:
That the medical testimony on the continent of
Europe and Great Britain, and in America, is all
conclusive and to the effect that the Contagious
Diseases Acts do not touch the disease to the
extent of making it worth while to subject
women to the degradation of a compulsory
examination. But, sir, there is another view
which I consider should always be the first view
taken of asubject of thisnature, and I say thatitis
the view which should be taken by us as a
Legislature. 1 was bred and born and educated
in this belief, that what is indefensible on
moral grounds cannot be made right on medical
grounds

The PREMIER. : Hear, hear!

Mr. BROOKES: Or on political grounds, or
on financial grounds. The doctrine, the teach-
ing that we find in the Holy Scriptures covers
everything, absolutely everything ; and we read
in that book that * The ways of a harlot are the
ways to hell,” and that “ her steps incline down
to death,” etc., ete.  Hon. gentlemen will know
very well that I am quoting from the Book
of Proverbs, When T read such truths, and
when I find a Govermment sending out into
the streets of a Christian land, certificated
harlots guaranteed by State inspection, my bile
rises. uch women are a disgrace to the com-
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munity in which they walk about. What is
this doing but making fornication easy and safe ?
T submit that in any community it is the first duty
of men, both moral and imnoral—and they must
admit it if they will think a moment or two on
the subject—to do right, and no Legislature
should do anything to make fornication easy
and safe. The mover of this motion, in a speech
which was worthy of him and of the subject,
mentioned a fact that is perfectly well known,
namely, that prostitutesin Plymouth, Devonport,
and Chathatn call themselves ¢ Queen’s women,”
and that they consider that if they can produce
their certiticate they can produce everything which
anyone wishing to have carnal intercourse with a
woman would consider sufficient. T object tothe
Contagious Diseases Act on that ground to begin
with. T am not speaking of the medical aspect
of the question now, but T am discussing, to the
hest of my ability, what | consider the first
aground of objeetion, and that is that the Conta-
gious Diseases Act is a distinct contravention of
the laws of morals, nothing more and nothing
less ; and that being so there cannot be any
question that it is a disgrace to us. We know
that if we once get into a wrong path there
are thousands of by-paths also leading to
error, so do we find that Contagious Dis-
eases Acts are surrounded by a thousand other
inconveniences which result in an infringe-
ment of the liberty of the subject, as far
as women are concerned, When those Acts
were passed in England, or rather proposed to be
passed, T remember that noble woman, Harriet
Martineau, who was then a leading contributor
to the Daily News, writing several letters which
shook the country to its foundation, and which
she signed “ An Englishwoman.” When the Act
was passed by the House of Commons it was
passed after 12 o'clock at night, and those who
voted for it, or some of them, were known to be
debauchees and rakes. T can mention one
person whose name appears in the debate, who
was seen in London taking a girl of tender years
—a girl twelve or thirteen years of age—into
a brothel ; that was one of the men who
advocated the Act. What is the advocacy of
such men worth? And what has heen the
result of the measure they have advocated? The
attempt, I say, to save men from the con-
sequences of their sin by a Contagions Diseases
Act is an attempt which begins with failure and
ends with failure. I think that,in dealing with
this subject, we ought to have some respect for
the women of the colony. Everything we hear
and everything we read shows that the
opinion and influence of women are begin-
ning to be regarded in their right light. And
what have the women done with regard to
this Contagious Diseases Act? This colony
does not, 1 daresay, contain more than 250,000
people, and I do not think there are more than
50,000 adult women ; yet the petition presented
to this House is signed by 3,000. What does
that show? You cannot get the signatures of
women to a petition as easily as yon can get the
signatures of men. The petition shows that the
instincts of these women are against the Con-
tagious Diseases Act. I am one who attaches
immense importance to the instincts of women,
They are right in ninety-nine cases out of a
hundred ; and I must confess that my instincts
are also againstthe Act. If the Premier could
prove most conclusively that it would stamp
out contagious diseases, my instincts would not
let me consent to stamping them out in that
way, because it is the wrong way. I believe,
in short, that these Contagions Diseases Acts
are against the first principles of morality ; that
they are a positive premium to that which all
churches have agreed to call a deadly sin, and
the religious opinion of this colony will be the
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religious opinion of England. Just let me give
a list of ecclesiastical and religious bodies in
England and Scotland which have denounced
these Acts, some of them over and over
again.  There is the Kstablished Church of
England, represented by 1,500 dignitaries and
cleroymen 5 the Tree Church of Scotland,
Presbyterian, at their annual assembly ; the
United Preshyterian Synod of Scotland ;
the Presbyterian Church of Ireland in their
annual synod ; the Society of Friends; the Wes-
leyan Conference, Kngland (annually from 1870
t0 1881) ; the Wesleyan Confevence, Ireland ; the
United Methodist Conference, in their annual
assembly ; the Primitive Methodist Conference
for FEnglaud; the Methodist New :Connection
Conference ; the Congregational Union of Kng-
land and Wales, in their annual assembly in
London ; the Scotch Congregationalists, at their
annual conference ; the Congregational Churches
of North Wales ; the Baptist Union of Fngland
and Wales ; and the Bible Chriztian Conference.
These 1e]>1‘esent over 20,000 Christian congre-
ga.tmna . Great Dritain, of almost every
denomination, which have 1)1()'Gl‘bted against the
continuance of the Acts on the statute-books.
The Wesleyan (Esumenical Conference, repre-
senting the churches of that denomination over
the whole world, meeting in London in 1831, by
a unanimous vote expressed their disapproval of
the Acts. Cardinal Manning, the head of the
Roman Catholics in England, has written :—“ 1
am of opinion that every dictate of law and
morality requires the repeal of these Acts.”
Here, we have an overwhelming mass of
opinion against this law; and how, in the
face of that, am I to revard the opinions of
doctors who receive a pmltry salary for exami-
nations under the Contagious Diseases Act.
view them with a feeling akin to scorn: I do
not give them any weight at all, as their
opinions are counterbalanced by an overwhelm-
ing weight of medieal, religivus, and domestic
opinion. The petition that has been presented
to this House shows that; and everything goes to
show that unless we do things right we will
never prosper, Land Bills and loans notwith-
standing. With all my heart, I hope that the
House will pass this motion unanimously.

Mr. NORTON : The hon. gentleman who
introduced this motion this evening made
reference to two or three members of different
Houses of Parliament at the time the Contagious
Diseases Act was passed ; and, in speaking of
them, he included my name. On that account
I feel bound, even if I had been disposed to
allow the matter to go Dby in silence,
to say a few words, at any rate in ex-
planation of the course I intend to adopt
this evening. The hon. member spoke to me
about this matter some few days ago, and inti-
mated to me that he had undertaken to bring
the subject forward in the House. He asked
me to read up in conunection with the question,
but I am sorry to say I have not had the
opportunity of doing so as thoroughly as the
hon. gentleman would wish me to do. I
do not think on that account that I am in
less able a position to give a decision upon the
subject, because it is one that I have fora long
time paid some attention to. I have read a
great deal about it, and I may say, before the
hon. gentleman spoke to me at all, that my
mind was made up as to the course that ought
to be adopted in connection with the question.
I tell the hon. gentleman in starting, that if the
circumstances were the same, and I was placed
in the same position that I was then, when
the Act was passed, I would adopt the same
course exactly. But I would point out to
the hon. gentleman that a great deal of time has
passed siuce then, At that time I was—I am
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not a very old man now—but atany rate, I have
had seventeen years’ experience of the world
since I was called upon to vote in connection
with the passing of that measure, and my views
have been considerably modified with regard to
the question. T cannot forget some of the argu-
ments that were used in favour of this Act
they were extremely weak, and one of the
strongest, it was thought, that was brought
forward by the hon. gentleman then in charge
of the Bill, was one that I am almost ashamed
to mention to the House. It was that a number
of boys from one of the schools in Brisbane were
affected with this abominable disease. I think
the number was about forty. I did not believe
that statement in the sinallest degree, and I do
not now, and nothing will induce me to believe
that such was the case. I regarded that then as
one of the gravest of the statements that were
made in quppmt of the Bill. The most unfor-
tunate part of the matter is that those who talk
most about it are very often those who are
least particular in the statements that they
make in connection with it. They often make
statements that they cannot support, or do not
attempt to support by any evidence whatever ;
but at the same time thev malke use of the most
extraordinary exaggerations, which anyone with
any knowledge of the world cannot by any possi-
bility accept. I am not referring to the hon.
member. I hope he will not think that, in speak-
ing as I do, I am speaking of him, because I
think he is to be congratulated on the manner in
which he has introduced the subject, and the
careful attention which he has evidently bestowed
upon it, as well as the concise way in which
he put it before this House. T think that
on that account he is entitled to the greatest
consideration from the House, and deserves a
great deal of credit ; but I cannot agree with all
he says. I think that T understand the matter
more fully now than I did formerly, and that
there are two points of view from which we
should look upon it. One is, that we may be
guided by that religious sentiment which is
common to every man, and which is even stronger
in voung men than it is in old; not, perhaps,
stronger, but it has greater effect because
they have not reached that position which
they attain at a greater age, and are more
apt upon that account, without their feelings
being actually stronger, o be influenced by that
@entnnent to hold exaggerated opinions upon
what appears to them to be wrong, At that time,
speaking for myself, I was a young man, and 1
had comparatively little knowledge of the world,
for, although I had been a good many years
knocking about on my own account I had been,
with 1)exhaps the exception of a few months,
away out of the world. I use that term
because 1 believe that most young men, in
particular, who go into the bush from the time
they leave school, and spend their lives there,
are almost absolutely excluded from the world.
They gain comparatively little knowledge of
the world generally, and that was very much my
position at that time. I have learned a great
deal since then, and I have read a great deal
on this subject, and I have also seen a great deal
of the consequences of this fearful disease which
has been alluded to so frequently to-night; and I
may say that if T had never read anything about
it, the effect of what I have seen would have
been enough to malke me hesitate before 1 con-
sented to vote for the abolition of this Aect.
Before I go further I will say a few words
with 1ewa1d to the petition which was presented
a few days ago. It has been held that
a petition of that kind must exercise a certain
amount of influence, because it would be im-
possible to get up such a petition, signed by so
mnany \1rtuous women, without its th\\ ing the
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strong antipathy they have to the provisions
of an Act of this kind. T admit all that ; hut
are virtuous women in a position to judge of the
real facts connected with the case? They feel for
those fallen women who are subjected to this ex-
amination, and have a great deal of sympathy for
those whom they regard as in this distressing
position,  But they cannot bring themselves
to look upon the position of those degraded
women as men do. It is impossible that they
should take such a view ; they regard the matter
as virtuous women, and do not know enough
about it. It is impossible that they can know
enough to take the same view of the actual facts
of the case that men are able to do. But,
although a great deal of weight attaches
to a petition of that kind, I think that
we, as ten with a knowledge of the world,
cannot allow ourselves to be guided by a
document of that kind, which expresses a
great deal more sympathy than it does logic.
That is the way in which I regard that petition.
There is one thing we must take into our notice,
‘We must admit from the first that prostitution
exists, and the fact that it exists shows that it
exists by the will of men, There would be no
prostitution at all if there were not a larger
number of men by tenfold or twentyfold willing
to countenance it than women who are reduced to
that unfortunate condition. This is no new thing;
it has existed ever since history began—ever
since there has been history it has been recorded.
It is no use going back to what happened in
former days, except for the mere object of
convineing ourselves—if we mneed convincing
that exactly the same thing has existed
from the time there have been people on
the face of the earth; and it exists now.
Can we, by the abolition of these Acts, expect to
lessen in any way the evil that has existed for
5o many years? I do not think we can. I may
be mistaken in my view ; but I certainly do not
think that we can cure what is an ineradicable
defect in human nature in that way. One of
the strongest objections which T think most
people have to the Act, is that it seems to be a
sort of license to prostitution. That was the
view I took years ago : it was the viewthat struck
me at that time most strongly. But we are
hound to consider it in another light. We are
bound to consider the consequences of indulgence
in what leads men to contract that terrible
disease which has been so well described by the
Premier. I certainly agree with the hon. gentle-
man that there is no disease which has such dire
effects, and that that is one reason why extreme
measures should be taken for the suppression of
the evils that it is bound to create. It is not
one of those diseases from which the men alone
suffer ; it is not one from which their own
families alone suffer ; but it attacks families
generations beyond. Weknow that there are men
and women—perhaps not many in this country,
but in the older countries of the world—
who have inherited the terrible effects of this
dire disease, contracted three or four generations
before ; and they have to bear a terrible burden
that some of their predecessors have cast upon
them. That is a view we are bound to consider
in looking at the question. We all know cases
of the terrible effects of the contraction of the
disease. I have known two or three cases of
young men who have come out here from home
who, though they have not contracted the
disease and died in a week, as in the case men-
tioned by the Premier, have been infinitely worse.
T have known young men, healthy and active, and
with good constitutions, who have remained in
this country for two or three years, and then left
it perfect wrecks—gone back to their friends
disgraced, wretched, and with not the slightest
hope that they would ever recover anything like

[ASSEMBLY.]

Contagious Diseases Act.

the health they brought out—gone back to be-
come a burden on those who have to support
them—simply because by their wretched mistake
they have contracted this terrible disease. We
must consider that there are cases in which
virtuous young men may be, and indeed are,
entrapped into mischief of that kind. Men can-
not always control themselves. I do not say that
simply as my own opinion. I might quote one of
the highest anthorities in the colonies, one of the
most respected men we have, in support of that
statement ; but I do not think I need do so. As
cases have been referred to where men have
contracted the disease, and been brought to a
terrible state of wretchedness, I may mention
one case of which I have heard, which happened
in a neighbourhood in which I lived some years
ago. Some of the hospitals at that time—I
doubt whether they do so now-—absolutely
refused admission to men suffering from
venereal diseases. That used to be the case
at Rockhampton. On one occasion a gen-
tleman who was managing a 1un next to
mine, when riding with his stockman, in
the pursuit of his wusual avocation, came
across an unfortunate man camped beside a
waterhole. He had been to the Rockhampton
Hospital and applied to be taken in, but had
been refused admittance because the rules of the
institution did not allow of cases of that kind
being taken in. He then travelled down on the
road to Wide Bay., Just before getting to my
place there was a short cut—a cattle track—
which he took in order to shorten his way as
much as possible.  Before be got through on
to the main road again, he was compelled
by his wretched condition to stop. He had
been some two or three days unable to move;
and he was carried to the station simply a mass
of corruption. The unfortunate man received
all the attention that could be given to him; but
he died within a week from the time he was
found. I hope there are no hospitals in the
colony which would now refuse to admit men in
that condition. I remember that that case was
reported to the authorities at Rockhampton,
and I believe the result was that the rules
of the institution were altered. All of us,
I have no doubt, could mention many
cases of men who have suffered from this
disease. There are some men who, though
they know that they have the disease, and that
even the secondary symptoms have shown them-
selves, yet have not principle enough to evade
contracting marriage, and so communicating the
disease to their families. I have known one case
of that kind within the last five or six years. I
never was more horrified in my life, after the
man had told me what was the matter with
him, than to hear, about twelve months
afterwards, that he was about to marry a
young and virtuous girl. The consequence of
that marriage will be that, if there are any
children, they will probably inherit the disease
from their father, and die before they grow up.
Although I cannot support the abolition of the
Act, I go so far with the junior member for
South Brisbane as to say that it might be made
very much better than it is. We have had
extraordinary cases quoted in which virtuous
women have been induced to sign the paper
which prostitutes are required to sign under the
Act. I donot know whether those cases aretrue
or not ; I hope they are not; I hope there is no
truth whatever in any of them. Buteven if there
is not, the fact of such cases being reported
shows plainly enough that it 1s possible under the
Act to entrap women into signing the paper
which may afterwards lead to their destruction.
That is a point that requires amendment.

think it would be a great advantage if the Act
could be so amended a8 to prevent the possibility
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of anything of that kind taking place. We
know that some girls make mistakes; but it is
hard if thev are absolutely forced to sign the
paper. Many such gitls, although they go to ruin
for a thne, do not become prostitutes. I know
several cases in which girls who have made mis-
takes have afterwards married the men who
seduced them ; and it would be a most unfor-
tunate and lamentable thing if, in any single
instance of that kind, a girl was entrapped
into signing a document which would be the
means of ensuring her destruction for life.
Now, T do not think it is necessary to say any-
thing further on the subject. I regret verymuch
that I cannot support the hon. mewmber in the
motion as it now stands; but it is from what I
know to be facts, and from what I have
actually seen of the world, that I oppose the
motion to-night. If T regarded the motion
as the hon. member does, I think-—more
from a religious sentiment than a practical
knowledge of the world—I should go hand-in-hand
with him; but we are bound to regard the matter,
not merely from one point of view, but from
every point of view that it can be looked at.
Before I spoke to-night T was quite prepared to
take the action I have now intimated, but the
speech thatthe hon. the Premier made wasso con-
vineing, so full of convincing factsand arguments,
that anyone listening to him who had not made up
his mind before, would be persuwaded, however
strong his feelings were, to vote against the repeal
of the measure. T think the Premier deserves
great credit for the care he has bestowed on the
subject ; the careful way he has got up the facts,
and the able way in which he put them before the
House. T think it is a mistake for us to turn to
what goes on, or has gone on, in France to enable
us to form our judgment. Although the Premier
did so, and talked much on that point, he did not
refer to it so much as an argument ; but because
the facts had just previously been referred to.
The hon. gentleman convinced me, at any rate,
that that was simply an addendum to the argu-
ment rather than an argument itself. I am
sorry that I cannot support the hon. member in
his motion because I believe he is perfectly
sincere in the cause he has taken up. I am
quite sure he believes every word that he uttered
to-night ; but I cannot agree with all he said ; and
because he is so sincere and earnest 1 regret more
than I otherwise would have done that I am
unable on the present occasion to support him.
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. A.
Rutledge) said : It is with considerable diffidence
that I rise for the purpose of making a few
observations on the question that has been
brought before the House in so able and con-
vineing a manner by the hon. member for South
Brisbane, Mr. Jordan. I may say at once that I
exceedingly regret that extreme pressure of busi-
ness has prevented me from perusing with the
care which they deserve the several documents
which were forwarded to me, as no doubt they
were to other hon. members of this House,
by a number of excellent people outside who
are deeply concerned with respect to the
operation of the Contagious Diseases Act in
this colony ; and who are animated by a strong
desire to have that Act erased from our Statute-
bhook. I am at considerable disadvantage in that
T am not able to refer to any statistics on this
question, and I must confine myself, therefore, to
commenting on some of the speeches that have
been already delivered to the Iouse, and state
what my convictions are, arriving at my con-
clusion rather from the principles which
govern questions of this kind than from any
particular facts which I have been able to discover
from the able researches of those who have
given more attention to the subject. I may say
at once, Mr. Speaker, that 1 am one of those
1884—3 A
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who believe that the Contagious Diseases Act ig
an Act which ought not to have a place among
the laws of this colony ; and I am considerably
influenced in maintaining the conclusion I have
hitherto held on the subject, by the fact that a
great many persons who are both older and
wiser than myself entertain the opinion that I
have all along entertained, and who are able to
givereasons perhaps of amore solid and convineing
character than I am able to advanceforholding the
opinions that I do. LReference has been made to
the petition addressed to this House by 3,500
women of Queensland, and I cntirely concur in
the observation made by my hon. friend the
junior member for North Brishane on that
petition. It is perhaps true, as the hon.
member for Port Curtis has stated, that women
are not able to speak on a question like
this with the same authority that men are,
because they have mnot the same amount
of contact with the outside world that men
necessarily have ; but I think this: that on
the whole and in the main, the opinions of
women on almost all questions affecting the
well-being of men are entitled, not only to
respectful consideration, but to very great defer-
ence. Now, it is equally true, with regard to
women, that their knowledge of business,
and of matters relating to the concerns and
the daily life of their husbands in the outer
world, cannot be gained from the same sources
that the knowledgeand opinions of their husbands
are gained from ; but notwithstanding it is a
fact that such, as a rule, is the unerring instinct—
it has been called instinct, but I do not use that
word in an offensive sense—such I say is the un-
erring instinct of women as a rule, that he is a
wise man who, in matters of business with which
wonien are almost entirely unacquainted, will
ask the advice of his wife and act upon it.
Some of the most successful men in business are
those who have acted on the suggestions they
have received from their wives, who perhaps
knew nothing whatever of Dbusiness matters,
simply because women havea faculty of discerning
those points which would be missed by
men, and which faculty makes wup for the
lack of experience of the weorld around them
that men have acquired by contact with the
world. If women have not the same actual
experience of what goes on among men in the
discussion of thisparticularlaw for instance, their
unerring instinct is such that they will be able
to tell what will be for the good of the com-
munity, and state, in a manner which is worthy
of consideration and in a way that men are
not able to do, the nature of the path that
it " is safe to follow. Now, I say, when
we find 3,500 of the women of Queensland
approach this House in a respectful manner,
protesting against the continuation of the
Contagious Diseases Act, I think that fact
ought to make any hon. member pause and
consider whether he is justified in continuning to
hold the opinion that the Act ought to remain
on the Statute-book. These 3,500 women of
Queensland, and many of them among the most
respected and honoured women in our com-
munity, are those to whose opinions we ought to
pay the greatest deference. They have the
interests of the community at heart quite as
much as my hon. friend and colleague, the
Premier. In the welfare—moral, intellectual,
and in every other way—of this community they
are deeply interested. Many of them—the
great majority of them — are mothers, who
have sons and daughters at home, whom
they are anxious to see married; they have
daughters whom they are just as anxious to see
married to clean men as any member of this
House can be to make men clean; and I say
then, when we find 3,500 women of Queensland,.
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mothers of the families of Queensland children,
asking that this Act may be repealed, we have got
before us expressed opinions of sufficient weight
to make us pause before we should come to the
conclusion that this Act should not be wiped out.
Women are not ignorant. Although they do
not mix with men of the world, and go about
and see things with their own eyes that many
men see, they know a great deal more perhaps
than they are given credit for. Theyread books
and newspapers, and if they do not see things
with theirown eyes, I daresay they are able to hear
a great deal from their husbands, who can give
them very reliable informationupon subjects with
which perhaps they are personally unacquainted.
I say that the mere fact of these ladies having
no practical acquaintance by contact with these
things is no reason why we should say that their
opinions ought not to weigh with us. If they
have no actual experience, they have sources of
knowledge that are open to others as well as
themselves, and they have that unerring judg-
ment and discrimination which men of experi-
ence have not. I say further, Mr, Speaker, that I
am very considerably influenced in the views I
hold by the consideration of the fact thatthe Act
has proved a failure in this colony. I am in-
formed that there are about a hundred women on
the register at the present time in the city of
Brisbane, and that out of that hundred there
are on an average always thirty in the Lock
Hospital, and thirty in gaol; so that the
number of effective prostitutes in the city of
Brishane is only forty.

The PREMIER : I have official information
that there are seventy.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Kvenif weput
it at seventy ; I want to know if any man thinks
that seventy represents the number of prostitutes
in Brisbane, with a population of about 35,000,
My information, Mr. Speaker, must be exceed-
ingly defective if seventy effective prostitutes
are all that are plying their unholy avocation
in Brisbane. I have my information from
gentlemen who know a great deal about the
operation of these Acts, and are not quite
s0 squeamish in their ideas as some hon.
members on these subjects; and who are by
no means influenced by such considerations as
have been prominently advanced by the hon.
member for South Brisbane and the hon, mem-
ber for North Brisbane this evening. I am
informed by those gentlemen—I was inforned
particularly by one gentleman to-day—that there
are a hundred or more prostitutes in Brisbane
plying their avocation, over whom there is no
police supervision.

Mr. ARCHER : It is a great pity.
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : That is an

illustration of the failure of the Contagious
Diseases Act to remove the evil which it is pro-
fessedly in existence to remedy. We may
exercise supervision over a few, but we are not
able to control prostitution as an institution,
and we are not able to do away with the evils it
confessedly brings about. The illustration given
by the hon. member for Port Curtis bears out
what I have just now said. One of the reasons
he gave for having changed the opinions he held
when the Act was before the House seventeen
years ago, was that he has known some lament-
able instances of young men from the old
country having been infected by disease in this
country after they had been here a short time,
and rendered pitiable wrecks, Now what

does this argument amount to? I impeach
this Act on the ground that it utterly
fails to accomplish what it professes—to

prevent the spread of this disease, and the
mfection of clean men by unclean women, What
jnference are we to draw from the facts adduced
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by the hon. member for Port Curtis? We know
that there are many parts of England where the
Acts are not in operation at all; they only ex
tend to some of the garrison towns. We have
not heard from the hon. member that the
of came from the

young men he speaks
garrison towns; and the probability is that
they came from some part of England

where the Act is not in operation at all.
They come out perfectly clean, and when they
come to Brisbane, and other places where the
Contagious Diseases Act is in full operation,
before they had been here very long they become
pitiable wrecks.

Mr. NORTON : Will the hon. member allow
me to correct him? The cases I speak of were
not in the town of Brisbane, or in any part of
thie colony where the Act is in existence.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Of course in
that case my argument would not apply to the
hon. member’s illustrations ; but I must say that
if the hon. member has in these few cases seen
sufficient reason to change his mind, I can only
come to the conclusion that his experience must
have been of a very limited character previously.
Now I was informed only to-day by a gentleman
who takes a very great interest in this subject
and whom, as I said before, T should not imagine
influenced in his views by any of those con-
siderations already adverted to, of circumstances
which have come under his observation. Heknows
himself that young men come down to Bris-
bane from different parts in the interior of Queens-
land, where of course the Acts are not in opera-
tion; they scorn to consort with women who are
on the police register, but they mnevertheless
frequent inproper places. They have abundant
facilities for finding places to which the police
supervizion does not extend, and have abundant
opportunity of access to women whose names
are not on the register and who are not super-
vised by the police; yet in many cases, after they
have consorted with these unlicensed persons,
they are attacked with a very virulent form of
the disease.

An HoNoUrABLE MEMBER: Hear, hear!

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : Now, what
applies here applies anywhere else, and it goes to
show that it is impossible to have a system of
inspection that will do more than partially detect
the number of those who are plying this nefarious
traffic. Therewill benumberless places in spiteof
all you can do by means of the operation of an Act
of this kind, where clandestine prostitution will
be carried on. Indeed, the chief sources of the
mischief that will be propagated will be those
places that are not under police supervision at
all. The Act has been atotal failure in Brisbane,
and everywhere else for the same reason, that
you can only exercise supervision over com-
paratively few women. The greater part of
those who actually propagate disease still carry
on their trade with iimpunity, and therefore you
are to a certain extent degrading the commu-
nity by having an Act of this kind upon the
Statute-book without accomplishing the end for
which you sacrifice so much of your self-respect.
It is a scandalous thing that, in connection
with the periodical examination of these women,
the most unseemly proceedings are carried on.
They go up once a fortnight or so to be examined
by the medical officer; and I am told by those
who have an opportunity of seeing what goes on
that the amount of profanity and bad conduct
indulged in by these women is absolutely shock-
ing; and it is their great delight, when they
have an accession to their ranks in the shape of
a new-comer, to pourupon her all kinds of foul
abuse and shameful epithets, so as to utterly
demoralise her, and utterly destroy any feeling
she might have leading to a desire for reforma-
tion of life,
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Mr. NORTON : She must have been pretty
well demoralised before that.

The ATTORNEY.GENERAL: Howeverpar-
tially demoralised a woman may have beenbefore,
thetendency of thissystem of compulsory examina-
tionisto make her demoralisation complete. I say
nothing against themannerin which examinations
have been conducted. The gentleman who has
charge of the business is a humane man, not
likely to do anything to wantonly outrage the
feelings of any woman ; but in the very nature
of things the subjection to an examination of
that kind must extinguish the last spark of
womanly feeling that exists in the breast of her
who undergoes it. One great evil flowing from
this Act is that women who are found infected
with venereal disease are obliged to takeup their
abode for a time in a lock hospital ; and when
once a woman has become an inmate of a lock
hospital she bears upon her ever afterwards
the brand of infamy. What I contend is, that if
this Contagious Diseases Act were not in exist-
ence at all it would not follow that women
would never be inspected by medical men
who would be able to give them proper
treatment. If, instead of applying this com-
pulsory system, by which women are forced into
a lock hospital for a time, they were allowed to
go to a general hospital for treatment, in most
cases theyv would avail themselves of it, and then
they would not have to pay the terrible penalty for
the medical examination to which they now have
to submit. Tt is a scandalous fact that, whereas
in some general hospitals you can have Chinese
lepers—positively, Chinese lepers—when a
woman is infected with venereal disease, how-
ever comparatively slightly, she is sent to a
hospital, residence in which brands her for the
rest of her life. I have another reason for
opposing the continuance of the Contagious
Diseases Act. I take it that the proposition
advanced by the hon. member for North Bris-
bane is sound and unassailable—that what-
ever is morally wrong cannot be politically
or socially right. For our views upon this
question we must have recourse to the founda-
tion of all morality, to that upon which the
English law rests, to which the hon. member for
North Brisbane has already rveferred; and we
find in the Decalogue an authority to which we
must all bow,  There are things in the
Decalogue that are forbidden to men, and we
find a number of things all placed on the same
footing ; and if we come to the conclusion that,
because a man chooses to indulge in one form of
breach of that Decalogue, the State is to take
cognisance of his weakness, and provide him
with facilities for indulging his propensities with
impunity, we ought to apply the same principle
to all other breaches of the Decalogne.  Anyone
would be accounted a lunatic, who, because a
man was afflicted with a propensity for
appropriating other peuple’s property, should
argue that the State ought to afford him
facilities for indulging that weakness with
impunity, Hon. members have spoken of
the necessity of keeping the community free
from contagion. The Premier—whose speech
was an extremely able one from his point of view,
and must have had considerable effect upon the
minds of waverers—spoke of the necessity of
keeping the community free from infection by
means of diseased women because the effects of
disease were not confined to those who were
actually guilty of the offence, and that innocent
children often suffer from the sins of their
parents. That is perfectly true; but does
not the same argument hold good with re-
gard to other things? Ts syphilis the only
form of hereditary disease? Are not consump-
Yion and insanity hereditary diseases? Andyet,
what statesman was ever yet hold enough to say
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that, because the children of consumptive parents
will suffer all kinds of miseries, we should enact
a law forbidding consumptive people to marry ?
‘Where is the statesman who has been so bold to
interfere with the liberty of the subject as to say
that because aman or woman is afflicted with the
taint of insanity, therefore you are to prohibit
them from contracting matrimony? I say that
is a kind of legislation that would not be
tolerated in any British community. And
precisely the same reason might be urged—if
the State is to step in and protect a man’s
offspring from the consequences of his own
illicit indunlgences—for the State to step in and
protect a man’s offspring from suffering from
any other indiscretion of their parents—because
it could be nothing less than an indiscretion—as
in the case of their insanity. Therefore I come
to the conclusion that the mere fact that the
offspring of persons who are in the habit of con-
sorting with fallen women may have to pay the
penalty of such promiscuous intercourse, is not
a sufficient reason why the State should step
in to protect them. There is one side of the
argument that is always lost sight of by those
who advance this view-—and no doubt it is an
appeal to our sympathies on behalf of the in-
nocent offspring when it is said, *“ Oh ! make pro-
vision that parents may not become infected”—1
say it is the duty of every man in the community,
himself, to take care in regard to these things
just as much as in regard to other things. We
know very well that a man’s offspring will suffer
if the man negleets the ordinary precautions that
prudent men take—for instance, in making pro-
vigion for their families. If a man neglects to in-
sure his life, and is cut off and leavesa large family
behind him destitute, and subject possibly to
starvation by reason of his want of providence
and foresight, we do not want the State to step
in and say, ‘“ We will make a provision for the
welfare of those offspring, who are suffering from
their parents’ improvidence committed before
they were born, by maintaining an insurance fund
for their benefit.” The responsibility of looking
after a man’s offspring is not to be lifted off
a man’s own shoulders on to those of the State,
surely. The man must be fully alive tc what
the consequences will be, if he is not sufficiently
animated by moral principle to prevent him from
consorting with fallen women ; and we have no
right so to legislate that he may still do what
is wrong, and yet have himsclf and his chil-
dren protected from the possible consequences
of his wrong. The hon. Premier referred to
the ravages wrought by venereal disease
amongst the aborigines of the colony. There
can be doubt that thatis so. But is that a reason
why the House should continue to maintain the
Contagious Diseases Act? Does not the argu-
ment work the other way? It is said that
the aboriginal inhabitants of Queensland are
dying out, because syphilis is spreading
amongst them, and that this is because
the Contagious Diseases Act was not always
in operation. If the argument of the Premier
amounts to anything at all it comes to this
—that if the Contagious Diseases Aect had
always been in operation in Queensland the
native races of this colony would not have been
decimated by those diseases. But what do we
find ? We find that the South Sea Islanders have
been coming to the colomy for about the same
length of time as the Act has been in operation,
and yet that venereal disease—if my information
is correct—is rampant to the same extent among
the South Sea Islanders imported into the colony,
as it is among the white population, and among
the aboriginal inhabitants of Queensland. These
kanakas have been coming here all that time, pro-
tected, or «upposed to be protected, by the opera-
tion of thie éontagious Diseases Act, and yet
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that has not prevented the introduction of the
disease and its spread to a terrible extent amongst
the Polynesians. And they are carrying it
down to the islands: for I am informed
by the traders to these islands that it is

alinost incredible the extent to which this
terrible disease is now spreading among

not only those who come to this colony, but
among those who remain in their island homes.
I do not know if it is necessary to enlarge upon
the question. Those hon. gentlemen who have
preceded me have had the advantage of being
able to quote statistics with which they have
furnished themselves. 1 have not attempted
anything of that kind ; but I have shown that
there are reasons why we ought not to perpetuate
a system that has manifestly proved itself a
failure—a system concerning which a large pro-
portion of the women of this colony have de-
clared that it is a thing that must be protested
against, and concerning which we find men of
all shades of opinion, though I do not know if
they are in a majority or not—convinced it isnot
only in itself a standing menace to the liberties
of English women, but unworthy of so pro-
gressive a race as ours, and gifted with such
traditions as we have. We find in publica-
tions of this city, in which we do not look
for evangelical disquisitions, that the subject is
taken up. I hold in my hand the Queensland
Figaro published to-day, and I see there what
conclusions can be come to, and what opinions
can be held by men who probably are not
influenced by what some perso>ns would scorn-
fully call “morbid sentimentality ”—on those
subjects which we are now debating. We find
then men of all shades of opinion ; men of all
classes of society ; men of all positions in life—
whether they are a majority or not I cannot say
—united in an emphatic protest against the con-
tinuance of this Act on our Statute-book. T have
already shown that it is confessedly a failure;
that it does not accomplish—and i1t has had a
long enough trial to see if it could become effec-
tive—the object which we suppose was contem-
plated by the Legislature of 1868: and that it
has failed to answer the expectations formed
regarding it. I find considerable difficulty and
embarrassment in speaking on this subject,
because I know there are many excellent people
outside this House and inside it too, who enter-
tain views opposite to those which I entertain,
I do not envy the man who can get up and
dogmatise on a subject of this kind when
so many excellent men hold a different opinion.
I have aspersed no man’s intelligence, T have
challenged no man’s motives, but have en-
deavoured to place before the House some
of the reasons which have influenced me in
coming to the opinion T entertain on this ques-
tion. I only hope that the majority of the
members of the House will endorse the senti-
ments advanced by the hon. member for South
Brisbane, and will give effect to the opinion of
3,500 of the wives and mothers of Queensland,
by carrying the resolution.

Mr. ARCHER said: Mr. Speaker,—I did
not intend to take any part in the debate to-
night, as I had already taken some trouble to
inform myself on both sides of the question, and
had already made up my mind to vote against
the motion now before the House. I did not
expect that I would be called upon to speak ; but
there are some things that have fallen from the
last gentleman who addressed us, that must, [
think, be taken notice of. The hon. member
for Lpswich told us that it was no use producing
figures on this question, because while a sup-
porter of one side of the question produced
figures favourable to his'own opinion, the sup-
porter of the other side produced tigures which
exactly contradicted them. That is, perhaps, to
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some extent the case, unless a man is careful to
try and sift the truth for himself. I can
assure the Attorney-General that if, as the
hon. member for Ipswich says, figures are
of no use in this debate, neither is sen-
timentalism of any use in the debate. We
must, to some extent, have facts, and there
must be reasoning from those facts in sucha
manner as will really affect the question, Ideny
that a single argument has been stated by the
Attorney-General which if closely considered
ought for one moment to prevent us from trying
to stamp out the disease, the spread of which
the Contagious Diseases Act is intended to
prevent. The hon. member for Port Curtis
made what T consider was a very truthful
observation. He said that a virtuous woman,
thinking upon this matter, can never think
from a true standpoint, simply because she
cannot lower herself to anything like the
same state as the women she may be thinking
about. The virtuous woman, thinking of these
women with pity and compassion, can never for
one moment imagine that they have so far lost
all the feelings which virtuous women have, as
they really have. Foulness of language and
drunkenness almost always are habitual with
these women—exposure of the person and every-
thing which virtuous women truly hate is to
these fallen women common; and when they
judge of these women and look upon them with
compassion, as [ hope they always do, they
cannot so put themselves in their places as to
judge of what is the proper manner of dealing
with them. That, I think, was the argu-
ment of the hon. member for Port Curtis,
with whom I perfectly agreed. The hon.
Attorney-General has controverted that argu-
ment by saying that women are mnot fools—
I never said they were—that they read papers
and books, and converse with their husbands,
and know, perhaps, a great deal more than
we think they do. 1 can only say that
I am happy that I am not a husband if that
subject could ever hecome one of my themes of
conversation with my wife. I hope there are
very few husbands who entertain their wives
with a discussion upon this matter ; but after
what the Attorney-General has said I suppose
I must consider him onc of the few who
would do that. I can only say that if I was
married to a woman who would be ready to
listen to a diseussion of that sort, T would be
¢lad to leave her where I first saw her.

The ATTORNEY - GENERAL : The hon.
gentleman is not exactly quoting my speech.
I never said that respectable married ladies
were in the habit of discussing matters of this
kind. T said they had means of information
at hand from books and newspapers, and from
their husbands.

Mr. ARCHER: Yes; I did not misquote
the hon, gentlemen in one word. He said that a
woman had conversations with her husband upon
this matter, and so informed herself upon it. I
think the husband who would converse with his
wife, so as to inform her upon the state of degra-
dation into which these unfortunate women
have fallen, and the wife who will listen to him—
well, I will not say what my opinion would be of
either. The Attorney-General, instead of con-
troverting the argument of my hon. friend the
member for Port Curtis, simply perverted his
argument, and, I think, was trying to reduce
the ladies of Queensland to a standard which I
am perfectly certain they have not reached, and
never will” reach. They never will be able
to understand the class of women we are now
talking about, as a man may who mixes in general
society. The reason why Iwasalmostloth tospeak
to-night was this—that havingheard thespeech of
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the Premier T thought very little more could be
said upon the subject. He, at all events, met
statistics with statistics, and argument with
argument, and showed most conclusively—not as
it 1s now complained—that this Act has not per-
formed all that we thought it would perform,
but that it has, at all events, performed some-
thing for which we ought to be thankful. The
Attorney-General has again and again repeated
the argument that the Act has failed, but there
is nothing gained by saying that. He may
say that as often as he likes, and I insist on the
contrary, that the Act has not failed. If he
thinks the Act was passed in the hope that it
would utterly extirpate this disease, then it may
be said to have failed. But what man is silly
enough to suppose that a disease of this kind—
one which is in fact perhaps the most difficult in
the world to eradicate—could be eradicated
by the passing of an Act of this kind? If any
persons legislated with such a hope as that,
they have only shown their own ignorance. I
say, as the Premier said before to-night, if we
can, during the course of the year, prevent 100
or 130 centres of infection spreading that disease,
we mnay be certain that the Act has done some-
thing good. No statistics that may be brought
to bear can possibly do away with that fact,
Those centres of infection are taken away, and
to that extent, at all events, the disease has been
prevented from spreading. I only use these few
words as against the argument which has several
times been repeated asto the Actbeing a failure.
That is a phrase which I deny properly inter-
prets the working of the Act. It 1may
be that the Act has not done all the good
we could wish it to do; but I have heard the
opinions of medical men, and we have heard
what the Premier told us to-night of the ex-
pression of opinion he had received from the
officers of the navy ; and will anyone tell me that
all these things are not more than could be
expected of the Act when it was passed? I
say that if that Act had not been passed, we
would in all probability be here to-night holding
an indignation meeting for the purpose of
passing an Act to do away, as far as possible,
with these unfortunate women. I have only
to quote another perversion by the Attorney-
General of the speech made by the hon.
member for Port Curtis. The hon. member
for Port Curtis stated instances that had come
under his own knowledge of the dreadful ravages
of this disease, and the Attorney-General iinme-
diately jumped to the conclusion that the young
men of whom the hon. member for Port Curtis
spoke, came from a place which was not pro-
tected by an Act of this kind to a place that was
protected by the Act, and that therefore all the
dreadful circumstances ensued. Did anyone ever
hear such rubbish as that used as an argument?
The young man comes from England—from the
bosom of his family—perhaps just from his
mother’s apron-strings—and is turned adrift into
the world of Australia where he is unknown.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL : That is an

assumption too.

Mr. ARCHER: He never takes that into
account, but jumps at the conclusion I have
stated. The hon. member for Port Curtis said
that it was not to the town of Brisbane that
young men came, where perhaps they might be
under the eyes of their friends, but to where they
were far away fromtheirinfluences ; and certainly
there is no doubt that young men in cases of this
kind, break loose, and the frightful effect spoken
of is produced in that way. Could anyone
suppose that a person having a logical mind, and
hearing of young inen who had only just come
here from KEngland getting disease, would innne-
diately jump to the conclusion that they came
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from a place where there was no protective
Act, and that they got this disease in Bris-
bane, or in some place where there was such
an Act, and then proceed to use that as an
argument in favour of the abolition of the Act.
He then goes on to state that ladies have an
intuitive knowledge of what is best, and that we
should therefore be guided by them. He repre-
sents that the motion has been introduced on the
strength of a petition signed by 3,500 ladies—
whether they are wives, or mothers, or young
women, I do not know ; they may be the wives
and mothers of Brishane,

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL:

Queensland.

Mr. ARCHER: The hon, gentleman says
that women have a bright intelligence which is
better than knowledge—actually better than
knowledge—which enables them to see farther
and judge more clearly than a man with know-
ledge who reasons from his knowledge. I say
that is the greatest absurdity I ever heard in
debate, and I say it without the slightest hesita-
tion. Itis a well-known fact that women are
not good judges of matters of fact, and that they
are most illogical in their reasoning. It is
well known—of course I am talking of them
as a class, and not of exceptional women—it is
well known to everyone who reasons on the
human mind that the arguments of women are
not of a logical kind. That is the opinion of the
deepest thinkers and writers on the subject.
And though one may quote » dozen women who
have attained to the highest powers of judgment,
still, when compared with the men who stand in
the same category, their powers appear exceed-
ingly poor. 1t 1s all nonsense to say that a
woman has an intelligence which enables her
to form a better judgment than that of a man.
If it is so, it is & miracle. There is no such
thing as the power to do a thing without
the wherewithal to do it with; and if & man’s
brain has more power than a woman’s to judge
from facts, he will judge more clearly; if
a woman’s brain is better fitted for judging
than a man’s, she will do so better than a man.
There is the whole thing. But to say that
the woman has some intuition that enables
her to do these things without a brain
—without resorting to the power of thinking
and judging—is simply bosh. Reasoning power
is a force which women can never get by simple
intuition. The hon. gentleman used another
arguament in regard to the kanakas having the
disease, but I am exceedingly sorry to inform
him that long before either he or I were born
there was disease here. Captain Cook, in his
interesting ‘‘ Voyages,” mentions the fact that
on revisiting some of the Sandwich Islands he
found that syphilis had broken out.

The ATTORNEY - GENERAL :

islands?

Mr. ARCHER : Captain Cook visited a great
many islands. He visited nearly all the islands
between here and Tahiti, the Friendly Islands,
New Caledonia, and a great many islands
all about; and he mentions the Sandwich
Islanders, particularly, as having contracted the
disease. Since Captain Cook’s time, from the
time I arrived in New South Wales, which is
now forty-two years ago, traders going to the
Solomon Islands, and other archipelagoes, have
stated that on some of those islands there is
hardly a man, woman, or child free from syphilis.
That is a notorious fact. And the hon. gentleman
used that as an argument in favour of repealing
the Contagious Diseases Act to prevent the
spread of disease in Brisbane. I am not trying
to argue in favour of the Act, but to show the
absurdity of the arguments brought against the

T said of

What
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Act. When there is no medical attendant, and
the disease is left pretty much to nature, it
probably becomes complicated, and assumes its
worst form. In the Sandwich Islands it has be-
come so bad that there is one island set apart
where people go and literally rot away.

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: We do not
get our kanakas from those islands.

Mr. ARCHER: I did not say so. If I said
that I should be talking rubbish—like the argu-
ments used by the hon. gentleman. Iam only stat-
inga fact. 1 visited agreat many of these islands
probably before the hon. gentleman was born, or
when he was a very little lad, and I never went
to one where the disease was not rampant. We
do not insist that the Act is a perfect success;
we only say that it has done something to
confine this horrid disease, and that it has done
something to enable a few wretched fellows who
otherwise would be victims for life, to escape and
becomerespectable married men. Ifweadoptthis
motion declaring that we are willing to expunge
this A ct from our Statute-book, we shall simply be
opening new centres of contagion and spreading
the disease further ; and probably, if welive afew
years longer we shall regret that we ever touched
a measure, which like every human production
is faulty, but which has done something for the
community, and which I believe will not be
abolished with the consent of the community on
arguments such as those we have heard to-night.

Mr. FRASER said : Mr. Speaker,—This is
not a very inviting subject ; and had it not been
for the petition presented to this House on
behalf of the women of Quensland, I do not think
I should be inclined to take part in the dis-
cussion. It must be admitted that in some
respects that petition is an extraordinary one.
But Ido not think the hon. member for Blackall
and the hon. member for Port Curtis have done
justice to the women of Queensland. It isall
very well for them to say that the virtuous
women of the colony cannot descend to a con-
ception of the nature of this terrible disease.

Mr. ARCHER : T gaid they could not form
a conception of the low state to which the women
had fallen.

Mr. FRASER: Y accept the explanation,
but it only puts the matter in a different light.
The hon. gentleman must remember, however,
that some ladies, whose names are attached to
the petition, are in constant contact with these
characters both mentally and physically. They
have made themselves acquainted with the con-
dition of these women as far as possible in
order to redeem them, and rescue them from the
wretched condition into which they have fallen.
T maintain that these ladies can appreciate and
fully enter into the character of the degraded
state into which these poor creatures have fallen,
otherwise they would not be in possession of the
information which they have obtained. I am
quite free to admit that the disease which has
been spoken of is as terrible as it is represented
to be. T was struck very much, in listening to
the speeches made against the motion of my hon.
colleague, with the statements as to the fear-
ful consequences that would result from our
carrying a resolution of this kind, and thequestion
ocourred to me, what consequences have resulted
from the resolution passed by the House of Com-
mons condemning the Contagious Diseases Act
in England? And howis if, if an Act of this
kind is 8o very necessary for the preservation of
health and morals in communities, that England
survived so long before the passing of the Con-
tagious Diseases Act in 18667 And how is it
that the people of England never allowed that
Act to come into operation excepting to a very
partial extent, and only in some centres of popu-
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lation? The very largest centres of population
in England have never tolerated the Act. I
admired the speech of the hon. the Premier as
much as anybody, and [ admit its force. I
do not feel myself called upon to reply to it.
At the same time T must say that there isa great
deal about it that does not convince me. So far
as the statistics are concerned, some of the
figures alluded to by the hon. gentleman have
been challenged over and over again, I find
that Dr. Birkbeck Nevins, whom I had the
honour of knowing twenty-five years ago, and
who then occupied a leading position in his
profession in the town of Liverpool, wrote as
ll\gg,%f, follows to Lord Northbrook, on the 4th of

It is impossible to believe that the comparison has
thus been republished with your knowledge und appro-
val after your letter of the 2ist April, and I therefore
bring the matter to your notice. I'or the official repro-
duction of a comparison acknowledged to be ‘not to be
relied upon as aceurate,” and which My Lords propose
in future to omit,” as they agree with me that the com-
parison is open to considerable ohjection, is an act of
grave importance on the present state of the question,
both in and out of the Iouse of Commons.”

That extract refers to some statistical errors
published in the Navy Report for 1882 in con-
nection with this question; and in reply to Dr.
Birkbeck Nevins’representation, an assurance was
given that they would not be republished. There
is another matter in connection with this debate
to which I must refer, and I allude to it with
regret. It cannot be denied that, since the intro-
duction of the Contagious Diseases Act into
Queensland, prostitution has become so exten-
sive in Brisbane that we are a byword and a
reproach among almost all the strangers who
visit our city. I think this fact of itself goes far
to show that the Act has failed very materially
in accomplishing that which it was intended to
do. There has been a complaint brought against
the Act that it is oppressive, and that it interferes
with the liberty of the subject ; and not only that,
but thatit also exposes innocent women, youngand
old, to the risk of being brought under its pro-
visions, This has been referred to by the Premier,
who said there was only one case reported of an
innocent woman suffering under the Act. The
hon. gentleman ignored entirely, and I do not
care to adduce them, the cases reported from
the continent of Europe. I am quite content
to confine myself to what we find existing in
England. The hon. gentleman alluded to the
case of Caroline Wybrow as if that were the
only case of the kind that had occurred. Well,
1 shall quote a case which happened at Dover in
which all the names and facts are given, so that
they can be verified if there is any doubt about
them. The quotation is from a lecture delivered
by Dr. Charles Bell Taylor, and is as follows :—

“Some months ago a woman was brought up at the
Magistrates’ Couwrt at Dover, when the following scene
occurred :—

“The trained advocate, paid by the Govermment to
prosecute, opened with a speech in whieh he said that
the magistrates were not there to econsider whether the
law was a good one or a bad one, but simply to carry it
out, ete.

“The police spy then swore that he had ‘good
cause to believe’ that the womanh was a prosti-
tute. This the woman denied with fears and asse-
verations, whereupon Mr. Alderman Rees, the pre-
siding magistrate, said he should like to know on
what grounds the spy’s helief was founded. I shall not
allow the man to answer that question,” said the trained
advocate. ‘ Why ¥ said Mr. Rees. ‘Because,” saidthe
advocate, the law only requires the man to sweur he
has ¢ good canse to believe ’; he nay not be asked what
the cause is.” *‘Then,’” said Mr. Rees, ‘I decline to com-
mit on such evidence.’ Mere was a deadloek. and after
some disenssion it was agreed that the spy should state
his grounds, when he said, ‘ Well, I saw tlie woman
talking to a man in the street’ ‘Well, that's no
evidence,” said Mr. Rees; whereupon he said he bad
seen her talking to two other men. ¢Well, I suppose
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men and women may speak to one another,” said Mr.
Rees. < Now,” said the worthy alderman, ‘I do not
wislh to take any advantage of my position. Tell me.
huve you seen this womman in a brothel, or associating
with bad characters® And the spy was forced to con-
fess that he had not. ‘Then.’ sai@ Mr. Rees, ‘I dis-
miss the case.” ‘Stop!” suid his brother-magistrates ;
*Give her three wesks—the magistrates in other
towns always do.” ‘Tl cut off my right arm before
Ill give her three weeks,’ sald Mr. Rees. ‘Then
give her u fortnight.” ‘I won't give her a fort-
night” ‘Then we are disagreed; there must be
aunother hench.’ 8o Mr. Recs, seeing the womun might
suffer it he were obstinate, said, * Now let me give her
2 seutence that will come within the four corners of
the Act, and satisfy my own couscience”’ This was
agreed to. So Mr. Rees said, ‘I order a day’s imprison-
ment: you have becn detained a day and are therefors
discharged.” ”

There is a foot-note which states that the name
of that inspector was demanded. The name was
yiven and it was stated that it was Inspector
Coffee, and that he has since besn convicted of
embezzlement, and is now serving his time in gaol.
This is the character of the men who are placed
as inspectors and spies over these women, and
who are ready, as I am informed from this
account, to use their position to accomplish any
evil ends. Another inspector, in the same town
of Dover, has since been convicted of conspiring
to defeat justice. I do not think we ought to
have upon our Statute-book an Act which
places in the hands of police officers or any
officers, the power to expose innocent and
respectable women to treatment of this kind,
and if we have it upon our Statute-book, the
sooner we have it off the better. I am not sure
that even in Brisbane itself we cannot find that
attempts of thig kind have been made. Here is
a case reported in Brisbane :—

“ Another case may be given, showing how wicked,
designing men may harass respectable girls in situa-
tions, under cover of the Act. A clergyman in Brisbane
had an excellent servant in his family. He received an
anonymouns letter one day, warning him to take care of
the girl, and informing him that she would soon be
called up for exawmination wunder the Contagions
Discases Act. This object seemed to be to secure her
discharge. The gentleman went at once to the in-
spector, and found there was no foundation for the
threat. as the police knew nothing against the girl, and
were of opinion that some scoundrel was perpetrating a
eruel ° joke " upon her”

It might have been a joke, but it was certainly a
cruel joke ; and had that girl been in the employ
of many men it would have been ten chances to
one that she would have been discharged. The
reacon why I adduce the case is that T know the
girl’s employer, whois one of the most respected
clergymen in Brisbane, and I know the girl, who
had only just left my employment, where she had
been for about ten months, and a more circum-
spect and respectable girl I never knew. The
girl left me and went back to her former place.
There may be nothing in the case, and T may
be told it was nothing more than a joke; but it
was a cruel joke, and if we had not this Act upon
our Statute-book such a joke could never have
been perpetrated. There is another feature of
this question to which scarcely any allusion has
been made. I am sure that no right-thinking
man in the community does not regret that we
have amongst us such a number of young women
pursuing this deplorable course of life; and our
sympathies and support should be readily given
to those excellent women who lay themselves out
to give their time and talents and sympathies to
them, and endeavour to reclaim them. 1 venture
to assert there is not a right-thinking man in
this room who will not agree with me that a
woman must be sunk very low indeed before she
has lost every spark of self-respect or aspiration to
be reclaimed ; but I hold that if there is one
thing more than another calculated to extinguish
that spark, it is to be subjected to this examina-
tion, I am borne out in this view by a very
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high authority, whom I will quote, so_that
there may be no doubt about it. It is
the report of the minority of the select com-
mittee appointed by the House of Commons to
investigate the question; and the following
quotations are from the evidence of Dr. Cook,
the chaplain of the London Lock Hospital, in
contrasting the two classes of patients in that
ingtitution :—

“The ordinary patients (the majority of whom are
known London prostitutes) are very mixed . . . b_ut
the government patients are brutalised beyond descrip-
tion in appearance and manner. The probability and
hopes of reclamation would be greater in the ordinary
than in the case of the government patients.”

And further—

“The proportions of women reclaimed from voluntary
lock hospitals furnish a remarkable contrast to the
government institutions. In the London Lock Hospital,
the nmmber of voluntary patients who, during the year
of 1881, entered the lock asylum, were seut to service,
restored to their friends, or sent to other homes, was
about 75 per cent. of the total admissions, while the
number of government patieuts similarly disposed of
was only about 19 per cent. of those admitted for the
first thne, and only about 10 per cent. of the total num-
ber of registered women admitted. The government
women are admitted to the hospital over and over
again.

g'"‘he actual result of reclamatory efforts in lock
hospitals, under existing circamstances, therefore,
clearly shows that the proportion of fallen women
reclaimed without the machinery of the Act, is much
larger than that effected with such aid, or, in other
words, the system of the Actis proved to have greatly
increased the annual difficulty of rescuing and reclaim-
ing women who have entered upon a career of prostitu-
tion. That appears to be the inevitable result of such
system, superadded to the ordinary debasing infiluences
of that course of life.”

I think that is a fact which should weigh very
considerably with hon. members of this House,
before they give their sanction to the retention
on the Statute-book of an Act that is pregnant
with such evil results, We are told that the
object is the health of the community ; that it
is a protection to the community ; but I think
it is the reverse. We know perfectly well that
men, young and old, are very frequently pre-
vented from committing a crime more from the
fear of detection than from the force of conscience.
‘Well, sir, if the impression be that indulgence in
this or any other vice can be carried on without
the fear or danger of suffering from it, we must
see at once that the temptation to indulge is
immensely increased.  That cannot be doubted.
That there is impunity from consequences in
this matter is a great mistake; and when hon.
gentlemen talk of the health of the community
being promoted by the Act, they evidently show
that they have not thoroughly investigated
the question, It is assumed that from women
whoazresubjected to these periodical examinations
and who receive a passport that they are in a
healthy condition, no danger can result. Refer-
ring again to the evidence taken before the Select
Committee of the House of Commons, I may
say that Professor Lee, who was in favour of
repeal, shows most clearly that the strictest
examination is no protection whatever, and that
it is *“a delusion, a mockery, and a snare.,” With
these facts staring us in the face are we to be
asked to tolerate an Act remaining in our Statute-
book which is certainly no credit to us. I said just
now that, instead of preserving the health of the
community, the Act was a prize forthecommission
of vice, and an inducement to indulgeinit. In
this I am borne out by Dr. Jackson, who puts
it in better form than I can, and whose opinion
is based on experience. He says that the effect
of being exempt from the consequences of the
indulgence in the vice leads away young men
to excessive indulgence in it. I do not wish
to enlarge upon the subject. As I said before,
T had no intention of speaking had not my
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name been mentioned as being connected
with the petition. Having listened to the ad-
dresses in support of the Act, I have heard
nothing which in the slightest degree checks my
conviction that the sooner we remove the Act
from our Statute-book the better. T shall, there-
fore, votefor the motion of my hon. colleague.
Before I sit down I must, as most hon. members
have done, compliment him upon the very able,
lucid, and comprehensive manner in which he
brought the matter before the House. 1 hope
the motion will be carried; and that we shall
show our injured sense of right, fair play, justice,
and liberty by expunging this tyrannical and
cruel Act from our Statute-boolk.

Mr. SALKELD said : I do not intend to say
much on thismatter. I havereadagood dealabout
it, and I was surprised to hear the figures quoted
by the Premier this evening. Some of the
statistics I have seen are quite at variance with
those, and I cannot understand them, Some
figures show that in the subjected districts there
is far less disease than in the unsubjected dis-
tricts ; while in other tables T find that there
has been no decrease, or very little, T think the
explanation will be found in the fact that the
figures quoted by the Premier have reference to
all classes of disease. I believe it is the opinion
of eminent medical men, men who occupy a first
rank in their profession, that constitutional
syphilis is the only really dangerous disease.
Of course the Premier has informed us of the
terrible nature of this disease, and I believe that
anyone who has made a study of it, or is well
informed on the subject, will agree with him
there ; but I cannot follow his statistics, for they
do not apply to constitutional syphilis. They
apply to all venereal diseases in the Army. T
have here a table prepared by Dr. Charles Bell
Taylor, M.D., in which he gives the following
table showing the effect of the Acts on the health
of the men in the Army and Navy :—

Admissions to Hospital
e for secondary or
Year. Strength. constitutional syphilis,
per 1,000 men,

1866 59,758 2339

1867 62,901 2626

1868 68,350 3039

1869 68,962 2622

1570 70,131 2501

1871 87,142 2030

1872 95,722 2426

1873 77,530 23'19

1874 77,933 245

1875 88,147 287

1876 88,758 274

That is a very different table to the one «quoted,
and the fact is that when we take the constitu-
tional syphilis—the dangerous disease, the fell
disease—the average is reduced considerably.
‘We must depend a great deal upon the opinions
of men who are skilled in this matter, and I find
in the Shield which has beem quoted from,
that Mr. Thorold Rogers says:—

“Shortly after I had the honour of a seat in this
House, and knowing how much the judgment of experts
differs on yuestions of this kind, I took the opportunity
of consulting & gentleman who, I helieve, was one of the
ablest, most conscientious, and most laborious students
of pathology ; now, unlappily, no more. I know of no
man whose courage in the examination of scientific
questions, and whose sympathies for humanity, were so
keen as Professor Rolleston's: and I know of no man
who would have sooner sacrificed even the strongest
sympathies with any particular e¢lass of persons, it he
believed that the general good of hwmnanity would be
attained thereby. Ile 1old me that every test had been
applied in this case, and the result was that the Acts
were absolutely and totally illusory, and they were

[ASSEMBLY.]

Contagious Diseases Act.

worse than useless; thatthey constantly suggested a
state of health that did not exist, and that therefore
they were hopelessly wisleading.”

And Professor Huxley, who sat upon the Royal
Commission of 1871 to inquire into the working
of the Contagious Diseases Acts, moved the
following resolution :—

“That the Contagious Discases Acts are absolutely

worthless for the physiological purpose for which they
were intended.”
T think the existence of this Act iy a serious
departure from the ordinary course of law. Itis
an interference with the liberty of the subject,
and we ought to have proof that there is a very
marked benefit arising therefrom before we
consent to let it remain on the Statute-book.
Unless the Act is necessary for the preservation
of the public health, we are mnot justified
in continuing it. T admit that it is not fair to
quote Paris statistics, but we are bound to_show
the working of the Act in Kngland. I do not
think that we can claim that our magistrates
and police have a higher reputation than those
of the old country, and I am sure they are not
likely to more judiciously administer the Act than
the English authorities. The Premier implied—if
he did not actually say—that he had not known
of a single case of hardship or injustice
arising out of the existence of the Act; but I do
not think that can be borne out by facts, for
there are very many cases I could refer to, well
authenticated cases, in which the Act has operated
very harshly indeed. When we take into con-
sideration every point connected with this busi-
ness; when we take into consideration that
innocent women, virtuous women, with right and
womanly feelings, may suffer shame, and have the
finger of publicscorn pointed at them all through
the operation of this Act, I am sure there are
few who will not vote for its repeal. The
Premier has also said that we legislate for small-
pox, typhus, and cholera, and make quarantine
regulations controlling affected persons; but I
say that that is no argument why this Act
should apply to only one section of the com-
munity. What would be thought of the Premier
if he brought down a Bill making it compulsory
that women and children should be quarantined
for smallpox, but that men should go free? Yet
here we are at the present time doing that very
thing;singling outthe wealkest for punishment, and
letting all others go free. I am surprised that
the Premier and other hon. members do not see
the case in that light, and I regret we are not
unanimous in our condemnation of this Act.
If hon. members who have defended the Act are
really anxious to stamp out this terrible disease,
as they call it, let them be consistent. Let
us not tolerate a law which is applicable
alone to women., ILet them vote for the aboli-
tion of this law, and then they will convince us
that they are in earnest; but while they hold
such a one-sided view of things I cannot con-
gratulate them on their consistency. This Act
is not in accord with British law ; it is a
parasite upon the Statute-book, Our police
officers dare not arrest a man or woman for any
ordinary offence without being prepared with
the strongest evidence that there is reasonable
suspicion that that person is guilty of some
offence, and even then the law does not consider
a person guilty until the offence is proved, nor is
the onus of proof of innocence put upon the
accused person. We require the authorities who
are prosecuting to prove the offence. I shall
just read the 8rd clause of the Act:—

“Where an information, on oath, may he laid before
any justice of the peace by an inspector, any other
oflicer of police, charging to the effect that a female
tlherein named is a common prostitute, and, being resi-
dent within the limits of any place to which this Act
shall apply, has been within fourteen days before
the laying of the said information within such limits
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as aforesaid for the purpose of prostitution, such
justice may, if he think fit, issue a notice in the
form of schedule B of this Act addressed to suclh female,
which notice should be dily served on her, and if any
such female shall, in pursuance of such notice, appear
before the said or any other justice of the peace either
by herself or by some person on her behalf, or it in case
of her non-appearance it shall be shown on oath
that the notice was duly served on her within
a reasonable time hefore the time appointed in
such notice, it shall bhe lawful for such justice on
oath wmade before him substantiating the matter of
the information to order that such fewmnale be subjected
to a medical examination by the visiting surgeon duly
appointed as hereinbefore provided, for the purpose ot
ascertaining at the the of such examination whether
she is affeeted with a contagious disease; and such
tfemale may be, at the discretion of the said justice of
the peace, subjected to a periodieal medical examina-
tion by the said visiting surgeon for any period not
exceeding one year, and the order shall be a suflicient
warrant for the visiting surgeon to conduct such exaini-
nations accordingly, and shall specify the time and
place at whiclt the female shall attend for the said
examination, and a copy of the said order shall be served
on the said female.”

That gives power for the infliction of a terrible
penalty on a female—a more terrible penalty to
a woman of right feelings than any imprison-
ment would be. It is next door to the death
penalty, and many virtuous females have chosen
death rather than submit to it. I shall read
what the 12th clause says. T read these clauses,
because I feel persuaded that if it were tho-
roughly well known throughout the length and

breadth of the land that such an Act is in exist-"

ence, it would be made a very prominent ques-
tion at the ballot-box in $he case of an election.
The 12th clause is—

“If any female, subjected by order of a justice under
this Act to periodical medieal examination, at any time
absents herself in order to avoid submitting herself to
such examination on any oceasion on which she ought
so to submit herself, or refuses or wilfully neglects to
submit herself to such examination on any such ocea-
sion, or if any female authorised by this Act to be
detained in any hospital under medical treatment for
a contagious disease quits the hospital without being
discharged therefrom by the chief medical officer
thereo! by writing under his hand, then and in every
such case such femnale shall be guilty of an offence
under this Act, and on summary conviction before any
two justices of the peace, shall be liable to imprison-
ment in the ease of a first offence for any term not ex-
ceeding one month, and in the case of a second or any
subsequent offence for any term not exceeding three
months, and in the case of quitting the hospital withont
being discharged as aforesaid, the femmale may be taken
into custody without warrant by any constable.”
Suppose a woman is suffering from this disease,
she is sent to the hospital and remains a prisoner
there ay long as the officers of that hospital like
to keep her.

Mr. T. CAMPBELL : Three months only,
by clause 10.

Mr. SALKELD: Clause 10 is :—

“ No female shall be detained for a longer period than
three months, unless the chief medical oflicer of the
hospital in which she shall be detained and the visiting
surgeon of the place whence she came or was brought,
conjointly certify that her further detention for nedical
treatment is reqguisite. which certificate shall he in
duplieate, and one of the oviginals shall he delivered to
such female, and in that case she may be further
detained for any period not exceeding three months.”
They can keep her another three months. This
is an infringement of the liberty of the subject
which the advocates of the Act have never made
out the slightest ground for. What difference is
there between Brisbane and such cities as Mel-
bourne, Adelaide, or Hobart? Is it in such
a terrible state as to drive us to place the mem-
bers of the female population in the hands of
police spies? I think not. It hasbeen said that
no hardship can very well occur; but we find
that in lngland the Government have never
been able to introduce the Act, except in a few
garrison towns. The inhabitants of other
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towns have risen, and fairly beaten all attempts
to get their towns proclaimed wunder the
Act. I feel convinced that if the hor-
ribly brutal nature of the Act were known in
Queensland, it would soon be wiped off the
Statute-book ; and I hope this House will record
their convictions that it ought to he removed,
and that next session will see an Act passed to
remove it. I may mention with regard to the
army statistics, that the officers do not agree
about them. The Surgeon-General gives one
class of statistics, and Surgeon-Major Lawson,
who is known to be a determined up-
holder of the Acts, gives others. It is
very difficult to get the real facts, because
it is possible to make statistics say almost any-
thing. I do not depend upon statistics altogether.
I maintain that this is a violation of the public
conscience. To place an Act on our Statute-
hook to legalise vice is an outrage on the public
conscience and public feeling; and no matter
how its advocates may bring out laboured
figures to prove their case, I feel sure that
sooner or later it will be removed from the
British Statute-book, and the Statute-book of
Queensland.

Mr. BATLEY said : Mr. Speaker,—I think
this House is agreed that when any virulent
disease is likely to make ravage in the com-
munity, it is our duty to attempt to stop it if
possible, That was the intention of this Act;
whether it has been carried out or not is another
question, but the last speaker in speaking of the
arbitrary conditions of the Contagions Diseases
Act, forgot to mention that between the women
who are brought under that Act, and the publie,
thereisoneofficeratany rate whowill, asahumane,
intelligent, and educated man, protect the rights
and privileges of any virtuous and honest woman,
T allude to the medical officers. Those men are
chosen for their intelligence, their ability, their
skill and knowledge, and their humanity ; and,
speaking from some little experience I had a few
years ago, I can assure the House that in Bris-
bane alone the medical officer—he would blush
if he heard me say it—has been the means of
salvation of many women who have gone into
that Liock Hospital. Hehas been their protector
and friend when, in pursuance of their beastly
trade, they have come to grief. If they have
shown any desire to reform, or go to their friends,
he has assisted them to do so. I could narrate
one or two instances that have come to my
knowledge that would do that gentleman very
great honour; but I should not be justified in
doing s0, because I know that the good deeds done
by Dr. Hobbs he wishes to keep secret. The
medical officers, while they do their duty to_the
public, are the protectors of the women. Their
duty to the public is to protect them from a foul
disease, and their duty to the women is to cure
them as quickly as possible. A third duty
they perform on their own account, as men of
humane feelings, and that is, that when any
woman wishes to reform they give her an appor-
tunity to reform, and assist herin doing so. I con-
sider that the Act, from the way in which it has
been carried out in Queensland, has been of great
service to a class of poor women who have fallen
into disgrace, perhaps through circumstances over
which they had very little control. That point
has been left out of the discussion this evening,
and that is why I have mentioned it. But thereis
one more point I wish to suggest. Tam not going
to speak either for or against the Act, because
T have not studied the question. The point I
wisl to suggest is, that there are people respon-
sible for a great number of theillicit prostitutes
who exist, who are perhaps members of the Social
Purity Society. There are membersof thatsociety
in the habit of employing numbers of girls and
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paying them Ss. or 12s. a week, out of which
they are expected to find themselves in clothes,
board, and lodgings. If I am not very much
misinformed, there are hundreds of girls in this
city of Brisbane who are receiving pay for their
work at that rate.  Upon that miserable pittance
they are expected to dress decently—they have
even to be ornamental as well—and pay for their
board and lodging. Here is an opening for
the Social Purity Society to come in. Let them
begin at the right end and see that those girls
are properly paid for their work, that they have
enough to live upon, and that they are not
compelled, after their day’s work is over, to
go on the streets to earn enough to get them
board and lodging. This is the work for the
Social Purity Society — to look after the
hundreds of girls in Brisbane and other towns,
who work day by day for a pittance which is
not sufficient to find them with the clothes they
wear. TIf they would make a point of seeing that
those girls shall be paid for their work sufficient to
live upon, we should hear very much less of this
illicit prostitution that is talked about. I throw
out these suggestions, and hope they will be
taken notice of by those for whom they are
meant.

Mr. WHITE said : I believe in rural felicity,
away from cities. Some few years ago I was in
Newecastle-on-Tyne, which is a very large centre
of population, a military city, and also a sea-
port. At that time an attempt was made to
introduce the Contagious Diseases Act, and
such a burst of agitation arose that the whole
city was excited and a large demonstration was
the result. So intense was the indignation of
the people that there were two or three ladies
among the speakers, and a resolution was carried
unanimously declaring that that Act should
never be allowed to show its face in the North of
England. T aw very glad to have an opportunity
of recording my vote against the Act.

Mr. ALAND said : T did not intend to speak
on the subject before the House, but merely to
give a silent vote uponit; and I should not have
risen but for two remarks made by the hon.
member for Wide Bay. That hon. member
first spoke of the officer representing the Gov-
ernment as standing between the public and the
women who were examined, the inference evi-
dently intended being that there was no danger
of any violation being done to the feelings of any
woman brought before him for examination, It
is because I believe that violation to the feelings
and to the person of an innocent person may be
done, that I shall vote for this motion. We have
it on record—and the record stands for more
than one occasion—that in Kngland more than
one person has been taken up by the police, and
has been subjected to examination by the
medical officer, and his examination has shown
that the person examined was not only free from
disease, but had absolutely not lost her virginity.

The PREMIER : I donot believe it.

Mr. ALAND : T have a right to believe it,
just as much as the Premier has a right to dis-
believe it. I do not think that such statements
would be made publicand disseminated through-
out the length and breadth of the land—state-
ments sent forth by the British House of Com-
mons—nunless they rested upon a solid founda-
tion. I hold that it is better for us to run some
risks which it is supposed may take place, than
to have one innocent female subjected to such
degradationas a compulsory medical examination.
Now, sir, the other remark which the hon. mem-
ber for Wide Bay made was that he was sure
that some of the members of the Social Purity
Society had in their employment a number of
young girls who were being paid insufficient
wages, and that it was on that account that
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they were obliged to supplement their income
by what he termed ‘illicit prostitution.”
Why, prostitution of all kinds is illicit; a$
all "eveuts, we have not quite gone so far
as to legalise prostitution, although the Con-
tagious Diseases Act does go a long way in that
respect. I think it is repugnant to most English-
men, no matter what shade of religious be-
lief they have; and I believe that men even
of immoral character are very much dis-
posed against the Act. At all events, we,
as Inglishmen, and this Legislature, as an
English and a Christian Legislature, should not
in any wise legislate for vice. How far the
remark of the hon. member for Wide Bay may
be correct I cannot say ; but I maintain that the
fault rests, not with the employers of these young
girls, but with their parents, I have no doubt
that the gentlemen to whom he referred give
a fair and sufficient wage for the work
which these young girls are engaged in,
amd if the parents of this colony were to
bring up their danghters to look in a more digni-
fied way upon the occupations of household ser-
vants or nurses in respectable families—if they
would teaeh their daughters to think that it
is quite as respectable and infinitely more
respectable to be servants in a respectable house-
hold than to stand at a shop counter, or to leacn
dressmaking, or some of these other things, or
even foster the idea of their becoming pupil
teachers—it would put an end to an evil of
that sort. I shall vote for the motion with
pleasure.

Mr. T. CAMPBELL: I am sorry indeed
that I cannot vote for the motion introduced by
the hon. member for South Brisbane. There is
no member of the Houze who has a higher
appreciation than I have of the hon. gentleman’s
sincerity and single-mindedness in bringing this
matter forward. I have not the slightest doubt
that in every word he said he is a thorough
believer; and I also compliment him on the
excellent way in which he introduced the subject.
He was very eloquent ; so eloquent that had the
division taken place immediately after he sat
down, I might have allowed my feelings to over-
come my reason, and have voted for the motion,
But I cannot get rid of this argument: that we
have to deal with this subject as common-
sense men, and we should not therefore
allow our feelings to warp our judgment,
but should look the matter fairly and squarely
in the face. We have to deal with a terrible
evil, and if we cannot do away with the evil
altogether, we should endeavour by our legisla-
tion to minimise it so far as we possibly
can. I stop here to notice an argument
used by the junior member for Ipswich in
speaking of the Act. I question very much
whether that hon, member has read that Act,
or, if he has read it, he must have done so
very carelessly indeed. The 3rd clause, on
which he seemed to lay a great deal of stress, did
not bear out his interpretation, No doubt it
may give rise, m isolated cases, to injustice.

say, may; but I have made inquiries as
to the local working of the Aet, and from
persons who are more competent to advise
well thereon than the hon. member for Ipswich,
or any other hon. member in the ouse ;
and I say with every confidence that if there
has been an injustice it must have been an
isolated case. I have the greatest confidence in
the integrity of the bench of magistrates of
Brisbane. The whole power lies in their hands ;
and although injustice may be done when a
case comes into their hands, so far as I have
been able to inquire nothing of the kind has ever
occurred. I think I shall be able to show
that no hon. member of this House should place
the slightest confidence in the statements made



Contugious Diseases Aet.

to the effect that injustice had been done. T
find that a constable, or inspector, or other
officer of police, if he has reasonable grounds
for belief that a woman is carrying on
the business of a common prostitute, lays
an information against her. That informia-
tion is sworn before a justice of the peace
——generally before our worthy Police Magis-
trate so far as this locality is concerned. After
that, notice is served upon her to come before
the bench. Now, I quite agree that injustice
may possibly be done, and that it may possibly
lay a stigma on a woman to get such notice.
But it is quite wrong to say that she is brought
before the bench and treated as a prostitute and
looked upon as guilty before the evidence for the
prosecutionistaken. The sectionsays distinctly—

““It shall be lawful for such justice, on oath made be-
fore himn substantiating the matter of the information,
to order that such femuale,” ete.

The magistrate must convince himgelf that the
evidence laid before him is sufficient to prove
the matter laid in the information. To revertto
the line of thought with which I opened: A
French philosopher has said that when we get into
reasoning we should cease to feel. Perhaps the
hon. Premier came nearest to that than any hon.
member of the House. He looked at the matter
calmly and judicially, while, ontheotherhand, the
hon. member for South Brisbane spoke withagreat
deal of feeling, and gave me the impression that
the Government should take upon itself the teach-
ingofmorals. Now, my conception of the function
of a Government does not go so far as that., I
think a Government has nothing to do with
morals whatever. Hon. members may langh, but
Isay that the Government, as 2 Government,
have nothing to do with morals. They make
laws ; these laws are considered to be just laws,
and the people who obey them may be moral
people, but, so far as morality is concerned, the
Government have nothing to do with teaching it.
Now, it was shown this evening very distinctly
that the disease against which the Act was
passed is one of the worst that perhaps
could afflict, or has ever afflicted, mankind.
Almost any other disease can be got rid
of, but this disease cannot be got rid of.
If the person who contracts the disease through
his own folly and weakness was the only person
to suffer, I should say by all means let him
suffer ; but it is & disease that entails misery a
thousandfold for generations after, and that is
the reason for special legislation on the subject.
A great deal has been made of the arguments
talen from the experience of France. But T say
we arenot in anything like similar circumstances,
and the Anglo-Saxon raceis entirely different
from the . French race in these matters; and we
shall be likely to legislate much better in a matter
of this kind by confining ourselves to our own
people, than by drawing inferences from the
experience of a nation that has nothing whatever
in common with us in this matter. ~From the
arguments of some hon. members, it would
appear that the colony of Queensland, or, at all
events, the city of Brisbane, is much more
infected with prostitution than any other
city of the Australian colonies. I have not
statistics upon the wmatter, but I have seen
other cities of Australia, and so far as my obser-
vation has gone they are equally as bad, if not
worse. When this Act was passed there were in
the Parliament some of the cleverest men who
have ever had a seat in this House ; and I am
sure they did not pass it without very great
reflection, and I think it will be seen that it has
had very good results, notwithstanding the
agsertionsofthehon. members for South Brisbane.
Coming to the working of the Act in Brisbane,
if the somewhat vague assertions made in this
House to-night could be supported by any reason-
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able evidence I wouldbe one of the first to say that
we should wipe it off our Statute-book. But
what do we find in the pamphlets published by
the Social Purity Association, of which I re-
ceived a copy as well as other hon. members.
There are three distinct cases mentioned in
those pamphlets, and I have it on the best
authority that these three cases were investigated
by a gentleman accustomed to weigh evidence,
and who would not be likely to leave a
flaw in that evidence, and who would not be
likely to be imposed upom. And what was
the fact? When he came to investigate those
cases, and the gentleman who made the assertions
underwent a cross examination, he failed to show
that there was a single act of injustice. There
is the case mentioned of a girl who had been

leading the life of a prostitute and after-
wards reformed, and entered respectable
service. And it is asserfed that a policeman

came to the door one morning and gave
her a paper. She gave the paper to her
mistress, as she could not read herself, and the
mistress was horrified to find that it was a
summons to appear for examination under the
Contagious Diseases Act. The girl refused to go
for some time, but she was compelled to do so;
and it is further asserted that a few days after-
wards she was seen in the streets of Brisbane,
having gone back to the old life, and the last
case was worse than the first. That would be
a terrible ease if it were true. I have it on the
best authority that upon investigation it was
found to be untrue, and no evidence could be
got in support of one iota of the statements
made. Isay wecandraw aconclusion as to other
cases from one example of that kind.

HonovraBLE MEMBERS: Name the authority.
Mr. T. CAMPBELL: If I name my autho-

rity Ishall also have to name the gentleman to
whom I referred ; and I do not think I should
shelter myself behind the hedge of the privileges
of this House, and say anything of any
gentleman which I would not say outside;
but I may say that if any gentlemen
who called out “Name” just now will
ask me privately, I will give the names
with the greatest pleasure. One argument used
by the hon. member for South Brisbane seemed
to me a very extraordinary one. He asked why
in England, when they were comparatively free
from disease up till 1866, and had gone on so
well, why they then propose to pass a law to
prevent the spreading of contagious diseases?
But that argument will apply equally with
respect to every Act on the Statute-book, and the
hon. member may just as well ask the Minister
for Lands why he brought forward his Land
Bill, on the ground that we got on very well
without it before it was introduced. There is
another argument which the hon. member used,
and which he will see himself, if he carefully
considers it, as quite illogical. He said the
Contagious Diseases Act was placed upon the
Statute-book for the purpose of stamping out
this disease ; and because it has not gone the whole
length in stamping out the disease, that there-
fore it must be a failure. The hon. gentleman
does not seem to recognise the difference between
a total failure and a partial failure. I say that
Act has had the effect of saving scores of young
men from disease, even though it may not have
stamped out the disease altogether. If it stamped
outthe diseasealtogether, it might savethousands;
but I say that if it has saved a hundred it has done
good work, and has been of great use and benefit
to the colony. There is another case—the Dover
case—mentioned by the hon. member for South
Brisbane, Mr. Fraser, and certainly that is a
very hard case indeed, if it is true. But did it
not strike you, Mr, Speaker, that there was
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something wanting about it? The hon. member
for South Brisbane based his argument upon
that case in this way : There is a Mr. Rees, and
there is the name of the girl given, and, forsooth,
because the names are given it must be true.
I do not say it iz not true, but 1 am only
speaking of the folly of an argument of that
kind. If we are content to accept an argument
of that kind we must be content to believe all
that is said in the St. Jacob’s Oil advertisements,
The names are given there, but if you wish to
authenticate those names, and what is said,
you will be told to go to New York or Massa-
chusetts or some other such place to see those
people whose names are appended to the adver-
tisement. The hon. member for South Brisbane
has told us that the names are given, but we
will have to go to Dover if we wish to find
out that it is true. We know that the feelings
and imaginations of hon. members sometimes
carry them away, and men feel very strongly
upon a matter of this kind. In conclusion I
base a good deal of my argument on the matter
upon this : —There was a Royal Commission
appointed some time ago in England to investi-
gate the very subject we are now discussing.
The hon. the Premier mentioned the men who
were appointed on that comnission, and we know
they were men of the highest standing in the
House of Commons, and men who would not
have taken upon themselves the responsibility
of arduous duties of that kind if they were not
well qualified to carry them out. Those gentle-
men made a most patient and minute investi-
gation, and collected a mass of statistics, and
they have given the public the benefit of their
investigations, and they have come to the con-
clusion that, though the Act may not have
stamped out the disease, it has done very good
service by appreciably diminishingit. I use the
same argument here, that although the Act may
not have realised fully the expectations of those
who assisted to passit, it has done good, and it
would be foolish for us to take it off cur Statute-
book. For these reasons I shall give my vote
against the resolution, though I shall be sorry
to do so, because I sympathise with the earnest-
ness with which the hon. member for South
Brisbane has advocated it.

Mr. JORDAN, in reply, said : Mr. Speaker,—
I will detain the House only for a few minutes.
The hon. member for Cook does not believe that
a3 single case of injury or wrong perpetrated in
the carrying out of these Acts, in this colony, at
all events, can be substantiated. In reference to
the case quoted by my hon. friend and colleague,
he said he knew that the statements were not
true; and that compels me to read what I
should not have read otherwise.

Mr. T. CAMPBELL: I did not say ‘“not
true”; I said it was not substantiated when the
géentleman who made the assertion was called
upon to do so.

Mr. JORDAN : T will read a case, which is
given on testimony that is unquestionable, and
which does not come from London, Dover, or
Plymouth, bnt from Brisbane., It is this:

“In September, 1882, one of the city missionaries heard
that a young woman—whose parents he knew, and
whose father was at Herberton— was summoned to
appear at the Police Court the following day, to answer
the charge of being a prostitute. On making inquiry,
he found that another young woman was sununoned
to appear at the same time on & similar charge. The
young women were about eighteen yeaas of age.
Having suspicion for some time that the Acts were
unjust and oppressive, he resolved to wateh the cases,
and, in order to do so more effectively, he engaged
a solicitor to attend the trial. Both these girls had
been asked to sign a paper—ealled the “ Voluntary Sub-
mission Paper”—hefore they knew its nature, and they
were told it would save them further trouble if they
signed. This is a paper in which & woman agrees to a
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regular medical examination, and which virtually regis-
ters her as a common prostitute. The procedure at the
trial of these young women was as follows:—The
accused was ealled into court, and gave lier name. The
evidence of the constuble—who is the inspector under
these Acts—was taken. The next evidence was given
by a member of the detective police, the previous
witness putting the questions and acting as pro-
secutor. All the rest of the evidence wus turnished
by well-known prostitutes, who were put through
the form of taking oath to swear away, as it
might happen, the character of an innocent girl.
Sotne of the evidence reflected strongly against the
accused, hut by the cross-examination by the counsel a
very differeut construction was put npon the case.
Yor instance, a prostitute was giving evidence. She
said that 4 man camne to her house, and asked if the
acensed lived near, and also requested the witness to
ask her to come out to meet hiin. This looked suspi-
cious; but in answer to the solicitor’s qnestion, witness
said the accused refused to come out at such request.
Both these girls were ucquitted, although at least twenty
(20) prostitutes were in the precinets of the court during
the trial, and a number of them gave evidence. The
gentlen an who took up this case has always felt assured
that if they had appeared without any counsel they
would have been sent on for examination, and that
there is scarcely a doubt but they would have bheen
ruined in reputation thereby. As it was, they suffered
a great deal from having appeared in court; and,
had they been strangers and friendless—instead of
having homes and relatives—their downfall was almost
certain.”

This statement was published by the Social
Purity Society. In answer to the hon. members
for Wide Bay, who spoke about some member of
the Social Purity Society employing girls at
wretched pay, thereby to a certain extent
assisting in the ruin of some of those poor
creatures, I can only say that his remarks
were entirely uncalled for, and that I do
not think he can mention a member of the
society who employs those girls at wretched
pay. 1 may say, however, that the good
Bishop of Brisbane is one of the principal
movers in this movement; and that, I think,
speaks volumes. I know how difficult it is to
fight against such an opponent as the Premier;
and I asked that hon. gentleman not to fight
against me in this case, because I knew that if he
did it would damage my case very much. But
the evidence he adduced was chiefly taken
from the speeches of those gentlemen who
spoke against Mr. Stansfeld’s motion, on
which occasion their figures were disproved
so fully and completely by Mr. Stansfeld,
that the House of Commons carried the motion
by a large majority, after listening to those
false statistics which were quoted by the Premier
to-night. 1 say false statistics, because Mr.
Stansfeld proved them to be false. They in-
sisted on taking all cases of venereal disorder,
whereas the only cases with which they have
anything to do is the constitutional disease
of syphilis; and Mr. Stansfeld showed dis-
tinetly that, even taking the figures given
as far as syphilis was concerned, they
showed that only 0715 per 1,000 of the cases
sent to the hospitals were cases of constitu-
tional disease. The Premier attached much
importance to the long statements made by
Miss Webb. T have read enough of that case to
make me feel great want of confidence in what
Miss Webb has said. I will now read a short
extract from the evidence of a lady for a long
time employed in one of these institutions.
The Premier does not think this process,
which I have been obliged with great pain
to describe, is hardening, or that it has the
effect of contirming these women in their
evil ways; but that is not the opinion of this
lady, who was matron of the Royal Albert Hos-
pital lock-wards when they were first established
under the voluntary system of treating diseased
women, and subsequently under the various
stages of the Contagious Diseases Acts from
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1864 to 1871. She gave evidence before the
Royal Commission to the following effect :—

“That a greut number of women, of all ages, had
heen under her ¢harge, and the sane women frequently
returned. For three years, before the appointment of a
chaplain, and under the voluntary system and the first
Act, she had the entirc moral and spiritual charge of the
women. She thought that a very small portion are
permanently reclabned, and that the girls who
comne into the hospital have much deteriorated by
these Acts since she became matron--that is, since
1863. The forced examination and all connected
with that system greatly harden them. She de<cribed
scenes of a most disgraceful character visible from the
hospital windows, low and riotous proceedings in a
crowd around the inspecting-room, and flash girls
brought up in carriages by gentlemen, who wait for
them till they coine out certitied as healthy. The number
reclaimed under the Acts is very much less in proportion
than it was under the voluntary systeur.”

I adduce this lady’s evidence against the
evidence of Miss Webb, which has been quoted
to-night.

“She confirmed the testimony of others as to the
exaggerations of the police reports—not intentionully
on their part, but misled by the fact that some women
are sct down asreformed many times over, and have
been recorded as separate cases. and tne fact has been
that they have not been reformed at all. She confirmed
distinetly the prevalence of the convietion among the
women that they are licensed by the State, and she has
often heard thein call themselves ‘Queen’s women.” *’
Now T shall not detain the House any longer. I
have to thank hon, members very much indeed
for the patient way in which they have listened to
what I have said, and also for the very full dis-
cussion which has ensued upon the subject. I
think the way in which the question has been
treated is certainly very honourable to this
House. I am very pleased indeed to have had
so much forbearance shown to me personally.

Mr. PALMER said: T shall be very brief
in what I have to say on this question. I wish
just to give my reason for voting against the
motion. I was thoroughly convinced by the
forcible, sensible, and argumentative speech
delivered by the Premier this evening that it is
necessary for the welfare of the colony and of
the towns in particular that the Act against
which the resolution is aimed should be retained
on the Statute-book. From reading the pamph-
lets published on this subject, I had a sort of
idea—a sentimental one, perhaps—that I might
give it my support, but I determined to wait
until I heard the other side of the question
before making up my mind, as T believe that is
always the best conrse to follow. I amnow con-
vinced that the statute should not be repealed,
and that is the reason T intend to vote against
the motion,

Question put, and the House divided :—

Avrs, 15.

Messrs. Rutledge, Miles, Sheridan, Fraser, Buckland,
Brookes, Aland, Mellor, Jordan, White, Smyth, Grimes,
Annear, Salkeld, and Macfarlane,

Noxs, 15.

Messrs. Norton, Archer, Griffith, Diekson, Dutton,
Macdonald-Paterson, T. Campbhell, McWhannell, Lalor,
Bailey, Palwer, Black, Ferguson, Lissner, and Stevens,

The SPEAKER: The votes being equal, it
will be my duty to give the casting vote ; and
regarding the question as one which if carried
will be left open for further consideration, I
give my vote with the “ Ayes.” The question is
therefore resolved in the affirmative.

BUNDABERG GAS AND COKE COM-
PANY BILL.

Mr. MACDONALD-PATERSON brought
up the report of the Select Committee on the
Bundaberg Gas and Coke Company Bill, to-
gether with the minutes of evidence and pro-
ceedings of the Committee, and moved that the
papers be printed.

Question put and passed.

Supply. 1549
On the motion of Mr. MACDONALD-
PATERSON, the second readmg of the Bill
was made an Order of the Day for Friday, 5th
December.
The House adjourned at half-past 10 o’clock.





