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LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

F1·idccy, 1 Octobe1·, 188(). 

Settled Land Bill-Royal assent.-Pctitions.-Thc Census 
-Q.ucstion.-Formnl 1\:Iotions.-Itepeal of the Con
tagions Di:-;enscs Act.-Ordcr of Business.-Building 
Societies ]~ill.-Adjournment. 

The SPEAKER took the chair at half-past 
3 o'clock. 

SETTLED LAND BILL. 

ROYAL ASSENT. 

The SPEAKER announced that he had 
received a message from B:is Excellency the 
Administrator of the Government conveying the 
Royal assent to a Bill for facilitating sales, leases, 
and other dispositions of settled land, and 
for promoting the execution of improvements 
thereon. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. FRASER presented a petition from the 
minister, office- bearers, and members of the 
United Methodist Free Church, Wellington 
road, South Briobane, praying for the repeal of 
the Contagious Diseases Act ; and moved that it 
be read. 

Question put and passed, and petition read by 
the Cleric 

On the motion of Mr. FRASER, the petition 
was received. 

Mr. vV. BROOKES presented a petition, 
signed by 4,817 of the women of Queensland, 
praying for the repeal of the Contagious Diseases 
Act ; and moved that it be read. 
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Question put a11d passed, and petition read by 
the Clerk. 

Mr. BROOKES moved that the petition be 
received. 

Mr. PATTISON said: Mr. Speaker,-It may 
be a somewhat unusual course to pursue, but, 
although I am one of those who sympathise 
deeply with these petitions for the repeal of thi~ 
Act, at the same time I think matters have 
been pushed a little too far. I am very much 
surprised to see a petition of the character of 
that presented to the House this afternoon
from the women of Queensland. I think this 
is one of the most delicate matters that can 
come before us, and one that the ladies--the 
females of the land_-might very well have 
left alone-have left the male part of the 
population to have lifted up their voices, and 
agitated, as they so generally have done, for 
the repeal of the Act. Petition after petition 
on the subject have been received, and I say 
that this House should really consider whether 
this petition should be received or not. I 
rather blush that such a petition should be 
presented on behalf of the ladies of the colony. 
No doubt they have a very able ch:unpion in 
the hon. member for North Brisbane (Mr. 
\V. Brookes), who will be able to give sufficient 
reaeons for it; Lut I fail to see the reo.son why 
such a petition as that should be presentNl from 
ladies. It is a delicate matter, one that we 
suppose they know very little about. Let us 
rest content in the belief that it is a subject they 
understand very little about--

The SPEAKER: I must call the hon. gentle
man to order. It is contrary to the practice of 
Parliament for any debate to' take place upon the 
presentation of a petition. The only C[uestion 
that the House has to decide upon the presenta. 
tion of a petition is whether it shall be received 
or rejected. No debate can take place upon the 
presentation of a petition. 

Mr. P ATTISON: To place myself in order, I 
shall be prepared to accept the responsiLility of 
moving that the petition be not received. I 
know very well that I shall not meet with very 
much sympathy, but, at the same time, it gives 
me the opportunity of making the few remarks 

·I have made. 
The SPEAKER : The hon. member must 

pardon me. He cannot propose to negative 
a motion, nor can he propose that the petition 
be not received. If the hon. member wishes to 
object to the reception of the petition he must 
give his voice with the "Noes," and he may call 
for a division ; but it is quite contrary to the 
practice of Parliament to speak upon the presen
tation of a petition. 

Mr. PATTISON: The oLjcct I had in view 
is attained by my having expressed my opinion 
on the matter. 

Mr. W. BROOKES : I beg to move the 
adjournment of the House. 

HoNOUHABLE J\1.EMm;ruJ: No, no! 
'l'he SPEAKER : There is a C[Uestion alre:vly 

before the House. The C[Uestion is that the 
petition be received. 

Mr. W. BROOKES: I only wished to say a 
few words in reply to the foolish remarks of the 
hon. member for Blackall. 

Question put and passed. 
Mr. JORDAN presented a petition from the 

pastor and congregation of the Fortescue-street 
Baptist Church, praying for the repeal of the Con
tagious Diseases Act ; and moved that it be read. 

Question put and passed, and petition read by 
the Cleric 

On the motion of Mr. JORDAN, the petition 
was received. 

THE CENSUS. 
The COLONIAL SECRETARY (Hon. B. B. 

Moreton), in laying upon the table of the 
House a preliminary statement of the Census for 
lSSG, taken on the 1st of May, being the seventh 
cen,us of the colony, said: I may inform the House 
that there is a book containing fifty-eight maps, 
in connection with the censu5, placed in the 
reading-room so that hon. members may see it 
at any time they wish. 

QUESTION. 
Mr. HAMILTON asked the Minister for 

\Vorks-
1. -when does he expect working plans and sections 

of the third section of the Cooktmvn Railway to be 
ready? 

2. 'Vhcn does he purpose inviting tenders fo1· the 
third sccttion of the railway from Cooldown to ~:fay
town? 

3. Does he intend to snhmit plans of the third section 
of the Cairns Raihvay for the approval of Parlia1nent 
this se;:;sion r 

The MINISTER FOR WORKS (Hon. W. 
Miles) replied-

! and 2. It is impos~ible to sa .. y when working plans 
and sections of the third section of the Oooktown Rail
way will be ready, or when tenders for the construction 
of that section will be invited, as action cannot be 
taken to prepare the 'vorldng plans until the parliamen
tary plans arc approved by this House. 

3. The intention of tl!e Government will be n1ade 
known to the House in regard to the extension of this 
and other railways, at the proper time. 

FORMAL MOTIONS. 
The following formal motions were agreed to :
By Mr. ALAND-
'l'hat there be laid upon the tahle of the House, a 

cop~· of the Chief Engineer's estimate of cost of the 
duplie.;tt~on of the Brisbnne and Ipswich line, upon 
1.vhich the loan vote passed by this House in l88..1J was 
based. 

By the PREl\HER (Hon. Sir S. W. Griffith)
Tha.t thi.;; House will, at its next sitting, resol vo 

itself into a Committee of the ·whole to consider the 
llcsirablene"'" of introducing a Bill to a-mend the laws 
rclatinp; to the sale of intoxicating liquors by whole
sale and to amend the r~iccnsing Act of 1885. 

REPEAL OF THE CONTAGIOUS 
DISEASES ACT. 

Mr. JOHDAN, in moving-
'l'hat the Act entitled "An Act for the Prevention ot 

Contagious Diseases,'' passed in 1868, ought to be re
l'ealed-
said: Mr. Speaker,-It will be within the recol
lection of most hon. members of thi8 House that 
in the last session but one I moved a resolution 
which was carried by your casting vote, and which 
was as follows:-'' That this House disapproves 
of the compulsory examination of women under 
the Contagious Diseases Act." The House of 
Commons, in 186G, passed an Act providing for 
the compulsory examination of women, at;d, in 
1869 an amending Act was passed prov1dmg 
for the extension of the operations of the original 
Act to a greater number of districts. The com· 
pulsory Act of 1866 was hurriedly passed in a 
thin House, at a late hour of the night. It was 
introduced at the instance of gentlemen in the 
House of Commons, who were supposed to re· 
present the army and navy, and they thought 
that as most of the soldiers and sailors were 
unmarried, and many of them contracted disease, 
there should be special legislation to protect 
them against the unpleasant physical conse
quences of illicit sexual intercourse. Many 
medical men had expressed a confident opinion 
that by the adoption of the French machi
nery--police espionage, compulsory examina
tion of women, and prison hodpitals-they should 
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be able to stamp out the disease, or make it 
very nearly to disappear. The nation at large, 
however, considered the legislation proposed as 
insulting to women, as cowardly on the part 
of men to the wmtker sex. as alien to the British 
love of freedom and ju-stice, and as in itself 
immoral, tending to the practice of vice. 
Heferring to the hurried way in which this 
legislation was, to use his own expression, 
"smuggled through the House," Mr. Stansfeld, 
the member for Halifax, puts no less a per.~on in 
the witness-box than Mr. Gladstone himself, and 
this is what Mr. Gladstone says :-

" ~'Iost unfortunately, though from the very best 
motives-from the desire to prevent public discussion on 
a subject not fit for public discussion-these Acts were 
passed almost without the knowledge of anyone. I was 
a member of the Government at the time they 'vere 
passed, but I do not know how they were vassed or by 
whom they 'vere carried through the House.':.. 
Then a question was put as to the accuracy of 
that recollection, and the right hon. gentleman 
added these words:-

,.There was. at any rate, no cliscuNsion in the House, 
and no collective resolution of the Cabinet on the ques
tion, nor was there any op}JortunHy to inform the 
public mind as to the nature of the subject." 
On the 18th August, 1883, the member for 
Devonport, Mr. Puleston, made some remarks 
in the course of the debate, to which the right 
hon. gentleman replied :-

"I said that these Acts \V ere passed in general 
obscurity, and that they were never brought before the 
Cabinet of which I was a member." 
It is unfortunate, I think, Mr. Speaker, that 
it was the Liberal party who were in power 
:.tt the time those Acts were allowed to slip 
through, as it gave people :.tn opportunity to 
s:.ty that the Liberal Government betrayed the 
Liberal cause and compromised their own prin· 
ciples :.ts the price they were willing to pay for 
the army and navy support in the House of 
Commons. I do not think so, but I think it 
still more unfortunate that after the Acts 
had slipped through, and after the Ministers 
were caught napping in that way, some of 
them deliberately joined in the v:.tin attempt 
to persuade the nation that those Acts were 
not so bad after all-that they were rather 
beneficial than otherwise to the country; But, 
sir, what is bad in itself cannot be beneficial 
either to individuals or to communities. In 
the meantime the nation:.tl feeling ngainst those 
Acts was growing in volume and intensity until 
it reached a pitch that would have very soon 
swept away any Government that would have 
attempted to resist it. On the 20th April, 1883, 
Mr. Stansfeld, the member for Halif:.tx, moved 
in the House of Commons, " That this House 
dis:.tpproves of the compulsory ex:.tmination of 
women under the Contagious Diseases Act." 
That was carried by a majority of seventy, 
and the Government of the clay-the Glad
stone Government-immediately proceeded to 
give effect to it, and brought in a Bill 
to repe:.tl the Acts. This, being imperfect 
was opposed, and this caused wme delay. 
But in the latter part of the session of 18S5 
the question came up for discussion, I think, 
in connection with the Estimates. It w:.ts 
then agreed on both sides of the House that 
the question was ripe for solution, but that 
it would be convenient to allow it to remain 
until the assembling of the new Parliament. 
Accordingly, on March 16th of this year, Mr. 
Stansfeld moved that the Contagious Diseases 
Acts of 1866 and 18()9 ought to be repealed. An 
amendment was proposed by Sir John Kennaway, 
member for Devonshire, who, while approving 
of the repeal, wished to retain the lock hospitals. 
This w:.ts lost by 114 on division, and then Mr. 
Stansfeld's motion w:.ts carried without divi
sion. Ten days :.tfterwards 1\Ir. Stansfeld moved 

the second reading of the Bill, providing 
for immediate and unconditional repeal, and 
this was carried without division in the 
House. On the 15th April the Speak er reported 
to the House the Royal assent. Thus was this 
most un-English Act swept aw:.ty by what may 
be considered, I think, the unanimous verdict of 
the whole country. Never perhaps in the his
tory of Englnnd, not for centuries at least, has 
anAct been passed which has so outraged the moral 
sense, the religious principle, :.tnd the British love 
of freedom and justice, as this Act of 1866. I ven· 
ture to express the belief that Her Majesty the 
Queen never put her signature to a measure with 
greater gratification to herself than she did when 
she signed this Bill for repe:.tling the Contagious 
Diseases Act. The Secretary of State for War, 
1\Ir. Campbell Bannerman, during the debate 
Maid that the country had pronounced against 
State interference in this matter, and the 
hope was strongly expressed during the debate 
that this system would be swept away in 
all the British dependencies. Such an Act was 
repealed some years ago in the British colony of 
Cape of Good Hope. In the dominion of Camtda 
a similar Act was passed at the instance, I 
believe, of the Secretary of State for the 
Colonies, but the Executive Government of 
Canada never ventured to put it in force. 
In the presidencies of C:.tlcutta Bombay, 
and JYI:.tdras this system is doomed to speedy 
extinct' on. Queensland is the only one of the 
Australian colonies where this Act has ever been 
in force. 

Mr. NORTON: Ko. 

Mr. ,JORDAN: It was passed in Victoria, 
but they never dared to put it in force. I think 
I am correct also in stating that Queensbnd was 
the first of the British dependencies to follow 
England's example in passing such an Act, and I 
sincerely hope we shall not be the very last of 
the British dependencies to follow the English 
example in repealing that Act. I will now, sir, 
say a few words as to the reasons why we, who 
are in favour of repeal, wish to see this system 
done away with-in the first place, because it 
has failed in the fulfilment of its promise of 
stamping out, or :.tlmost doing away with, the 
disease of syphilis ; because it is tyrannical and 
opposed to the most cherished principle of the 
English Constitution ; because it is cruel and 
inhuman in its operation ; because it is cowardly 
-this tyranny and cruelty being directed 
exclusively against the wenker sex; because 
it is immoral, and opposed to the divine 
law of chastity. \Ve wish to see this Act 
repealed becttuse it has signally failed in its 
promise of stamping out the constitutional 
disease of syphilis. The great argument which 
has always been relied upon by those who :.tre in 
ftwonr of the continuance of the Act is that this 
disease is a constitutional disease ; that it passes 
from the parents to the~ offspring; and that it is 
entailed on innocent children to the third and 
fourth generation; and, JYir. Speaker, it is im
portant I think, this afternoon, to bear in mind 
that this is the argument-that this inquiry has 
to do, as far as statistics are concerned at all 
events, with the constitutional disease of 
syphilis, and with that only. It has nothing 
whatever to do with those other disorders 
which are also induced by irregularity of 
lifa, which are not constitutional, which are 
not dangerous, hut wholly and solely with the 
constitutional dise:.se of syphilis. Dreadful 
pictures have been presented to us of the nature, 
the prevalency, and the fatality of the disease of 
syphilis. The eYil nature of the disease can 
I1m·dly be exnggerated; the prevalency and fatality 
of it may be, have been, :.tnd are continually and 
greatly ex:.tggeratecl. Whenever the system is 
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attacked I always notice that its defenders take 
fortress in two or three gratuitous assump
tions. First, they assume that this is the most 
f"trtl disease almost in the world, which it is not. 
Secondly, they assume that this Contagions 
Diseases Act has been largely successful in doing 
awtty with the disease of syphilis, which it has 
not. Thirdly, they assume tlmt if this system 
has not been succe,sful, there is no other 
system in the world which can be or has 
been successful, which is contrary to the facts 
of the case, as I shall presently endeavour 
to show. The vital statistics of almost all 
countries at the present day show us precisely 
the number of deaths occurring immediately 
from the disease of syphilis. 'rake, for instance, 
our own statistics. The medical men of Queens
land have been and are generally conscientiously 
careful to supply the Registrar. General, in 
their certificates of death, with the means of 
ascertaining the causes of death in the colony ; 
and when there is no mediPal attendant, these 
statistics are obtained from other reliable sources. 
To show, Mr. SpmtkBl·, how cttrefully this 
is done in this colony of Queensland, I will 
now refer to a table - page 13 of the 
ttppendix to the Registrar--General's Report 
on Vital Statistics for the years 1878 and 187\J. 
Any other two years would have answered the 
purpose equally well, for aught I know ; I just 
take these at ramlom. In the year 1878 there 
was a very great mortality. 'There were 4,220 
deaths, and out of these there were only 84 cases 
in which the cause of death was not specified. 
In the following year, when the mortality was 
normal, there were 3,207 deaths, and there were 
only 44 in which the cmmes were not specified. The 
table to which I am now referring, Mr. Speaker, 
is Table XL of the Vital Statistics of 1879. This 
table exhibits the causes of det1.th in the order of 
their degree of fatality. \V e might have sup
posed, from what we have been told about the 
great fatality of syphilis, that it would 
be found at the top of this list, or some
where near the top ; but it is found a 
long way down the list, No. 59, ttnd there 
were ten deathH only from syphilis that year. 
I will take the nine yem·s from 187 4 to 1882, 
because in those nine years I prepared with my 
own hand the analysis of the tttbles pre
pared by the Deputy Registrar-General. In the 
year 1874, the place on the list was 50, in the 
order of degree of fatality, ttnd the number of 
deaths was 10; in 187f>, the place was 77, 
and the number of deaths 5 ; in 187G the 
place was 5G, and the number of deaths, U.; 
In 1877 the place was 52, the number of deaths 
12; in 1878 the place was 52, the number of 
deaths 13; in 1879 the place was 59, the number 
of deaths 10; in 1880 the place was 43, the num
ber of deaths 14 ; in 1881 the place was 34, t.he 
number of deaths 22 ; and in 1882 the place "as 
34, tl,nd the number of deaths 30. Dnring those 
nine yettrs, lYir. Speaker, the total number of 
dettths in the colony was 31,GS;{, and the total 
number of deaths from syphilis during those 
years was 125, giving an average of 14 deaths for 
each year from syvhilis. I will now, for the sake 
of comparison, refer to the percentage of deaths 
from all enthetic diseases under Dr. Farr's system 
of nosology. In the three years before the passing 
of the Contagions Diseases Act in Queensland in 
1868, the percentage of deaths from these, to the 
whole number of deaths-that is during 1865, 
1866, and 1867-was 0·31, or a little less than " 
third of 1 per cent. During the three years after 
the passing of the Act, instead of improving, we 
find that the percentage was 0•46, or more 
than half as much again. Taking the sixteen 
years since the passing of the Act-from 18uU 
to 1884 inclusive- the percentage of deaths 
from enthetic diseases, which include syphilis, 

gonorrhma, and some others, was 0·55, or more 
than three-quarters as many again. I cannot 
carry the comparison any further as to enthetic 
diseases, because the arrangement has since been 
altered. But in 1885 the deaths from syphilis 
were 0·63. During the seventeen years that have 
elapsed since the passing of the Act theaverageha.s 
been 0·55-morcthan three-quarters as much again 
as it was before that time; and in 1885 thepercen· 
tao-e of syphilis wa;; more than double that in 
th~ three years before the passing of the Act. 
It may be said, and it will be said, I have no 
doubt; that there are many other diseases which 
are "ggra vated by the presence of syphilis in the 
constitution, such as phthisis ; and that the 
number of deaths caused imlirectly by syphilis 
has been much larger than this, and this we 
must take account of. But this cannot do away 
with the fact that during the seventeen years 
after the passing of the Act the deaths from 
enthetic diseases-nearly all of which were 
syphilis - were nearly double as many as 
they were d,lring the three years before 
the Act was passed at all. It follows 
that those other diseases, of which phthisis 
and others were the secondary cause of 
death, syphilis being the primary, have in
creased in the smne proportion, and tlmt there 
are double as many now as there were before 
the passing of the Act. I have said that the 
deaths from syphilis during the nine years ending 
in 1882 have averaged fourteen in the year. 
Compare that with the average number of 
deaths from miasmatic, or what are called pre
ventable diseases, and we find that the average 
number of deaths in the colony during· those nine 
years from preventable diseases was \.176, as 
against 14 from enthetic diseases. Though 
the attention of successive Governments has been 
called to the frightful loss of human life arising 
from filthy streets, filthy gutters, dirty back
yards, filthy closets, and the want of a proper sys· 
tem of drainage, there is little notice taken of it. 
\V e admit, of course, that syphilis is a very 
foul disease, and that we are bound to do all 
we can to diminish it, and, if possible, to get 
rid of it. The professed intention of this Act is 
to do away with the disease of syphilis. That is 
very good ; but let us look at the means which 
are put in motion by the Gontagious Diseases 
Act for this very htudable purpose. There is, 
first, police espionage. Under this Act a certain 
number of the police are set aside or instructed 
to act as a kind of morals' police. The duty of 
these men, as they walk the streets, is to keep 
their eye upon all women, to ~can their bees, 
to observe their wctys, to judge of their 
conduct, t<• see where they go and what they 
do; and if they do anything which these men 
do not consider right, such as winking with 
the eyes, "talking \vith their feet," or in any 
similar way misbehaving, it is their duty 
to report that misconduct to a magistrate ; 
and the magistrate has the power, at his 
cliHcretion, of cmnrnitting these wmnen at once 
to the inquisition of the doctor's examining
room. Compulsory medical examination has 
always, by those in favour of these Acts, 
been talked of as an infallible test - by 
which the presence of syphilis can be readily 
detected by medical men with the use of the 
speculum. It has been held by high medical 
authority that the examination of a woman, 
without· her own consent, is an assault, and 
utterly unjustifiable under any conceivable cir
cumstance-s. And does not this commend itself 
to the universal conscience? Is it not a part 
of that unwritten law, which is inscribed on the 
heart of every living man, that every woman has 
a right-a ncttural, inalienable, and sacred right 
-to guard the secrets of her own person ? But 
even after this unjustifiable assault has been 
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committed by the doctors, they are in many cases 
as wise as they were before. The evidence of a 
number of medical men given before a select 
committee of the House of Commons on this sub
ject went to show that this was the case, and 
one medical officer went so far as to sav 
that in six cases out of twelve doctors could 
not tell, after the most careful examination. The 
lives these women lead induce appearances which 
are very often mistaken for the symptoms of 
syphilis ; and many young women are com
mitted to the hospital without any disease upon 
them. Others, on the contrary, contrive, by 
ablution and otherwise, to remove suspicions 
t1ppearances in the earlier stages of the disease, 
and they are not treated. To be of any real 
value these examinations must be made every 
day. In a single hour after the examination 
has been made the woman may contract disease, 
and within twenty-four hours she may have 
communicated the disease to a score of men. 
Do not think that that is an extravagant 
statement. It is borne out by the evidence 
of Dr. Barr, physician for thirteen years at the 
Aldershot military camp. If such is the fact, 
what is the me of these fortnightly examina
tions? The thing is ridiculous and absurd. How
ever, to show the absurdity of this system and 
its utter hollowness, I may take the facts 
connected with mediate contagion. Persons 
bitten by a sna.ke get inoculated with the 
virus, and become poison-proof against snake
bites for perhaps many years to come. A woman 
who has been cured of syphilis becomes what 
is called syphilised. She does not then readily 
contract the disease, but she communicates it. 
Having intercourse with a diseased peroon-the 
next comer is the victim, and so on in an unknown 
quantity. These several considerations are proof 
incontestable of the utter inadequacy of the 
much-vaunted compulsory medical examination 
for ascertaining the existence of disease in 
these women. The system is misleading in 
the highest degree. \V e come next to the 
professed registration 'lf all prostitutes. Does 
anybody believe that all prostitutes are re
gistered? Does not everybody-if people would 
only admit it - know that this is an utter 
farce? Those women are not so lost to all 
sense of womanly shame that they do not dre[td 
the treatment they will receive at the hands of 
men under these monstrous Acts ; and they 
take very good care to keep out of the way of the 
policemen, and the doctor too. Take Brisbane, 
for instance. In the city of Brisbane, the 
Premier told us last session but one, that there 
were 100 women on the register. I remember the 
statement very well, and we have it in .Hanscml. 
The same day the Attorney-General told the 
House that he had made careful inquiry into 
this matter, and had found that ont of these 
100 prostitutes there were on an average thirty 
in gaol and thirty in the lock hospital, leav
ing only forty effective prostitutes in the streets 
of Brisbane. Does anybody who has acqmtinted 
himself at all with this disagreeable question 
believe that forty women represent the whole 
number of prostitutes that disfigure and disgrace 
the streets of the city and suburbs? I have been 
told that there are four times forty, or perhaps 
more. Go to Paris. vV e are told we must 
not go to Paris, because the system there 
is entirely different. I take exception to that. 
I have given very careful study to the subject, 
and I know to my own satisfaction that the 
system which was in existence in Paris and 
is now done away with was identical with the 
system which is now in operation in Brisbane. 
\Vhat was the system in force in Paris? 
There was professed registration of prostitutes ; 
there was compulsory examination of the 
women ; and there were lock or prison hospitals. 

The average number of prostitutes on the 
register in that city was a little under 3,600, 
The number of prostitutes in Paris has been 
variously estimated, but I will take the official 
estimate - the estimate of the officer who 
was for very many years at the head of 
the Morals Police in Paris, and occupied that 
position until lately. That officer is not at all 
likely to over-estimate the number of prostitutes 
in that city for this reason: that his duty was to 
keep the names of all the prostitutes on the regis
ter, and as he did not succeed, an over-estimate 
of the number of those women would make his 
failure only more palpable. And what does he say 
on the subject? He states that the number is from 
30,000 to 50,000. I think we may be quite certain 
then that there must be at least 40,000. But, to 
make assunnce doubly sure, I will average it at 
3G,OOO. :From this official estimate, therefore, it 
appears that, with all the vigilance of the Paris 
police, with all the means fair and unfair adopted 
to put women on the register, the authorities in 
that city did not succeed in securing the registra
tion of more than one-tenth of the whole. And the 
remainder are clandestine prostitutes carrying on 
their profession, or whatever it may be called, in 
secret. Under a system like this, clandestine pros
titutes are the most dangerous, forthisreason, that 
when they become diseased they do not go to see 
a medical man, bec;mse they are afraid of falling 
into the bands of the police. They do not see a 
doctor until they are compelled to do so. The 
consequence is that there were over 32,000 clan
destine prostitutes in Paris, who were centres 
of disease; the policemen, the doctors, and the 
prisons, prevented their going to get medical 
advice in the earlier stages of the disease. ltegis
tration in Paris, therefore, and registration in 
Brisbane also, is registration in nan1e, and not in 
reality. Take the statistics of England under 
these'Acts. No doubt hon. members are aware 
that the Contagious Diseases Acts were in 
operation in certain military and naval stations 
where these Acts have been in operation 
for the seventeen or eighteen years before 
they were suspended. The districts under 
the operation of the Act were called sub
jected, those not under, unsubjected districts. 
This afforded a means of comparison between 
the subjected and unsubjected districts. Elabo
rate statistics have been prepared on the subject, 
tables having been kept from the beginning. 
The statistics are very voluminous, extending 
over many years. They are intricate, because 
the men are continually changing between the un
snbjected and subjected districts; they often are 
not confined exclusively to syphilis, but to other 
disorders ; and taken in parts they are utterly per
plexing and sometimes quite contradictory. In 1879 
a select committee was appointed by the House 
of Commons to inquire into this matter. It was 
composed of ;dxteen gentlemen, ten of whom had 
been advocates of the Act, and were committed by 
their speeches in the House-and, I believe, out
side the House-to maint»in them. The other 
six gentlemen were opposed to the maintenance 
of the Acts. Their first duty-I believe, their 
most important duty-was to get to the bottom 
of this mass of statistics, to study them, analyse 
them, classify them, and come to some definite 
conclusion as to the beneficial operation, or 
otherwise, of the Act in the subjected districts, 
and compare the results with the state of things 
in the unsubjected districts. For three years these 
gentlemen carried on their labours, sitting during 
three sessions of Parliament. The chairman, 
who belonged to the majority, brought up a 
report, which was called "the majority report." 
This was strongly objected to by the minority, 
because they said the conclusions of the majority 
were based· altogether on false premises, as the 
majority had insisted-instead of confining their 
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attention to the constitutional disease of syphilis 
-on including all venereal diseases, which were 
trivial in their nature, not dangerous, not consti
tutional, and not heredibry. The conclusion they 
came to, taking that as a basis, was as follows. I 
will read tbe paragraph in the report, bec:1use I 
think it is most important. It was the conclusion of 
the whole matter, and the verdict of those gentle
men who for years advocated the upholding of 
this system and almost swore by it. At page 50 
of the evidence taken before the select com
mittee we have the conclusion of the majority in 
these words:-

"Your connnittee examined carefully into the qncs~ 
tion how far the Acts have operated to inllucnce the 
efficiency of the army. Their effect in this respect was 
considered from several points of view, and it ar1pcars 
that they have augmented the available strength ot 
the army to an extent proportioned to that '\Vhieh the 
statistics showed that they have diminished disease. 
Applying the plan adopted"-

That is, including all disorders, more than four
fifths of which are not syphilitic-

"for measuring the true effect of1 the Acts in reducing 
dise<.Lse, your committee contrasted the change8 of con~ 
dition as to efficiency, so far as the diminntion or incrense 
of efficiency rE-t>ulted from a. greater or lesser number 
of men being in the hospital in consequence of venereal 
disease, in unsubjected districts, with corresponding 
changes in subjected districts. This comparison in
volved considerable difficulty, but after carefully 
eliminating all discoverable inaccuracies and sources of 
error, your committee were satisfied, contrastingjthe 
fourteen subjected 'vith all unsubjected clistricts and 
stations, that dnring the period between 1870 and 1873, 
when the Acts were in full operation, unaffected by 
Lord Cardwcll's order,they saved 5·38 per 1,000 men daily 
to the army." 

Hon. gentlemen IVill observe that this does not 
mean the lives of men, but this was the propor
tion of admissions to the hospitals less in the sub
jected than in the unsubjected districts. Now, 
5'38 per 1,000 means a saving of 269 cases out 
of an army of 50,000 men, but only 26,000 men 
were, as it appears, in the Rubjected districts 
during those years. See what it would be if 
the majority had confined their attention to 
the real question-that is the saving with 
regard to the men who were af!licted with 
this disease, this constitutional disease which 
affects innocent children and is handed down 
from father to son. Dr. Barr, who was sta
tioned at Aldershot thirteen years, shows that he 
examined 54,848 cases, and out of those examina
tions there were only 7,667 cases which were 
treated for venereal disorders. Altogether the pro
portions were as follows, per cent :-Gonorrhma, 
G5 ; primary sores, 27 ; secondary syphilis, 8. Of 
primary sores two-thirds are not syphilitic at 
nll, leaving nine only renlly syphilitic cnses. 
There were thus, 9 and 8 are 17 per cent. of 
cnses of true syphilis ; 17 per cent. of 269 is less 
than46, which would be the real saving-in the sub
jected districts out of 50,000 men. Does not that 
become small by degrees and beautifully less? 
But that is not all, Mr. Spenker. \Ve have not 
the statistics before us, and we cannot verifv these 
things for ourselves ; but we may take the conclu
sions of the majority f,w what they are worth, and 
those of the minority for what they are worth. 
It is of no use to say that the majority made 
a mistake. They included all venereal dis
orders, so as to swell the number, and increase 
it as far as they could. \V e say this was unfairly 
done, because the inquiry was about constitutional 
syphilis. \Vhat does Mr. Stansfeld say ? He 
knows, I believe, more about the question than 
any other man in England, nnd there is no man 
in Eng-land who doubts Mr. Stansfeld's veracity. 
This is the conclusion to which he came after 
profoundly studying the intricacies of all the 
statistical information regarding contagious dis-

eases during the seventeen or eighteen years the 
Acts had existed in England. This is Mr. 
Stansfeld's summing up:-

"Our contention on these figures is this. '¥e say 
it is proved in evidence thrtt the rt>-:nlt of the operation 
of the Acts is a greater proportion of constitutional 
to non-constitutional abuses, a very doubtful positive 
decrease in the amunnt of constitutional diseases; 
ancl taking all the figures which we arc not prepared 
to admit of the a.clvocates of the Acts, the diminution 
of constitutional disease amounts at 1nost to 0·15 per 
1,000, or 7k out of 50,000 men." 

Will any body, after that, say that there was any 
necessity for the passing of these Acts ; that 
these Acts have accomplished any good; that 
they have stamped out the disease; that they 
have even dimini•hed the disease? Mr. Stans
feld says, in another paragraph, that, taking 
both men nnd women into account, syphilis is 
found to have increased in the subjected as com
pared with the unsubjected districts. That is 
a remarkable fact we have to deal with in this 
House to-day. It is said that good has been 
accomplished in the large towns where these 
Acts have been in force, inasmuch as there has 
been less exhibition of prostitution in the streets. 
I have examined the evidence given by n Catholic 
clergyman in Cork-no doubt a gentlemo,n of high 
character, I think he is a dignitary of the Catholic 
Church-named the Rev. James Hegarty. I am 
giving the evidence on both sides, because I do 
not wish to practise any deception in any way. 
He was in favour of the continuation of the Acts 
because he thought the streets were more orderly 
and there wore not so many brothels. The evi
dence of any Catholic clergyman having to do 
with the morals of the people under his charge 
was very valuable as far as it went. But we have, 
on the contrary, the evidence of lVIr. King.ston, 
a gentleman of independent means, who resided 
three times as long in Cork- namely, thirty 
years - as the clergyman, and devoted this 
thirty yenrs of his life to what is called rescue 
work. He was a gentleman of true religious 
character, and had been the means of rescuing 
nearly 300 of those people from a further life 
of shame. He said the diminution of prostitu
tion in Cork was entirely external, and that in 
reality clande.stine prostitution had largely in
creased, nnd that immorality among boys nnd 
young men hnd increased ; nnd he went into 
iengthened details and fully established these 
statements. I could quote the evidence of a 
great number of different clergymen, some of 
whom, like the Rev. lVIr. Hegarty, have been in 
favour of the Acts from external appearances; 
<>nd many, on the other h:1lld, of those who 
have devoted years of their lives to the study 
of 'the question, and are thoroughly convinced 
that clandestine prostitution has greatly in
creased, as well as imrnorality among young 
men and boys, in the large towns where the 
Acts have been in force. It is argued that 
good has been done in the hospitals where 
the lady-principals, as they A-re called, have 
rescued some women from a life of shame. I 
have no doubt, Mr. Speaker, that this is the case, 
but is that nnything in favour of the system? 
\Ve all know that there were a good many well
meaning, benevolent people among those who 
owned slaves in the \Vest Indies and in the 
Southern States of America ; but is that an 
argument in favour of slavery-in favour of 
a system under which human beings were 
bought and sold as mere chattels ? Such 
arguments are utterly vnin. Then we are told 
that good has been done in Brisbane. The 
Premier said that during one year 163 women had 
been treated in the lock hospital, and other
wise these women would have been centres from 
which contag-ion would hnve spread. But does 
that follow, IVIr. Speaker? That is only on the 
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assumption to which I just referred-that if this 
system does not succeed, no other means can suc
ceed. But that is contrary to the fact. There 
are many large towns in Engln.nd that would not 
have this system. They rejected it ; the whole 
population were in a turmoil, and there would 
have lJecn a riot in the streets if the Government 
lmd forced it upon them-in Glasgow, IVinchester, 
Bristol, and Liverpool it seems these Acts were 
never in force; but the municipal authorities, 
private individuals, and benevolent persons 
addressed then"el ves to the work of reformation. 
Hospitals were established for the reception 
of persons suffering from this dreadful disease, 
syphilis-this constitutional disease which affects 
children to the third and fourth generation ; and 
the work of curing them has been very successful. 
'rhatissoin Glasgowandotherplaces, and I believe 
the disease can bestampedont. Now, what is there 
to prevent us here from adopting that rational, 
human and Christian system? \Vhatis there tolJre
\ent the Uovernment from saying, "\Ve will giYe 
you thissubsidyto your hospitttls on condition that 
you will establish wards for syphilis, which shall 
be accessible to all people on demand and with
out paying any fee"? This is a great national 
'luestion. Now, I think I have made good what 
I have stated, that this system has failed in the 
fulfilment of its promise in stamping out disease; 
and I have pointed out that other system that has 
proved stwcessful in other place~, and may be 
successful here, Let us have the good without 
the evil. Let us have the humanity without the 
cruelty and wrong of the thing. \V e ask for 
the repeal of this Act, secondly, on the ground 
that it is tymnnical and opposed to the most 
cherished principles of the Constitution of Eng
land. Every man on British soil has a right 
to his personal freedom. This is older than 
the passing of the Habeas Corpus Act. It has 
existed from the time of King J olm, and the 
signing of the Magna Chm·ta, if not before. Every 
man who is not arrested 0r held in bondage law
fully on suspicion of crime, has a right to be free. 
A slave who escapes from his taskmaster in smne 
foreign country, the moment the sole of his foot 
touches British soil is a free man. Every man, 
but not every woman. By this hateful law 
women are made an exception. That young woman 
whom the policeman suspects to be no better 
than she ought to be, on what principle of English 
bw is she mTet<ted and held in bondage? It 
may be that she may have fallen into ;;in, but is 
fornication a crime by British law? IV e know it 
is not. On the contrary, if a medical man decl>cres 
that she is free from disease she may leave the in
stitution, and she can go where she likes. That is, 
she has official >cuthority to go on in the practice of 
her sin. It is said of slavery that it degmdes the 
slave-holder as much as it degrades the slave ; 
and every cruel and ini'luitous system warps the 
mind and httrclcns the conscience of every person 
connected with it. Let us take as an illustration 
a portion of the report of Dr. IV eir, the health 
officer at Bombay, who was in fttvour of the 
continuation of this Act. His report is da,ted 20th 
December, 1876-a little less then ten years ago
and in it is to be found the following statement:-

" 'l'o the women themselves, this Act is of the greatest 
benefit, not only pltysi("nlly, but profe.ssionally. The 
registration ticket is Ctlllivaleut to a clean bill of 
health and a certifica:t.c of competency." 

That re'luires no comment. The right to per
sonalfreedom is highly prized in England. It is the 
enYy of all European nations, and I venture to say 
that it is as greatly valued in Queensland, and it 
will be presently seen that the people in Queens
land will not long be down-trodden by any such 
tyrannical law. The people of Queensland have 
alrea,dy said they willlmve no black labour, and 
they will bay as em]Jhatically that there shall be 
no white slavery-no pariah class of women 

ruthlessly thrust beyond the pa~e of British law, 
arrested on no suspicion of crnne, subJe~ted to 
the cruel examination, and put from tnne to 
time in prison in order that men m>cy safely 
gratify their sensual appetites. We ask for the 
repNci of the law bemmse it is a cruel law. Fifty 
years ago a fiend in human shape moved by 
a kind of black inspiration - as it has been 
called-invented an instrument which would 
kill a great many people at one explosion. He 
let it off at the window of his lodging in a street 
in Pari,~ on some state occasion when the King 
Louis Philippe and the Queen were on their way 
to review the National Guard. Eighteen persons 
were killed ; and the man was executed. This 
machine was called the infernal machine; but no 
machine ever invented in Paris, no instrument 
of torture ever used in the dark chambers of the 
In'luisition of Spain, is to be compared to that 
ma•terpiece of human cruelty invented for the 
compulsory examination of women-that table, or 
chair, or bed, or rack in which these poor women 
are subjected to an ignominy no words can 
describe. It is no Ube to say it is shameful for 
women to present a petition to members of this 
House. The time has gone by for talking such 
nonsense. If it were not for the women of Eng
land we should have had this hateful Act in force 
at the pres0nt day in England. It has died by the 
blow of the women of England, and British 
women will not allow it to exist in any British 
community. Take the case of Caroline \Vybrow. 
She was a young woman eighteen years of age, 
living· at Chat ham with her mother. They were 
very poor, and they lived in fL very low part of 
the town because they could not afford a high 
rent. The poor womftn obtained her living by 
nursing and needlework, and the girl assisted 
her mother and increased their scanty means by 
scruubing out the houses of some of their neigh
bours, "ome of whom were prostitutes. The 
police naturally suspected she was one of them ; 
and they made her appear at the exami1mtion 
room, and she was told to get up on one of these 
horrid machines. The girl protested her 
inuocence and refused. Being urged and 
threatened, in a paroxysm of fear and shame, 
she said she would rather have her throat cut. 
She was remanded for six days, and during that 
time one of the medical officers said if she did not 
submit he would get six strong women to hold 
her down, or she would get six months' imprison
ment. Still she refused ; but eventually she was 
persuaded to submit. She consented to do soon the 
condition that the instrument should not be used. 
Even then she said one of the doctors held her 
down whilst the other performed the examination. 
Immediately, she was released. The doctors 
denied some of her statements, but they could not 
and did not deny what the girl persistently asserted, 
th>ct she was" virgin. Shortly after her release she 
was married to a soldier - probably the man 
whom the police had seen visiting her-and in a 
few days over nine months she became a mother. 
Now, what happened to the girl Caroline \Vybrow 
may occur undee this hideous system to any 
virtuous wmnan, either virgin or wife. Monsieur 
Guyot, who was a member of the municipality 
of Paris-a man of the highest reputation, the 
highest character-who has been the chief instru
ment in securing the ftbolition of this hideous 
law in Paris-said that there were a great number 
of cases in Paris where young virgins had been 
arrested as prostitutes. And in the Westminste?' 
Re~•ie1v, No. 126, for April, 1883, page 503, it 
is stated that complaints of outrages of this 
kind may be counted by hundreds. No doubt 
in England they have been very careful, 
because the administration of the Act has 
been closely watched by a ~isaprroving public, 
but this case happened m England. And 
how do • we know how many cases of the 
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same kind never come to light? But we know 
this : that there are virtuous girls and wives 
who would almost rather die before making 
confession to their lovers or husbands that 
they had been thus violated. I do not wonder 
that there have been cases of suicide- a number 
of them-of women who could not face their cela
ti ves or the world, after this hideous shame had 
been inflicted on them. I sa,y that this system is a 
cruel sy<ltem, because it is a preventive of reform, 
tending to make girls who have once f>tllen into 
confirmed and professed prostitntes. J'viany 
women in the humbler walks of life are exposed 
to great temptations, and fall. Fall into the hands 
of bad men who profess love and promise 
marriage ;or fall from the pressure of poverty 
and fear of starvation. :Many of these women, 
smitten by remorse, and tasting in that remorse 
the bitter fruits of transgression, would return 
to the p"ths of virtue and never sin again. But 
falling into the clutches of the police, snbjectecl 
to the shn,meful violation of the doctor, they feel 
themselves lost beyond the possibility of redemp
tion and give themselves over to despair, feeling 
there is uo return. Henceforth they are leprous 
outcasts, the slaves of the State, the registered 
prostitutes of the Government. \V e say that 
we want to have this Act repealed because it is a 
cowardly system. This tyranny n,nd this cruelty 
are directed againet the weaker sex -against 
women. If the Government want to stamp out 
syphilis why don't they pass a Bill to deal sum
marily with men? 

Ho:i'OUHABLE 1IE1Il3ERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. JOHDAN: If soldieTs n,re so bad-I do 

not believe they are half so bad as they are made 
to be-but if soldiers are so bn,<l and cannot be 
permitted to marry, why not subject soldiers to 
examination every morning? That is the only 
way to make the examination of any use. If 
disease is so rife among civilians, why should not 
every unmarried man, or every man who is 
what they call a "loose tish," be subjected to a 
daily examination by the doctor'! If any woman 
walking in the streets, either alone or in company, 
may be stopped, questioned, threatened, arrested, 
and committed to the doctor's examining room 
to prove that she is not a harlot, why should 
not the same powers be given to the police 
to deal with men? vVhy not ? 

HmWURABLE 11EMBEHS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. JORDAN: \Vhy not? We dare not 

attempt it. Manhood would rise against it in 
wmthful indignation and hurl us from our seats. 

An HoxouRABLE MmmER : That is the reason. 
Mr. JORDAN: Yes, sir, that is the reason. 

But women are weak and defenceles"; we may 
treat them in this inhuman wav in order that 
men may safely gratify their sensual appetites. 

.An HoNOURABLE 11EMBER: Cowardly men ! 
Mr. JORDAN: Shame, I say, on Queensland. 

She is the only colony of fair Australia which 
has enacted such a law-which makes pariahs 
of a class of women, brands them with the 
red-hot brand of eternal infmny, registers 
them as prostitutes, ba,rs their way to a return 
to the paths of virtue, and renders repentance 
to them almost an impossibility! Have we IVho 
have arrived at old age, or at middle age, 
forgotten our British parentage? Have we in 
Queensland, in this nineteenth century, become 
ashamed of our old English chivalry which made 
man the chn,mpion of woman, the defender of 
her person against all comers? Have we in this 
very session, in this House, passed a Bill chiefly 
for the protection of young men on conviction of 
crime, to let them for the first offence go free 
and have another chance of recleemin~ them
selves? and do we refuse to hold out a helping 
hand to a poor girl whom some heartless libertine 

has betrayed ? How will the name of Queens
land be honoured among the nations of the future, 
as the only Australian colony maintaining a law 
against women of which Paris has become 
ashamed, n,nd has spewed it out of her mouth? 
\V e ask, in the name of the women of 
Queensland, not only of those 4,000 or 5,000 
who signed that petition, but in the name 
of all the women of Queensbnd- of every 
honest woman who looks n,t thi-; vile law as 
an insult to her sex-we ask that this should 
be repealed, because it is opposed to the 
divine law of chastity. That ln,w forbids forni
cation and teaches us that it is a deadly sin. 
But this law which you have passed in Queens
land, and which you wish to maintain in Queens
land, permits fornication, protects it, encou
rages it, professing to give securities against 
any evil consequences that may arise from 
the practice of it. The Government have 
become parties with the harlot. As she stands 
at the street corner, she says to that young 
man, who has just come from the parting 
embrace of his mother-who thinks, as she 
looks int<l his face, she sees in it the reflections 
of her own purity,-" I have peace offerings 
with me this day; I have payed my vows; 
I have submitted my person to the learned 
hand of the physician; I have perfumed my 
bed with myrrh; I have washed my hands 
in innocency ; therefore came I forth to meet 
thee. Come--the good man is from home ; the 
good, paternal Government has provided for your 
safety ; I am one of the Queen's women ; the 
Queen of England sttys I may practise my lawful 
calling in the :otreets! I have decked my bed with 
coverings of tapestry, with carved work and 
tine linen of Egypt." \Vith he': much fair speech, 
and her clean Government b11l of health, she 
causeth him to yield. He goeth after her 
straightwn,y, as an ox goeth to the slaughter. 
Do we profess in Queenslaml to be a Christian 
nation, to be guided by the teachings of God's 
Holy \Vord-rmd I am not ashamed of speaking 
of it in this House---

HoNOURABLE ME3IBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. JORDAN: Do we not daily on meeting 
here acknowledge the Supreme Being, invoke 
His aiel, and ask for the guidance of His 
counsel? Do we not pray that all things may be 
so ordered and settled by our endeavours on the 
best and surest foundations, that peace and happi
ness, truth and justice, religion and piety, may 
be established mrwngst us for all generations? 
The best and surest foundations for the health, 
for the honour, and for the greatness of Queens
land are truth and justice. That these may be 
established mnong us for all generations, our 
legislation must be in harmony with the divine 
law of chastity. \Vhence came the overthrow 
of those great cities that represented the wealth 
and power uf the Old World? Read it in the 
broken arches and the prostrate columns, where 
the fishers dry their nets by the sea, where the 
boding owl sits and the fierce hyama stalks amid 
their ruins half-buried in the samls of the wilder
ness! It is written for the most part in two 
words-sexual vice. This was the worm at the 
root, the rottenness at the heart, which laid their 
glory in the dust. Shall we not reverse our steps, 
follow the example of England and repeal this 
law ? As for our soldiers and sailors, I am pleased 
to think that means have been adopted by good 
women and good men too for the amelioration of 
their condition-thRir enforced idleness in times 
of peace. Useful literature, periodicals, manly 
amusements-may God speed these efforts ! I love 
the British sailor ; I admire the gallantry of our 
brave defenders. I wish our sailors and soldiers 
were better paid ; I wish that they were better 
looked after. vV e owe them very much. I wish 



i052 Repeal of the [ASSEMBLY.j Contagious Diseases Act. 

they were ullowed to marry. All other things 
being e(jual, l\ir. Speaker, a man who has a wife 
and children makes a better man und a braver 
soldier. Let him feel that he is fighting for wife 
and children as well as for his Queen and his 
country. Does unyone believe, now that the 
Queen bus set her hand to the Bill for the repeal 
of this Act, that our soldiers will be renegades 
in the field or less victorious in battle? or that 
the urmaments of England on every sea will be 
less terrible to her enemies? No ; ·we do not 
think that at ull. The God of battles will be 
the shield of Enghnd's greatness if in all our 
legislation we acknowledge Him as our rightful 
King and Supreme Lawgiver. 

The PREMIER said: Mr. Speaker,-It is 
impossible to have listened to the hon. gentle
man who has just sat down without feeling much 
impressed by the earnestness, and, indeed, the 
enthusiasm with which he approached this sub
ject. But we have to deal with it, I think, not 
altogether under the impulse of enthushtsm. 
\Ve have to deal with it from a practical point 
of view. Sentiment enters a great deal into 
the matter; and no doubt has entered into the 
matter a great deal in the petitions that have 
been presented to this House ; and I, for 
one, should be very gbd if I could see my 
way to believe that it w::ts consistent with 
my duty to vote for the repe<Ll of the Act 
in question, which is evidently so obnoxious 
to a great number of persons. I do not 
attach quite so much weight to some of 
the petitions as some hon. members do- for 
instance, the petition from the women of Queens
land, as it was called, tlmt was presented this 
afternoon. I am quite certain, Nlr. Speaker, 
that, fortunately or unfortunately-it may be 
either, according to the sense in which the term 
is used-a large proportion of the women who 
signed that petition do not understand the sub
ject. 

HONOURABLE l\fEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER : I am satisfied that a very 

large proportion of them have not the slightest 
idea of the nature of the Act the petition refers 
to. I will go further, and say I believe, Mr. 
Speaker, that a very large number of the women 
in this colony, if they did underst•md the subject, 
which fortunately or unfortunately they do not, 
would be disposed to think the system, as it 
really exists in Queensland, should be continued. 

HoNOcRABLE MEMBERS: No, no! 
The PREJ\liER : That is my view, and I am 

not ashmnecl to say so. I believe that, sir ; I feel 
that I deal with this matter at a great disttd\an
tage compared with the hon. me1;,ber, because I 
cannot feel enthusiasm upon the subject, nor 
if I did do I think it is a subject upon which 
I should be justified in showing any enthusiasm. 
I have simply to call the "'ttention of the House 
to the facts that have to be dealt with. To 
my mind, the arguments of the hon. member, 
though they are most admirable arguments, 
fail in this : that they are addressed to a 
state of circumstances quite different from 
those which really exist in Queensland. They 
are arguments which would be of the greatest 
weight if addressed to the legislatnre of Bel
gium, or that of some other of the Continental 
countries which adopt such a system as the hon. 
member thinks is in force here. But they fail, 
to my mind, to be alJplicable to the subject we 
have to deal with, and I will proceed, as briefly 
as I can, to show why they do fail. J<'irst of all, 
the hon. member appears to think that the dis
ease-syphilis-is not nearly so terrible as some 
peonle think it is. He >;ays that the total num
ber of deaths revorted from it is not so very 
great. That is quite true; th::tt is to say, the 

number of deaths put down to syphilis is 
not very great. But how many diseases take 
their rise in that disease-how many hereditary 
diseases, not called by that name, are well known 
to have originated in it? It is known that there 
i,o; no disease on earth that is so terrible, so fear
ful, in its results as this. There is no such terrible 
disease, sir, on this earth. 

Mr. MACFARLANE : No. 

The PRE::VIIER: The hon. member for Ipswich, 
Mr. Macfarlane, thinks otherwise. I know he 
does not think so, and the hon. member for 
South Brisbane, Mr. Jordan, evidently does 
not think so either. Doe.'l he know how 
many black men in Australia and Polynesia 
there have been whose blood is upon our heads for 
allowing that disease to go amongst them ? 
Does he know that nearly half of the black popu
lation of Australia has perished from it, and thttt 
there are many islands in the Pacific now where 
scarcely a man, woman, or child is free from 
it? Does he know it is a fact that there are 
some countries in the world-I do not want to 
stigmatise any-but there is one grea.t country 
which rules over a grettt part of :Europe, where 
there are very few people, except in the higher 
classes, who are free from that disease? It is 
true that this disease does not perrnea.te the whole 
community here, but it has affected the whole of 
the aboriginal population, or almost all of it, 
except in those parts of the colony where they 
have been free from contact with the whites, 
but where they have their deaths occur-50 per 
cent. of them-from that cause alone. This is 
a het we have to remember. It is not a disease 
which may be cured. The hon. gentleman 
thinks it is-that its evil effects may be cured. 
But this is one of the unfortunate effects-you 
may think you have cured the disease, but it 
may brellk out in the grandchild, passing over 
the intermediate generation altogether. I have 
hettrd of cases of that kind from persons under 
whose knowledge they have come-that is 
the nature of the disease. That only proves 
this : that it being a disease of such terrible 
conse<Juonces, p1·inui frtcie, it is desirable that 
the State should endeavour to prevent its spre"'d 
as much as it can. I do not say that it prove~ 
any more than that. I opine, of course, that 
we do not deny that it is the duty of the 
State at all to prevent the spread of disease. 
Among the arguments the hon. member has 
addressed to the subject this afternoon are these: 
That it is contrary to the law of God. I do not 
know in what sense that term can be used; I do 
not know any divine law which prohibits the 
general Government of a colony from trying to 
prevent the spread of a disease, or trying to cure a 
disease when it is contmcted ; nor can I con
ceive how, in a rational sense, the term "law 
of God" can be used in reference to such a 
subject. I do not wish to pursue thttt sub
ject; it seems to me a horrible profanation of 
the term. I believe divine law justifies legis
lature~ and governn1ents in endeavouring to do 
mvay with disease as mnch as possible, to 
avert its consequences, and prevent its spread. 
\V e follow th::tt principle in every other case, 
and I foil to see why there should be any excep
tion in this, which is the most horrible of them 
all. I know that some peovle go so far as to say 
this, ''If a man will commit such tt sin, let him 
die." That is a terrible thing to say. 

Mr. W. BROOKES: We do not say that. 

The PREMIER : I do not think my hon. 
colleague does say so; but I have heard that 
argument. I say that is the very opposite point 
of view to that from which we should ::tpproach 
the subject. I approach it from this point of 
view : Here is a terrible disease, creating 
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terrible ravages in various parts of the world ; 
we are in a part of the world where it has 
created most terrible ravages amongst the 
natives of the country-leaving out our own 
relations and friends-and in the neighbouring 
islands; and, therefore, it is a subject that 
deserves attention. Then how do we deal with it? 
But before I proc<eed to the law as it is, I wish to 
say a few words with rei<pect to the arguments 
used against it, which, as I said, to my mind, do 
not seem to hit the right point but to be aimed at 
something else. Now, the hon. member said, first 
of all, that the system we have is ineffectual; that 
it has been a failure, in so far that it has failed to 
stamp out the disease. There is no doubt of 
that, but I !mow of no disease in man that has yet 
been stamped out. I know that diseases have 
peen stam p_ed out in animals by killing off all 
mfected w1th them ; but it would hardly 
be proposed to deal with human beings in 
that way. No legislation has the effect of 
stamping out disease, but it has the effect of 
diminishing it in many cases. I am told, how
ever, in this case that it has not had the effect 
of diminishing the di~ease. I am not going to· 
trouble the House with statistics, but I mention 
as a very strange thing that of the committee 
the hon. member referred to a majority of ten 
expressed themselves as sn.tisfied that the opera
tion of the Acts had to an enormous extent 
rEduced the disease. 

Mr. JORDAN ; No. 
The PREMIER: 'vV ell, I read extracts from 

the statements made by Lord Hartington and 
Mr. Osborne Morgan on "' previous occasion, 
when the subject was under discussion in this 
House, showing that the improvement in those dis
tricts in which the Act was in force, as compared 
with those in which it was not, was enormous. 

Mr. JORDAN: It is a mistake. 
The PREMIER: I do not know where" the 

mistake is. I sn.y there is the evidence, and I 
cannot see that Lord Hn.rtington or Mr. Os borne 
Morgan were less likely to know what the effects 
of the Act were than the members of the 
minority of that committee. 

Mr. JOHDAN: The figures are misquoted. 
The PREMIER: The hon. member says "tlJe 

figures are misqnoted," but if he n.rgues in that 
way there is no use in referring to figures at all. 
0Jt page 1549 of volume xliv. of Hnn&w·d will be 
found an extract which I quoted from Mr. 
Os borne Morgan's report. He said :-

,, l have got the figures for 1880 here. They are per
fectly appalling. 

';I will give Aldershot, which is a subjected district. 
The admissions to the hospital there were 7-::IJ per 1,000. 
Surely that is la.rge enough. But in London, an unsnb
jectcd district, thm·e were 225 men per 1,000 absolutely 
taken into the hospital for one alone of these diseases. 
In !\'Ianchr~ter, 232 per 1,000 were so taken in; 111 
Dublin, 210; and in Belfa•t actually 273 per 1,000 were 
admitted into the hospital. The figures 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 disease; in Belfast, 279 per 
1,000 were ad1nitted; in :\.ianchester, 228 per 1,000: and 
in Dublin, 209 per 1,000." ' 

But apart from all such stn.tements, surely dimi
nishing centres of contagion must diminish 
disease ! No statistics in the world would prove 
to me that more disease would be contracted from 
twenty centres of disease than from a hundred. 
Does it require argument to prove that ? The 
disease can only be contracted from an infected 
person, and if that infected person is kept out 
of the way of giving the infection so mn.ny less 
people will get it. That is a self-evident proposi
tion. It is the same M saying a part is less than 
the whole. No stn.tistics will prove that fifty 
people will give as much contagion as a hundred. 

No statistics will satisfy anyone on that point. 
There is no doubt it must have the effect of 
diminishing the disease to some extent. To 
me thn.t is a self-evident proposition, though it 
may not be of itself sufficient ground for 
putting the Act in force. It is true that in 
England it is now repen.led, but I bncy we shall 
yet hear n, great deal about that repen.l. I have 
heard, though not directly-a gentlemn.n who 
came here has told my hon. colleague the 
Colonial Secretary-that the condition of things 
in Aldershot now is something utterly appalling 
-a very great deal worse than it was before 
the repeal of the Act. Instead of the admio,sions 
to the hospital being 7 4 per 1,000, as in 1880, 
1 believe they reach something like 500 per 1, 000 
since the Act has ceased to be in operation. 
If we remove the sonrce of contagion we must to 
some extent diminish the disease, and if we 
diminish it to an appreciable extent i'l it not 
something worth trying to do, unless there are 
other arguments of greater weight against the 
continuance of the Act? Let me say here that 
none of our laws can deal with any subject 
thoroughly. I do nut know of any law in the 
world that can do it. They can only deal with 
certain manifestations of evil. 'vVe cannot 
put down sin or vice, but we can deal 
with certn.in mn.nifestations of sin or vice 
where they are found to be injurious to the 
public welfare. That i.~ all that it is n.ttempted 
to do. This Jaw, it is said, is imperfect, and 
does not attain all that we desire it to do ; but 
no law can do that, and the best law is that 
which n.chieves most in that direction. There
fore, to point to the law as imperfect is 
not, to my mind, a conclusive argument 
at all. The hon. member says, " 'vVhy 
should we not resort to the humane, rational, 
and Christian system "-which he did not exactly 
describe, but I suppose he nwant n, system 
of allowing people infected with the disease 
to go into the hospital if they think fit. 
That might be a very good system, but it 
would allow freetrade in the ,dissemination of 
the disease to say thn.t nobody need go into the 
hospitn.l unless they liked. If they all would go 
into the hospital when infected I might be in
clined to try the system, but I am afraid they 
would not. I will pass to some other parts of the 
hon. member's argument. He said it was "tymn
nical, cruel, and cowardly." I am putting together 
the vn.rious epithets the hon. member applied to 
the Act. vV ell, I look upon that from this point 
of view : The only persons who are lin.ble to the 
law in force in this colony are "common prosti
tutes." Now, common prostitution has been 
an offence under the laws of England always. 
The laws never, except for one short period, 
endeavoured to punish fornication, but common 
prostitution has always been an offence, an 
unlawful occupation, and persons who keep 
an establishment for that purpose are guilty of 
misdemeanour. Well, it is found that a number 
of persons engaged in this unlawful occu
pation, are distributing disease and death 
to other people. Now, may not the Jaw 
step in, under these circumstances, and 
say, "If we cannot stop you from plying 
your unlawful calling, at any rate we will stop 
you so far as we can from killing our citizens "? 
Are we justified in taking up that position or 
nut? That is a position which we may take 
up, and which no one would attempt to di>pnte 
with respect to any other occupation, I do not 
know that any other occupation could be sug
gested that would have similar results, and in 
respect of which it could be said that that was 
not a perfectly justifiable and logical position 
to take up. The hem. member says the law 
is tyrannical, because it applies to women only. 
I should be glad to see it applied to both 



1054 Repeal cif the [ASSEMBLY.] Contagious Diseases Act. 

sexes if that could be done, because the man 
who would communicate that disease is worse 
than the woman, and deserves more punish
ment. Here it is said the law is imperfect. It is a 
pity, but that is no reason why there should be 
no law at all on the subject. Now, is there any 
reason why women only are dealt with in this case? 
The answer to that appears at once-women only 
engage in this unlawful occupation. Do not 
many of our laws deal with the incidents of 
unla.wful occupations in which men engage, 
although they cannot stop them altogether? As 
to being "cowardly," I do not think that persons 
engaged in wrong-doing can complain if the law 
comes down upon them. The law finds them 
engaged in an unlawful occupation, and says, 
"You shall not engage in it in such a way as to 
injure other people." It has been said that the 
Act has been passed in order that men may 
safely gratify their sensual feelings. I fail to see it. 
That may have been the object in some places; 
it may have been the object in Belgium or 
Itn,ly, say; it may have been in the minds of 
some of the persons who promoted the passing of 
the law in England with respect to the garrison 
towns; but I do not think, though that motive 
may have existed in some people's minds, that it 
is sufficient reason for condemning a law which 
seems to us to be justified by entirely different 
considerations. To my mind the law in this 
colony is in no way conceived for the purpose of 
enabling men to gratify their passions, nor do 
I believe it enables or induces one more 
man to gratify his passions. I have never 
seen any satisfactory evidence that it does so, 
and it certainly makes no difference in that way 
in Great Britain whether the Act is in force 
or not. The only difference it does make is 
that where it is not in force there is a great deal 
mnre disease. This Act does not encourage any
one who would be deterred by fear from immoral 
pmctices ; certainly it has not that intention ; 
and I ttm quite sure that if hon. members will not 
confirm themselves to vague generalities, but 
will take some particular instance-keep some 
particular case in their mind and think whether 
sin is more likely to be committed in consequence 
of that Act being in force-the argument will not 
stand investigation. The hon. member gave us 
an extract from the Proverbs of Solomon with 
some modifications, and applied it to a woman 
subject to this law-licensed, as he calls it. I do 
not think a thing- of that kind ever occurred ; I 
do not ~elieve one man was ever led astray by any 
such thmg--or very few; I think it is an entirely 
fanciful illustration. Now, sir, I am not going 
to follow my hon. friend through all his speech 
with regard to the effects of the Act upon the 
women themselves. One effect undoubtedly this 
Act has had in Queensland, and that has been 
to deter women from entering the ranks of com
mon prostitutes. I do not suppose for a moment 
that all the women engaged in prostitution are 
included on the register of the Brisbane Police 
Court : no doubt they are not ; but I believe 
that all the common prostitutes are, or nearly 
all. I take this opportunity of saying that I 
think a great deal of unjustifiable aspersion is 
cast upon Brisbane in that re,pect. I have been 
in a good many cities, ttnd have lived in Bris
bane for some time; I have passed through 
Albert street occasionally, which is said to be 
the worst place; and I have certainly never 
been in a city where I have seen a less dispby 
of that form of vice than in Brisbane. 
I have been in a good many cities in 
different parts of Europe and Great Britain 
and Australia, and I have certainly never seen 
a city where it was less displayed. I think 
that ar\iu~ent does not _carry any weight at all. 
Now, Sir, It has been said also that this system 
prevents women from reformation. As I have 

said, it undoubtedly prevents them from joining 
these ntnks very often ; but it is said it prevents 
reformation. Now, on that point again, as on 
nearly every point connected with this question, 
there is an absolute conflict of opinion-a conflict 
of the testimony of most estimable persons, to 
all of whom we must give credit for spettking the 
truth as they understand it. I will read again a 
passn,ge that I read on a previous debate, from 
IYir. Os borne Morg-an's evidence:-

'' rrhero were innumerable cases cited from Devon port 
and Portsmouth, and the annual report clearly shows 
an enormous decrease in juvenile prostitution. I should 
like to say one word about the innumerable cases of 
reclamation of young girls nndcr the Acts. Th:Iiss \V-ebb 
showed a letter written by the benevolent wife of Arch
deacon Grant, saying that the Acts had a beneficial 
effect on the inmate:.. of the has: pi tal. Cases after cases 
ha.ve been brouo·ht before us who would ner,·er have 
hnd an opporlunfty of getting out of this course of life 
but for the-.;c Acts. Is it 11ossible that these Acts should 
have the immoral results that their opponents say they 
have, if men likr J1r. Grant and ::\1:r. Rnssell, who have 
lived and had experience all these years, bear unequivo
cal testimony of their good effects~ Anll that is really 
the opinion of the mnjoriLy, and the almost unanimous 
opinion of those who have had experience of their 
operation in the subjected districts." 
Now, sir, that is testimony to which I cannot 
refuse to give credence. I give credence also to 
persons on the other side; but that does call 
attention to a remarkable fact-that the agita
tion for the repeal of these Acts comes princi
pally, if not almost entirely, from places where 
they are not in force, and where the beneficial 
effects of them have not been seen. They are 
a prio?'i objections-objections raised by people 
with the best meaning, undoubtedly, but people 
whose knowledge on the subject, I am afraid, is 
not always as great as their zeal. The third 
great reason the hon. member gn,ve for the repeal 
of this Act is, that it is opposed to the divine 
htw of chr~stity. It may be my obtuseness, but 
I fail to see what there is in this Act incon
sistent with the divine law of chastity. 

Mr. W. BUOOKES : It is legalised fornica
tion. 

The PUEMIEH : The hon. member is under 
the misapprehension, then, that thio law in some 
way makes prostitution htwful. 

Mr. W. BROOKES: Yes; that is exactly 
what it does. 

The PREMIER : It is exactly what it does 
not; it does nothing· of the sort. It leaves the 
law exactly as it w~s before; the occupation re
mains an unlawful ona, and every person engaged 
in it is liable to punishment. It is true that some 
ridiculous arguments of that sort have been 
addressed occasionally to courts of justice, and in 
one instance I believe they had some weight; 
but that is not the effect of the law, it is not the 
spirit of the law, not the object of the law. So 
far from making prostitution lawful or more 
respectable, it has certainly had the very opposite 
effect in this colony. That is to say, in places 
where this Act is in force the risk of coming 
under its operation is well known to women, 
and as far as possible they endeavour to 
avoid it. I believe, therefore, that the objec
tions which have been made to the Act 
arc not applicable to the law as it exists here. 
The hon. member told m: a pathetic story of a 
girl called Caroline vVybrow, which is always 
brought up. All that can prove is that the 
law of England was once used unjmtly. 
Of conrse arguments similar to that might 
be used in favour of repealing any law on 
thfl Statute-book. Persons have been condemned 
to death unjustly ; there should therefore be no 
capital punishment. Persons have been con
victed unjustly of various offences ; therefore 
the bws against those offences should be repealed. 
The fact that the law may be abused is no 
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reason for repealing it; it is a reason why great 
care should be exercised in putting it in operation. 
Certainly there has been no in,tance of anything 
of that kind in this colony. As I have said 
before, I should be very g·lad if I were able to 
see my way to vote for the repeal of this Act, or 
to think that it was not my positive <lnty to help 
to maintain the ~\et in operation ; but under the 
circumstances that we have here, I believe just 
as sincerely that it is the <luty of P,uliament to 
maintain this law upon the ~tatute-book as my 
hon. friend the member for South Brisbane 
believes it should be repealed. That is a matter 
upon which we may fairly agree to differ. I 
believe the Act tends to the general welfare of the 
community. It certainly helps to preserve its 
physical health, and as far as I can see it is in no 
way incompatible with any moral law or moral 
obligation. I quite agree that we have no right 
to pass any law that is morally wrong. That is 
the first r1uestion that should be applied to any 
lll'oposed legisln,tion-is it wrong, rnorally wr0ng '? 
Is it contrary to divine law? If so, we have no 
right to pass it; but when you have answered 
that question, and ascertained that it is not 
wrong, the only other question is-is it ex
pedient? Now, sir, I fail to see anything 
in the law of God-in the divine law-what 
ever 'you wish to call it--to prevent us 
from saying to people engaged in unlawful 
occupations, " \V e cannot stop your unlawful 
occupations altogether, but we c,-,n at any rate 
prevent you from killing our people by 
them.' I know of nothing in any divine 
law against that. The only question that 
remains then is-is it expedient? and upon that 
opinions may differ. I hope hon. members will 
deal with the matter without any unneces
sary heat ; for, as I said before, in the 
defence of this system there is no room for 
enthusiasm. It is merely a sanitary measure, 
and is put on the Statute-book to protect the lives, 
not only of the existing people, but of tho•e to 
come after them ; and there are a large number of 
virtuous and sensible men who treat it purely as 
a matter of expediency, and who hold, as I do, 
that it is a subject of vital imp0rtance or that no 
question of right or wrong arises at all. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE said: Mr. Speaker,
If this question could have been decided by a 
silent vote I should have been very glad indeed 
to have retained my seat. But as there is no 
likelihood of this la;v being repealed by holding 
our tongues, it becomes the imperative duty of 
those who think the bw is unjust, unnatural, 
and altogether tyrannical, not to sit still, but to 
declare our opinions on the matter. There is one 
thing which gives me great hope. During all the 
seven years I have had a seat in this House I 
have never heard the Premier give such a poor 
reply to such an eloquent and convincing speech 
as that of the hon. member for South Brisbane. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERs: No, no! That is 
not so. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE : It is perfectly clear 
to me that his heart is not in the work, and that 
gives me great hope. I am certain that if the 
pre,ent Parliament does not repeal the Act there 
will be such a storm throughout this country as 
will astonish the Premier and those who vote for 
its retention on our Statute-book. That storm 
was so great in the old country-! say it dis
tinctly-that no Ministry would have dared to 
retain that Act in its place on the }~nglish 
Statute-book a single year longer. I \Vish hon. 
members to remember that this Act was pas:sed, 
as has been said by the Premier, as a sanitary 
measure. It was passed for the purpose of 
saving our soldiers and our sailors. In the early 
days of the Act in England the soldiers had 
actually to undergo the same examination in 

their regiments that the women had. But what 
did the soldiers do? They rebelled. They said 
it was an unmanly thing to submit to such an 
examination, and they were relieved by the 
Admiralty. I wish to ask, are these Acts 
necessary'? I will prove, from stati,;tics which 
I hold in my hand, that previous to the 
passing of the Act in England in 18G4 venereal 
diseases of all kinds wore gradually diminishing. 
The statistics show that between 18GO and lSfiG 
these diseases were gradually diJninishing, anrl 
were becmning less permanent in their effects 111Hm 
the human constitution. But from the time these 
Acts were put in force in the old country up to 
the time when they were repAaled they had 
not only not diminished but had actually gone 
on increasing. The year 18G4 had the highest 
death-mte from these causes that was ever 
known in any one year up to that time, and this 
fact alarmed the _\dmiralty, and the whole 
public became panic-stricken. Being thus 
alarmed, it was only natural that the Govern .. 
ment should take precautionary measures so as 
to protect our soldier" and our sailors. I 
have in my hand the statistics for 1884. The 
writer of the pamphlet containing them says :-

"But what 'vcre the facts ? For years before lSG.t 
venereal disease in both army and mtvy had been 
steadily and regularly increasing, and the general health 
and condition of our soldiers had so mnch improvefl, 
that the mortality from all causes had diminished one
half in fifteen years, while contagious disenses of a 
venereal origin, in lieu of increasing to an appalling 
extent, had really for some years vrior to the enact
ment of this measure declined s.o steadHy and so con
siderably, that hnd the fall in the percentage of ca~es 
treated taken place after instead of before the intro
duction of the Contagions Disease~ Acts, the advocatPs 
of the measure 'vould have pninted trium-phantly to 
results as conclusive of the question in a sanitary point 
of view. 

mrhus I find, on referring to the \i\-""ar Office statistics 
prepared by Dr. Balfour, the head of the statistical 
branch of the }feclical Board, and published in the 
Parliamentary Blue Books, that in the year 18()0 there 
were 4i0 admissions to hosvital per 1,000 of mean 
strength for venereal Uisease in Dcvonport and Ply
mouth. \Vithout any Contagious Diseases Act the 
number 'vas reduced in the year 186-i to 289-·a fall of 
151 cases per 1,000 at these two stations. 

"In Chat ham and Sheerness, during the year 1860, 
there were 351 admissions to hospital per 1,000 of n1ean 
strength, on account of venereal diseases. During 1865 
the admissions were 292 per 1,000-a reduction, without 
any Act, of 5D cases per 1,000. 

"At Shorncliffe, during the year 1860, there \VeTe 327 
admissions per 1,000 of 1ncan strength, for venm·cal 
diseases. ·without any Act. t,his number was reduced 
in the ye~rs 1865-6 to 219 per 1,000-a diminution of 108 
cases per 1,000. 

"At \\'oolwich, during the year 186(1, there were 473 
admissions 11er 1,0fJ0 of mean strength. W""ithout any 
Act in 1865, the admissions for the same cause 'vere 
reducer! to 204 per 1,000-a !all of 269 per 1,000. 

"At Aldershot, during the year 1860, the admissions 
per 1,000 from this cause w·ere 339. In 1866 there were 
233-a fall, without any Act, of 106 cases per 1,000. 

"At Portsmouth, in 1860, the admissions were 503 
per 1,000. Snbsc<jucntly in 1865 they were reduced to 
329-that is, n reduction withoutlcgislativc interference, 
of 174 per 1,000. 

a Thus, taking the stations to which the Acts have 
been applied, at Dcvonport and Plymouth, there \vas a 
reduction of 151 cases; at Chatham and Sheerness, of 
59; at Shorn cliff\', of 10S; at ·woolwich, of 269; at 
Alder>dlOt, of lOG; at Portsmouth, of 17 ~. per 1.000 of 
mean force, without any interference whatever, ~bow
ing, before the 1mssing of the Act to these stations, a 
decline of H57 cnseR 11cr 6,000 of mean force. 'rhe 
same reduction was going on throughout the whole 
service'?. In fact Dr. Bal~our, 111 his evidence before 
the Commons' Committee, says: 'It may be stated, 
generally, that prior to the introduction of tlle Act 
there had been at all the stations a progre3sive 
decrease in the ~unount of this class of diseases.' Here 
is positive proof that contagious diseases were rapidly, 
steadily, and most satisfactorily declining, when an 
outcry was raised on the ground of their progressive 
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increase at military stations. I shall shortly show that 
since the passing of the ~\et this decline has ceased. At 
present I merely wish to call attention to the incontro
vertible fact that disease was declining in the army and 
naYy when the people of this conntry were asked to 
submit to exceptional legislation on the ground of its 
appalling increase. rrhe same observation as to the 
general decline in contagious diseases applies, and with 
even greater force, to the civil popnlation." 

I might go on, throughout all these various 
places, to show what has taken place during 
the years since the Acts have been in force. 
I want to refer, now, to the opinion of Mr. 
J onathan Hutchinson, of the London Hospital, 
who, it is well known, was formerly editor of the 
British JYiediwl Journal. Mr. Hutchinson is an 
authority whose opinion I suppose scarcely any 
one will gainsay. 'l'his is what he says about the 
Contagious Diseases Acts :-

'·Much has been said of the ravages of syphilis in 
t,hc English population. Let us glance for a moment at 
the other side of the picture. In doing so, we mny 
state at once our conviction that a very exaggerated 
estimate is entertained by the laity, and has recently been 
studiously fostered bymmnbers of our profession. It is 
not uncommon to be asked by intelligent non-medical in
quirers ns to the Act, 'vhether it is not true that' half the 
diseases met 'vith are the results of immorality'; and 
others who make more reasomtble estimates are yet far 
beyond what is probable. rl'hC':'!e mistaken notions have 
arisen in part from the random statements of individuals, 
n.nd, in part, from the publkation of statistics of cert&.in 
institutions, which are to a large extent special. . . . 
Although there is an impression to the contrary, yet 
recent discoveries and more accurate investigations, so 
far from extending the domain of syphilis as a cause of 
chronic disease, haYe decidedly tended to limit it. 
)iany surgeons used formerly to believe that struma 
and allied diathes~ were remotely in connection ·with 
it ; n.nd it was suspected as a cause of degraded health 
in many cases in which it could not be proved .... 1Ye 
do not believe that syphilis is the cause of struma; we 
do not believe that it has anything whatever to do with 
the common constitutional forms of skin disease ; 've 
do not as a rule believe that its influence is ever felt 
beyond the second generation." 

We are told by the upholders of these Acts that 
the disease is transmitted to the third and fourth 
generation, but I have here produced evidence 
from a competent and reliable authority, show
ing that it never descends beyond the second 
generation. If it was the terrible disease it is 
represented to be, the whole country would have 
been ruined long before this time. But instead of 
that, it has been clearly shown that for the last 
twenty-five years this disease has been going on 
at a very greatly reduced rate, and at a 
very greatly reduced severity, so that it 
has now become perfectly mild compared 
with what it was in former days. If we 
read what took place a hundred years ago 
we shall find that it was indeed a terrible 
di;;ease, the ravages of which make one 
shudder. But at the present time it is 
nothing compared with what we are taught to 
believe it is by those who uphold the mainten
ance of this law. I have a few statistics here to 
show what Mr. Jlilundella, the member for 
Sheffield, thinks about the Act. They are quo
tations from Mr. Mundella's reply to Sir John 
Pakington, during the debate on Mr. Fowler's 
Bill for the repeal of these Acts. That gentle
man says:-

"I brought in a Factory Bill last year, and two able 
men, who had served on the Contagious Diseases Acts 
Commission, were appointed to inquire into the actual 
condition of factory children throughout the linited 
Kingdom. T·hey examined no fewer than 10,000, and 
reported an almost entire absence of diathetic Uiseascs 
-scrofula, rickets, and syphilis." 

Only fancy, we are taught to believe that the 
rising generation are actually saturated with 
syphilitic disease, but here we find that two com
missioners examined no less than 10,000 children 
and do not find the disease in any of them, yet 

these were children of the poorest class-the very 
persons among whom we are led to expect the 
disease will exist! Mr. Mundella further says:-

"Am I entitled to draw any conclusion from this, 
that the children are not suffering fl•om the evil courses 
of their parents~" 

I think we should draw some conclusion from it, 
especially in view of what wns advanced by the 
Premier two years ago and this session with 
regard to this disease. I will now just quote a 
short extract from an article written by Dr. 
Burns Thompson to the Edinburgh Dctily .Ret·ie1v. 
He says:-

,,How can anything be said in palliation of Acts like 
these? If it could be shmvn that the maladies with 
which theY deal are exceedingly prevalent a-nd dread
fully fatal,~ and that stupendous physical benefits might 
be expected from their application, many might be 
tempted to endure them at least for a time, and allow 
the silly outcry about innocence suffering from disease 
to soothe them into inaction. . . In respect to the 
extent and malignancy of these diseases, my own testi
mony might be este01ned of some little value. I have 
done professional duty for fifteen years in the districts 
usually supposed to suffer most from such ailments, ancl 
for ten years have stood at the head of the Edinburgh 
Dispensary, where I have had good opportunity of know
ing the prevailing diseases, and I can only say that the 
representations given by the advocates of these Acts 
are to me perfectly unintelligible ; they seem to me to 
be gross exaggerations." 

He adds:-
,,It is needless to enlarge on these points, for if, as is 

affirmed by the first living surgeon (Professor Symu), 
the maladies are trivial, it will be hard to rear on such 
a foundation a superstructure of stupendous physical 
benefits, and nothing else could palliate for one m01ncnt 
the existence of these loathsome Acts." 

Mr. Simon, medical offcer of the Privy Council, 
and one of the first pathologists in Europe, 
remarks-

" That true syphilis is almost invariably amenable to 
medical treatment, and probably, in an immense ma
jority of cases, not of more than transient importanrc to 
the person attacked." 

That is the opinion of one of the first physicians 
in the United Kingdom. The Premier asked me, 
this afternoon, the question-Did I know that the 
black population in this colony hnd been actu
ally decimated by this terrible disease? Is that 
true? If it is, the more shame on the white men 
of this colony. It is n::> credit to us, but rather a 
lasting disgrace, that we should allow such a 
thing to take place. What is the use of our 
Contagious Diseases Acts if they cannot prevent 
that? Why did those blrtcks die? Why do we 
vote money for doctors all over the country for 
the purpose of stamping out this disease?
though I do not think we shall ever do that by 
such Acts. We vote £500 a year for a medical 
officer in Brisbane, £400 for Rockhampton, 
and £200 for Townsville, and hundreds of 
pounds for other places in different parts of 
the colony for the purpose of attending to these 
blacks. Why, then, were those poor creatures not 
cured? Why did they die? So long as we con
tinue the present system, when we can find a 
better one-and before I sit down I shall show 
that we can find a better one-the responsibility 
rests with us, but mainly with the Executive of 
the colony. But to return : Mr. Holmes Coote, 
late surgeon of St. Bartholomew's Hospital, 
makes these observations:-

"It used to be presumed thn..t prostitutes lived a few 
years of sin and misery and then died, but this view 
has not been found to be in unison with the facts. rro 
sum up, it 'vill be vouched for by observers in all 
cities that the health of prostitutes is above the present 
standard of female health. It is a popular e1·ror to 
suppose that these 'vomen die young, or make their 
exits from life in hospitals and poorhouses. Venereal 
diseases do not appear to greatly influence the longevity 
of prostitutes, and syphilis, when not absurdly treated, 
is in the great majority of cases a mild disease,, 
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Now, sir, I will just read a table, to which I hope 
every hon. member will listen. It is from the 
Commi"sioner of the Punjaub, India, and will 
afford us a very good comparison. He says :-

"It is well knO\vn that venel'Cal diseases arc much 
more malignant in hot climates than in Englad, and we 
should look for the worst manife~tation of disease in 
such climates as that of India. 'rhe last report of the 
Sanitary Administration of the Punjaub-an immense 
district-shows, however. that grossly exaggerated 
notions as to the prevalence and malignancy of these 
affections in such climates have been freely circulated. 
The Sanitary Commissioner, H. C. De Renzy, ES(l·• 
surgeon, in his annual report furnished to the Govern
ment, remarks:-' 'l'hat the injurious effects of the 
venereal disease have been greatly exaggerated. whether 
considered as a cause of inefficiency, invaliding, or 
mortality, and that relatively to other causes 'vhich 
atfect the army in this respect, venereal disease may be 
regarded as of very secondary, nJrnost insignificant, 
importance.' " 

He then refers to the offspring, and this is the 
part to which I ask the attention of the 
House:-

"In five years there were only 16 admissions for 
secondary or inherited syphilis among the children of 
l1Jnropean soldiers, or 3·2 per annum out of an average 
strength of Ll,529; th~tt isles~ than one in a thousand, 
and taking it for granted that each admiss.ion represents 
a distinct individual child, which is very unlikely, the 
result of five ~·ears' obs.crvations may be stated thus:
European soldiers' wives: Admissions from all causes, 
excluding venereal, 17,829; admissions from venereal, 
26; deaths from all causes, excluding venereal, 528; 
deaths from veuerea.l, 0." 

Then, he gives a table as to the children. Of 
European soldiers' children the admissions from 
all causes, excluding venereal, WAre 19,157; 
venereal, 1G ; deaths from all causes, excluding 
venereal, 1,922; venereal, 2. Thus we have 
none of the soldiers' wives die in five years out 
of 17,000 cases of sickness, and only two children 
out of 19,157. This does not show that the evil 
is so great as it is represented, or that there is 
any cause for the panic raised. If the evil 
was as great as it is represented, I would 
not lift my hand in favour of the repeal of 
the Act; but I am as persuaded as I stand on 
my feet in this House that the Act is not only 
useles.s but actually doing harm. The very 
thing we are doing to prevent disease is increas
ing it. How can I show that? In two ways. 
These girls-the Queen's girls, as the worthy hon. 
member for South Brisbane called them this 
afternoon-look upon themselves as privileged; 
and after examination they are much demanded. 
That is quite a common thing. The conse
quence is that the privileged ones-the registered 
ones-have far more to do than those who are 
not registered. 

The HoN. J. M. MACROSSAN : How do you 
know that? 

Mr. MACFARLANE: We know it from the 
statistics of the city of London : and human 
nature is the same all over the world. Men are 
not going to go where they think there is any 
danger, but if they think they will be free to 
commit sin without danger, it is quite natural 
that they will go. But, instead of being pro
tected, it is quite the reverse. The very system 
of examimttion goes to spread disease. It has 
been proved over and over again, both in Conti
nental countries and in :England, tlmt on account 
of the rate at which these girls are examined, 
the exan1ining doctors and surgeons have not 
time to properly clean the instruments used in 
the examination. This has been brought out in 
evidence. A great many things have come out 
in evidence which I cannot state in this House, 
and probably I have mentioned a great many 
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things for which I shall be sorry when I see 
them in print. Here is a quotation from the 
Jviedical Tirnes and Gazette:-

"Recently in London, twenty of the leading prac~ 
titioners, each with a visiting list of from thirty to forty 
families dai.ly, met and seriously discussed the following 
question: 'Do you sec the effects of syphilis in the 
cases coming nnder your care?' All replied most 
decidedl~· in the negative but two, and they practised 
in the lowest districts.'' 

Now, if the disease was so common as repre
sented, would not these twenty leading surgeons 
of London have come in contact with it in their 
private practice? But eighteen out of twenty 
say they did not see such a thing. It does not 
come in their way. Only two confess to having 
had something to do with it. Then again, of 
sixty-two medical practitioners in Nottingham 
fifty-nine subscribed their names to a petition 
protesting against the Contagious Diseases Act, 
containing amongst other clauses the following :--

"\Ye arc nnnnimously of opinion, which is fully borne 
out by the results •>f our vractice, that the great 
mnjority of c~ases of syphilis are readily cured, and that 
when cured the offspring are healthy and free from 
taint." 

And Mr. Skey, speaking upon this point, says, 
after remarking that the association for extend
ing the Acts had largely overcharged the horrors 
of the disease :-

r' The public mind is alarmed. It has been coloured 
too highly. The disease is by no means so common or 
so universal. I have had an opportunity to-day of com
municating with several leading members in the profes
sion at the College of Surgeons, and we are all of the 
same opinion-that the evil is not by any means so large 
as has been represented. I think if you took the impres
sion of any individual on reading the report." of the 
association for extending the Acts you would infer a.n 
extent of syphilis in excess far bAyond the truth-very 
decidedly beyond the truth. It is not so common; it 
is not so severe." 
Now, perhaps we will find something here which 
will astonish hon. members. If syphilis was 
the terrible, loathsome, and fatal disease it is 
described to be, is it possible that surgeons of 
the greatest experience, at;d. with a ~nil know· 
ledge of its effects, would w1llmgly subJeCt them
selves to the experiment of inoculating the 
disease upon their own persons? Dr. John 
Hunter, I believe, is one of the greatest authori
ties-one of the greatest surgeons-that ever 
lived, and he inoculated himself with syphilis. 
He says:-

HOne of m~· ac<!Uaintances in Paris covered his arm 
with syphilitic sores by inoculation, merely to study 
some points in their nature and pathology." 

He actually inoculated his own arm so as to 
discover the effects on the constitution. 

"Curzia.s Turenne inoculated himself over and over 
again; Lind,vm·m is said to have inoculated himself 
2,000 times." 

Those hon. memli>ers who have any fear at all 
about the evil effects of syphilis are probably not 
aware of these facts. 

Mr. HAMILTON: That does not refer to 
syphilis ; not to true syphilis. 

Mr. MACFARLANE: Yes; it is the true 
syphilis. Then the pamphlet !'Oes on to say-

u ~rr. Roeck, the Norwegian surgeon, saturates his 
syphilitic patients with syphilis by inoculation repeated 
to twenty and thirty times over." 

Do we ever hear of scientific men inoculating 
themselves with cancer, or leprosy, typhus, 
typhoid, or scarlet fever'! No; those are dan
gerous troubles, but they are not afraid to 
inoculate themselves with the virus of syphilis. 
Now, our Premier and some other memher ' 
in this House are directors of insurance so
cieties, and if syphilis were so very severe 
and dangerous a disease, don't you thin 
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they, as directors, would ask the f[ uestion, in 
the papers they sencl out, whether the applicant 
has ever suffered from syphilis ? But no such 
f[Uestion is askecl. I have never seen such a 
question asked in any insurance office. Now, I 
want to touch upon another subject. The city 
of Glasgow has been referred to this afternoon, 
both by the mover of the motion and the Premier, 
ancl I just want to state the matter fairly. ']'he 
Premier says to us that if he can be shown 
any better system than the present one he will 
be glad to adopt it. I want to show a better 
system; and if that system really appears to 
hon. members to be better than the existing 
one, I hope they will give the matter their 
serious consideration, and adopt such a system as 
will really prove beneficial. In reading from the 
paper which I am about to read from, I will only 
take such portions as I can read with any degree 
of modesty-there are some things I cannot 
read. This article is written by Ur. Alexander 
Paterson, itnd was read before the Glasgow 
Medico-Chirurgical Society in December, 1882. 
These are "Statistics of the Ghsgow Lock Hos
pital since its foundation in 1805, with renmrks 
on the Contagious DiseaseR Acts and on syphilis." 
Now, the hon. gentleman who introduced this 
motion this evening, if I heard him rightly, 
stated that in Brisbane, for the last 
nine or ten years, the deaths from syphilis 
amounted to over a hundred, or nearly fourteen 
per annum. Now, that aprwars to me to be it 
very larg·e number of d~aths from syphilis when 
compared with the number of deaths in the 
Glasgow Lock Hospital. In the Glasgow Lock 
Hmpital there are now sixty beds- at one 
time there were thirty, now there are sixty 
-which any person can occupy at any time 
without any recommendations, but voluntarily 
corning in and placing then1sel ves under the 
care of the local surgeon. That has been the 
system in Glasgow for the last seventy years, 
and there is no city in the world that 
can show a cleaner bill of health, as far 
as the absence of syphilis goes, than the 
city of Glasgow. It' would titke too long 
to go through all the statistics, so that I will 
quote the tables for every ten years since the 
establishment of the institution. Between the 
years 1805 and 1810 there was only one person in 
the lock hospital out of every 941 of the popula
tion. During the next ten years, up to 1821 the 
number was 1 in 404; up to 1831 it wits 1 in GOG; 
in 1841 it was 1 in G21; in 1851 it was 1 in 1,419; 
in 1861, when it great rise took place, it was 1 in 
972. Then in 1H71 there was only 1 in 1,f50G; and 
in 1881, the last year to which the table refers, 
there was only 1 person in every 2, 018 of the 
populittion who entered the lock hospital. 
Now, we were told when this question was before 
the House on a former occasion that there was 
supposed to be 100 prostitutes in the city of 
Brisbane; that there were alwitys about 30 in 
the hospitalitnd 30 in prison, and that the others 
roitmed about spreading disease. \Vhat do we 
find in the city of Glasgow? \Ve find that 
in the year 1855 there were only 31 in the 
hospital at one time, in 1856 only 35, 1857 only 29. 
Then, jumping to 1860, that wits one of the 
worst years, and in 1R69 there were only 22. 
I now want to show the totr~l number for last 
year who have occupied the lock hospital in 
Glasgow. I find" very large number in 1869. 
The total number of prostitutes in the lock 
hospital in that year was li24. The next year it 
was 558; the next 431; the next 3H3; the next 4-10; 
in 1874 it was 468; in 1875, 446; in 1876 the 
number was 446; in 1878 it was 4.'i3; 3G4 in 187\l; 
414 in 1880; and in 1881 the number wr~s 373. 
That is the last year the numbers are given 
for. I mention these figures to show how 
very few prostitutes occupy the lock hos-

pital in Glasgow, which is an unprotected town. 
It has never been a protected town, as they hitve 
never put the Contagious Diseases .\et in force. 
Since 1869 they have been working under the 
police regulations. At that time the new police 
regula,tions were put in force, and what have 
they done? They have altered the state of 
affairs in this wity. The chief constitble of Glas
gow, in giving his evidence before a cmnmittee of 
the House of Commons, stated thitt in 1849 there 
were in Glasgow 211 brothels; in 1874 they were 
reduced to 204; and in 1877, when he gave his 
evidence, the number had been reduced to 38 ; 
and that was in an unprotected city ! Now, 
what has been the secret of this reduction of the 
disease, and of the number of prostitutes, and 
how does it comprtre so favourably with other 
towns and cities which are protected? It 
is simply through the police reguhttions being 
put in force that these beneficbl results have 
followed. The results are stated here just to 
show the difference. The population of the city 
of Glasgow, in the year 1821, was 147,043; 
and there were 364 patients admitted <luring that 
yeitr. In 1881, sixty years afterwards, the popn
btion had increased to 704,000, and at the Sitme 
mte there ought to have been 1,744 patients 
admitted in that year, whereits there were only 
349. That shows that Glasgow stitnds pre
erninently in the full front in reference to the 
working of this particular question. It shows 
that without any Act whatever they itre placed 
in a far better position than any other town, 
either in England or on the Continent of Europe. 
Just to show you how things stitnd, I will com
pare Glasgow with Plymouth. Now, Plymouth 
has 70 brothels for 180,000 of a population, 
itgainst 38 to a population of 704,000 in Glasgow. 
Surely this compares very favourably; and the 
question for us to ask is, what brings about the 
difference? Are Scotchmen purer than English
men? l'\ ot a bit of it. 

An HONOURABLE ME)!BER : Oh, yes ! 
Mr. MACFARLANE: Not a bit of it. But 

a different system is put in force-the system 
that gives the power to the police to shut up 
brothels, and to prevent these unfortunate girls 
walking about the streets. Solicitation in the 
city of Glasgow is prohibited, and any man soli
cited has nothing else to do but to hand the woman 
over to the police. The consef[uence is that the 
streets are cleitn ; they are perfectly free from 
this class of girls, so fltr as I could see when 
I was there lately. Certainly I did see some of 
these girls in the low f[tmrters of the city ; hut it 
is a pleasure to go through the streAts of Glasgow 
as compared with the streets of Sydney, or Mel
bourne, or London even. It is a pleasure now to go 
through the city of Glasgow compitred with 
twenty-five ye!trs ago, when I left Scotland, 
and came out here. The Premier, in reply
ing to the hon. member for South Bris
bane, used this expression-he is not here 
but he may hear of it by-and-by-he made use 
of these words :-"Prostitution is an unlawful 
calling." Now, if it is an unlawful calling, if it 
is unlitwful for prostitutes to walk the streets, 
then why m·e they not prohibited? If unlawful, 
why do the Government give them it certificate 
to break the law? They are actuitlly allowed to 
break the law by permission of the Government. 
But the Premier says it is an unlawful calling. 
I say it is not unlawful; it is made lawful by the 
Government themselves, simply by giving them 
a cle<tr ticket--

HoNOcHABLE :i'!IE)JBEHS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. MACF ARLANE : That they are free 

for public use. Another argument was used 
by the Premier, in replying to the member for 
South Brisbane, in reference to females alone 
being interrupted while males were itllowed to go 
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free. He admitted the law was imperfect, but 
he said that was no reason why we should not do 
what we could to minimise the evil. \Vel!, sup
pose while he sat there in this House, a tele
gram came down from Cooktown, or any other 
outside place, that a Chinese vessel was coming 
down the coast with cholera on board, what 
would he do ? \Vould he not order the vessel 
to be put in quarantine a.t once at the nearest 
point? \Vould he send an order to quarantine 
the women on board that vessel and allow the 
men to go free? He would not; but would it not 
be just as wise an order as the present thing we 
are doing? \Vhat do we do under the Contagions 
Diseases Act? \Ve lay hold of, perhaps, a fourth 
of all the women of the district. That fourth is 
put to public examination. But the men who 
were the means of putting these women in that 
position are allowed to go free. Not one of these 
women but is diseased by men. These women 
were once pnre as any woman or any child. But 
instead of laying hold of the men, and dealing out 
universal plain justice to men as well as to women, 
we lay hold of the weak and the feeble~ women~ 
and incarcerate them ag·ainst their will. Many of 
them go with their will. There are such cases, I 
know. But once they have been degmded to 
that point, shame is almost driven out of their 
being. They are placed in prison if they refuse 
to be examined. I think this is the worst phase 
of the whole question-the cruelty and unmanli
neRs of acting in that way. Here is a sentence I 
want the Premier to listen to : ''Any attempt to 
arrest tl1e progress of a disease common to both 
sexes, by an examination and seclusion of one sex 
only appears to me to be manifestly absurd. How 
are all the attacks of the disease in females con
tracted? Obviously from the male sex." T~at 
is a statement made by Dr. Paterson, of Edm
burgh. I was saying that Glasgow occupies such 
a prominent position in reference to this question 
that we shonld adopt thR same system, and free 
our colony from the stigma of being the only 
colony in Australia which has adopted the 
Contagious Diseases Act. vVhat does Glas
gow do? They simply do this : They have 
sixty beds in the public hospital where girls are 
allowed to go whenever there is anything wrong. 
They require no line, no recommendation ; they 
are free to come and free to go. It has been 
proved by this system of kindly treatment t!'a;t 
the disease has been reduced to a perfect mlm
mnm compared with other countries. That is 
what I want. It is more humane, more just, 
more beneficial than our present system. It has 
proved itself to be more efficient than any other 
system ever adopted; simply by police regula
tion. Now sir, if pro,titution is an unlawful 
C<'l.l!ing, why do we not attempt to put it down? 
If prostitution is an unlawful calling, why do we 
allow those girls to parade the streets with certi
ficates to break the law? These are plain ques
tions. I do not intend to take up the time of 
the House any longer, for there are a great many 
members yet to speak. But I appeal to this 
House for the sake of humanity, for the sake of the 
good name of the colony~seeing that a far better 
way can bepointedout~torecord theirvotes for the 
resolution. I believe that the Government will be 
compelled by the force of circumstances outside 
and inside the House to repeal this obnoxious 
law and free ourselves from the stain attaching 
to ourselves at the present time. \Ve are 
pointerl at in London even with shame. \Vhen 
I was there I was asked, with astonishment, if 
in Brisbane, without naval or military forces, such 
a thing was required. I hope for our own good 
name that this Hom;e will assert its dignity and 
repeal this obnoxious Act from this time hence
forth. 

Mr. BAILEY said: Mr. Speaker,~! rise 
simply to ask your ruling, whether it is in any 

way possible to suppress Hansw·d to-morrow 
m<lrning? The discussion is of such a nature 
that it will not be fit to go into our home~, 
amongst our families, and be read by the pubhc 
generally. 

The SPEAKER: Hrmsctrd can only be sup
pressed by order of this House. 

Mr. SHERIDAN said: Mr. Speaker,--';J'hen 
I sincerely hope that that order will be obtamed, 
and I may say that if I had thought of it when 
this discussion commenced, I would have taken 
the liberty of calling yom attention to it, i!'nd 
ali;o have asked you to have cleared the galler1es, 
so that the eyes and ears of the public at large 
will not be polluted by reading such statements 
to-n1orrow n1orning. 

Mr. HAMILTON said: Mr. Speaker1~I hope 
such an order will not be made. I beheve that 
some of those ITentlemen who arc objecting now 
to Hansanl bchw circulated have been reading 
papers~some ol' them coloydal papers~whi:h 
contain n1:1tters far 1nore chsgustrng than tlus, 
and with no justification. In this instance we 
are discu,sing an important subject, and many 
hon. members will probably have to vote 
according to their consciences ; in doing so they 
may cause a certain stigma to be cast upon 
the·m and may wish to justify their conduct. 
This is a very grave and important subject thi!'t 
we are cliscnssing, and every phase of It 
should certainly be ventilated. ''To the pure i!'ll 
things are pure, "~and all those persons who w:ll 
probably read it will do so in order to ascertam 
what votes hon. members gave, and to find out 
what justification they gave for so exercising 
their votes. 

After a pause-
Mr. H.'..MILTON : ::\fr. Speaker--

The SPEAKER : The hon. member has 
spoken. 

::\fr. HAMILTON : I move the adjournment 
of the House. 

The SPEAKER : The hon. member has 
spoken. 

Mr. AN:'i!EAR said: Mr. Speaker,~ I would 
not like to give a silent vote upon this question. 
\Vhen the subject was last before the House. I 
voted with the hon. member for South Ens
bane · bnt I was not long in coming to the con
clusi~n, especially after hearing the most able 
speech delivered by the Premier, that I had 
given a wrong vote. There is no hon. gentleman 
in this House that I respect more than the hon. 
member for South Brisbane ; but I do think 
that this resolution should not be carried. The 
hon. member for Ipswich stated to-day th.at he 
did not think the Premier had his heart m the 
question; that he made rather a weak speech. The 
hon. Premier did not make a very long sp~e.ch ; 
but, sir, no arguments could, in my opmwn, 
be more forcible than those used by that hon. 
gentleman~very unlike the speech of the hon. 
member for Ipswich, which was a great tira,de of 
words that had very little in them. On the 
former occasion I promised the hon .. men:: ber for 
South Brisbane that I would vote w1th h1m, and 
I kept my word ; but I cannot see my way to do 
so now. I feel quite sure that the argumer:ts 
used by the Premier are unanswerable~ that IS, 
he has stated that it is the duty of any Govern
ment if they see an evil, to suppress it as far as 
possible. I think this is an evil that can be sup
pressed by carrying out this Act, and not by 
repealing· it. 

Mr. LISSNER : I beg to move the adjourn
mrnt of the debate. 

Question put, 
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Mr. HAMILTON said: Mr. Speaker,-My 
friend, the senior member for Kennedy, moved 
the adjournment of the House for the purpose of 
giving me an opportunity of saying a few words 
on this subject, as by jumping up hurriedly 
a few minutes ago I lost my opportunity. I 
believe with the Premier that most of the women 
sig-ning the petition referred to would hardly 
have signed it if they thoroughly understood the 
facts of the case, and I think it is probably a 
matter of congratulation that they do not under· 
stand it. I know that the great argument 
dinned into the ears of those ~vomen-I have 
heard it from private sources-is that their 
daughters are not safe in the streets after dar!;:. 
That is an argument that has been dinned into 
the ears of those women by those persons who 
were g-oing round to get the petition signed. 

Mr. FHASER: No. 

Mr. HAMILTON :And many women in con
•equence were afraid that if their daughters 
happened to be out after dark any policeman 
has it in his power to take them in charg-e and 
run them in. That is the principal argument 
although it is an utterly absurd one, as we kno'.\; 
tbtt such a thing has never occurred here. I 
believe one or two solitary instances of that 
occurred. a great . rnan y years ago in London, 
where VIrtuous g1rls \Vere rnn in throuuh the 
Act which was in force there; but that ~lccurs 
in the case of any other persons who are run in 
for robbery or any other crime. If I believed 
that the police had the power to do such a thing, 
I would be one of the first to vote for the repeal 
of the Act. I think it is a most horrible thing-, that 
anyone should have it in his power to be guilty of 
such conduct. One hon. member assured me not 
half-an-hour sincethnt he was going to vote against 
the Act, simply because he believed that by its 
repeal these women would be prevented from 
following their occupations in the street. \V e 
know that that would have no effect one way or 
the other. It has been said that it would be 
desirable that the Act should not be unequal in 
its operations. If any measure could be intro
duced to include men, I think it would be a very 
good thing-that if the Act could be enforcecl 
upon men who are snpposed to require similar 
supervision, it would be correct, and I for one 
would support it. The hon. member for South 
Brisbane states that some other system can be 
found far more effectual than the present one 
but he has failed to suggest any other system: 
If he could sugg-est another that would be found 
more effectual than this, without its disadvan
tages, I myself would vote with him, and I have 
no doubt others would, who feel reluctantly 
compelled to vote fort he Actasitstandsatpresent 
andjwho, whilerecognisingtheevilsconnected with 
it, believe those evils are fully counterbalanced 
by the benefits of it. The hon. member in his 
opening remarks asserted that these Acts were 
passed hurriedly and without due inquiry. Now, 
the Lancet should certainly be an authority on 
this subject, and let us see what it says :-

"And here may be noticed another very absurd 
objection urged by the opponents of these Acts, which 
would not deserve notice were it not still persistently 
repefl.ted. It is said by them that tht''"~B Acts were passe it 
hastily, and "'\Yithont due inqniry; in short, that they 
were smuggled through Parliament. The first Act "'\vas 
passed just two years after the subject had been dealt 'vith· 
by a select committee of the House of Commons, and 
was actnally opposed in it~ paM-~age by 3Iessrs. Henley 
and Ayrton. rrhe second A.ct was founded upon two 
years' experience of the iirst Act, and of an exhaustive 
inquiry extending over sixteen months by eminent 
physicians and surgeons, whose names were n sufficient 
guarantee of the soundness of their recommendations. 
It is true. that one of their number (Dr. Graham Balfour) 
was a dissentient on this very point of the periodical 
examinations, but he subseqnently changed his views 
when he learned, from his official position, their great 
Talue in lessening constitutional syphilis." 

It gnes on to state :-
" 1Vhen we turn to the probable moral effects upon 

the women themselves of the periodical examinations 
which are so much objected to, we must contend that 
any disadvantages which may have attended them arc 
more than counterbalanced by their goo1l mora.l and 
physical results. It must be remembered that these 
examinations are conducted at stations selected by 
Government ofiicials, by the visiting surgeons in presence 
of a female attendant." 

That is what is said in an article in the Lancet, 
the leading medical journal of the world. The 
same article goes on to say :-

"So long as the Acts continued in full force, and the 
examinations were held, disease was <leteeted in its 
cnrliest stage; the shocking cases seen in voluntary 
lock hospitals were unknown among the registered proS
titutes. :Jloreover, there was also n. remarkable differ
ence between the ratios of disense in those newly regis
tered and those who had been previously so." 

It further states :-
"}fr. Tremayne, one of the members for South 

Devon, truly described these inspections ns 'a horrible 
necessity,' and seeing the probable results ·whieh tlwy 
are dr.;;igned to prevent, there can be little doubt as to 
"\Vhat would be the verdict of the public if they conld 
once realise the fact that a. lm·ge proportion of the 
prostitutes in onr streets n.re nt one and the same time 
selling dh;eascs and aggravating tlwirown condition." 

Now, in connection with the examinations, the 
hon. member for South Brisbane states that 
it is degrading, and that these women dread and 
loathe the examination. But one must recollect 
that the only class subjected to this examination 
is considered the most degraded class in the con.,_ 
munity ; and I hardly think thttt the women 
who carry on this nefarious calling feel it very 
much. It must also be recollected that that 
hon. member made another quotation to 
show that they approved of the exami
nation, because professionally it benefited 
them by the extra amount of custom they 
obtained from the guarantee they received by 
being treated in this manner. Another objection 
the hon. member made was that the Act does 
not stamp out syphilis. \V ell, we have regula
tions for the stamping out of all sorts of disease
scl'lrlet fever and most dangerons diseases-and 
none of these regulations ever succeed in stamp
ing out those diseased, bnt they have done a 
grettt deal to ameliorate them. That is " g-reat 
consideration, and to show that these Acts have 
been beneficial in that way I will ag-ain quote from 
the Lancet, because quotations from a journal 
of such high Rtanding deserve very great con
sideration. One or two of the c1uotations I shall 
make are rather long, but this is such a serious 
and important subject, that we should give it the 
fullest consideration before expressing an opinion 
upon it by our votes. In a leading article in the 
Lancet, referring to a leading article which 
appeared in the Times, I find it stated:-

"In a leading article which appeared in the Times 
on the day which followed the passing of 1\ir. Stansfcld's 
resolution, in April, 1883, it was remarked that 'the 
Contagious Disease:::. Acts had received their death-blow.' 
This assertion was both premature and rash, for the 
history of Acts sommvhat similar, though much less 
perfect, shows that their temporary suspension generally 
leads to their being re-enacted with more vigour than 
ever. Thus, in ::Halta, though there had been, from the 
time of the Knights, police regulations and personal 
periodical examination of nil females leading a life of 
IJrostitntion until1Si50, tllc~e examinations were resisted 
in that year and fell into abevancc. The conse
quences which followed were So a"\vful that the 
local Government was moved to pass, in 18tH, a 
very stringent ordinanee whieh remains in force, and 
whir~h requires periodical medical in~pcction three 
times a month. Similarly the Contagious Diseases Act, 
which was repealed after having bce!l in force at 
Bombay, has been re-enforced, and other similar 
instances might be adduced. In all that has been pub
lished respecting these .Acts sinec September 5th in 
these columns, care has been taken to deal with them 
not in their medical aspects only, but also from n social 
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and moral point of view. Having shown that they 
were succc~sful in reducing to a considerable extent 
diseases among the women in the protected dis
tricts, in cxtinguisl1ing juvenile prostitution, reclaim
ing the abandoned, and diminishing the number of 
prostitute~. we pass on to Ree how far they succeeded in 
reducing disease m the army and navy. 'l'hc fir:-;t 
inquiry made as to the workin~ of the Act of 1866 was 
that of the select committee of the House of Lords. 
'vhosc rcpm.·t wa:s issued in July, 1H6S, from which the 
following is an extract: 'At Aldcr::::;hot the amended 
Act has been fully earriecl out for only two months and 
already the decrease of cuses among the troops has 
been nearly one-third.'" 

The article goes on to show how a similar decren,se 
occurred in various other places, but I shall not 
tn,ke up the time by reading it, on the principle 
that one straw will show which way thR wind 
blows as well as half-a-dozen. I shall read 
from another article to the same effect. This 
n,rticle appeaJ'ed on 17th October, 1885, n,nd it 
states:-

"It is no'v two and a-half years since it was resolved 
by a majority of t.hc House of Commons that the com
pulsory periodical examination of prostitutes in the 
districts suhjcct to the Contagions Diseases Acts should 
be abolished. The result of that resolution carried with 
it mnch more than the mere discontinuance of these 
examinations. There being no longer any occasion for 
their services, the special metropolitan police stationed 
in all the subjected districts were withdrawn. Prosti
tutes, being no longer comr1e1lcd to submit to the fort
nightly examination, which hrtd the effect of detecting 
disease in it.:; early stages and ensuring the prompt 
removal to the hospital of all found infected, continue to 
ply M1eir calling until from physical suffering they can 
do so no longer. '!'hey are then on their o'vn voluntary 
application examined, and being found to be diseased 
are admitted into the hospital. The only cornpulsmT 
clause retained is that of detention nntil cure. 1-Vith 
this exception, and tLlso that there is sufficient hospHal 
accommodation, the condition of the subjected districts 
is very mnch the same as it was before these Acts were 
passed, and as it is in those SfMlports and garrison towns 
to which the Acts have never been applied. 'l'he in
habitants of all those cities and to·wns 'vhich have had 
the full benefits of these Acts have now ample opportu
nities of contrasting the present 'vith the uast condition 
of thei1· 1·espective districts. Judging from the remarl..:s 
nmdc by the <letlntation which WfLited upon the late 
Home Secretary, there 'vonld appear to he an almost 
unanimous feeling that, for the sake of the mi:ser:.tblc 
women who are now to be found in greatly incrct.scd 
numbers plying their trade of prostitution unchcclwd 
in nll these places, the recall of the police and the 
restm·ation of the compulsory examinations are most 
urgently called for." 

I will just read another on the same subject. 
This article says :-

"It has been shown in previous issues of the Lancet 
that the effect.-, of the Acts 'vere such as to eradic<Lte 
juvenile prostitution altogether in the several Oistricts, 
while at the same time the hospitals and wards provided 
by the Government for the cure of these women exceed 
by nearly t'vo beds to one all that voluntary efforts 
have been able to effect in the three kingdoms within 
the last century and a-quarter. It is now evident that 
besides all this, they were successful in reducing cliseas~ 
among the women to ·whom they were appliefl, and 
these women were the first to feel the benefits of the 
Acts. ':Po complain, therefore, of the Acts as dmLling 
harshly with them is alike unjust and absurcl. All these 
beneficial rmmlts of the Acts were amply proved before 
the select committee of the Commons, which sat for 
four years, and reported in 1882. In this report it is 
stated:-

"' There can be no doubt that in the subjcctccl clis
b·icts the number both of prostitutes and brothels has, 
since the Acts, largely decreased. . . . llut without 
pushing the argument post hoc e;·go pr·oplet hoc too far, 
your committee feel that they are justified not only by 
a.cor~parison between the condition of the subjected 
di~triCts before and after the Acts, but by comparison 
between the present condition of thc-;c distriets a.ncl 
that of the lnrgc towns, in setting down a. mnin portion 
or these good effects to the credit of the Acts! 

"'Much of .t!Jis diminution was nccounted for by the 
excellent spn·1tual ftlHl moral inilnonee:-s brought to 
bear on the womeu while in ho::;pital, alltl tltn f'lU'Cessi'ltl 
ctl'orts made by the :SU}Jeriutendents and chaplain~ of 
those hospitals to place them in the way of obtaiHing a. 
clecent and respecta.ble livelihood after their discharge.' 

"~1ow, all this has been HDset by the resolution of 
1883, which prevented the compulsory examination of 
these women, and so made the Acts almost a dead
letter. . . . . 

"Miss 1-Vebb, the lady superintendent of the hospital, 
in a letter which Mr. Bentinck read, rema.rked-

" • Knowing, as we all do, the immense increase of 
these unfortunate 1vomen in these towns since the Con
tagious Diseases Acts police have been removed, it is 
fearful to contemplate how many ought to come in 
compared with those who do so, antl the terrible mis
chief occurring in consequence. '\Yith regard to the 
condition of the patients since the alte1·ation of the law, 
there is a marked ditferonce for the worse, and, more
over, it takes, in most cases, many months for their 
cure. . . . Thi~ class of women will not seck ad
mission till they feel absolutely compelled, and many 
who come in are sad wr~cks, under twenty years of 
age.' 

"Similar testimony to the evil results which have fol
lowed the abolition of compulsory examinations could 
be obtained from the other districts, all of which are 
falling into the same appalling state as they were in the 
yem· 1862." 

Now, the hon. member for South Brisbane 
attempted to prove that syphilis is not a very 
dangerous disease, since the vitn,l stn,tistics 
show0d that the mortn,lity from it was very 
slight. It is perfectly true that very few people 
indeed, if they are treated at all, die directly 
from syphilis, but there is no disease under the 
sun which is indirectly the oause of so many 
other diseases as syphilis. In the first pbce, it 
reduces the system to such a very low state that 
it is lin,ble to the attack of any prevailing disease. 
In addition to that, it cn,nses phthisis and 
scrofub to the second and third generations. 
Intlirectly, I suppose it is the cause of as much 
suffering as <1ny disease that exists ; and not 
only that, but it is an utterly loathsome disen,se. 
The hon. member also stated- of course, no 
one will doubt thl1t the hon. member speaks 
conscientiously, and I must compliment him 
on his earnest and excellent speech, but he is 
WI'Ong in regnrd to some of his prenlises-he 
also stated thn,t he had been informed that the 
examination wn,s utterly useless, and that a womn,n 
an hour n,fter examinn,tion might give twenty 
individuals syphilis. Well, now, that is a mistake. 
Of course there are vn,rious venereal disen,ses ; 
but in the true syphilis, from which secondary 
n,nd tertiary diseases follow, and ;which is the 
chief amongst theoc venereal d>seases, the time of 
incubation after the absorption of the virus is from 
two to six weeks. 'fherefore, if a woman absorbs 
that virus, it is impossible that she could com
municate the disease to anyone an hour or 
two afterwards, for no symptoms can appen,r for 
a fortnight at least. It is argued that under 
the voluntary system women might go to the 
hospital ; but we must recollect that all the best 
authorities say you cannot expect to be cured of 
syphilis under three months. Y oumust undergo a 
process of treatment for that time, and even then 
you are not absolutely cured; you cn,n never be cer
tn,in that the poison is eliminated from the system. 
The indications of the disease may disappear in 
a week or so, hut the poison is there, and may 
make its appearance in a few months, or even 
years, afterwards. Well, it is not likely that 
women engaged in this nefarious occupation would 
care to remain in hospital three months unless 
they were forced to do so. Now, the hon. member 
for Ipswich has stated that there were a number of 
authorities in support of the statements he made ; 
but in only one instance did I notice him give n,n 
authority, <1nd that was Jonathan Hutchinson, 
and that authority of course cannot be disputed. 
The hon. member made comparisons between the 
strLto of things here :tncl iu Gbsgow, lmt it 
struck me that we would not exactly n,pprove of 
the system adopted in Glasgow. 'fhe hon. mem
ber says, thn,t if n,ny man there is solicited by a 
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woman in the streets he has the power to give 
her in charge. Now, the grr:>t objection urged 
against this Bill is that policemen have it in 
their power to accuse a woman and take her 
in charge on the ground that she is a pl·os
titute; but it appears that in Glasgow that 
power is not limited to policemen, but can 
be exercised l:ly any man. 'rhe hon. member also 
states that syphilis is not a dangerous dieease. 
·well, all the authorities are convinced that it is. 
The hon. member made some slight mistakes ; 
he confounded one disease with another. Of 
course it is very unpleas11nt to go into all these 
matters; but you have to do it to meet the argu
ments of your opponents. vVhen the hon. mem
ber spoke of inoculating, he Wl1S referring to a 
variety of syphilis which is not constitutional
what is called a soft suppurating chancre-a very 
different thing from constitutional syphilis. The 
course of incubation is only a few clays, instead of 
from a fortnight to six weeks. In that case inocu
lation can take place, and re-inoculation is one 
mode of cure; but no sane man would inoculate 
for true chancre. There is no weight, therefore, in 
the hon. member's argument that the disease is 
not dangerous because medical men had inocu
lated themselves with it; they inoculated them
se] ves with the virus of another disease altogether. 
:Moreover, Henry Lee and IUcard, who I sup
pose are the greatest authorities on syphilis in 
the scientific world, state that if you are once 
inoculated with true syphilis, during that time 
you are not liable to inoculation any more ; juot 
as after being inoculated with vaccine matter, so 
long as you are protected by that, you are not 
liable to fresh inoculation. That is a scientific 
fact. He also stated that it is the fault of the 
males. If supervision could be exercised over 
them it is only right that it should be. But it 
strikes one that that argument is a very absurd 
one. He asks, from whom are the diseases of 
females contracted? And the reply is, from 
males. It is just as easy to ask, from whom 
are the diseases of males contracted ? The 
reply would obviously be, from females. The 
hon. member also stated that in voluntary 
hospitals girls were free to come and free to go. 
I will read an extract showing what incalculable 
damage will result, and has resulted, from that 
course. 

Mr. MACF ARLANE : It has not done so in 
Glasgow. 

Mr. HAMILTON : It is just as liable to 
happen in Glasgow as in Ipswich. The extract 
is from a letter by an'' M.R.C.S.," addressed to 
the Lctncet, and it is as follows :-

u \\,.hile visiting the Royal naval sick quarters at 
Portland some time ago, my cousin, ::\1r. E. V. de :JiCric, 
Staff-surgeon, lt.J\~., who was then in charge, kindly took 
me round, and on my expressing surprise that four-
1ifths of the beds were occupied by venereal cases, he 
assured me that it had been so ever since the Cont:t
gious Diseases Acts no longer gave some sort of protec
tion to the men. If this be so in a small plaee like the 
Itoyal naval sick quarters at Portland, what must it be 
in large seaports such as Portsn10utll or Jllymouth? I 
have heard, too, that at some of our seaports, ·when a 
tra.nsport is expected, many 'vomen in hospital affected 
with venereal disease leave the institution in orUer to 
go and meet the ship; and what can the surgeom; do~ 
Of course, nothil1g. 1-Vith regarcl to the argument that is 
often brought forward against the compul'iory detention 
of prostitutes, that it 'vould be interfering with the 
1 libcrt.r of the subject,' it seems to me the same law 
which deals with maniacs or smallpox patients might 
come into force to prevent a woman with a venereal 
complajnt carrying devastation freely in her path 
without let or hindrance, excepting, of course, if the 
law take the high moral instead of the practical and 
scientific ground." 

A most able and straightforward annotator in 
the Lancet of 1Tebruary 17th, 1883, after discuss
ing the decision of the select committee of the 

House of Commons on the Contagions Diseases 
1\._ct, August, 1882, not to reconuuend its exten
sion, contains the following words:-

~'Having established the great physical and moral 
gain etl'eetcd by these .\ct~;o;, tllo logical outcome of the 
recPnt inquiry wduld be to recommend their immediate 
extension; but this the committee hesitHted to do in 
deference to the position and charactf'l' of some of those 
who opposed them. 

"Xow, there seems to me sc:trcely a donbt that if the 
entire question \YOre explained %imply and 'vithout any 
artifieial varnish to those \YllO so strenuously oppose 
the ContHgious Diseases Acts-were it shown to them 
more particularly from a medical point of view~ they 
would at once cease their opposition, and be the first to 
aclvocate, not only the feeble way these Acts have been 
applied in this country, and also their extension." 

I have quoted copiously from the Lnncet, because 
I know that the opinions of that eminent medical 
journal-a non-political paper, one of the 
highest, if not the highest, scientific authorities 
in the English-speaking world-will have great 
weight in this Assembly, and will assist hon. 
members in forming their own conclusions before 
being called upon to vote for or against this 
motion. For my own part, I hope I shall not be 
influenced by any cry ; and I think, seeing that 
the Act has been repealed for some time in Eng
land, and seeing that it is in force in this colony 
without any dis,tRtrous effects hitherto, it might 
be as well to wait and see how the repeal has 
acted in England before we take any further 
steps in thi;; colony. 

The COLONIAL TREASUREH said: Mr. 
Speaker,-The subject under discussion is not a 
very savoury one; at the same time its considera
tion has been so forced upon members of the House 
by the innumerable petitions which have been pre
sented this session, that I think it is incumbent 
upon us all-at least those who choose to address 
the House-to express our opinions concerning it. 
I agree with the hon. member for Blackall in his 
remarks about the petition signed by a large 
number of females in this colony. I re11;ret very 
much indeed to find that ladies in this colony 
should have put their signatures to a petition 
of such a character, inasmuch as it is hardly to be 
expected that they could have made themselves 
fully convero:tnt with the details of this very 
painful subject. But seeing that they have not 
hesitated to address the Legislature on the sub
ject, I feel no squeamishness in expressing my 
opinion that Hansa1·d ought not to be suppressed 
on this occ,tsion, but that it should go forth to 
the public as usual, conveying the opinions of 
hrm. members upon a matter forced on their 
consideration, which opinions I trust will 
not be given to gratify any prurient curiosity, 
but solely with a view to show that the 
members of this Chamber have addressed 
themselves to the consideration of a very large 
social question, and are not afraid of exvreRsing 
their opinions openly upon it, desiring that those 
opinions should be circulated through Hans,<?'d 
in answer to the views which have been repre
sented to us as those held by a very large section 
of the community upon the repeal of the Con
tagious Diseases Act. I think, sir, that all who 
h<>ve addressed the Chamber in favour of this 
motion-even my hon. friend the member for 
South Brisbane, who has made such an eloquent 
appeal to us both to-nig-ht and on a previous 
occasion-are carried away by a certain amount 
of sentiment, and really do not regard the very 
great extent of the danger to which the whole 
community would be liable supposing we were 
to be guided solely by eentiment in dealing 
with this matter. Every per§on who signed 
those petitions would have clone well to have read 
carefully the very full speech which the Premier 
mltde on this subject last session. Although his 
reply to-night must have carried conviction to 
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everyone who henrd it, yet hon. members 
who hetnd him on the former occasion will ngree 
with me that his speech to-night was not so 
full or so exhaustiYe as the former, which I 
believe decided the voteR of a number of members 
on that occasion. The particular sentiment by 
which hon. members seem to be carried away 
is the chivalrcus idea of protecting the honour 
of women, on which mv hon. friend the member 
for South Brisbane has expatiated so largely and 
so elortuently. But, sir, we in this Chamber par
ticnbrly have to regard the matter in its strict 
light and bearing as regards the welfare of the 
whole community. In that light, I would ask 
the hem. member for South Brisbane-If he 
proposes to repeal this Act, what does he intend 
to substitute for it, so as to protect the com
munity from the great growth of evil which will 
undoubtedly occur if the Act is repealed? The 
Premier has already stated that the vocation of 
prostitution is illegal, but that at the same time 
we cannot step in and prevent it from being 
carried out. \V e can only step in and guard 
against the consertuence.,, The C[Uestion is very 
well put, in his 'work on "Practical Hygiene," 
by Dr. l'arkes, a well known medical authority. 
Dr. Parlces says :-

"It has been also vroposcd to detect and cure the 
di~easc in prostitutes. A great outcry has been raised 
against this proposal, which is yet a matter of precau
tion which the State is surely bound to tnke. A woman 
chooses to follow a dangerous trade-as dangerous as if 
she stood at the earner of a stre1._;t exploding gunpowder. 
By practising this trade she onght at onC'e to bring 
herselfunderthe ln:w, and the State mu~t take 'vha.tprc
cantion it can to prevent her doing mi:;;chief. 'l'hc State 
cannot. prevent prostitntion. \Ye shall sec nore1 urn to the 
stern old Scanclinavian law which punished the prosti
tute with stripes and death; bnt it is no more inter
ference with the liberty of the subject to prevent a 
,yoman from propagating syphilis, than it would be to 
prevent her propagating sm_allpox." 
In that light we have to regard this matter. It 
is undoubtedly a very dis:1greoable subject to dis
cuss, and it is perhaps rendered somewhat more 
difficult by the debate containing the opinions of 
rnedical rncn, who, according to the axion1, differ 
very frequently in their views. Doctors will 
differ, g,nd therefore those who rely upon their 
opinions in this matter will find authorities on 
both sides to justify them in the views they hold. 
I would ask the hon. member for Ipswich, who 
has informed us that from the time the Act 
came into force in Great Britain until the date 
of its repeal there has been no decrease in 
the number of syphilitic cases, to answer 
~his C[Ues~ion-\Vould not a very much larger 
mcrease m the number of cases have been 
exhibited if the Act had never been in operation? 
And the same with regard to this colony. The 
hon. member informs us that there has 'been an 
increase in the number of syphilitic patients 
here since the Act came into force in Queens
land. But I will ask him. how can he be satisfied 
that there would not liave been a very much 
larger increase if the Act had never come into 
operation? As br as I can understand the 
mntter, the Act has been :1 safegmml, and so 
long as we cannot prevent the sin-and I do 
not think the hon. gentleman will for one 
moment think that by repealing this Act we 
will discourage the sin-it is our duty as practical 
legislators to endeavour to avert the evil consc
C[Uences of that sin. And these evil consertuences 
are not sufficiently dwelt npon by the hon. 
gentlemen who address themselves to this sub
ject. I have had placed in my hands a most 
valuable work entitled, "Transactions of the 
International lV[edical Congress, seventh session, 
held in London, August 2nd to 9th, 1881, pre
pared for publication under the direction of the 
Executive Committee bv Sir \Villiam lVIacCnr
mac, Honorary Secretary-General, :1ssistecl by 
George Henry Makins, :B'.R.C.S., Under Secre-

tary, and the secretaries of the sections." One 
of the papers read there emanated from Dr. A. L. 
Gihon, Medical Director of the United States 
Navy. He addresses himself to the 'luestion in 
a very interesting paper on the "Prevention of 
Venereal Disease." He says :-

"But let the facts be known that the ruin brought by 
venereal disease reaches far beyond the original trans
gressor and soils the pnre and guiltless, and that no 
degree of personal rectitude can protect the d\Yeller in 
a large city from chance tlefilement, and the question 
of protection ta.lls to the same pla.ce with the protection 
against smallpox, sca.rleL fever, or diphtheria, especially 
when the further fact is considered, that those who 
lll'actice prostitution have been taught by personal in
terest the lesson of sanitary self-1n·otection; so that the 
risk of infection by them is to-day less than by the 
thousand irregular or accidenta1 channels of propaga
tion." 

He proceeds further on to say :-
"Since the cutaneous and fmeal syphilides are known 

to be commnnka,blc. it requires no effort to conceive of 
the dangerous defilement of sheets, towels, nnpkins, 
elothing, and whatever else may have been in con fact 
with an eczema tons ~nrfacc; of that of drinking vessels, 
forks, spoons, and other articles prc-;sed by diseased 
lips, or of the dang-er of succeeding a syphilitic prede
cessor in the hands of the barber, hair<lresser, or dentist. 
Fournicr has called attention to the 'singular power of 
irradiation and snfornia there is in the syphilis of nurses 
ant1 nnrslings,' and he iilustrates his statement that 
'nothing is more dangerous than a syphilitic ehild in a 
household.'" 
Then the doctor proceeds to give a number of 
i11stances, with which I need not take up the 
time of the House, inasmuch as, while I am of 
opinion that we ought not to suppress Hctnsard, 
I do not think it should be unnecessarily loaded 
with literature of a not generally interesting or 
edifying character. However, the authority of 
a medical man such as this may be a contribution 
to the debate, and therefore I shall give one or 
two further extracts from his paper. He says :-

1' StaJistics having been given a~ to the large amount 
of syphilis in the army, navy, and merr-antile marine of 
the Cnitp,d Stittcs, and in the British navy, the author 
proceeded:-

"The public charities of the gre:tt citic"' exhibit a .. 
suflicknt.ly alarming, though by no means accurate, 
proportion of these diseases among the poorest classes, 
but where can the evidence be foundoftheirprcvulence 
among the hi~ her orders of society~ At the hat springs 
and other health resorts of l~nrope and Amerir-n, they 
may be discovered seeking relief for chronic rheumatism, 
for scrofula, for affections of the nervous system. for 
ob~cure cutaneous diseases; for everything, indccrl, 
but the venereal fact. If every reputable practitioner 
of medicine conld be indncecl to tabulate the facts ot 
his professional experience, the public would realise 
that Gross and Sims, Sir Thomas \ratson, Sir James 
Paget, Sir \rilliam Jenner, and l\Ir. Simon did not ex
~Lggerate when they stated of their own knowledge of 
the ravages of these diseases amon~ pure women and 
innocent children, t.hat their victims were numbered 
by thousands." 

Dr. Gihon further stateR :-
"The Section of Stat.c :Jfedicinc has, therefore, wisely 

inclnded the prcyention of syphilis among the great 
problems which sanitary ~cicnee has to solve. rrhc 
solution of this problem has hitherto been hindered by 
the e1t'orts of those who 1uwe stig-matised it as an 
attempt to foster prostitution, deliberately ignoring the 
fact that its actual aim is to make marriage safc,"-

I would call the attention of hon. members to this 
particnlarly-
" its actual aim is to make rna,rriage safe, and to 
protect the ignorant and innocent and helpless from a 
danger they can in no other way escape. 1.'he com
mittee of the American Public Health Association, 
charged ·with the duty of attempting this solution, ha Ye 
rPcognised the insufficiency of any system of mere 
registration fmd compulsory examination of lJrostitutes, 
since no account is therein taken of the men, who are 
often the original contaminators of the women, and the 
real propagators of the disrnse. and since prostitutes, 
except of the very lowest orders, may be safely trusted 
to talw care of themselves. Contagious Disease Acts, 
involving the :-mnitarv and police control of public 
women, have undoubtCdly accomplished a. large measure 
of good,u 
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I would call the attention of my hon. friend the 
member for Ipswich to what· follows, as these 
statistics may be set against those he has given 
to the House :-

"This is conclusively shown by the following sum-
mary from the last report of the Director-General of the 
British Kavy, published by order of the House of Corn-
mons, August 24, 1880:-
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Now, as I have already stated, the hem. member 
for South Brisbane has not suggested any 
substitute for the Contagious Diseases Act which 
he proposes to repeal. I really do not think any 
m.emb~r of this House will be found to :;tgre'e 
With him that the Act should be repealed without 
some substitute being provided. All the debnte 
this evening in advocacy of the repeal of the Act 
has gone to show that its operation upon women 
is unseemly, indecorous, and degrading. Then, 
I presume, those who argue for its repeal hold 
that it demoralises the women still further, and 
prevents their reclamation in the paths of virtue. 
That seems to be the chief objection; but I do 
not think it has been advanced that the other 
portion of the Act should be repealed. I would 
ask the hon. gentleman what he proposes to 
substitute ? Or does he intend to satisfy himself 
with the repeal of the Act and allow the evils 
it is intended to prevent to spread unchecked 
throughout the community ? I do not think 
the system he has mentioned as being in force 
in Glasgow is likely to prove beneficial- I 
do not think it would be sufficient merely 
to enlarge the lock hospitals for the accom-

modation of all those who are afflicted with the 
disease. I think the State has a larger duty to 
fulfil than merely to provide such hospitals, which 
would not be filled so largely as the hon. gentle
tnan in1agines, if those who were la.bouring under 
the disease were not forced by the arm of the 
hw to go there. I join issue with him there. 
The writer whom I have mentioned proceeds to 
make a recommendation which is worthy of 
consideration, as to whether it would not be an 
improvement on our present system. He says :-

"The proposition of the committee of the American 
Public Health Association, endorsed by the very large 
majority of the members of that body, contemphLtes 
'the enactment of a law constituting it a criminal 
offence to knowingly communicate, directly or indi
rectly, or to be instrumental in communicating, a 
contagious disease, such as smallpox, scarlet fever, or 
venereal disease; and giving to boards of health, and to 
the State and municipal health officials under their con~ 
trol, the same power in the prevention, detection, suppres
sion, and gra,tuitous treatment of venereal affections 
'vhich they now possess in tile case of smallpox or other 
contagious diseases.' The committee have been subse
quently charged with the suggestion of a project of 
State law and municipal ordinance which can accom
plish this object, and are now in consultation with 
prominent members of the bar for this purpose. 'rho 
practical difficulties in the way arc not few, but they 
are not insuperable. Only a small number of offenders 
'vill probably ever be brought to punishlllent: but this is 
true of other violations oflaw. Abandoned women may be 
tempted tomakcfa.lscaccusations, but this will operate to 
deter men from encountering this additional risk. Ignor~ 
ance cannot be pleaded in excuse, since it will become the 
duty of the physician to instruct his patient of the 
harm he is capable of inflicting, and to exact of him 
that voluntarily exclusion which may be necessary to 
l1l'Otcct others from the risk of contamination by hhn. 
It would not be- desirable, if practicable, to require the 
confinement of venereal patients in hospitals, though 
these should be provided as voluntary resorts for gratui
tous treatment. In the naval and military services it 
is possible to make the concealment of disease 
an offence, and to require medical oflicers in 
their sanitary capacity to be informed of the 
physical condition of every individual under their 
charge; and it is not exacting too much of every 
physician to require such a rigid in4.uiry into the ante~ 
cedent history of every case of communicable disease 
as will assist in the discovery and extermination of its 
cause. In this tllere need be no violation of profes
sional confidence. 'Vhen it is understood that the 
communication of a venereal disease is a crime against 
society, no code of ethics will excuse the physician's 
neglect of his duty any more than it does now in the 
case of smallpox; while the syphilitic who infects a 
woman, however degraded, or he who marries and con
taminates a pure woman and begets a diseased child, 
has no right to cloak his infamy under a medical 
diploma. It will add tu the responsibilities o! the 
physician's vocation; but he who has accepted the 
mission of health among his fellow-men in any other 
spirit, or for any other purpose than self-enrichment, 
will not scruple to labour zealously in battling against 
this most dread form of preventable disease." 

This, sir, is a suggestion which demands full 
consideration. I cannot, after the short time I 
have had to consider the extract I have just read, 
at once give it a full endorsement; at the same 
time it seems to me that before we deal with the 
rerJeal of the Act as at present administered, we 
ought to provide some other safeguard against 
the spread of this much-dreaded disease through· 
out the community. I must say that I think the 
hon. members who have endeavoured to ex
tenuate the evils of the disease are self-deceived. 
\V e have only to travel to the Sandwich Islands 
to observe the gradual decadence of the whole 
of the native population on account of a disease 
ostensibly called leprosy, but which is known to 
be a form of syphilis. That large population 
of Hawaii corn prises a race possessing in a large 
degree a high amount of intelligence, 'vhich, 
when receiving the benefits of a liberal educa
tion, develops the same intellectual vigour and 
ability possessed by the J•:nropean races ; yet 
the disease has been so deeply sen,ted in pre
ceding generations that the total extermination 
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of the native population of those isl::mds is a 
mere matter of time. \V e oug-ht to take a lesson 
from this; and 1 contend that it is our duty 
now to see that sufficient safeguards are pro
vided by which we shall not let this most b::meful 
disease gain a sure footing in our rnidst, and 
become a future curse to thousands yet unborn. 

Mr. W. BllOOKES said : Mr. Speaker,
After hearing some remarks made by the hon. 
member for Blackall, which I thought were 
rather strong, I went so far as to call them 
"foolish observations." That expression is not 
a pleasant one, and I withdraw it. But I 
may say this : that he is not the only offender in 
that respect during the course of this debate. 
Even the last speaker shared opinions which, I 
think, cannot be supported, because everyone 
who is at all conversant with the agitation against 
the Contagious Diseases Act knows that it was 
begun by women-the noblest women in England. 
I remember very well reading the letters of 
Harriet :iYiartineau, who wrote over the signature 
''An Englishwoman." \Vhen we remember that 
the chief and bitterest charge against the Act is the 
degradation of women, it would be a curious thing 
indeed if women were not to be heard. There is 
another feature. Anyone reading such publica
tions as are to be found-well, everywhere, will 
know that in all departments of Christian work 
women take the lead. It is not men, but women 
who take the lead·-Christian women-and they 
are the glory of their age, both in England and 
in the United States. I think the last speaker 
called this an unsavoury subject, and it has been 
so regarded by others. I regard their modesty 
as muck modesty, and their reticence as entirely 
misplaced. Is the subject any more unsavoury 
than sewage and drainage, upon which hon. 
members will talk hour after hour? This 
is a subject which comes home to everybody, 
particularly to women, and women are taking 
the lead in the agitation on the question ; and 
seeing that I presented a petition this after
noon signed by 4,817 of the women of Queens
land, at least I may say what I have said in 
their behalf. There is an idea that this is a 
subject that should be shunned-a subject that 
young persons should not know anything about. 
Allow me to jusL say that I think the ignorance of 
the young people is the cause of a great deal of the 
disease, and that if they were only fairly cautioned 
they would not act as they do now, the young men 
particularly. If physiology were taught in our 
schools as it ought to he, and more information 
was given of the way in which we are constructed, 
it would be an advantage. \Ve are "fearfully and 
wonderfully made," and we are easily put out of 
order, and spoiled for the work of the world. Boys 
and young worn~n onght to be taught the elemen
tary principles of these things, and I do regard 
it as a prurient modesty-that was the expression 
used by the last speaker-I regard all reluctance 
to talk plainly on this subject as having its 
bottom in prurience ; because we know that 
there is no person in this world who can put 
on more airs of modesty than a harlot. \Ve 
have heard a great deal about sentiment. I 
would like to have a definition of the word 
"sentiment." The last speaker used it many 
times. The Premier in his speech prefers the 
practical view, and we are told that we must 
not talk sentiment ; but sentiment governs half 
our actions in this life, and the sentiment which 
looks with diEgust on legalised prostitution is, 
I think, not so much sentiment as a desire 
to act in conformity with God's law and word. 
The Premier said that the occupation of a prosti
tute is an unlawful occupation. It has been said 
before in the debate, and it must be said again and 
kept continn,lly before the public, that this Act 
1nakes prostitution a legal culling, nntl it has 
been urged in our law courts in Brisbane that it 

is unjust to compel women to register themselves 
and to carry about with them a certificate, and 
then to drive them out of their places of abode 
and to regard them as outcasts of society. There 
is where the evil begins. The Act certainly does 
not lessen the number of prostitutes. The hon. 
senior member for Cook reacl a groat de:tl from 
the Lcmcet. Now, let me tell him that, although 
it may be the chief medicnl paper in the world, 
there is no paper that contains so much medical 
humbug as the Lancet, and if you want to know 
how that is, just compare the llicdical Gazette 
with the Lancet, and you will see they are 
always at daggers drawn. According to the 
Lancet, there is nothing we can eat that 
will not poison us ; nothing we can wear that 
will not breed disease ; no air that we can 
breathe that will not do us harm, until one almost 
feels inclined to cut one's throat in sheer despair 
of being able to live at all. Now, the Act does 
not diminish disease. It does not decrease the 
number of prostitutes. It increases them, because 
there is a general desire to get from under the 
Act, and the amount of clandestine prostitution 
is indefinitely increased. The hon. member for 
South Brisbane gave us an illustration of that. 
There are 3,000 registered prostitutes in Paris, 
and yet the very man who ought to know says 
there are at least 30,000. And so it is in 
Brisbane at this very moment. It is not true 
that all the whores in Brisbane are congre
gated about those nasty places in Albert street 
and Margaret street. They are to be found 
at Toowong and on the New Farm road. 

HoNOUitABLE MEMBERS: Oh, oh! 
Mr. \V. BllOOKES: I will go further; I 

know it. · 
l\Ir. ]'OOTE : 'l'ell us how you know? 
Mr. BllOOKES: I will tell you how I get to 

know these things. Through the police. They 
know all these places. I remember very well riding 
in an omnibus in a very respectable part of the 
city, and a person in the omnibus pointed out a 
very respectable and nice-looking cottage in which 
you might suppose a minister of religion lived, 
and it was said that that was a noted brothel ; 
and steps have been taken since to have it 
removed. I only mention this to show that if 
this Act is supposed to bring all the prostitutes 
under the law, it does nothing of the kind. 
While it professes to diminish the danger and 
prevalence of venereal disease, it does nothing of 
the kind. If there is anything certain, it is that 
it does neither of these two things. \V ell, now, 
the last speaker quoted from some international 
congress which was held in Europe, and what he 
read did not, to my mind, appear to be a very feasible 
suggestion. It was a suggestion that would never 
he regarded for one moment by a practical-minded 
gentleman like our Premier ; but this is the out
come of it, that there is no Contagious Diseases 
Act in the United States of America. The 
puritan spirit of the United States will make it 
impossible for there ever to be such an Act in 
existence-that is to say the religious spirit. I 
mean that the religious convictions of the people 
in the States will for ever prevent them having 
such an Act. Now, the Premier made a rather 
remarkable statement when he said the inten
tion of the Act was good. Really, I do believe 
it is good. I do not believe for a moment that 
the Act was devised and framed except from 
good motives, but I say it is an entire mistake. 
A person m:1,y commit wrong and mean well, 
anrl I say this Act, while its intention may 
he good, works infinite evil. Then he made 
another extraordinary statement. He does not 
see that this Act is contrary to the divine law. 
\Yell, that I cannot undcrHtand. \V c ttll have 
the divine lmv in our houses. vV e are all of U8 

more or less familiar with it, and I find thu,t 
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fornication is as plainly stated to be a sin as any 
other sin, and perhaps more so. I regard this 
Act as running direct athwart the divine 
command. That is the way in which I look at 
it, and tlmt is the way in which the public look 
at it. 'l'o show the extent of public feeling on 
the queotion, I may mention, JYh. Speaker, that 
the number of petitions from churches praying 
for the repeal of this Act number forty-five, 
three others from church assemblies, and all the 
denmninntions, except two, have paRsed unani
mous reqo]utions condemnatory of the Act. \Vel!, 
is it more likely to suppose that these churches 
have acted from a feeling of sentiment or that 
they have acted from mature religious convictions. 
I prefer the latter supposition. And there was 
the petiti•m from the women of Ipswich with 
2,002 signatures; the men's petition with 4,809 
signatures to it ; and I presented one from the 
women of Brisbane with 4,817 signatures. It 
is very easy to call that sentiment, or for mem
be:s of the Legislative Assembly to say that all 
tins large number of person" are actuated by 
sentirnent; but I can as..sure hon. 1nen1bers 
that if this Lel'islative Assembly regards this 
expression of opinion aR sentin1ent, and re~ 
fuses to repeal this Bill, the public will soon 
find a Legislative Assembly that will repeal 
it. There is an infinite danger in this House 
setting itself against a strong, well-set, well· 
defined current of public opinion. :Now, about 
the Premier. I will give my views, for what 
they are worth, as to the duty of a Premier. I 
say that the duty of a Premier is to carefully 
watch the signs of the times as expressed in the 
papers, and by the actions of the 1mblic. I don't 
nte'm for a moment that the Premier should shift 
his sails with every pa.ssing breeze, but when we 
have, as on this occa::;ion, such an abundant weight 
of public opinion saying that this Act is contrary 
to Divine law, and that they want it repealed on 
that ground, I would like to know whether it is 
possible for the public with any patience to 
bear to be told by the Premier," I am of opinion 
that it is not contrary tu divine law." \Vho is 
to g-ive the final decishm-the Premier or the 
public? The Premier may give his decision first 
but the final decision will be given lw the public, 
and it will be given against him, and I would 
much rather it would not. And what I say 
of the Premier ttpplies to Parliament. \Ve 
are sent here to represent the people, not 
their follies, their whims, or caprices, which 
may change from day to day; but when the 
vuhlic gives an opinion on any ntatter, as on 
this, there must be reasons far better than rtny 
that have been assig·ned in this debate by those 
who have spoken against the motion-there 
must be far better reasons assigned to satisfy 
the demands outside. Now, the Premier 
says, and I dare say it carried weight 
with several who heard him-that since the 
repeal of the Act the virulence of the <lisease 
at "\lclershot lmrl considerably increased. Now, 
that is not so. Here again is an answer to the 
member for Blackall. Here is a woman, a good 
Christian woman, engaged in what she calls 
Chri~;tian work among the women rtt Aldershot; 
she has given in a report, pa.rt of which bears 
on the subject we are discussing, and she says 
that ''At Aldershot the repeal of the Contagious 
DiBeases Act has been a sore discouragement to 
the patrons of vice, a corresponding aiel to the 
clettnsing of society ; that the proportions of prosti
tution and the number of women who are living 
by prostitution is greatly reduced. Some people 
think it only one-half what it was. Since the sin 
has lost the patronage of the State, it has become 
less lucrative to the people who practise it, and 
to the occupiers of houses of ill fame." Of course 
a great deal of this bears on the degradation of 
women. I have had a few facts put into my 

hands which show how this Contagious Diseases 
Act affects prostitutes. The document was pre
sented to the Premier by a deputation of persons 
opposed to the Contagious Diseases Acts. It 
was handed to them by the ladies who manage 
the Industrial Home. The house committee 
of that institution say that out of 136 women 
who were received into the home since it 
has been in existence, many of whom were 
registered won1en, only one registered woman 
has reformed; and out of sixty-five received into 
the home last year seventeen women returned 
to their sinful life, and all these seventeen were 
registered wornen. So far as the opinion of the 
ladies managing this very valuable institution 
goeH, it is to the effect that they deprecate the 
continuance of the Act. They actually find in 
their practical daily work of managing the insti
tution that this Act is a very great hindrance 
to their work. \Vel!, now, about sentiment. I 
don't suppose many people will accuHe ,John 
Stuart ]'.fill of being sentimental ; I never heard 
that he was. This is his opinion. He was asked 
by a select committee of the House of Com-
1110ns :-

"Do you think that the tendency of the Act is to do 
moral injuty ?'' 

And the answer to that was-
" I do think so, bceansc I hardly think it. possihlc for 

thoughtles~ people not to infer, when special prceautiom; 
a.rc taken to make a eourse, which is generally ('On
sidered \VOrthy of dh;approbation, safer than it would 
naturally be, that it cannot be considered very bad ·by 
the law, and pog-;ibly may be considered as either not 
bad at all or, at any rate, a necessary evil." 

\V ell, then, as to the opinion of other gentlemen, 
I would ju8t like to give the opinion of the 
Bishop of Oxford. He writes that he cannot 
attend a certain meeting, and says-

" I can only express my own feeling-1st, that it is a 
false and shockmg assumption that vice 1nust exist; 
2nd, that a policy which, afraid to deal \Vith men, takes 
advantage of the weal{ness of 'vomcn to do them grie
vous wrong, is self-condemned." 

The Bishop of Bedford expresses very much the 
same opinion. He says :-

"I cannot myself reconcile the making of sin safe 
with any theory of morals higher than that which is 
based on the barest expcdieney~certainly I fail to re
concile it with any conception I am able to form to 
myself of Christian morality." 

\Vhy multiply these quotations? \V e all read 
the papers, and do not we know that, as with 
one voice, there is absolute unanimity out
side? The moral sense of the whole community 
is stirred to its depths upon this question ; 
and I must confess that I listened with a 
little impatience when I heard the Premier and 
the Colonial Treasurer talking about senti
ment, and about expediency, and about the Act 
being of a practical character. But I will tell 
the present Government, every one of them, 
this : That if we lose the motion to-night, it is 
not lost; no fear of that; we will hammer aw><y 
at it until we get it passed. Every year we will 
bring it up. \V e will do as Mr. Stansfeld did-he 
worked sixteen years before he got the Act 
repealed in the English Hou,;e of Commons, and 
I may say for these men and women here working 
in this cause th,;t they will work for sixteen years. 
'l'huse people who are working to have this Act 
repe:tlecl are persons who believe there is a 
higher law than that of expediency, and some
thing higher than statute law. They do not 
believe that prostitution is a. necessary evil ; 
they believe, on the contrary, in a higher law 
-that as we get wiser and more Christian prosti
tution and every other form of sin will gradualiy 
decline. \V e ttll agree in some Utopia-some call 
it the millennium-which may be a long way 
off; but undoubtedly we are all tending to 
that; we must aim ttt it, at all events. \Ve have 
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the highest authority that we mmt try and be pure 
as our Father in Heaven is pure. That is impos
sible, we know ; but we do not, therefore, go and 
grovel in a gutter. \Ve do the best we can, and 
the rnen and \Vornen who are concerned in this 
agitation intend to do the Lest they can-they 
intend to get rid of this Act. I commend it to 
the GoYernment for their consideration-how far 
they are wise and prudent even in a low, political 
sense-in •etting themselves in the middle of the 
highway and saying, "You shall not go along 
this path any longer." 

Mr. FRASER said: Mr. Speaker,-! Yoted 
on a former occasion in support of the resolntion 
of my hon. colleague, and I intend to do so to
night. I should hope that in speaking upon 
this question we may all give it the weight which 
the community justly attaches to it. A great 
deal has been said, and may be said, on both sides 
of the question, and it occurred to me when the 
hon. member for Cook was C[uoting the Lnncet, 
that he was only C[Uoting one side of the C[uestion, 
as the hon. member for Korth Brisbane has 
said. We all know, Mr. Speaker, that thn,t is a 
medical man's journal, and we know thnt the 
Act might be a good thing in their opinion 
becaw:;e, in sorne respects, it waH the cry, 
"The craft is in d:cnger." But the whole of 
the medical profession do not think alike 
upon this C[Uestion, and I can allude to 
some leading men in the profession-I will not 
enumerate them-who emphatically condemn 
these Acts. I remember there was one who, 
thirty years ago to my knowledge, was a very 
eminent man then-Dr. N eild, of Liverpool-and 
he nnqualifiedly condemned them ; and I could 
mention others. I intenrl to notice what the 
hon. member for North Brisbane has already 
noticed-the remarks made in connection with the 
"lady " aspect of this C[Uestion. \V e are all taught 
that women are really the "ministering angeh" 
of the community, and I should like to know 
how they became so unless they became conver
sant with the ills and evils of the community. 
It is mere affectation to say that all these things 
ought to be concealed from them. It will 
be a dark day for humanity if we keep 
them in ignorance or make them stand aloof 
from important movements of this kind. Now, 
l\fr. Speaker, I only intend to notice one 
or two things. I do not want to occupy the 
time of the House ; but the hon. member for 
Cook made an observation that I feel I am called 
upon to emphatically deny. He tells m that 
the argument used in order to induce the ladies of 
Queensland to sign this petition was something 
to this effect : "That while thi;;; Act is in opera
tion it is dangerous for your daughters to go 
abroad at night." I venture to say that such an 
argument as this is a m ere creation of the hon. 
ruember's O\Vn imagination~that it has no foun
dation in fact. I am pretty well conversant with 
the movements in connection with the getting up 
of some of these petitions, and I challenge the 
hon. member-! am sorry he is not in his 
place-to arlduce one single instance in which 
such an absurcl argument has been used 
to induce intelligent ladies of Queensland to 
sign these petitions. Of course, dealing- with 
the logic of facts, it would be presumptuous 
to dispute the conclusions of the Premier from 
his point of view, but when we come to deal with 
matters of opinion we are at liberty to form 
what opinions we please. The hon.member stated 
that the existence of this Act, and the certificate 
that it gives to those women to ply their traffic, 
was no inducement or temptation to youth to 
fall into their snares. To my mind this is one of 
the must formidable objections of this Act, and 
I am not single in this opinion. I cannot do 
better than C[UOte a very much higher authority 
than myself-a man who has been mentioned 

already, and whose name is a passport for all 
that is honourable and intelligent-and that is 
Mr. Stansfeld. \Vhat does he say upon this 
very point ? He made these remarks in his 
address in the House of Connnons when moving 
his resolution for the repeal of the Contagious 
Diseases ~\.et :-

"You stimulate by this sanction, by thi::.• guarantee, 
false and illmwry though it be, thii temptation of the 
de·dl; you depra.vc above all the youth of the country, 
the adolescence of the country; and you do the very 
worst thing in your blind. ignorance which it would be 
possible for you to do if you thought only of health 
an<l nothing of morals, because there is uothing so 
fatal to the health of the community as infamously to 
stimulate the sexual propensities of early youth." 

I think this is a very important consideration, 
and to assert that a condition of this sort is no 
temptation for youth, and does not influence 
youth and thus remove what in many cases 
would be an important deterrent- to make 
such t>n assertion as that is to ,ay that we do 
not underr;tand or that we know comparatively 
little of hmmm nature. Upon that ground 
alone I feel jnstifiecl in supporting the resolu
tion of my hon. colleague to-night. Before I sit 
down there is another observation I wish to 
make. It is very true that we should not alwayo 
be moved in these matters by mere clamour from 
outside ; but there is such a thing as paying 
deference to public opinion, eepecially when 
such .opinion emanates from a class whose 
opinions are deservedly entitled to attention. 
They are not a section of the community likely to 
be actuated by mere sentiment, as we have heard 
this evening, or who are likely to deal with this 
<jUestion without fully weighing the conse
<juences ; but they are a section of the cmn
munity who, I venture to say-and it cannot be 
questioned-have the moral welfare of the com
munity emphatically at heart. VVell, sir, when 
we find a general movement emanating from this 
section of the community, as represented by the 
petitions presented to this House during the last 
month or two-I say, in a matter of this sort, 
when opinions are so much divided in the 
House, and it cannot be proved one way or the 
other that the injury would be very serious-I 
say, in deference to this expression of pubhc 
opinion, this House would be fully justified-nay, 
more than justified~it would be only doing its 
duty-in responding to that opinion and con
ceding what is so emphatically and genemlly 
demanded. 

Mr. Mcl\IASTEH said: Mr. Speaker,-I shall 
not detain the House many minutes, as I am of 
opinion that the sooner we come to a vote the 
better. So much has been said on both sides 
that I really think there is nothing further to 
be oaid, but I do not wish to give a silent vote 
upon the C[Uestion. It is my intention to support 
the resolution mnved by the hon. member for 
South Brisbane. I believe that if the House does 
not carry this resolution to-night it will not be 
very many years before it will be carried, and by 
a very large majority. It was stated in ~n 
early part of the evening that the laches 
who signed the petition presented did not 
know what they were signing-. 'fhat I 
look upon as a libel upon the ladies of 
Queensland. The ladies of England signed a 
similar petition by thousands, and they cer
tainly must have known something about what 
they were signing. It is just possible that some 
of the ladies who signed that petition did not 
know the whole of the particulars, but there is 
not the slightest doubt in my mind but that a 
very large majority of them knew what they 
were abont, and there is no better indication that 
this Act will have to Le repe>tled than the fnct 
that the ladies have taken up the cause. If it is 
not repealed now, I venture to say that at the 
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next g-eneml election those ladies will take care 
that hon. members returned to this House will 
Le pledged to repeal the Act. It is a misbtken 
idea that the ladies have no control over the 
ballot-box. They have a very large contrnl over 
it, as they have control over their husbands who 
have the votes, and they will trtke very good crtre 
thttt those votes ttre g-iven for members who will 
lmve the Act repealed, and that very soon. I 
listened to the speeches of hon. members very 
carefully, and I could not help thinkhw 
while the Colonial Treasurer was speaking; 
Umt if this disease is so terrible and it is so neces
sary to have this Act in force, what a terrible 
state society must be in in the other colonies 
where they have no such protection? They must 
be in a terribly bad state down south. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL: So they are. 
Mr. McMASTEH: The hon. rnemher for 

Cook says they are in a bad way there, but if so 
what is to prevent them coming up here? 

Mr. L UJI.ILEY HILL : The Contagious 
Diseases Act. 

Mr. McMASTEit : The Contagious Diseases 
Act is not going to check the pe;·sons the hon. 
member refers to from coming up here. I believe 
the time has arrived when this Act ought to be 
repealed, and I am r1uite sure that those who 
have taken up the cause will not leave off their 
efforts until such time as the Act is written off 
our Statute-book. I notice that the Premier 
admitted, and the senior member for Cook also 
admitted, that they would be willing to apply 
the Act to men. Now, if this resolution should 
not be cCLrried and the Act repealed, and the 
Premier will only introduce a Bill by which the 
examination will be applied to men, I venture 
to say that after the next general election 
not a single member will come back to the 
House who will not be pledged to the repeal of 
the Act. The men will not allow themselves to 
be examined, and if the operation of the Act is 
extended to them there will be such a cry raised 
that this House will very soon have to repeal the 
Act. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL said: Mr. Speaker,
! must say that the course taken in this debate, 
and the prurient details and nasty discussion 
entered into, hao nearly emptied the House of all 
but the mo~t fervent fanatics on this subject. 

Mr. \V. BROOKBS: I rise to a ]Joint of 
order, lYir. Speaker. Is the hon. member in 
order in applying the term " fanatics" to hon. 
members? 

The SPEAKER : The hem. member has not 
applied the term " fanatic" to any hon. 
member. He has only applied it as a figure of 
speech. 

Mr. W. BROOKES : Well, don't do it again! 
Mr. LUMLEY HILL: The hon. member for 

North Brisbane has succeeded in putting me out 
of the thread of my discourse; he has confused me 
to some extent in thus calling me to order. But, 
sir, I must say that, as far as I can see, with the 
exception of a few hon. gentlemen who came here 
to debate the Land Bill, which they expected 
would be brought on to-night, and which is 
really a matter at the bottom of the welfare of 
the colony-with the exception of those hon. 
members who are waiting for a chance to debate 
that Bill, all the others have been driven out of 
the House and gone away home. It is ..-ery likely, 
therefore, that in· a thin Hmme this motion will 
just be carried as it was in the House of Commons. 
In the Honse of Commons the repeal of the Act 
was carried in a thin House, in the early hnnrs 
of the morning, after cvurybocly htttl been tlriven 
sick with the rutuseous details given by the 
advocates of repeal of the Contagious Diseases 

Act. I believe the effects of its repeal have been 
fully recolised now, and that in the garrison and 
seaport towns the disease and trouble is double 
and treble what it was ever known to be before. 

Mr. W. BROOKES : No ; it is not. 

Mr. LUMLEY HILL: I beg to differ from 
the hon. member-! believe it is. As to this 
petition being hawked round to the ladies for 
their signature, or to the ladies of England, I 
must say that I lift up my protest against that. 
This is a thing for the men to decide for them
selves. They are the legislat()rs; at all events, 
legislation on this subject does not come 
within the scope of female suffrage at all. The 
men are the legislators, and I say to take this 
into respectable homes, and amongst women whom 
one would call ladies-to shove this loathsome 
petition under their notice for them to sign, is 
about the most discreditable thing I have 
known to be done in the history of this 
colony. I have no female relations, and 
therefore I can speak independently, but I 
have heard expressions of opinion from heads 
of families into whose houses and behind whose 
backs this dirty petition has been intruded. 
As for what the senior member for Ipswich said 
-that he must give his advocacy to the cause
thHre was nothing more left to say. After the 
eloquent speech, from his point of view, of the 
hon. member for South Brisb".ne, :Mr. Jordan, 
and the reply of the Premier, we might have gone 
to the vote over the thing, and the question would 
have been more satisfactorily solved than if we 
stop here all night and go on into next week. It 
would have been much better than to have the 
whole night spent in these revolting details ; it 
would have been more satisfactory, and a more 
general consensus of opinion would have been 
obtained. If the vote is taken now after every
body has been driven out of the House, I shall 
attach very little importance to it, and I really 
hope the Government will not attach much 
importance to it. 

Mr. SALKELD said: Mr. Speaker,-I know 
hon. members want to get to a division on this 
question, and I shall not take up much time. 
The hon. senior member for Cook said that a 
straw was enough to show the way the wind 
blows, and I shall just say something about the 
statistics and facts produced by the supporters 
of this Act, to show how they pose before the 
public. The hon. the Treasurer quoted from a 
return which I am sure he would not have 
quoted if he had studied both sides of this 
question. The navy returns have been proved 
in the most clear and unmistakable manner not 
to be trustworthy so far as the working of this 
Act is concerned. For a number of years the 
navy authorities have taken the statistics of 
five stations which are under this Act and 
five not under the Act, and have compared 
them to show the percentage of disease in the 
navy. Their attention was drawn year after 
year to the misleading character of the return•, 
and in 1882 or 1883 the Lords of the Aclmiralty 
admitted that they were misleading, and pro
mised to omit them in future. However, the 
medical authorities ignored their instructions, 
and published them again, but now I believe 
they have been stopped. Now, this was what 
was done : The average strength of the stations 
under the Act has generally been about 11,000 
men, and the amount of disease was g-iven at s•o 
much per thousand. \Vill it be believed that 
of these 11,000 there were 4,000 boys in the 
training ships, who were not subject to the 
disoa"e n,t all, hut who were persistently included 
in these figures? It lms been stated again and 
again in the newspapers, and quoted in this 
House, that since the suspension of examinations 
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things have been very much worse in those towns. 
Now, this is one instance out of many to show 
how public opinion is attempted to be manu
factured. The Dctily Telegmph published the 
followimr letter :-

"SIR,-As an ounce of fact is proverbially superior to 
an indcttnite quantity of theory, I think that I am 
justUied in citing one or two instances of the effects of 
the present suspension of the Acts against contagious 
disenses. Being in practice as a medical man in the 
town most affected by the measure, I am able to spca.k 
with some authority upon the subject. Last 'veek a 
large transport entered Portsmouth Harbour 'vith time
expired men from India. Upon the same day thirty 
diseased women left the l1ospital \Vith the avo,ved inten
tion of meeting that transport, and there was no law to 
prevent it. I say that if an unfortunate soldier coming 
home to his native land after an absence of Years and 
exposed to such temptations should yield to {hem, and 
entail disease upon himself and his offspring, the chief 
fault should not lie at his door. It surely emanates 
logically from those hysterical legislatorR who set 
loose those thirty bearers of contagion, and their like, 
upon society. l~'or fear delicacy should be offended 
where no touch of delicacy exists, dreadful evils 
are to result, men to suffm·, children to die, a..nd 
pure women to inherit unspeakable evils. Loose state~ 
ments nnd vague doctrines of morality may impose 
upon hasty thinkers, but surely, 'vhen the thing is 
retlueed to its simplest terms, it becomes a, matter of 
public calamity that these Acts should be suspended 
for a single day, far more for an indclinite llCriod. 
'rho npostlcs of freetrade in infection have worked 
to ~nch good purpose thnt within a. few weeks the 
streets of our navrtl strttions have become pandemonia, 
and immorality is rampant and self-assertive where it 
lately feared t.o !3how its face. Property hn.s gro\vn 
depreciated near our pli.hlic~houses since the suspension 
of the Acts on account of the concourse of vile women 
whose uproar and h<td langnage made night hideous. 
I venture to say that, were the old laws enforced again 
to-morrow, there would still in a hundred years' time 
b0 many living who coulll trace inherited mental or 
physical deformity to the fatal interregnum which the 
chnmpions of the modesty of harlots had brought on.-
1 mn, sir, truly yours, 

"A. CON AN DoYL>:, M.B., C.)L 

"Portsmouth, June 5." 

This person, of the name of Doyle, had his atten
tion called to misstatements in the letter, and he 
replied:-

<1 I am g1ad that you have called my attrntion to my 
error as regards the dismissal of 'vomen from the hos
pital. I had the story from two members ot· the visiting 
committee, but Dr. Snowdon, the indoor officer, assure~ 
me that there is no foundation for it. I have, of course, 
written a contrn.dictio,n of it to the papm·." 

The contradiction, of course, did not spread like 
the original report ; and three weeks afterwards 
the letter was copied into the medical Press 
without any notice being taken of the contradic
tion. The fact was that, though the examination 
of women was suspended, they were still com
pulsorily detained in the hospital. \V ell, sir, I 
did intend to say a good deal more on this Act. 
I would like to point out another thing
that where the Acts have been longest in force, 
and where they have been most rigorously en
forced, they have been the most complete failures. 
I suppose that those Acts have been longer in 
force in Paris than in any other city in the 
world. lt was stated some time ago that the 
number of registered prostitutes in Paris was 
about 3,600, and that there were some 47,000 
unregistered prostitutes. A test was made by 
the sncces.<ors of Ricord, the great French surgeon 
and writer, at the hospital specially set apart 
for the treatment of diseases of this kind. 
They instituted special in'luiries into the cases 
of 873 men suffering from these diseases, and 
the result showed that out of those 873 men no 
fewer tho.n 625 indicated that tbey had con
tracted the contagion from women licensed 
under the Act. That shows that they are far 
more d:-t.ngercuR, far rrwre to be guarded against, 
than the clandestine prostitutes. It has been 
said that clandestine prostitutes are the 

worst, but that appears to be, at lea.st, 
doubtful. The Premier cited, as an illustra
tion of the terrible nature of these diseases, 
the ravages they had committed upon the abori
ginal natives of these colonie~ and of the South 
Sea Islands. It is a well-known fact that many 
clisPases, on fir,t making their appearance among 
certain races, are far more destructive and 
deadly than they rtre at subsequent periods. 
The plague in Europe, cholera, and smallpox, 
were far more fatal some two or three hundred 
years ago than they are now. \V e know also 
that measles carried off great numbers of the 
uncivilised races who have never previously been 
exposed to it. One very good reason for it is 
that they have no medical treatment; they do 
not know the nature of the disease, nor how to 
combat it. I will now quote from the opinion of 
Mr. John Simon, J<'.R.C.S., for many years the 
medical adviser of the Privy Council of Great 
Britain. He was asked to report on the proposed 
extension of the Contagious Diseases Act to the 
civil population of Great Britain. Dr. Simon 
says:-

" I am very far from thinking that the above"-
He is referring to the danger from contagious 
diseases-
" are the sole considerations to 'vhich rcgartl mnst he 
had, in clcchling such (1uestionR as the prc~ent. Bnt 
they seem to me t,o define a position which ought not to 
be abandoned, exce}Jt under strong compulsion of cir
cumstances. and with reasonable prospects of success. 
Evidently, if venereal diseases \vcre now the same 
gigantic sconrgc and terror which they were some 350 
years ago, when they inspired Fracastoro's pomn; if 
curative medicine had continued as powcrlc~s against 
them as then ; if 1ve saw them still raging as great in
tractable epidemics, im11eding naUonal movements, and 
forcibly occupying the wind of society with all sorts of 
laznrous presentations; the reasons for legislative 
action, ptovided 8uch action could fJe effectual, might be 
stronger than t.ho reasons for neutrality, nnd considera
tions as to the personal retiology of the disease, might 
perforce have to be subordinated to the urgency of a 
pnblic clanger." 

And he goes on to state that the severer form 
of syphilis is not nearly so prevalent as many 
peovle imagine, and not so severe. It was stated 
by the society for applying these Acts to the 
civil population that a very large percentage 
of the children of the poor of London were 
suffering from the effects of these diseases. 
During ten years 118,000 children were treated 
in one of the large London hospitals, and 
the percentage of those affected by them 
was nJmost nominal. I believe that is the 
opinion of experts. During the last few years 
public opinion in England has become very 
strong, and pronounced against the retention 
of these Acts. Mr. Stansfeld, who conducted the 
agitation in the House of Commons, said he did 
not wish to fight the (jUestion on moral grounds, 
or on constitutional grounds, or with regard to 
the liberty of the subject. He wished it to be 
argued on purely sanitary grounds ; and there is 
no doubt he carried his motion on those grounds. 
The feeling in the old country against the Acts 
was so strong th>'lt the motion for their repeal 
was carried in the House of Commons without a 
division. 

Mr. PATTISON said: Mr. Speaker,-It is 
not my intention, nor do I think it desirable, to 
occupy the time of the House for more than a 
few minutes. TITy object in rising is to exvlain 
the reason why I shall not vote as I intended to 
do on entering the Chamber this afternoon. Up 
to that moment I was of opinion that the abolition 
of the Contagious Diseases Act was necessary, 
but after listening very attentively to this debate 
I have altered my opinion on the subject. 
I certainly think that the arguments - the 
really solid arguments - are altogether in 
favour of the continuance of the Act. I have 
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listened to a very great amount of filth- a 
greater amount than I have listeurd to all my 
life before-this evening-filth which I regTet 
will appear in the pages of Hnnsc<?·d to-mm:row 
morning, and be circulated broadcast over the 
length and breadth of the land. I am only a new 
member, hut if I had had a little more know
ledge of the ways of the House I should cer
tainly have moved that strangers be excluded. 
I have aequired that information since the debate 
began, and I am astonished that none of the 
old~r members, whc~ k_new of it all along, did not 
avml themselves of 1t m order to stop the publica
tion of such an amount of filth as will g·o forth 
to the world to-morrow. As a rule I only address 
the House on subjects that I know a little about, 
and I am therefore at some slight disadvantage 
on the present occasion. I have not the infor
mation on this subject possessed by the hon. 
member for Ipswich, or the junior mem
ber for ~ orth Brisbane. Those hon. g·entle
men seem to be thoroughly posted up in the 
subject of brothels. Only yesterday the hon. 
member for Ipswich, on being told that he 
had never been away from that town, informed 
us that he had been at Glasgow, and told us 
the num]Jer of brothels he found there. :Most 
travellers are satisfied when they have found one, 
but the hon. member for Ipswich actually found 
twenty-two, and he wishes the House to believe 
that that is the sum-tot"! of the brothels of 
Glasgow. Does the hon. member mean to tell 
me, and ask me to believe, as a man who reads 
and thinks, that that is anything like a fair repre
sentation of the prostitution of Glasgow? It is 
an insult to my common sense to ask me to 
believe any such thing ; and I refuse to believe it. 
My reason teaches me that if there is an immoral 
town on the face of the earth it is Glasgow. I 
think if the records were traced it would be 
found that there are far more than twenty-two 
brothels. I have no doubt that if the hon. 
member had been industrious he would have 
found that there are also a great many private 
brothels. Marriage laws do not meet with the 
same respect in that city as they do in the colo
nies; and it does not appear necessary to the Glas
gow people th.at they should always go through the 
form of matrnnony. To my mind the argument of 
the Premier on this subject was most conclusive 
ag·ainst the repeal of the Act. In my opinion the 
arguments advanced in snp]lort of the repeal are 
altogether insufficient, and they have done more 
than anything else to convince me that my view 
on the subject was an erroneous one. I came 
here promising to vote for the repeal, but as I 
cannot do that consistently with the opinion I 
have now. formed, .I shall abstain from voting on 
the questwn. I snnply·rose for the purpose of 
explaining why I shall not vote as I intended, 
but I do not suppose the reasons I have given 
will be satisfactory and conclusive to the hon. 
member for Ipswich. 

The A'rTORNEY. GENERAL (Hon. A. 
Rutledge) said : Mr. Speaker,-I do not intend 
to occupy more than two or three minutes in 
the observations I am about to address to the 
House. I do not know that I should have risen 
at all had it not been for the rather intemperate 
speech which has just b€en delivered by the 
hon. member for Blackall. I think the hon. 
member has assumed an amount of superior virtue 
that is not altogether becoming, because in 
the assumption of that extraordinary virtue 
he has -whether intentionally or not- cast 
a very considerable reflection on the whole 
of the members of this House. The hon. 
gentleman has not been very long a member of 
the House. Some of us have been here 
a number of years, and we have heard this 
subject discussed on previous occasions, as it 
has been this evening, in a proper and gentle· 

manly way, and I do not see why we should be 
aspersed by the h(m. member. \Ve are told that 
we have sat and listened to an amount of filth 
that has quite shocked and horrified the hon. 
member for Blackall. I would like to know who 
has indulged in filth this evening. The word 
"brothel" came from his lips in almost every 
other sentence. If that is not suggesting filth I 
do not know what is. Hon. members must not 
suppose that a subject like this, in which matters 
have to he unveiled that, if we consulted our 
tastes and inclinations, would be veiled over, 
can be dealt with as one could desire. 
The subject is a very important one, and 
members who have spoken on it have dealt 
with it in a delicate and gentlemanly manner. 
Nothing has been said in the course of this dis
cussion to warrant the remarks that have been 
addressed to hem. members by the hon. member 
for Blackall. The hon. member said that if he 
had been acquainted with the forms of the 
House, and had known that all this filth was to 
be poured into the ear' of hon. members, he 
would have shown older members of the House 
the right way to do things--he would have called 
attention to the strangers present, and had them 
excluded from the House. But even if he had 
done that the debate would have appeared in 
Hctnscm2 all the same. The only effect of 
such a procedure would be to have had 
those who are occupying the gallery excluded. 
The public would have the debate reported to
morrow just the same. The hon. gentleman 
has therefore something more to learn of 
the forms and proceedings of the House. I 
do not think he has done himself justice on the 
subject in the way he lias just addressed the 
House. There is nothing that has taken 
place this evening· that warranted the obser
vations the hon. gentleman has made with 
respect to those gentlemen who have taken 
part in the discussion, and if the subject 
is one which most hon. gentlemen, if they 
consulted their own tastes, would rather have 
left untouched, it is through no fault of 
theirs, but in obedience to the voice of duty, 
that they thought it necessary to bring this 
matter, which has been agitating the public 
mind outside for some time, before the 
attention of the House. It is quite impossible 
to impart to a subject of this kind the very 
fragrant exhalations that we are accus
tomed to associate with matters more to our 
tastes and inclinations. The question has been 
fully argued this evening in a most aflmirahle 
speech by the mover of the resolution, and also in 
as able a speech as could possibly have been 
made by the Premier in oppo"ition to the views 
of the hon. member for South Brisbane; and 
what has been said by other hon. members has 
been expressed with a purity of feeling in 
accordance with the high tone, as I maintain, of 
the speeches made respectively by the hon. 
member for South Brisbane and the Premier. 

Mr. MAOF ARLANE said: Mr. Speaker,
! wish to make an explanation, and will not 
detain the House more than a minute. The hon. 
member for Blackall has informed the House 
that he never speaks on subjects unless he 
knows something about them, yet there is no 
member of the House who speaks on subjects 
that he knows nothing about as often as that hon. 
member does. 

Mr. L UMLEY HILL : Is this an explana
tion? 

Mr. MACF ARLANE: The explanation! want 
to make is this : The hon. member for Blackall 
said I travelled to Scotland to find out twenty
two brothels. If the hon. gentleman had been 
listening to what I said, he would have heard 
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that I quoted from the captain of the police in 
Glasgow that the brothels had been reduced from 
404 to 22 between the years 1877 and 1881. I hope 
that will satisfy the hon. gentleman. 

1\fr. SHERIDAN said : Mr. SpPaker,-I 
rise in consequence of a petition having been 
presented to this House this evening, signed, or 
presumed to be signed, by 4,817 women of the 
colony. I regret that that number could have 
been got to sign such a petition, or that such a 
petition should have been presented to them for 
signature. It is my intention to vote for the 
repeal of the Act. At the same time I cannot 
but express my disapprobation at such a petition 
being presented from a number of women as we 
ha.-e had submitted to the House this afternoon 

Question-That the debate be now adjourned
put and negatived. 

Question-That the Act entitled "An Act for 
the prevention of contagious diseases," passed in 
1868, ought to be repealed-put, and the House 
divided:-

AYE8, 15. 

:J'Iessrs. Rntl edge, :Jlilm:;, Sheridan, Sn.lkcltl, 11c~Iastcr, 
1'r:tkeJield, l5ulcock, Buckland, Grimes, Jordan, Brookes, 
I~raser, Katos, ~1acfarlane, and Fcrguson. 

Xm:s, 15. 
Sir S. 1V. Griffith, 3-Icssrs. Dickson, m-.uhb, Dutton, 

.Morcton, Lnmlcy Hill, Kcllctt, !Jissncr, Foxton. l)hilp, 
Pattison, IIorwitz, Hamilton, }furphy, and Xorton. 

Pairs :-For: Mr. Aland, Mr. Isambert, Mr. 
\Vhite, Mr. Adams, Mr. Foote, ~1:r. Mellor. 
Against: Mr. Bailey, Mr. Annertr, Mr. Donald
son, Mr. Mc\Vhannell, Mr. Nelson, Mr. Smyth. 

The SPEAKER : The votes being ef!ual, it is 
my duty to give the casting vote. I vote with 
the "Ayes," and the question is therefore resolved 
in the affinnative. 

ORDER OF BUSINESS. 
The PRE~IIEit said : Mr. Speaker,-As I 

believe it is not the wish of hon. gentlemen 
to go on with any contentious matter, but 
only to get through form<Ll business before we 
adjourn, I move that the H~1se do now pass to 
the Orders of the Day with th"rl object of enabling 
a Bill to be form<Llly introduced. 

Mr. HAMILTON s<Lid: Mr. Speaker,-I 
have a motion to propose which comes next to 
that which has just been decided. It is a formal 
motion which will not take up much time. The 
motion is :-That a select committee be appointed 
to send for persons and papers, and leave to sit 
and report upon the petition I presented to this 
House. 

The SPEAKER : The hon, member cannot 
mo1'e his motion. The f!Uestion is, th<Lt the 
House now proceed with the Orclers of the Day. 

The PREMIER: Perhaps the hon. member 
did not he<Lr what I said just now. I said I 
nnderstood that there was no desire to proceed 
with any opposed business, and the only private 
Order of the Day being a purely formal matter, I 
moved that the House pass to the Orders of the 
Day. 

Question put and passed. 

BUILDING SOCIETIES BILL. 
On the motion of Mr. \V AKEFIELD, it was 

affirmed in committee-That it is desirable to 
in trod nee a Bill to amend the law rebting to 
building societies. 

The resolntion was adopted by the House, and 
it was ordered that a Bill be brought in founded 
on the resolution, 

ADJOURNMENT. 
The PREMIER said: On Tuesday we propose to 

take into consideration the Council's amenchnents 
in the Marsupials Destruction Act Continnn.tion 
Bill and the second reading of the Oy,-;ter Bill; 
n.fter that to resume and I hope conclude ctt 
an early hour, the debate on the 'econd rcrtc~ing 
of the Land Bill, and I hope we may have tmw 
to proceed with Committee of Supply after
wards. I move that this House clo now adjourn. 

Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at twenty minutes to 

10 o'clock. 




