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2568 Factories and Sllops Bill. [ASSEMBLY.] Questions. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY. 

\VEDNESilAY, 12 DECEMBER, l9G0. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. Arthur M organ, Ww·wick) 
took the chair at half-past 3 o'clock. 

QUESTIONS. 
NORTH Cmr.LAGOE MINES AND RAILWAY. 

Mr. HIGGS (Fortitude Valley) asked the 
Premier-

1. Did he direC't that the North Chillngoe Mines 
inquiry Slhould be held with open doors? 

2. \1rhy did not the Premier direct thn.t the inquiry 
into the alleged use of undue influence in connection 
with a -proposed syndicate railway should be open to 
both Press and public? 

The PREMU~R (Hon. R. Philp, Towns1•illc) 
replied-

! understand that. the rtirections in regard to both 
inquiries were given by His Honour Judge Mansfielll on 
his own responsibility. 

SWAN-CAPNER COINING CASE. 

Mr. MoDONNELL (Fortitude Valley), in the 
absence of Mr. Lesina, asked the Home SPcre­
tary-

Re the Swan-Capncr coining case at Rockhampton~ 
1. Is it the intention ot the Government to release 

-Tasma.n Swan; if not. why not P 
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2. Is it true that Capner acknowledged that the dies 
were obtained at the request of a Roekhampton gentle­
man; also if he stated that Swan was innocent? 

3. Do the Government approve of this sentence of 
fifteen years ? 

4. Can all papers in connection with the case be laid 
on the table of the House? 

5. Why was the principal released after serving three 
monthR, and the agent made to suffer a sentence of 
fifteen years ? 

6. Has the petition signed by 300 persons sent in to 
the Government last week been set aside by the Home 
Secretary? 

The HOME SECRETARY (Hon. J. F. G. 
Foxton, Carnarvon) replied-

!. Xo. It is not considered that his case is of such a 
character a~ to warrant lds release. 

2. It is alleged that Capner made some such statew 
ment in a declaration which he subsequently destroyed. 

3. It is assumed t,hat the judge who tried the case 
imposed n sentence adequate to the offence. 

4. It i" not desirable that the papers should be laid 
on the table of the House. 

5. Both the judge and Crown Prosecutor were of 
opinion that Capner, a very young man, was of weak 
intellent, and wa!'l easily lead into wrongdoing. 

6. Some circumstances mentioned in the petition and 
in documents recently submitted to me are being in­
t11Tircd Into. 

CENTRAL DIVISION STOCK QUARANTINE. 
Mr. HARDACRE (Leiohhm·dt) asked the 

Secretary for Agriculture-
1. Has be received any complaint from stockowners 

in the Central division with refP.rence to the injurious 
effect of the Central divi:o-ion stock quarantine line 
during this extended period of drought? 

2. If so, is any action being taken to endeavour to 
remedy those evils? 

8. Is any negotiation now in progress with New South 
Wales with a view to rermittirig stock to travel across 
quarantine lines after being dipped? 

'rhe SECRETARY l!'OR AGRICULTURE 
(Hon. ,J. V. Chataway, JJfackay) replied-

1. Yes ; many complaints have been received as to 
the losses sustained by stockowners in the Central 
division through being unable to take starving stock 
across the quarantine line. 

2 and 3. Negotiations have been opened with New 
So11th 1Yales with a view to varying the conditions of 
the intoreolonial agreement, in so far as to permit clean 
cattle to be crossed south of the line after careful dip~ 
ping. 

PORT NORMAN, NORMANTON, AND 
CLONCURRY RAILWAY BILL. 

RESCISSION OF MOTION. 
The PREMIER: With the leave of the 

House I wish to move-
That so much of the Orcter of the Honse made on 

the 7th instant relative to the Port Norman, Norman­
ton, and Oloncurry R~Lilwny Hill be rescinded, 

1hMmms of the Opposition: Hear, hear! 
The PREMII<JH.: My reason for so doing is 

that the Government have decided to withdraw 
the Bill. 

MRMBEBS of thA Opposition : Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER: But I think it would be 

very useful, and l think the House would like, 
to have a debate on the question. That cannot 
take place with you in the chair unless this 
portion of the order is rescinded. 'rhen I shall 
proceed to move that the Port Norman, Nor­
m:mton, and Cloncurry Railway Bill he dis­
chttrged from t.he pttper, and we can have a 
debate upon that. Of course I cannot move 
my presf\nt motion without the unanimous c•m­
sent of the House. 

Mr. LESINA: That is one for the C01u·ier. 
The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the 

Hmtse that the motion be ottbmitted without 
notice? 

HoNOURABLR MEMBERS: Hear, bear! 
Question put and passed. 

ALBERT RIVJm, BURKETOWN, AND 
LILYDALE TRAMWAY BILL. 

TH!IlD READING. 
On the motion of the Sl!;CHETARY FOR 

R.AIL'\VAYS (Hon. J. }llurray, No>·manby), this 
Bill "as read a third time, passed, and ordered 
to be forwarded to the J,egislative Council by 
message in the usual form. 

PORT NORMAN, NORMANTON AND 
CLONCURRY RAILWAY BILL. 

DISCHARG~;D ~'ROM THE pAPER. 
The PREMIER: I move that this Order of 

the Day be discharged from the paper. 
HoNOURABr.~; lY1EMBERS: Hmtr, hear! 
The PREMIER : I do so with· much regret­

regret, in the first place, that this district will 
for some time still remain as we found it thirty 
or forty years ago. On the other hand, I regret 
that certain discoveries have been made which 
compel rr1e to move this motion. Some four 
mouths a.go, ·when the second reading of the 
Callide Bill went through this Home, the hon. 
member for Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston, said he 
had a letter, which purported to be from some­
one offering a bribe to some member of this 
House. 

Mr. KmSTON: No. 
The PREMIER : \V ell, that was the infer­

ence. It would have sa ,·ed a great deal of the 
time of this House, and a good deal of angry 
debate, if that letter had then been produced by 
the hon. member. 

MEMBERS on the Gov~rnment side : Hear, 
hear! 

The PREMIER: At that time I challenged 
him to ptOduce the letter ; I told him that if 
proof of such a thing was forthcoming I would 
immediately drop the Bill. 

MEMBERS on the Government side : Hear, 
hear! 

The PREMIER : But the hon. member 
allowed this Bill to pass its second reading, and 
not a word was said by the hon. member about 
this letter again until the Or<ler of the Day to 
bring this Bill on to-day was mentioned the 
other night. Then he read the letter without 
giving the name of the writer or the name of the 
person to whom it was sent. Fortunately the 
leader of the Opposition gave us the name of the 
writer--

Mr. BROWNE : At your rPqttest. 
The PREMIER : Yes; and then the letter 

was handed over to a judge of the District Court, 
who was instructed to hold an inquiry into the 
\natter. \V e only heard the result of that 
inquiry last night, and owing to that re,nlt the 
Government has decided not to go on with 
this Cloncurry Bill. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
The PR.EM:IER: I shall say very little cthout 

the men who gave evidence on this inquiry ; but 
I certainly do not think that this colony wants 
to have anything to dn with any railway pro­
posals with which Mr. Withers is connected. 

HoNounABf,E MgMm;ns : Hear, hPar! 
The PRElVIIER.: And I certainly hope that 

Mr. Daniels will ne\er be a member of this 
House again. 

M:~;MBERS on the Government side: Hear, 
hear! 

MRMBERS of the Oppositi.m : We hope he will. 
He ought to be a member now. 

The PR.EMII~R: And from the result nf this 
in<jttiry, I don't think the hon. l11PtnbPr for 
Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston, is blameless in the 
matter. If, at the time he read the letter first, 



Port Norman, Etc., [ASSEMBLY.] Ra.ilwa..IJ Bili. 

he had told the House the name of the person by 
whom it wae received, and by whom it was sent, 
I would not then have gone on with this Bill. 

Mr. STEWAR'f: Vir'uously indignant. Do you 
expect us to swallow that? 

The SPEAKER: Order, order! 
The PREMIER: I am keeping my promise 

faithfully to this House--
MEMBERS on the Government side : Hear, 

hear! 
Mr. LESIXA: You can't help yourself. 
The PREMI:B;lt: I said fcmr months ago, and 

again the other night, that I would not ,,roceed 
with this Bill if it was proved that there had 
been any attempt to brib" any hon. member of 
this House. 

Mr. LESINA : Hear, hear ! Because you are 
not game to do anything else. ' 

Mr. ST~;WAl\T: It has only been found out in 
this ca>Je. 

The SPEAKER: Order, order! 
The PHEMIER : Although it may be argued 

that there was no direct attempt tc bribe any 
hon. member of this Rouse, as Mr. Danids is 
not a member; still there is no doubt that Mr. 
llaniels was requested to try and influence the 
Labour party not to stonewall the Bill-accord­
ing to the evidence of Mr. \Vithers. 

Mr. MAXWELL : "What a delightful time he 
would have. 

The PREMIER: I had no idea before that 
l\Ir. Daniel" was such an influential person. 
Laughter.) l never dreamt for a moment that 

he was such an important persnn as he was sup­
posed to be by Mr. \Vithers. I should say that 
there is no man who has less influence in this colony 
than Mr. l>aniels himself. However, I think 
we had better drop this Bill rather than ha'e it 
brought in under the auspices of Mr. \Vithers. 

Mr. S'l'EWAH'l': This is withering. 
The PREMIER: But I still hope that this 

line w1ll be built. 
Mr. HARDACHE: By some syndicate next year. 
Mr. Hmcs: Propose to build it by the State. 
The PHEMIEH: We will not discuss that 

now. I have given my reasons hriefly why the 
Government are not going on with this Bill, and 
I think it would not be to the credit of the 
colony if we entrusted Mr. \Vithers with the 
building of any of these lines. 

HoNOURABI,E l\1EMBERS : Hear, hear! 
Mr. LESINA: \V ill you prosecute him? 
The PREMIER: If Withers can be prose­

cuted, it is just possible that I will prosecute 
him. 

HoNOURABLE lYIEMBEl\S: Hear, hear! 
The PRJ;~MIER: It may apJ e.-tr on fnrther 

inquiry that all the persons connected with 
this matter ought to be prosecuted. I certainly 
think the hem. member for RockhBmpton should 
have taken the House into his confidence im­
mediately he knew of this matter. 

l\il<mBims on the Government side : Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. HAHnACl\E : How could he break faith ? 
The PREMIER: Mr. Daniels said at the 

inquiry-! don't give much credit to anything 
he says-

Then I got Mr. Kidston to move for a select committee 
to inquire into the late Cambooya election, and from 
what ::\Ir. 'Withers told me about certain memhers 
being shareholders in this company I thought it might 
iujnre my chances of getting a select emmnittee to 
inquire into the C:nnb,1oya election if the letter was 
brought forward first. I showed 1\ir. Kiclston the letter 
and I asked his O}.rinion along with othm·s, rtn(l th~~y 
thought it l,ad better stop until the committee was 
appointed. Mr. Kidston ttgreed with me ; he said, " If 
yon think it will injure you by exposing it keep it 
back." Afterward8 he made a statement in the House 
in reference to the letter, but he had not the letter at 
that timu. 
I leave this House to draw their own conclusions, 
and I can only repeat that the Government has 

no intention of having any more business trans-· 
actions with Mr. ·withers. 

HoNOUUABLE M>;MBEI\S: Hear, hear! 
Mr. STEWAI\T: Prosecute Daniels, Kidston, 

and Withers. 
Mr. BROWNE (Croydon): I shall take up 

very little of the time of the House in discussing 
this matter, as other hon. members who are more 
directly interested wish to speak on it. No man 
in thie House or out side can say that I regret the 
withdrawal of this Bill, because hon. reembers 
know that all through I have been anxious to get 
these Bills knocked out ; but I do rPgret the cir­
cumstances which have eaused this Bill to be 
shelved. I regret we have men in our midst 
making Affort s to get rail ways through this 
House by attempting to bribe members, or ex­
members of Pa rlhtment. 

Hon. A. S. COWLEY : The man who accepts 
the bribe is equally to blame. 

l\Ir. BRO\VNJ<; : As far as the circumstances 
of the case concern the hon. member for 
Rnckhampton, 1Y1r. Kidston, I shall leave him to 
deal with them, as hA is better able to do so than 
any other member of this House. But I think 
I may be pardoned for saying a word in favour 
of an absent mrm, Mr. J>aniels. I don't say 
that I agree with all Mr. Daniels's action in the 
matter, buL I know the trouble he has been 
uncler, and the determined way in which he is 
fighting to get what he believes to hP justke, 
and to remove some of the injustices which 
somP tnen are nuw labouring under, and undf'r 
which he himself has labnured from the 
time hA cea-ed to be a member of this House. 
'l'here is no doubt th:tt, to say the least of it, there 
was something very crooked going on in connec~ 
tion with the last Camhooya election, and know­
ing the fight that Daniels was having to make 
over that, I say that he was justified, to some 
extent, in trying to protect him>elf before he 
allowed this matter to come before the House. 
I am very glad inderd to hear the wa.y the 
Premier has spoken about having no more to do 
with Mr. \Vithers_ I would noL know this man 
if I saw him ; but, I know this, and hon. mem­
bers on both sides of the House know it, that 
for the last three years that man has been 
haunting Parliament and Brisbane, writing 
letters to hem. members, trying to have inter­
views with them, nnd everything else. I am 
not saying that he was offering bribes to them 
or trying to use undue influence ; but I can 
say that I personally persistently refused to 
meet the man. One hon. gentleman and ex­
member of this House for Carpentaria, Mr. 
Si m, and a very old personal friencl of my own, 
was captured in some w>ty by Mr. Withers, 
and was continually with him, and, as hon. 
members know, ='~Ir. Sirn came to me time after 
time and brought Mo·. "\Vithers with him, and 
when I was residing over at South Brisbane be 
did the same, and I always refused to see the 
man. Hon. members know, ton, that he fetched 
him up here, and wanted me to go out into the 
lobby to see him, and I always refused to meet 
him. 

Hon. A. S. CowLEY: "\V e don't know that. 
Yonsay, "As hon. n1en1bers know." 

Mr. BROWNE: A good few know it, and 
know that I am only stating what arc facts. 

MEMJmRs of the Oppnsition : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. B1WWN1~: 'l'hey know that this is wh:tt 

made that gPntleman's name come up here so 
often, and they know that he was virtually 
haunting the building and members of Parlia­
ment. 

Mr. ANNEAR: So is Mr. Memonitch. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. BROvVNE : Y ee, I think Mr. Memo­
nitch has tried to use some influence to get 
select committees and one thing and another. I 
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am very glad the Premier has made up his mind 
to have nothing more to do with Mr. \Vitbers. 
I lwpe that when this Bill comes on again the 
same kind of thing will not happen. We will 
have time now to consider the whole matter, 
and it can be brought clearly before the House. 
We will have time too to discover whether the 
people in that district really do want this Bill as 
badly as it is said they do, and the time given 
may make a great deal of difference in the 
opinion of members on both sides of the House 
when they come to consider the proposal 
again. I will not take up any more time, but 
I will say that referring to the evidence, and 
leaving Daniels and Kidston out of it, and tak­
ing only \Vithers's own statement before the 
judge, his own statement is sufficient to convince 
any members of this House that he approached 
Mr. ]),miels with the direct view of trying to uet 
him to u'e some influence which he thought 
Da.niels had on members on this side of the House 
to get them not to oppose the Bill. 

MEMBRRS of the Opposition: Hear, hear! 
Mr. BROWNE : I think that is patent on the 

f.tce of it, and for that reason I think the hem, 
gentleman e.t thP he"d of the Govf'rnment is per· 
fectly ju,t.ified in the act.inn he has taken this 
afternoon. 

MRAIB~~l\S of the Opposition : Hear, hear! 
Mr. KfDSTON (flockhampton): I was very 

glad to hear the Premier say this afternoon in 
answer to the question put by the hem. mem'ber 
for :B'ortitnde Valley, that His Honour Judge 
lVIansfield excluded the Press from this inquiry 
on his own responshility, because I was rather 
blamed by the Courier in the matter. 

The Prm~IJRR: \V a" it not your wish that the 
Press should not be there? 

Mr. KIDS TON: '!_'hat is the statement I want 
to make, and I wrote it down for the sake pf 
correctness. vVhen I entered the room where 
His Honour was sitting, he asked me if I wished 
to have the Press admitted. To which I replied 
"I do not t.hink I have any authority to decid~ 
whether the Press should he admitted or not. You 
are appointed to make this inquiry and the matter 
is entirely in_>·our hands. As a matter of opinion, 
however, wlule I have no personal objection to> the 
Press bein14 admitted, I may say that I undtlr­
stood, from what was said by the Premier on 
Friday night, that you were to present your 
report to Parliament, and that the Press would 
get it afterwards." That is exactly what I said. 
HJS Honour expressed his concurrence with that 
view as to what was expected of him, and told 
hi• secretary to advise the reporters accodingly. 
That was exactly what took place. Now as 
regards the matter, I think his Honour a~ted 
quite rightly, and showed a considerable respect 
for Purliament, when Parliament had asked him 
for a report upon a certain matter, in not making 
that report public until he had presented it to 
Parliament. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. KIDS TUN: I cannot see for the life of 

me how the public interest has suffered in the 
matt.er, as the Courie1· has suggested, or bow the 
pubhc interest conld possibly be injured in any 
way whatever by this report being kept two days 
later in being printed in the Brisbane news­
papers. 

Mr .• TACKSON: No witnesses were refused a 
hearing? 

Mr. KII>STON: No witnesses were refused a 
hearing, but the judge did the work he was 
appointed ~o do, and I t~ink, very properly, 
presented h1s report to P<trhament before making 
it public. The Premier is of course an"ry with 
me for having brought this matter up" and he 
seems to be particularly angry on accou;1t of the 
wa.y in which I brought it up. I think his anger 

has prevented him from being quite aecurate in 
the matter. He said that when I brought the 
m>ttter up here on the 9th August last, I 1< d him 
to believe that it was a member of Parliament 
who had been approached ; but my words on 
that occ:.sion do not bear out that at all. I said 
on that occasion-

! have in my hand the copy of a letter which I was 
shown by a gentleman, whose na.me I cannot give, and 
for that reason I will not even name the writer. It 
was offering a bribe to this gentleman. He was sup­
posed to h:we some infl ueuce in promoting the passHge 
of one of the rail way Bills now la sing upon the table 
of the House, and this was that provision in the letter. 

:\fr. J. HAltiiLTON: What page is that? 
Mr. KIDSTON: You will find it at page 

2485, where I quoted it last. 
Mr. FISHER: Has that been corrected? 
Mr. KIDSTON: Not by me. I was very 

careful to say-
He was supposed to have some influence in promoting 

the passage of one of the railway Bills now laying upon 
the table of the House. 
Now, if hon. members will look at Mr. \Vithers's 
own statement in the evirlenee, they will see that 
that w>ts exactly the rea.son he offered Daniels 
that brihe-because he supposed Daniels to havp, 
some influence in promoting the passage of the 
Bill through the House. Mr. Withers says dis­
tillctly that that was the reason he did it. I 
don't wonder at the Premier being displeased 
with me for bringing the matter up--

'rhe PUEii!IER: At your not bringing it up. 
Hon. D. H. DAI,UYMPLR: At your not bring­

ing it up-at your holding it over. 
Mr. KIDSTON: But I do think he might 

have tried not to blauwme unfairly. 
The PREMIEU : I blamed you for not giving the 

name of the writer when you referrPd to the 
letter first. 
ME~ImJRS on the Government side : Hear, 

hear! 
Mr. K IDSTOJ.'{: That brings me to another 

point-that hon. members have blamed me that I 
kept back the letter. I ask hem. members what 
they would have done in the circumstances? The 
man who showed me the letter told me that if I 
showed Parliament the letter, or revealed his 
name to Parliament, it would injure him. 

MEMBERS on the Government side: Row? 
In what way? 

Mr. KfDSTON: I sa.id in my evidence before 
Judge JYlansfield, as hon. me m hers 

[4 p.m.] will see if they look at page G of the 
report-

When Daniels told me about it and sho,ved me the 
letter he asked me, if I mentioned the mn,ttcr in the 
House, not to disclose his name or the nu. me of the writer 
of the letter in case it might prejudice the Honse 
against granting a select comrmttee. Tha.t was why I 
refused to give the name when I made the statement 
in the House on the 9th Augwst, 1900. 
Tbat was the only reason Mr. Daniels gave for 
not permitting me to use his name. 

The SEORETAUY ~'DU AGRICULTURE : Is that 
sworn evidence? 

Mr. KIDS TON: No, it is not sworn evidence. 
Does th•' hon. gentleman think it would make 
any difference if it wa' sworn? 

Tbe SRCRRTARY FOR AGRICULTURE: Oh, no. 

Mr. KIDSTON: That was the only reason 
Mr. Daniels gave for not permitting me to use 
his name. I did not consider that was a good 
reason, and I do not consider it eo now. But as 
the matt.er concerned Daniels himself, I was 
bound to respect his views in the matter. I 
would ask any hon. member whether he would 
not have done the same under the circumstances? 

The HoME SECRETARY: \Vhy no~ have exposed 
Withers's name? 
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Mr. KIDSTON: With regard to Mr. Daniels's 
statement that I agreed with him, he said in his 
evidence-

;\ir. Kidston agreed with me·; he said, "Ifyou think it 
will injure you by exposing it, keep it back." 
I contiidered that I had no right, although I did 
not agree v.,ith him, to use his name when in his 
own opinion it was likely to prejudice his case in 
the House. I know something of the difficulties 
which have been put in the way of this man 
with regard to the Oambooya election, and I do 
not wonder at him not trusting members of this 
House. Personally, I do not think it would 
have made one whit difference with any member 
of the select committee appointed to report on 
the Oambooya matter, but at the s"'me time I 
am not surprised at the suspicion of Mr. Daniels 
aft, er the way in which he was treated. The 
Premier forgot himself so far as to say that he 
hoped that D<>niels would not be a men1ber of 
this House again. DoAs the hon. gentleman not 
see that is impertinence on his part? \Vhat has 
he got to do with t.he matter? The statement is 
the more outrageous from the fact that the Premier 
knows that the man who is sitting for Ortmbooya 
has no right to be sitting here. 

The SPI~AKER : Order ! The hon. 'member 
will not be in order in going int,1 that matter. 

Mr. BROWNE: It is true all the same. 
Mr. KIDSTON : I think I was justified in 

referring to the rnt~tter after what the Premier 
said. 

Hon. T. MACDONAI,D-PATERSON: He has not 
said it in this debate. 

Mr. KIDSTON: Yes, he has The Premier 
was good enough to say that he did not consider 
Mr. Kidston was blameless in the matter. I, of 
course, quite understand that the hon. gentle­
man has a desire to slate me, !Jut does he think 
that I should not have produced the letter 
written by Mr. Withers ? 

The PREMIER: I blame you for not producing 
the letter before. You would have saved the 
time of the House by doing so. 

Mr. KIDSTON : The time of the House ! 
Why, the Secretary for Public \Vorks toc,k up 
more time on a little matter of washing dirty 
linen than I have taken up on this matter, and 
th<>re has been no compl>dnt at all about that. 

The SECRETARY !<'OR PUBLIC \VoRKS : I was put 
upon my trial. 

Mr. KIDSTON: I do not think that alto­
g-ether I have taken up more than twenty 
minutes on this matter. 

'.!'he PREMIEH: No, but you would h"'ve saved 
the time of the House if you had disclosed the 
name of the writer of the letter in the first 
instance, as we should have had an inquiry then. 

Mr. JACKSON: And you might have kill0d all 
the other Bills. 

Mr. KIDSTON: If the hon. member for 
Kennedy will allow me to use my own judgment 
in this matter, I would say that I have used this 
letter in the most effective way in which it could 
have been used, and I think the result has 
justified the way in which I used it. The result 
justifies a good deal of the suspicion which has 
been entertained by members on this side of the 
Housre and hy the public outside as to the 
manner in which these private railway Bills 
have been promoted. \Vhat has happened in 
America is just happening here. Human nature 
is just the same here as it is there, or very much 
the same, and the only peculiarity in this case 
which makes it different from others is that it 
has been found out. I should just like to say in 
conclusion, that whatever the Premier says in 
blame of my line of conduct in this matter has 
nothing at all to do with the main issue. It is a 

mere side issue ; the real matter is contained in 
the last para1(raph of the report of His Hononr 
.Judge Mansfield, where he says-

In my opinion, this offer to Daniels was made as a 
bribe to induce him to abstain from stonewallitg him­
self, and to use his influence to prevent others doing so 
~tbat is to say, to induce Daniels. from a hope of 
pecuniary gain and not from conviction. to act in such 
a way as' to make the passing at the railway Bill more 
probable. 
That is the whole matter, and whether I have 
acted in the best way in bringing this subject 
before the H, ,use is a small matter. \Vhether 
Jlii r. Daniels acted in the way in which he should 
have done is a comparatively small matter. 'I'he 
impoetance of this thing is its significance as to 
the way in which these syndicate railway Bills 
are being promoted in (Jleensland, and the means 
talten to further their passage through this 
House. I am inclined to compliment the Premier 
and the GnvermnPnt in hn.ving at least this little 
regard for deceney that they have withdrawn 
the Dill after the matter has been exposed. 

The PnEMIEH: It would hrtve been withdrawn 
four or five months ago if you had exposed the 
matter then. 

Mr. KIIJSTON : After what I have said a.s to 
n1y reaHon~ fl)r not expo:-;ing it four or five 
1nonthH flgo, for not expof.liug it or~. the Hf>Cnt;d 
reading of the O!oncnrry Rail w~ty Dill--that Is, 
that I had not permission to use the letter-I 
think that should be sufficient. 

Hon. D. H. DAT,RYMPLE : Then you think 
personal matters should be put before public 
matters. 

Hon. T. lVfACDONALD-PATERSON: You were 
bound to keep your word. Give the rlevil his due. 
(Laughter.} 

Mr. KIDS TON : Perhaps the hon. member f,lr 
lViackny does not understand the scruples I had 
when the man who could have given me permis­
sion to use the letter thought that if I used it it 
would injure him. 

Hon. D. H. DAI,RYJI!PLE: And let the public 
interest suffer. 

Mr. KIDS TON: There was no clanger of the 
public interest suffering. I had the permission 
of the man to use it in case of any emergency, 
and if the hon. member looks at Mr. Daniels's 
evirlAnce he will see that. He said I was a.t 
liberty to use it in case of emergency, but he 
wished me not to use it until the Cambooya 
report was presented to the House. Now, while 
I do not think that lVlr. Ilaniels's reason wae a 
"Ood one I think hon. members who are inclined 
to be falr in thA matter will reco[(nise that I 
could not well do anything else. \Vhether or 
not I should have brought the letter before the 
House three months ago, and disregarded Mr. 
DaniP.ls, does not alter 1 he main aspect of the 
mrttter and although only one Bill is withdmwn, 
and oniy one case of bribery or attempted bribery 
has been discoverer1, it will be hard to maim out 
to the Queenslanrl public that a man like Mr. 
'VitherR, acquainted as he was with many m•,m­
bers of the House--

.1\Ir. STOilY: Only with members on the other 
side. 

Mr. KIDSTON: Acquainted intim11;tely.with 
members on b11th sides of the House-It Will be 
harrl to make the public believe that Mr. 
\Vithers, being in that pc~<ition, chose to 
approach a man like Mr. Daniels, who wns not 
a member of the House, and attempted to hrihe 
him, and rlid not try it with any member of the 
l [ouse. 

MEMBERS of thA Opposition : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. Lmm: I do not know Mr. \Vithers-I 

never saw him in my life. 
Mr. KillSTON :'Nor do I know him. The 

difficulty in these matters lies in the absence of 
doC'Jmentary proof. 
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Mr. J. HAMIL'rON: Not always. 
Mr. KIDSTON: If the present letter had 

been lost or destroyed hon. members on the 
opposite side would have said, no matter how 
sure members on this side were that such a 
thing had been doue, that it was only discredit­
able suspicion on our part. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear! 
Mr. KIDSTON : In this case there happens 

to be a letter. 
Mr. HIGGS : They blame you all the same. 
Mr. KillSTON: I think that this incident 

has justified everything that has been said from 
this side of the House as to the natural crop of 
political corruption that won Id be caused by the 
introduction by the Premier of these syndicate 
rail way proposals. 

Mr. STOHY: Yon knew all about it. 
Mr. LESINA: What are you growling about? 

Are you interested, too? 
Mr. KIDSTON: Of course I know how far 

party feeling will in<luce hon. membPrs opposite 
to m:tke little of things of this kind, but I am 
quite sure that the public outside will recognise 
that if this particul><r instrument has been dis­
covered, there are probably other iuotruments 
which lmve not been found. 

lYIEMm;Rs of the Opposition: Hear, he>tr! 
Mr. Ll<JAHY (JJnlloo): This question which 

we are diticussing now is one of very greaL national 
imr1ortance. 

HoNOUHABLE MgMBllHS: Hear, he>tr! 
Mr. LEAHY : It is one in which the deepest 

interest is being taken, not only by the com­
merci>tl >tnd producing interests-particularly by 
the mining- intemsts of Queensland-but it is 
also a question which is ><gitating largely the 
different politicai circles which comprise the 
community. I think at this stage-or at all events 
at some st><ge, and as this gives me the !)Pi'Ot­
tunity I may as well do it now-I think the 
public, >tnd thib House at ><ll events, will expect 
to he><r something from me. 

HoNOUHAllLE lVIEMBllHS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. LEAHY: As certain st><tements have 

been m><de by the last speaker, and by Mr. 
Daniels, in their evidence hefore Judge Mansfield 
ycst ercb,y-evidence which ><ppears in the report 
of His Honour, which is now on the t>tble of the 
House-I t·egret that I did not have ><n oppor­
tunity of giving evidence on th>tt occasion. I 
W><s on my W><Y from Thargomind><h, >tnd I only 
><rrived by the train yesterday, when it was too 
late. I must s><y this: tlmt it is only fair to His 
Honour to s><y th>tt he telephoned to my office 
and to my private house to >tscert><in if I was to 
bP. found. They could not tell him, however, ><t 
what time I would return. \Vhen I c>tme to the 
Houoe I had a chat with l\11'. Kidston, >tnd I 
mentioned it also to the Attorney-General--two 
of the best channels of cotrnmmic>ttion with His 
Honour-that if I could lte of >tny assist.ance to 
His Honour, if it were not too late, even th~>n or 
e>trly next morning, or at any time, I 'hould 
very much like to give His Honour >tll the infor­
nmtion tlmt I had in connection with the nmtter. 

HONOUHABLE iYIEl\!Elll\S : Hear, he>tr ! 
Mr. LEAHY : However, it appears that I 

w>ts too late. I think from the report of His 
Honour it >tppe>trs th>tt 1\lr. Kidston went a 
gre>tt deal out of his way to nwke cert>tin state­
ments >tbout me which were purely he>troay 
st>ttements. He grwe evidence of what he said 
Mr. Daniels had told him; but 1\Ir. D>tniels W><S 
g-oiug to give evidence before His Honour, and 
he w><s quite capable of making those st>ttements 
himoelf. 

Mr. KmsTON: Th>tt was for His Honour to 
decide. 

Mr. Ll~AHY: Did His Honour ask you for 
this evidence ? 

Mr. KIIJSTON: Yes, he >tskerl me question by 
question what statements Mr. Daniels h>td nmde 
to nw. 

Mr. LEAHY : I did not know that was the 
procedure. I did not know th><t Mr. Daniels 
had made " statement, which came before His 
Honour, and His Honour cross-examined on it. 
I think the action of the hon. member was 
r>tther unfortunate in this matter, because if the 
Press had been admitted, we should have known 
what occurred. It is an unfortun><te occurrence 
th>tt the hon. gentlem><n, who, if not the le>tder 
of the Opposition, represented the leader of the 
Opposition, or tried to do so pretty strongly, in 
this matter, should lmve t>tken ><ction to sup­
press inforrrmtion to the public by excluding the 
Press. It appe>trs to me, after having the thing 
done in this hole->tnd-corner way, it is not f>tir 
of the hon. member to put the whole burden upon 
His Honour. His Honour cle>trly g><ve the hon. 
member the option of choosing whether the 
inquiry should be open to the public or not:. I 
should have told His Honour, lmd I been present, 
that the st><ternents m>tde by lYir. Ihniels were " 
tissue of f>tlsehoods, and I will prove th><t before 
I sit down, to the S>ttisfaction of ><ny re>tsonable 
man, whether inside or outside of this House. 
Now, it is well known to members of this House 
th>tt I W><s one of twelYe members of this Chamber 
selected-some time after the g0neral election-to 
sit on the Elections Tribunal with His Honour 
Judge Real. Under the circumstances, not 
knowing who would be chosen when the trial 
came on, it w>ts very unlikely th>tt ><ny person 
identified-! do not think ><ny member uf this 
House with any regard to pro!Jriety, or any 
regarcl to his own self-respect, would do it­
would discuss with Mr. Daniels >tny subject th>tt 
was going to come before him on that tribunal. 

Hon. W. H. GROOM: Hear, hear! 
Mr. LEAHY: The bun. member says" He>tr, 

he>tr," and I think the hon. m em bur saw me 
engaged in somB cases before the Elections 
Tribnn><l, and l think he will s>ty th>tt I--

Ron. \V. H. GnoOl\I: I will speak in the 
highest terms of you. 

Mr. LEAHY : The hem. member says that 
he spe><ks in the highest terms of the way in 
which I assisted on those occasions, >tnd I think 
th>tt is some testimony, coming- ><s it doe., from 
the Opposition side of the House. I think it 
would be very. unreasotmble to suppose that any 
member of thts House would be guilty uf such 
>tn ><ction. Ap>trt from that, I will say dis­
tinctly th>tt I never introduced Mr. D>tuiels to 
l\Ir. Withers. I may say tb>tt Mr. Withers 
has been aLJOut three ye>trs in the colony, 
>tnd I think be was two ye>trs here before I 
met him, and it is only within the last twelve 
months that I have made his acquaintance. 
I rrny s><y that I h>t ve seen Mr. Wit hers fre­
quently, and h>td chats with him, but neither 
dir?ctly ?I' in<;lirectly have I h:td any cornmuni­
c:.ttwn w11 h hun of >tn y sort >tbout thio matter. 
And yet it is made to a pp• ar throughout this 
bu,iness that I was "kind of third party who was 
acting in collusion with D:miels and \Vithers in 
order th~t JJaniels might bring influence to bear 
on the Ol'position. Th>tt is the deduction to be 
drawn front the evidence. 

Mr. LESINA: \V here is that in the evidence? 
1\Ir. LEAHY: It is st><ted directly in the 

evidence tlmt I introduced Mr. D:miels to Mr. 
\Vithers-apparently introduced him for a pur­
pose->tnd "" I h:.tve said, it is made to appe><r 
that I w><s a sort of third party who was ><et ing 
in collusion with the two. 'rhat was the kind 
of inference which the hon. member for I-tock­
hampton wa,nted the public to dmw from the 
statements which were put before the inquiry 
held by Judge Mansfield. 
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Mr. HAHilACI\~: No; nothing of the kind. 
The SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr. LEAHY: ·will the hon. member control 

himself? 
The SPEAK!<;R: Order! 
Mr. lfAI\IlACRE: You should not draw wrong 

conclnsi(lns. 
'fhe SPEAKER: I have repeatedly called 

"Order," and the hon. member for Leichhardt 
haH not obeyed the call of the Chair. I expect 
him to obey the Chair, and, if he does not, I 
shall have to take action to enforce obedience. 

Mr. LEAHY: I think I know human nature 
sufficiently, and political human nature particu­
larly, to be able to say that if I bad to select a 
person belonging to t'le party opposite who was 
likely to have influence and weight with his party 
about the la.st m~tn I would select would be Mr. 
Danh·ls. ·what are the f~tcts of the case? I am 
made to appear as if I had r<'presented to Mr. 
\Vithers that Mr. Daniels wall' bound to succeed 
in his e!f·ction petition before the Elections 
TribnnaJ, and that if he did get in he would be 
of enormous service to 1\lr. \Vithers. Surely I 
need hardly point out to sensible men that 
if Mr. Daniels thought I was a frieud of his and 
interested in getting him into the House, mine 
would hardly be the first name among the twelve 
as,essors chosen by this House that he would 
challenge and strike off the list. If he thought 
for a moment that I would fight his cause on the 
Elections Tribunal, is it not more than likely that 
he would have left my name of all other names 
on the panel of assessors? Now, that is a clear 
statement to put before hon. members, and I r1o 
not think any reasonable or common-sense man 
would for a moment dispute that proposition. 

1\'Ir. LESINA : It is very likely we will dispute 
a good deal. 

Mr. LEAHY : If there is one charocter that I 
h:we a particular objection to above all others, it 
is a parliamentary magpie. However, I do not 
want to take up time unduly by disputing with 
hon. members opposite. All I want to do is to 
state facts, and put th<e case before hon. members 
as clearly as possible. I say again that I do not 
think I could give a stronger proof than the fact 
that ::Ylr. Daniels struck my name off the panel 
of assessors that the statements made by him to 
1\Ir. Wit.bers arA absolutely without foundation. 
And, I may ask here, who is this Mr. Daniels of 
whom so much has been heard of late? 

Mr. REm: The late member for Cambooya. 
Mr. Ll~A HY : Yes, by an accident ; but let 

that pass. He has given evidence lately in a great 
many cases in this city, and the kind of evi­
dence which he has given has the contempt of 
every respectable person in the community. 
\Vhat did His Honour Judge Real say about 
him rluring the trial of the Cambonya election 
petition? He said he was a man who would 
give any evidence or suppress any evidence 
necessary to snr,port his case. He expressed his 
utmosL contempt for 11r. Daniels, and told the 
assessors that not much weight was to he 
attached to his evidence. Bverybody knows 
the chatty kind of individual that Mr. Daniels 
is. He will buttonhole you on every conceiv­
able occasion, and I confess that occasionally it 
is interesting to hear what he has got to say. 
He spoke to me on several occasions on the 
termination of his case, and when his select 
committee was appointed to inquire into the 
Cambooya matter he buttonholed me in the 
street and in the lobbies of the House and told 
me a great many very extraordinary things. 
He told me a great many of his grievances, 
and on one occasion I said to him that if he 
could prove what he had told me on more than 
one occasion he must have a good case. I did 
not think, however, that anyone who knew 
human nature and who listened to the extra-

ordinary statements he made could believe very 
much of what he said. I wish now to turn to 
the hon. member for Rockharnpton, Mr. Kids ton. 
It is a pleasure to have to deal with that hon. 
member, because he usually places himself upon 
such a high moml pedesta.l in Lhis Chamber and 
although he does it in Yery dreary way, yet 
what he says gets into Hansa1·d, and I have no 
doubt creates the impression among some people 
that he wishes it to create. I am afraid that in 
dealing with this matter I shall have to dPal 
with the whole of this mining bu.,iness and rail­
way construction, and must necessnrily wander 
a little, but I hupe I shall be excused for so 
doing. The hon. member for 1-tockbampton has 
on tmw occasions in this House laid down the 
stricte~t code of moralb, and advocated the 
highest probity, and especially on a recent ocmt­
sion when dealing with the North Chilhtgoe. It 
is ::mly fair that when a man sets up a high 
moral standard that he •lwuld be measured by 
that standard. The hon. member is reported in 
Hansard to have said-

I submit that every hon. member of this House who 
has any regard for the political morality, or the clean­
ness oE our lJUblic life, ought to feel some interc"it· in 
investigating a case of this sort, and if tlie matter 
should be as the faets I have given seem to indicate, to 
find out and punish the perpetrators of these practices. 
Now, I travel a good deal in the country, anil, of 
course, I hear things about a variety of subjects, 
and about a varie~y of persons. It may be 
necessary, therefore, for me, on tbjs occa8ion, to 
say things that I should not think of saying 
were it not in self-defence, and in reply to 
attacks which have been made upon my private 
and personal honour. \Vhen an attack has to be 
repelled, it is necessary to consider the character 
of the man who makes the attack. If it had 
not been for that, I should not have attempted 
to deal with the character of the hon. member 
for Rockhampton. \Vhen in Rockhampton, 
recently, I learnt from an undoubted source, 
that the ban. member for Rockhampton, Mr. 
Kidston, in his business transactions relatin'( to 
mining, was the most shady character in Aus­
tralia. 

Mr. STEW ART: Is that in order, Mr. Speaker? 
Mr. W. HAMILTON: I pity him if he has as 

shady a character as you have. 
Mr. STEW ART: Is this matter to descend into 

a personal squabble? 
The SPEAKER: Order! Hon. members 

must observe the rule of silence when the Speaker 
rises. The expression complained of is not in 
order. It is quite out of order for one hon. 
member to tell another that he possPsses a shady 
character. 

Mr. LEAHY : I did not make the statement. 
I said it was reported s' in Hockharnpton. 

Mr. HIGGR: Y on have fathered the statement. 
Mr. LEAHY: If a man professing such high 

probity and pure character as the hon. member 
for Rockhatnpton makes an attack upon my 
character, I think I am entitled to show the 
character of the man who makPo; those state­
ments, aud no one will deny that the hem. m~m­
ber has made a serious attack npon me as a 
public man, and upon my private character as a 
citizen. A good deal of reference has been made 
to the suppression of documents, and I de•ire to 
point out that the hem. member for ltockharnp­
ton kept this particular document for four 
months to suit Ills own purposes. He deliber­
ately suppressed information w hicb, in the 
inrerests of the country, he should have made 
pubiic at the ea.rliest possible moment if he had 
studied his own. honour and tlte dignity and 
character of Parhament. Yet the hon. member 
suppressed that document for months fearing 
that he would not get certain business through 
the Chamber if he produce l Llw letter; and 
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the business of the country and the character 
of members of this Houee have been 

[4·30 p.m.]made to suffer in nrder to try 
and give Mr. Daniels the trumpery 

gain that he has been seekini;. J wish to 
ask the hon. member for Rockhampton, Mr. 
Ki,lston, if he is in the habit of suppressing 
documents? 

Mr. KmsTON : You are very badly hurt. 
Mr. LEAHY: I have been told that that 

hon. member was interested in a certain mine. He 
wtts not the owner of it ; it was a syndicate mine. 
I understand thttt the hon. member was the leader 
of the syndiCate-mark you-not a "wild ~ttt" 
syn<lieate exactly, but a Native Cat Syndicate, 
and that he, acti11g for that Native Cat Syndicate, 
suppressed certain geological documents-certain 
re]Jorts prepared by JI.Ir. Maitbnd in connection 
with that mine-for the purpose of getting a 
price from certain p»rties which he would not 
have got 1f he had not suppressed that infor­
mation. 

Th<> SPEAKER: Order, order! 
Mr. LEAHY: I am asking- a question. 
Mr. HARD ACRE: You are damaging your own 

case. 
Mr. LI~AHY: I ask the hon. member if he 

suppressed those documents~ It was part of 
that contmct that all documents should be pro­
duced. I ask the hon. member whether that is 
correct or not? 

Mr. S'!'EWART: \Vhat has that got to do with 
the matter before the House ? 

Mr. LEAHY: A great deal. 
Mr. KIIJSTON : You are very badly hurt. 
Mr. LEAHY: I am arguing that the hon. 

member for Rockhampton, who has endeavoured 
to take down the public and commercial men of 
England by suppressing documents in a certain 
case, is not the man to make sweeving charges 
of this kind against. hon. members on this side. 
Surely that kind of thing ought not to be 
tolerated in this House ! D0es the hon. member 
for Rockhampton refuse to answer me? I may 
be wrongly informed. 

Mr. TURLEY : Interjections are disorderly. 
Mr. LEAHY : I say I understand that the 

h<>n. member suppressed certain documents in 
connection with the Native Cat Mine in order 
to sell that mine at a higher price than would 
otherwise have been obtained, and that be got 
50,000 shares in that mine for himself and his 
syndicate which he would not have got if he had 
not suppressed these documents. 

Mr. KmsTON : Y on are very badly hurt. 
The SPEAKER: Order ! 
Mr. LEAHY: I ask the hon. member for an 

answer. 
Mr. HARD ACRE: Mr. Speaker,-! rise to a 

point of order. Have the remnrks of the hon. 
member for Bulloo anythiug to do with the 
question before the Honse? 

The SPEAKER: In discussing the motion 
before the House it is quite in order for hon. 
memLers to refer to the circumstances which 
have led up to the holding of this inquiry. 
The hon. member for Bulloo or any other hon. 
member who feels that his character has been 
asJ>ersed in the evidence takt>n by ,T udge Mans­
field is entitled to reply ; but the introduction 
of rrmtters not relating to the question before the 
House would be out of order. 

Mr. LEAHY: I am epeaking on the question 
of the morality of members of Pm·liament in 
connection with n1ines nnd railways. That is 
the whole question. The hem. member who first 
brought this matter forward is the hon. member 
for R,lckhampton, l'>Ir. Kidston, and I say that 
when he attacks the characters of hon. nwmhers 
on this side, and my own in particular, I claim 
that I have a right to refer to the nature of 
transactions he has taken part in. I distinctly 

say that if there has been any corruption or 
bribAry shown in connection with this measure 
-and we must remember that there must be two 
parties to bribery or corruption-the bribery was 
between two parties, and one of them sat on the 
other side of this Chamber. It has nothing to 
do with any hon. member on this side. 

HoNOURABLE ME~IBEHS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. LgsrNA: That hns nothing to do with the 

question now bdore the House. 
Mr. J,EAHY: It has a grent deal to do with 

it. I want the public to know what the morality 
of an hon. nwtnber who rnakes such chargeq is. 
In 1895 the hon. member for Rockhamptun 
floated the Native Cat Mine--

'l'he SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr. HAnDACRE: I rise to a point of order. 

Is the hon. member in order in persisting in 
referring to a rn»tter which may or may not have 
happened, against your ruling, Sir? 

The SPJ<;A KER: Order! It is impossible for 
me to say whether the matter to which the hon. 
me m her for Bnlloo is referring to is relevant unt.il I 
have heard his further remarks. I cannot rule the 
hun. member out of order until I have heard 
how be applies his arguments. I have stated 
that hon. members have the right of discussion 
on this question within certain limits; but they 
arP not entitled to go outside those limits-if 
they do they will be out of order. 

Mr. LEAHY: I am endeavouring to speak 
within those limits, and I think you hnve shown 
that so far I have been acting very hirly. 
Perhaps I have got a little close to the edge 
some limes; but thnt is quite legitimate under the 
circumstances, bnt if I get outside the rules then 
it is your duty to call me to ordt>r as I expect you 
will do so--always having regard to the fact that 
as a member of some experience in this House, my 
reputation bas been attacked. As you, Sir, have 
pointed out, it is ditficnlt to say Pxactly where 
to draw the line in dealing with a question of 
this nature. Some allowance must be made to 
an hon. member whose reputation has been 
attacked if he does not keep strictly within the 
rules of order. It has to be borne in mind that 
this was not a matter which occnrred before the 
hon. member for Rockhampton came into this 
House. It is a matter which has Leen going on 
since he has been a member, and I sub­
mit that I am not introducing any matter 
which is irrelevant. I understand that the 
hon. member came here in 18!J6 as the chairman 
of or agent for a mining syndicate which held 
certain propert.ies 28 miles from Rock ham pton. 
He floated the company in Brisbane, under cer­
tain conditions, »nd one of these conditions was 
that all reports he had in his possession should 
be handed over to the persons to whom they sold 
the properties. The hon. gentleman handed over 
certain papers, and the re[Jort handed over showed 
the properties to be of a very flourishing cha­
racter ; that it was studded with gold and other 
minerals. But it subsequently came to the 
knowledge of the purchasers that he had sup­
pres"ed the report of the Government Geologist, 
and that the hon. member for Rockhamptun had 
that report in his possession twelve months before 
they flo»ted the mine. 

JI.IEMDims on the Government side: Oh, oh ! 
Mr. LEAHY: \Vhen they discovered that 

they called UIJOll the hon. member to cancel the 
contract, ami the hon. member, in a document 
which can be produced-a document signed by 
himself-has admitted that it was part of that 
contract to prodnce that report-which was a 
vital document, ttnd which, if it had been pro­
duced, would have prevented the selling of this 
mine, and which would have prevented the hem. 
member and his syndic:1.te from getting- 50,000 
shares. If the hon. member disputes that, I cnn 
produce the document now. 
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HoNOURABLE MB:MBEBS : Hear, hear! Oh, oh! 
Mr. L~]~INA: That is no reason why this Bill 

shonld not he withdrawn. 
Mr. Ll~AHY : This shows that we should be 

very careful in our dealings with hon. members 
opposite-when they suppress documents of this 
kind by which they get 50,000 shares in a com­
pany and then try to shield their evil doings by 
rrmking charges against hon. members on this 
side. I "ay it is only right that the country 
should know the character of the men we have to 
dettl with. 

Mr. LllSINA: \Vhom do you refer to? 
1\Ir. LEAHY : I refer to tlw hon. rnemh~r for 

Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston, who nwde the 
cha.rge we are now discussing. 

Mr. L EAHY: The hon. member sits on the 
front berteh on that side of the House. As I 
lmve said already, he h>ts been Trer1.surer here at 
one timfl, <Lnd the cap<Lcity he displayed in the 
particnbr instance I am relatin)( would have 
qnalitit•d him tu he President of a Suuth Ameri­
can Republic. ( :vlinisterial laughter.) I admit 
the Hkill of the hon. member. 

~1r. TUHLEY: Or the manager of a mortgage 
Cl'lllpany. 

Mr. LF]AHY: Now, Sir, this document 
which I hold in my hand is signed by the hon. 
mPmher for Rockhampton, Mr. \Villiam Kidstou 
-"\V. Kidston" I think he signs it, and he 
admits in that document that he snppre•sed a 
particular report of the geological surveyor, and 
he asked these parties with whom he entered 
int,, the contract, not to cancel the sale, but to 
allow the mine to be tried for some time, and if 
the mine die! not turn ont in a certain way he 
would put in an amending clause which would 
let the corn pany off a great dettl easier, 

The 8PEAKER: Order! 1 have allowed the 
hon. member to proce,,d thn< far, on the >tssurnp­
tion that he wonld apply his argument to the 
que,tion before the House. There rests upon 
him "moral obligation to du that. 

Mr.LEAHY: To apply this? Most decidedly. 
The motion bef•Jre the House is that you should 
leave the chair, and the leader on this side 
said--

The 8PEAKEE: Order ! 'fhe motion before 
the House is to discharge from the paper the 
order for the c"nsideration in committee of the 
Port Norman, Normanton, and Cloncurry Rail­
wav Bill. 

Mr. LEA HY : That i < so. Technically I was 
wtong on that point. The motion is that the 
order for the consideration of the Port Norman, 
Nonnanton, and C:uncnrry Railway Bill, in 
committee, be discharged trom the paper. That 
rRl,eo the g twetion why this motion is before the 
Honoe, and w by thh rnat.ter ie to be discharged 
from the paper. It is simply because the hon, 
memlwr for R"ckham pton made a cert<Lin state­
ment in thia Hou"e, and, in support of that 
stat.,meHt, went tu give evidence before His 
Honour Judge Mansfield, and .T ndge Mansfield 
made a report, whieh report is the reason why 
this motion is beflll'e the House at the present 
time -that the Bill from Cloncnrry be with. 
drawn. I want to test the value of the evidence 
np"n which that ref'ort is based, and that brings 
me to the very questwn befom the House. I 
submit that is logical and proper reasoning-. 

ME11B!lRS on the Government side : Hear, 
!war! 

Mr. LEAHY : I say that not one word of the 
Pvid,·nc<· given before His Honour Judge 
1\'lansfield is worthy of a tittle of credence, and I 
have a document in my hand,; upon which I can 
support that statement. 

The Sl'KAKEH: Order, order! 
l\Ir. LEAHY: I will pr<lduce it, unles> you 

rule me nnt of order for readin!l' this particular 
clocument. In any case I do not purpose handing 

it to the hon. member for Rockhampton, or 
asking a judge to come and take evidence upon 
it. I purpose handing it tu you, 8ir, or to any 
member of the House here, and any member in 
the Chan1ber can read it, 

An HoNOUHABI.E MEMBER: Read the whole 
of it. 

Mr. LEAHY : Not only does the hon, mem· 
ber admit that he did this smreptitiouely, and 
that he concealed that document--

The SPEAKER : Order, order! 
Mr. LEA HY : Am I not to be allowed to 

defend my character? 
M~JMBERS on the Opposition : Oh, oh ! 
Mr. LEAHY: Is the hon. member repre­

senting Rockhampton to be alluwerl to st>tb me 
in my ab,ence in 'I'hrtrgomind:oh, before Judge 
Mansfield, and am I not to be allowed to reply? 
Has this Chamber gut to that? 

The SPEAKER : Order ! There is no desire 
to deprive the hon. member of his right to reply. 
or uf his right tu defend his chamcter if it b 
aspersed, hut I would ask the bon. member to 
couch his revly in strictly parliamentary lan­
guage. It is particularly desirable that he 
should do so when temper has been imported intu 
the debate. 

Mr. LEAHY : I am sure-to use the words 
of my bon. friend in front, the hon. member for 
~Iaryborongh- I am "handling him like a 
child." (Laughter.) On occasions, perhaps, it 
is my habit to speak strongly when I feel 
strongly. 'Vhen I feel that there is nothing to 
;ay, 1 say nnthing. On this occasion I feel t.h"'t 
I have something to say, and I feel that it is the 
wish of the House that I shon!El my it. 

MEMHEBS on the Government side : Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. LEAHY : I feel that it is the wish, not 
only of this Hou8e bnt of the country, that I 
should say it, and I certainly shall sav it, 
unless you prevent me from doing so. • 

Mr. JACKSON: How long have you had that 
document? 

Mr. LEAHY: I have not kept this document 
back at all. I have suppressed nothing. I had 
heard this report a long time ago, and when this 
thing was brought forward, and the hon. mem­
ber came before the H<•Use in the character of 
an angel without wings coming down here, I 
thought it my duty to see if I could not ascertain 
where this document was. I found it, and have 
brought it forward, and here it i,,. The hon, 
men.ber admits that the mine was of r:o value, 
and that be took down this company by 
suppressing Mr. Maitlanrl's report. It is ten 
times worRe, I oubmit, than the action of this 
man Duffy in cor.nection with the North Chilla­
goe busineso we have heard "" much about from 
hon. members opposite. This document was 
slightly amended when it went before the hon. 
metllber's colleagues in this syndicate in Rock­
hampton ; bnt it was signed by everyone of 
them, and admits that they kuew that this 
document-the report of the Geological Surveyor, 
Mr. Gibh-Maitland-was suppreo<,;ed. 

Mr. HrGGS: I think it is only fair to the hon. 
member that you should read the whole of th<Lt 
document. 

HoNOURABLE lVIEi\!BEHS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. LEAHY : I am perfectly willing to read 

it-
Memorandum of AgreemcntJ macle this second day of 

::VIa re h. 
Let me first say that there are two memos. here­
one made on the 6th December, and the other on 
the 2nd March. The one made on the 6th 
December is in writing, and it is slightly altered 
in the other in the second clause limiting the 
time in which the company was to take it over. 
But fur th<Lt the one I am reatling frum nuw is 
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extwtly the s"'me, but it is in typewriting-. I 
confe.•s I would have some difficulty in reading 
the one in m"'nuscript, hut it is here, and anyone 
can have it. This is the memorandum-

:M.KiiWRANDUM 01<' AGR~~~:M:.l<:NT 

made this second dH-y of Mq,rch one thour;;and eight 
hundred and ninety-six between \Villiam Kidston of 
Rockhampton in the colony of Queensland for and on 
bdha.lf of himself nnd the persons mentioned in the 
schedule hereto of the one part the Stanwell Gold 
Mines Limited of the second part nnd the Austral 
::\Hncrnl Ex.ploration C0mpany Limiled of the third 
part wherea,s by agreement da.ted the twenty-eighth 
dny of l\f'ty one thousan•i eight hundred and ninety-five 
matle between the said Willia.m Kiriston and the 
persons mentioned in the said schedule and Alexander 
Corrie and Frank Bcresford Corrie the ~•Lid Alexander 
Corrie and .Prank Beresford 0orrie agreed to buy the 
property therein described upon the terms and con­
ditions therein mentioned. And whereas during 
the negotiations for the said purchase the 
said Alexander Corric and Frank Beresford Corrie 
applied to the vendors for all reports made of and con­
cerning the said proverty together with othet• particu­
la.rs. And whereas certain reports were supplied by 
the vendors hut a certain report which had been ob­
tained by the said vendors from }fr. Gibbs Maitland 
Assistant Geologist in the employ or the Government of 
the colony of Qneensland and. which was condem"atory 
of the value of the said property was not supplied to 
the said purchasers by the su.id vendors. And whereas 
the said Alexrtnder Corrie and Prank Beresford Corrie 
duly assigned to the party hereto of the third part all 
their right title and interest under the said agreement 
fm• purchase on the same representations wb.ich had 
been made by the vendors to them. And \Vhereas the 
said pat·tiel'i hereto or the third part duly completed 
the said vurchasc and the s~Lid titan well Gold .'\!lines 
Limited was formed with the object of acquiring the 
said property aud in pursuance of the terms of such 
agt"Cmnent have allotted to the said vendors shares rc­
prcsentiHJ..\' one. fourth of its capita.! hut the scrip thcrcfor 
has not been ~issued and the said property has been 
transferred to the said Stan well Gold .J.iines IJimited 
And whereas the parties hereto of the seeond and third 
parts have discovered this day the suppression of the 
said report and have elected to rcseind the :said agree­
lHfmt And whereas at the re(1ncst of the ~aid \Villiam 
Kictston for and on his behalf and on behalf of the per­
sous in the said schedule hereto has requestccl the said 
varties hereto of the second and third parts and the 
said parties hereto of Lhe second and third parts have 
agreed to cuter into the following agreement by way of 
compromise Now it is hereby agreed as follows-

!. That the said Stanwell Gold )lines Limited shall 
be entitled to proceed to take possession of the said 
property and to examine work and develop the s:tme 
and if Lhey think fit to carry out the terms of the sa1d 
agreement. 

2. 1'hat if the said company shall think fit at any 
time before the second da.y of September one thousand 
eig-ht hundred and ninety-six whf'ther before or after 
proceeding to examine work or develop the said pro­
perty they shall be entitled to notify Lhe said vendor:-. 
of their UesirB to rotransfcr the said property to the 
vendors and to c-ancel the allotment of the said 
shares and the said vendors shall in that event return 
the said scrip to the said company for cancellation 
aud shall be deemed never to have been shareholders 
ir1 the said company and the said vendors shall have 
no rights or claims of any kind against the said com­
pany whether in respect of the working of the said 
property or in re::;pect of any matter or thing 'vlmtso­
ever r.I'he notice hereinbefore referred to shall be 
su!riciently given by letter or telegram despatched 
addressed to the said Vrilliam Kidston Rockha·npton on 
or before the date mentioned Provided always that if 
the said cowpany do not so notify t.he said venrtors 
as aforesaid this agreement shall become inoperative 
and the hercinbefore recited agreement shall be earned 
out by the parties to all intents and vurpose8 asH this 
~greement had never been entered. into The said 
company or their agents shall have the right in the 
event of their retransferring the said property to the 
vendors as a[oresaid to remove all buildings mining or 
other plant tCJols and utensils erected or placed by them 
upon the said property. 

3. That the scrip for the said shares shall on the 
signing of the agreement be issued to the said Willinm 
Kidston for and on behalf of hilnseH and the per~ons 
in the said ~ehedule mentioned with an endor~ement 
theteon that the said shares are subject to the terms of 
this agmement in addition to any othe~· aomiitions 
attRched thereto. 

1900-7 'f 

4. The said William Kidston undertakes to obtain 
the signatures of the pcr~ons wcntioned in the said 
schf!dule to a eopy of thi!:l agreement within a reason­
able t.ime t'rom the date hereof. 

In witness \vhe.reof the parties hereto have hereunto 
set their hands the day and year hereinbefore men­
tioned. 
'l'hen the schedule goes on to give the names, 
the first signature being that of William Kidston, 
as agent for the Native Oat Syndicate. 

Mr. GJVENS: Give us the names in the 
schedule. 

Mr. LEAHY: I will lay the paper on the 
table, but I am not able to give the names, as 
some cf them are written so badly that I cannot 
read them. 'l'here are vVilliam Kids ton, Leslie 
G. Oorrie, D. G. 1\Iacfie, Jarnes Ferguson, James 
Miller, ,John Morressey, William Kimber, 
Adam Gray, Archibald Gray, etc. 

Mr. REm : Boodlers. 
Mr. LEAHY: They are all boodlers, but I 

cannot read all the signatures. In connection 
with this matter I have here a report by a man 
named Mr. Bagley. It is a very high-sounding 
document, showing that according to his opinion 
there was an immense fortune to be mane out of 
this venture. I have also a report by Mr. l\hit­
land, which is Yery condemnatory of the mine, a 
report on which no man W<>uld purchase. I have 
also a rnap which will enable hon. member" 
to understand t!:Je particular manner in which 
this hon. gentleman was going to take down the 
Englishman. [Map prod1wed and explained.] 
This n,a p, on which the property was sold, is 
meant to show that a reef had reformed. 'l'he 
Government Geologist states that that reef 
had not reformed. Yet with this map be 
took down those people to the extent 
of 200,000 shares in that mine, and re­
ceived for himself, and the company, £50,000. 
The company spent some money on the place-a 
sum of £1,400-and, as usually happens, the 
stranger got taken in. I am not going to discuss 
this mutter at greater length. I say that asper­
sions cast upon my character or against any mem­
bers on this side of the House, however bad 
those aspersions may be, could not exceed-I 
wish to u'e a parliamentary term-the transgres­
sion against public life shown in this business, 
and that no matter whether in connection with 
the OhiiiHgoe North, or anything else, has been' 
more disgraceful than the transactions of the 
hon. member in connection with this particular 
matter. 

Mr. TURLEY (Brisuanc South): The hon. 
member for Bulloo usually takes things quietly 
and argnHs logically, but on this occasion he 
puts me in mind of what I once heard of a 
Billingsgate fishwife. Two women were having 
a row about some matter, which may or may nob 
have been of importance, and a bystander who 
knew their tempers said to one of them, "You 
start by calling her a prostitute, or she will call 
you one." That is exactly the position the hon 
member has taken up this afternoon. 

Hou. D. H. DALRYMPLE: \Vho started first 
this afternoon ? 

Mr. TURLEY: The hon. member has taken 
up to-day the position which was taken up by 
the Billingsgate fishwife long ago. He has not 
touched in any particular the q nestion before the 
House. I doubt whether he had convinced 
members of this House that he knew nothing of 
this question before it came up in this CI:amber. 
The hon. member has simply said, "I discredit 
so-and-so's evidence," and consequently that 
there is jtlHtification for what has been takin~ 
place in connection with this N ormanton· 
Oloncurry Railway. The hon. member has 
not even attempted to deny that such a 
thing has taken place, but plg;1ds j nstification 
for P4t.J person~ vvho havt; been gnilty of 
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attempted bribery. The hon. member lost his 
temper. If the hon. member was not standing 
to lose a considerable stake in this matter, why 
should he lose hi' temper on n, question like that 
before the House? I can quite understund thut 
if I was interested in a matter like this, and it 
was a question of a few thousand pounds to my­
self or to a company with which I might be 
connected, I might lose my temper over it when 
I saw the gilt di ·appearing in the distance. I 
can quite understand any person doing that. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: "\Vho is doing the 
fishwife now? 

Mr. TUULJ<}Y : I am simply saying that I 
could quite understand my own feelings in the 
event of my seeing something di,n,ppearing on 
the horizon, which I thought at one time wus 
perfectly secure, and that under circumstances 
of that kind I might lose my ternver. But I do 
not lose my temper now, because I do not see 
anything vani•hing from me. I am not going 
into the matter mentioned by the h,m, member 
for Bnlloo, becau'e I know absolutely nothing 
about it ; this is the first time I have heard of it. 
The whole harangue of the hon. member was in 
connection with the summ•s,ion of documents. 
The bon. member for Rockhampton, JYir. 
Kidston, has l>een charged with suppressing 
documents which he bad in his possession. 
Now, the first time the hon. member mentioned 
this matter in the House, be stated that he had 
not seen the document, but that he had seen the 
letter. He simply said that he had seen the 
letter, anrl not that he had it in his r•ossession. 

Hon. D. H. DALilYMnE: "\Vhy did not he 
give the names? 

Mr. TURLEY: I quite understand the hon. 
gentleman opposite saying he could read the 

names. He could be expected to 
[5 p.m] break through all conHdence, as the 

hon. gentlemen themselves might 
perhaps be inclined to do. I can quite unrler­
stand the position from thot point nf view. That 
is exactly the po.<ition that was taken up by 
the hon. member for Bulloo, who attempted to 
justify this very procedure for his own argu­
ment. The hon. member for Mackay says, 
'Vhy did not he give the names? Simply 
because he would not forfeit the confidence that 
was plaoed in him when be received the letter; 
and I respect the hon. gentleman for so rloing, 
or any other person, whoever he may be, inside 
or outside this House, who is shown anything in 
confidence and declines under any circumstances 
to break that confidence, and divulge any matter 
that may be entrusted to him. 

The PREMIER: He read the contents. 
Mr. TURLEY: No; thatiswherethemistake 

is made. He did not read the contents. He 
said, " I have seen a letter by which a perRon 
has been offered £150 in caoh and 600 shares 
that are snppo,ed to be of the value of £2." 

Mr. J. HAMIL'l'ON: That is vractically the 
whole of the C<mtents. 

JI..Ir. TURLEY: That is what he stated; 
and it appears in HnnsctJ'd. After that, when 
this question came up and the hon. gentleman 
agreed that it should be submitted to a tribunal 
for inquiry, the hon. member for Rockbampton 
distinctly stated from his place in the House, 
"It is only to-day that I have received per­
mission from the person who received this letter 
to make use of it." There was a distinct state­
ment, and does any hon. member say for a 
moment that a person who is entrusted with 
anvthing in confidence--

Hon. D. H. DALilYMPLE: Rascality in con-
fidence. 

l\Ir. TURLEY : Rascality in confidence ! 
Hon. D. H. DALllYl\!PLE: Apparently. 
Mr .• T. HAMILTON: He said, "I have in my 

hand a copy of the letter." 

Mr. TURLEY : He may have said that he 
had a copy of the letter in his band, but he also 
said he had not been given permission by the 
versnn to use it; and I take it that no person, 
in connection with a matter of that sort, has the 
right to use what is shown to him in confidence. 

Mr. RTOilY : He had no right to mention it. 
Mr. TURLEY : He had every right to 

mention it. He had every right to rr:ention that 
such a document was in existence, but he bad no 
right to put that document or a copy of that 
document on the table of the House. Now, that 
is the vositinn I take up. I am thoroughly in 
accord with the action of the hon. member for 
Rockhampton on that occaRion. He simply 
stated that he believed a document was in 
existence; he held a copy, but he declined to 
disclose the names. "\Ve have been told this 
afternoon a great deal of w bat goes on in con­
nection with compunies, but we must not forget 
that the general tendency, as far as I know, or 
so far as it. has been brought out, of those 
companies, is tu try and fix np public men. The 
argument that has been used on this side by 
members again and again, and it has been bnrne 
out in connection with this matter, and from 
the evidence we have placed before us by the 
Judge--

JYlr. s~'ORY : Your side were speaking with a 
knowledge of what had been attempted. 

Mr. TURLBY : When I spoke I had no more 
knowledge than the hon. gentleman. 

Mr. STORY : I did not say you. I said some of 
your members. 

Mr. TURLJ<~Y : I am not speaking of the 
know lege of other members. I am only saying 
what knowledge I had ; and until the night 
that the Premier agreed to the inquiry being 
held, I had no idea of the name of the person 
who bad >igned the letter, or the person who 
bad received it. The hon. member for Bulloo 
attempts in one way or another to justify this 
matter, but if the bon. gentleman is not inter­
ested, then the members of the company that be 
manages are me m hers of it, and are interested, 
and consequently I take it that the person who 
manages for a company which has certain 
business to transact must be interested to that 
extent. I wish to point out what are the aims 
of these people when they send thE'ir agents to 
this part of the world. That object, if the evidence 
given by Mr. Daniels is correct, is a]Jparently 
shown by what this gentleman said. Re stated 
that be had £60,000 at his disposa.l, which be 
could spend with the object of getting this Bill 
through. 

Mr. STORY : Mr. 'Vithers denies that. 
Mr. TURLEY : I can quite understand that. 

I can easily understand that the agent for a 
company doing anything of that sort would 
deny it. 

Mr. HAUilACilE: He does not even deny it. 
Mr. TURLEY : The bribee-the person who 

baR been attempted to be bribed-produces 
written evidence that he bad an offer made to 
him; and he says that the briber told t.im cer­
tain things. The person who is the briber in 
connection with a large thing like this is not 
going to aclmit for one moment that he has 
done any of those things. Hon. nwmbers have 
pointed out that they were surprised that he 
should think the ex-member for Camhooya was 
thought to be able to wield so much influence­
that. his influence should be of the value put upon 
it by the syndicate. He was to receive £125, 
and when the Bill be.came law each member 
influenced was to receive £125 in cash and 650 
fully paid·up shares. That would be ':'b"t!t 
£1,425. Now I would like to say, and I thmk 1t 
is a vertinent question, if that is the price of a 
svrat, what would be the price of a whale? 
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Hon. D. H. DALI\YMPLE: South Brisbane, for 
instance. 

Mr. TURLEY; If that was the price of a 
man whom hon. genLlemen on the other side 
say thPy did not know had any influence, I 
woulrl like to know what would be the price of 
hon. gentlemen on the other side who wield a 
great deal of influence. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: Beyond all price. 
Mr. TURLEY: Oh, no; that does not eeem 

to be the case. The ogent is able to say that he 
knew !Jerfectly well that he bad forty-three solid 
votE"< in thi• Honse in favour of the Bill. The 
a.gent is able to say that before the Bill comes 
before Lhe House at all. 'l'he agent of the syndi­
cate-the man who has £60,000 behind him, by 
which he is able to purchase snpport-is able to 
tell another !Jerson th:tt he arlmits having bribed, 
"I have forty-three men behind me in the House 
already." 

Mr. STORY: He was acquainted whh the 
tnemhers on your side. 

Mr. TURLEY: I may say I have met Mr. 
'Vithers oftentimes. I met him two and a-half 
ye:trs ago, when there were only two members on 
this side and himself prPSent. 

Hon. ])_ H. DALHH!PLE : Something awfully 
bad must have been going on, 

Mt·. TURLEY: There was not 01nything 
:Hvfully bad going on. Mr. \Vithers ('.ndeavomed 
to induce Mr. McDonald and myself to vote for 
this Bill bec:ouse it would be a great benefit to 
the district. Mr. \Vitht·rs made an appointment 
with Mr. McDonald two and a-half years ago in 
the house he then occupied at South Brisbane. 
I was one of those present on that occasion. 
There was no question of bribery mentioned. 
There was simply a question brought up in con­
versation, and he said that he represented a 
company in the old country that bad very 
large stuns of money behind them, and owned 
mineral lands in the Cloncurry district, and 
they desired to build a railway to that property. 
That is the only time I have met Mr. Wi1 hers 
in private. I have often met him in the street 
and a•ked him how hi" railway Wt1S getting 
along, and on more than one occasion he has said 
to me, "I suppose you fellows will talk our Bill 
out," and my reply has been, "As far f1S I am 
concerned I will do all I can to have it thrown 
out." Those are the only communications I 
have had with the gentleman. I would like to 
point out that a person interested in a venture 
like this may not be directly personally inter­
ested, but be may be interested through a 
company. I find in a letter written by Mr. 
Withers on the 18th July, 1898, to the Secretary 
fur Railwaye, he says-

SrR,-Some months Hgo, when I submitted a proposal 
to the Hon. J. R. Dickson (then !\1inister for Railw;~ys), 
for the construction of the proposed Xormanton-Clon­
curry Railway, I promised to forward the names of 
th:1se financially interested in promoting the under­
taking. 

I have now 1he honour to submit, for the information 
of the Government, the names of the following gentle­
men:-
And amongst others I find the names of Thomas 
Rome and Oscar de Satge, directors, Union 
:Mortgage and Agency Company. 

An HoNoURABLE MEMB!Cl\: Who is the man­
aging director of that company? 

Mr. TURLEY: The managing director of 
that comp,ny in Queengland is the hon. member 
f,lr Bulloo, Mr. Leahy. The names which I 
have read are the name-;of the sort of peo!J]e who 
exercise undue iuflnence, and it is for that reason 
that we have a! ways pointed to the danger of 
this iufluence being URed. Those gentlemen cer­
tainly h::td the intention of getting Parliament 
within their grasp in one way or the other, so 
that they might carry out their own sweet will in 

connection with this and other undertakings. 
In an interview with J\Ir. Oscar de Satge that 
occurred away back in January last that gentle­
man h reported to have said-

Five-sixths of the woolgrowing distri<•ts are repre­
sented bv !Jabour nlembors. and to mend this state of 
atl'airs, sO dangerous to British nud co_loni~ l investors 
in the woolgrowing and meat producing Industry of 
Queensland, either the edneated Y.outh of that. colony 
will have to give np tlleir eusy enJoyment of life, and 
figllt their way to success at the polls by resolute 
sh:ill nnd industry in the u~e of every lawful electoral 
weapon, or the financial ma~;nntes that have now burnt 
theit· boat~ and see themselves committed to a long 
stru<rf.{lc wi'th seasons nnd Government in the prrserva­
tior/'of their colonial intere~ts, must import Lo Queens­
land fresh advocates of skill and training who will not 
bt> easily rtiseonrnged in the briefs they undertake on 
behalf of the gn,at stake they have elected to rescue. 
We want~ new blood; in faot, some 11cw Jierberts and 
Branu;tons to stem the current of radicalism, or, at auy 
rate, miuirnisc its present effects. 
'!.'hat, is the whole thing in a nutshell. 'l'his 
gentleman, Mr. \Vit.hers, is onl.Y ~he advance 
agent of the peo!.>le who~e Hole aiiil IS tu cap.t':'re 
this P>trliament m the mterests of the Bntldh 
investor-in the interestt; of persons who are 
endeavouring by fair means or foul to ex pluit this 
country. 

Mr. 'KENT: Queensland pioneers. 
Mr. TUHLJ~Y : I have e;·ery res!Ject for the 

men who do the work in the capacity of pioneers, 
but certainly not for exploiters pure and simple. 
It has been pointed out by the hon .. member for 
Bulloo this afternoon that he discount£ the 
whole of this evidence, bcc·tuse he knows of a 
particular transaction with which the hon. mem­
ber fur Rock hampton was connected, and of 
which he does not approve. l\' ow, I wish to 
point out. th:tt while a man may live an.honour­
able life for forty or fifty years, ~nd :While ~here 
is a poHsibility of him even late m hfe fallmg a 
victim to temptation, yet the amot~nt of truth 
the hon. member has brought to bear m reference 
t•> the hon. member for Rockhampton does not 
indicate in any way that he has been the victi!" 
of temptation. There can be no donbt that m 
connection with these syndiCate proposals there 
are wheels within wheels. The tentacles of these 
companif's go out and c1rag- in everything they 
can lay hold of. It is no rloubt extremely hard 
to obtain evidence sufficiently strong to prove 
anything again~t these co':'panies, a:crd when 
suvgestions of Improp8r domgs are ~mted .at, 
the reply usually is, "~on sense, there IS nothmg 
in it." I contend that If when the hon. member 
for Rockbampton first alluded to this matter he 
had said, "This letter was sent to Mr. Daniels" 
there would have been a loud guffaw from 
members on the other side, and the whole matter 
would· have been dropped. It simply would 
have been laughed out of the House, and hof!· 
member:; would have said, "Who Would credit 
anything said by Daniels ?" 

An HONOURABLE ME;>!BEI\: vVbo said that? 
Mr. TURLEY: Well, I draw that inference 

from the remarks we have heard here this :tfter­
noon. What did the hon. member for Bulloo 
say? He said, "\Vho ie Mr. Daniels, anyhow?" 
The hon. member for Enoggera said he was the 
late member for Cambooya, and the hon. member 
for Bulloo said," A member by accident." But 
I sJy he wa• not. He did not get his seat on a 
shovel, or anything. of that sort._ He was able 
to win his seat, m 1893, agamst a gen~le­
man who has on various occasions occupied 
high positions in ~his colony, a;r ex-Cabinet 
:Minister so there Is no use saymg that Mr. 
Daniels became a member by accident, became 
he had defeated a well·known man who was 
believed to carry a great deal of weight !n th>tt 
district. I wish to point out that Mr. \VIthe;s's 
own evidence is enough for m, witho~t go.mg 
into the evidence of anyone elso on the mqmry • 
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But the hon. member for Bnlloo took tl1is 
mattAr up "" "persowtl m:ttter· between hitmelf 
and l'iir. Kidston--not R.S a matter affecting 
the morality of hon. rnemhers of this House­
not as a question that should be de'>ated in a 
fair spirit-in connection with this system of 
private rail wav construction. The h•m. mem­
ber said that tl1e hon. member for Rockhampton 
had laid charges against him-that he had 
attempted to cast a slur on his chRracter. 
Now, I don't wish to cc1st any slur on the hon. 
membllr's character; but I would not like to 
repeat in this House, or outside, the many 
things I have heard about the hon. member 
out \Vest, and which anyone who has travelled 
in the Suuth-webtern districts has, no doubt, 
heard. 

Mr. STORY: I ha1·e travelled there a good 
deal, and I have not heard anything of the 
kind. 

Mr. TURLEY: The hon. member for Gregory 
and others have heard them. However, I woulcl 
point out that the hon. member's contention is 
not borne nut by the evidence ; no ar,tempt has 
been made to traduce his clHracter. If I was 
asked to make a statement on an inf)niry like 
this by a judge, I would have to state the whole 
truth, and everything in conmction with the 
matter that I knew. \Vhat was the evidet1ce? 
Mr. Kidston ~'1id that Mr. Daniels told him 
that-

He had been introduced to \Yithcrs by l\Ir. Leahy, 
member for Bnlloo. :J1r. Daniels told 31r. I.cahy that 
he was in nePd of Govel'nment assistance in con~e­
quencc of great expense on his election petition. 
J\Tr. Kidston only said that Mr. lhniels told him 
that he lm;i been introduced to Mr. \Vithers by 
1\Ir. Leahy, the hon. tnmnberfor Hnlloo. I don;t 
see any lmnn in that. \Vhat is there in that to 
show that the hon. member for Uockhampton 
wished to traduce the character of the hon. 
member for Bnlloo? There was no such quest.ion 
in the matter. But what do we get in Mr. 
Daniels's evidence? He says distinc'.ly that Mr. 
\Vithers told him he mn:;t win the election from 
wt:at :\Ir. Leahy told him; so conser1uently Mr. 
\V1thers thought Mr. Daniels was worlh buying 
on that. account. He only wanted to buy him. 
1\ir. \V1thers may have been misled-hemay have 
thoug!Jt that 1\Ir. lJaniels could wield consider­
able influ!'nce with ~he Labour party, and thn,t 
he would be able to mduce us not to carry out 
one of the foremost planks in our platform. 
Personally, I do n<>t think Mr. Daniels could 
have i111iuced any hon. member on this side to 
vote for tllie or any such railway. I don't know 
any .hon .. member of this party who would 
ren1a1n silent and not offer uwst strenuous 
opposition to the introduction of such a system 
of railway con,trucLion, but evidently the.jmlge 
and Mr. Vvit.hc·rs thought otherwi,e. In the 
last paragraph hut one, the report says-

-whether Daniels possessed inOncncc over members in 
the Ilou!:'e or not it i~ impossible to ~my, but there is no 
doubt that when \i\"lthers made his offer he believed 
Daniels had such influence, nnd i.f declared eleeted 
Daniels wonld certainly a.-; n member have been able t~ 
ab~tain from stonewalhng, and thereby to help in the 
passing of the Bill. 

Evidently the judge was under the impression 
that Mr. Daniels had a great deal of influence· 
but even if the uJOst prominent member, th~ 
leader of this party, tried to induce hon. mem­
bers on this side-of course, I am sure he would 
not-not to show strenuous opposition to 
measures of this sort, I am satisfied he won!d 
not succeed. His influence would be prac­
tically nothing. But we see the influence 
that ~he agent of this company tried to effect, 
and 1t seems to me that the arguments 
. adduced and the examples given by hon. 
?Tiembers on this side show that it is absblutely 
/.m possible to carry 1mt thj~ s:ystern of mil w;>y 

construction-under which public franchises are 
granted to private individuals-with benefit to 
the colony, and that our attitude in not remain­
ing silent was justifiable. \V e know that whether 
it came with the introduction of this system or 
later on, it must lead to a considerable amount 
of corruption. This has been proved in dozens 
and dozens of cases. Time and again it has 
been seen that men connected with public insti­
tutions have been bought for the purpose of sup­
port.ing the giving of public franchises to private 
companies, and wherever the system obtains, 
there is no doubt that corruption creeps in. That 
is the reason why we on this side oppose this 
system. \Ve know that the object these people 
have in view-which is not only ostem.ible, bnt 
which is avowed by them-is to try and capture 
P~>rliament, in the interests of British investors. 

Mr. flTOHY: In your case, individually, are 
they able to do that? 

Mr. TURLEY: I can only say I have never 
been tempted, and consequently I have not 
fallen. \Vhat may happen in my case, I do not 
attempt to prophesy; but I have a fair amount 
of confidence in myself. I think the action of 
the hon. member for Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston, 
is completely justified by the evidence adduced. 
I must say that I compliment the hon. gentle· 

man opposite in dropping thiR Bill 
[5'30 p.m.] on the production of this report, 

becan'e I think it is a good thing 
for the Govemment, or fnr any party in politics 
to say, that when this kind of thing comes out, 
"\V e will not go any further with you." I do 
not believe in introducing this system at all, 
because it is bad, nnd may lead to corruption. 
If tht public uutside get the idea that the public 
men of thiH colony are acting in such a way that 
thry are prepared to Fell the best interests of the 
colony for a consideration, it will be a bad thing 
for our parliamentary iustitut.ions. I should 
like to point out that you cannot have a case of 
this sort coming up and being made public 
without the suspicion being bound to arise in 
the mind of every person who hears of it, that 
this systerr: has induced the introduction of cor­
ruption, or attemptfld cnrrut>tion, a1nougst nwtn­
bers, and it will be said, "This one case has 
been found ont, how many cas<os ttrr there behind 
this that have not been discovered?" 

Mr. HIGGS (Fortitnde Valley) : I do not 
propose to detain the House at ~>ny great length. 
I think the Premier has taken the only course 
open to him in withdrawing this Bill from con­
sideration. I only hope that, as the proposed 
line would appear to have such excellent pros­
pects that the British Uailways Coq;oration are 
prepared to expend a lot of money to get a 
Bill through for it, the Government will come 
down next Heesion with a proposal to build the 
line with State woney. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: Borrowed money. 
Mr. HIGGS: With money borrowed on the 

credit of the nation. I am s»tisfied that it will 
get a great dAal more support-inasmuch as it 
promises to pay-than a number of those lines 
which the Commrssioner for Hailways states 
can nut be expected to pay for many years, hut 
which hon. members of this House are prepared 
to build with State money. I think hon. members 
on the other side have endeavoured to get away 
from the re,l] question at issue. It is a fact that 
a gentleman named vVithers, who has, I am 
informed, haunted us in this Chamber for a 
number of months, has admit.ted that he was 
v.il!itJg to pay Mr. Henry Daniels the snm of 
£lli0 in cash, nnd to give him a number of 
shares, if he would use his influence to get this 
Dill through the House . 

Mr. SToRY: He offered it for silence-to pre­
vent sblll\)Wa!ling. 
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Mr. HIGGS: Yes; he offered it for silence. 
Mr. Withers admits that he was willing to give 
Mr. Daniels this money. 

Hon. D. H. DALRnrnE : It was to go back 
again. 

Mr. HIGGS: Mr. ·withers states that he 
expected the money back ogain from Mr. 
Daniels. \Veil, I would like hon. members to 
tell us when it happened that a philanthropic 
gentleman like Mr. Withers decided to assiHt a 
man like Mr. Dauiels out of pure philant-hropy­
a man well known to h<tvP. been a member of the 
Opposition side of the HuuHe, opposed to the 
Government and the construction of private rail­
ways, and in favour of the construction of ~tat'e 
railways. On the face of it, it is very unlikely 
that any company promoter from the old country 
is going to come to Queenshnd and give or lend 
to Mr. Daniels, or any other man in :Mr. 
Daniels's position, the sum of £1GO, simply 
because Mr. Daniels tells him that he has been 
put to great expense in connection with the 
Cambooya petition. I am sure the hon. member 
for Mackay--

Hon. ll. H. DALRYMPI,E: I knew you were 
going to refer to the hon. member for 111ackay. 
Can't you find S•>meone else for your illustration? 

Mr. HIGGS : I cannot help it. The hon. 
member fills the Chamber, and one cannot over­
look him. He has been waiting there ever since 
this discuseion commencer! ".xpectingn:embers on 
this side to trip, and every time he thinks they 
trip he makes a mark on his paner, and later on 
he will make a spePcb in his usual way endea­
vouring to cast odium on members on this side. 
I remember when the hon. member for Rock­
hampton mentioned this matter first and said he 
had seen :1 letter hut could not give the no me of 
the writer or disclose the contents of the letter at 
th<tt time, the hnn. member for Mackay said 
immediately, "It looks very fishy." 

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: So it did. 
Mr. HIGGS : And in every possible way he 

tried to ridicule the h•m. member and cnst 
odium on this side because lhe hon. member did 
not produce his lette-r. If he had then produced 
the letter he would have cnmmitte<l a hreach of 
confidence, and the hon. member for J:llackay 
would have been the first to get up and point out 
how ungentlemanly the hem. member for R·>ck­
hampton was in hreaking his word, and in being­
guilty of mch a broach of etif[uette. A problf m 
has been submitted to hon. m8mbers this after­
noon which they may work out for themselves, 
and it is this: If \Vitbers was prepared to 
advance £150 to Mr. Daniels, a person outside 
tbis House, how much was he prepared to offer 
to members inside thie House.-if he s<mld gE·t 
one who w~uld so fnr forget himself as to listen 
to him-to give hi• support to this Bill? 

Hon. D. H. DAT,l\YlllPI,T<J : How mnch to the 
hon. memher for l<'ortitnde Valley? 

Mr. HIGGS: \Vel!, he has not come near 
either of the members for FOI"titude V.-t!ley. 
Probably be knows what he might expect if be 
did. I know what be might expect, anyway. 
I know this, too, that Mr. Daniels is in a very 
unfortunate position in having once listened to a 
m>tn like \Vithers. 

MEMBERS on the Government side: Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. HIGGS: If, when Mr. \¥ithers did C<nne 
to him, he had said, "You have come to the 
wrong shop. Go elsewhere "--
M~~Mmms on the Governnwnt side : Hear, 

hear! 
Mr. HIGGS: Then this Cloncnrry Rllilway 

Bill would have heen I)ljt through, no doul>t. 
Inasmuch as Mr. Daniels has produced a letter 
which Mr. \Vither, admits that he wrote, we 
must, I think, conclude that Mr. \Vithe"' has 
endeavoured to use his influence with other 

persons in the cmmnunity of Queensland, and 
probably has been snccessful. \Ve c:'n hardly 
believe anything el"" than that Mr. \V1thers has 
gone to other persons besides !VIr. Daniels, and 
that he wrote lettero to them. If he did write 
let' Ars to them-and it is rumoured in town that 
he did-then those letters have not been divulged. 
In order that those who read Han.~ard shoulcl 
have an opportunity of reading the judge's 
report--

Hon. D. H. DAr.HYMPLE : Judge Real's report 
on Daniels? 

Mr. HIGGS: No; Judge Mansfield's report. 
The hon. gentleman is very innocent, and wants 
.Tnd"e Real's opinion on !VIr. Jhniels. If the 
hon~ gentleman likes, and it is in order, I will 
read for him the report of the sc!Act committee 
in the Cambooya case. Considering the way 
Mr. Daniels has· be<m vilified this afterno•lll, it is 
certainly due to him that the opminn of the 
select comrni ttee sh nuld be given, together with 
the addendum of the hon. member for Dalby, 
Mr. Bell, which statces that if the state of affairs 
a.s disclosed in the c>tse of the Cambooya elec­
torate exists in all the electorates in Queensland, 
some drastic revision of the electoral rolls is 
necessnry, pr<wing th:tt Mr. Ihniels WitS justified 
in the action he took in end ea vouriug to gain thA 
seat. I think it will he advantageous if I read 
the report of .Tu<lge Mansfield on this matter. 
It is as follows :-

From the evidence tnkcn in this matter it appears 
that Henry .John With8l'S h~ts for t.hc laF't three years 
b(~en acting in QnP-cnsland :-~.s the representative of the 
Bt•itish fJolonial Railways Corporation. whieh is the 
applicant for t,he Xormanton-Oloncnrry Railway Rill. 

About two and a-half year:;~ ago \Vithrr;;; made the 
acqmtintnnec of HP.nry Daniels, then member for 
Cambnoya, who lost his t\eat in l890. 

From Jnlv to Oetnher, HlU9, 1Vithers s:tw Daniels 
occa:-:ionalh; in the street, and Daniels used to tPll him 
thin\.':S nbo.nt his election troubles. About October, 
1899, Danicls told Withers that he bad lost a lot of 
money over his election petition. 

·withers says he does not remember Daniels telling­
him he had a chan<~e of b:'coming a nwmher; hut 
naniels says he told him, and I think it ha.rfl!.v pnssihle 
that ·wither~ eoultl, in his position, have henn ignorant 
of ttw fn<"'t that Dnniel~ hnfl. at :wy rate son1e ch~nce 
of hcPoming· a, mmnher. as he admits Daniels told him 
of his c1Pc1ion troub!Ps, and he would hR.YC been sure 
to mention hi~ object in petitioning and his chanees of 
RllCt'Cf<S. 

On hen.ri.ng of Danif'l!i'~ losses. \Vithen; told him he 
knew of n svndkate which was hcln~ formed to tal\.: A np 
certain co,Jper lodes at Clonenrry, and naniels had 
lJettcr h:we a shat1~~he also F.aid he wonld writ.e to 
Daniels on the snhjeet. 

A letter [ ]i}:r.h '!;if 1 J was written hy WithrJ'R to D:tmPls 
on fith Novemher, lRfW. which eontai.nR an offnr of :t 
share in a. syndicate h1 whieh e:v•h member was to TJHY 
down £125. and on the passing· of the Bill to r~eeivc his 
£125 1Jac~k. ancl H50 l'nlly pairl-np share-" inn emnJlfl.ny 
then to he fOJ'nlC!L \Vitherx offered to lJHY the £135 for 
nnnicls. an cl in his evidennt~ \Yitlwrs says that lle ex­
pected to get this :-mm b:wk if the Bill Jl!IS-"Pd a nil the 
company was floatt·d, n.ncl to lose it if the Bill did uot 

, pa~s; so it is evident that Withers did not. look to 
Dnnicls for repaymnnt it' the Tiill did no! pa..~s. 

'''it hen:: made this ofT er to Daniels heeam~P.. as he 
says, Da.niels hnll hcen connected with Parliament, aml 
had previously told him he fmnld prevent mP~nbers 
~tonewalling the Bill, and beeau~e he wanted 1nm to 
get others not to stonewall the Bill. 

naniels snYs that he promif<ed not to stonewall the 
Rill if 'rit.he'i·s gave hi1n the share aud paid the money 
for him. 

This \Yithcrs denies, but if tVither:-: knmv Daniels 
had a {~l·ance of bPcmnin~ a mP.mlJer he wonld hnve 
bePn :mre to get Uanieh•'s pronthW not to stonewaJl 
llim~elf as well as llh3 promi;.;e to prevent others 
doing so. . 

1,~Thcther Daniel~ pos:-:e~sed infinf'nre over members 111 
thn Hou..:e or not it i~ impo~sihle to sa.y: hut there is 110 

doubt that when "-u,hers made his otfer he lwlieved 
Dauicls h:Hl :-:ncll infinr.nce, and, if dN•lared elceted, 
Daniels wnnhl cprtainly as a member have brun able to 
alMtain from Rtoncwnlling: and thereby to help iu the 
passing of the Bill. 
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In my opinion, this offer to Daniels was made as a 
bribe to induce him to abstain from stonewalling him­
self and to use lus mtluence to prevent others doing 
so-thnt is to say, to indnce l>aniels, from a hope of 
pecuniary gain and not from conviction, to act in such 
a way a.s to make the l_Jassing of the Railway Bill more 
probable. 

B. MANSFIELD. 
Brisbane, 11th Decemberj 1900. 

Efforts have been made to somewhat discredit 
Judge Mansfield in this matter, but when he 
wa3 appointed to conduct the inquiry everybody 
seemed to be quite satisfied that be was a man of 
sufficient ability and integrity to carry out the 
inquiry in a regular way. I am satisfied that 
the judge's report shows that the members on 
this Ride of the House, who have consistently 
opposed these syndicate railway Bills, who have 
quoted authority after authority-authorities 
like the present Chief Justice, the Attorney­
General, and other politicians who spoke in this 
House years ago on this question-to the effect 
that the system of private construction of rail­
wa.ys would lead to gross irregularities in the 
public body, had every reason for taking up the 
attitude we did take up in this House. And I 
think that the hon. member for Mackay, and 
other hon, members who, like him, endeavoured 
to cover us with ridicule and contempt, should 
offer an apology for the terms in which they 
stigmatised us during the debates. 

Hon. D. H. DAT,RHJPLJ<J: I used no terms to 
render an apnlogy necessary. 

Mr. HIGGS: That is only the opinion of the 
hon. member, but I appeal to his sense of honour 
whether, in view of the disclosures which have 
been made through this inquiry, he should not 
withdraw the statements which he has made 
about members on this side of the House. 

Hon. D. H. DAr,RYMPLE : Tell me the state­
ments. 

Mr. HIGGS : The statements are that our 
minds were filled with a suspicion which was 
absolutely grnundless, and that the action of the 
hon. member for Rockhampton in referring to 
that letter, and his refusal to break the con­
fidence reposed in him, was a very fishy trans­
action. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYil!PLE : \Vhen were thooe 
tPrms used? 

Mr.HIGGS: Intheeil(htllnumberof Hansard, 
on the Dth of August last, the hon. m<·mber will 
see that he interjected to the hon. member for 
lto<;kharnpton that it was a very fishy trans· 
actwn, or words to that effect. The hon. 
member will probably rise later on, and endea­
vour by ridiculing hon. members on this side of 
the House to draw the minds of hnn. m ern bers 
away from the judge's report, but I hope that 
hon. members will not be so drawn awav from 
the main issue. The hrm. merHber for 'Bulloo 
referred to some action of the hon. member for 
Rockhampton when he was not a member of thi~ 
House. 

.l\1r. STEPHENS: HP was a member at the time. 
Mr. HIGGS : In 1895? 
.l\1r. SMITH: In 189fj, 
Mr. HIGGS: I think it was said that the 

matter happened in 1805, and that the hon. 
member was not then a member of the House. 

:Mr. STEW ART: He was not a member. 
Mr. HIGGS: '!.'he hon. member, who is the 

representative of the adjoining electorate, say' 
the prt·sent member for ltockhamptnn was not 
then a member of the House. I should like hon. 
members to notice the distinction between acts 
of tmde or commerce or speculation which are 
carried on by individuals outside this House 
and thnse acts which comprise the doing 
of certain things by public men on account of 
their influance as public men. If I go into the 
drapery, grocery, or any other business, 
and I am forced by competition to adnpt 

the tricks of trade, I suppose that is only 
what everybody else in business does. \Ve ali 
know what is carried on through competition 
outside in trade and commerce, but there is 
a very great difference between that kind of 
thing and when a member is elected to this House 
as the representative of a constituency. He is 
supposed to do his best as a public man on behalf 
of the whole public; and I say, although allow­
ance might be made for me as a private indi­
vidual owing to the competition that exists in 
trade and commerce, when I come into this 
House, after having told the public I will en­
deavour to serve them to the best of my abilities, 
and I use my influence as a public man for my 
own private ends, then I am acting a part which 
is unworthy of a representative in this House, 
and a part which should bring upon me strong 
condemnation in every q narter. I do not know 
anything about this case which has been brought 
forward by the bon. member for Bulloo, but it 
is only due to any member on this side of the 
House, if another member makes a charge against 
him, that there should be an inquiry held. Let 
a select committee be appointed, or a judge, and 
let him be instructed to carry out an inquiry 
open both to the Press and the public. Just in 
passing, I would like to mv I regret very much 
that the inquiry held by Judge Mansfield was 
not with open doors. 

HONOURABf,E MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. HIGGS: I think that all inquiries which 
affect the vublic should be open to the Press and 
the public. The Premier to-day has cleared the 
hon. member for Hockhampton. He has stated, 
in reply to a question I asked, that ht> believes 
the instructions wt>re given by ,J tulge ]}lansfield, 
who, in the case of the North Chillagoe inquiry, 
decided that it should be open to the public, 
but, in the case of this inquiry, decided that the 
Press should be excluded upon his own responsi­
bility. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: At the wish of the 
hon. member for Rockhampton. 

Mr. HEID: No; the hon. member did not 
wish it. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYJ\lPI,E: \Vel!, on his advice. 
Mr. REm : He did nothing of the kind. 
Mr. HIGGS: The hon. gentleman, who is 

always anxious to have correct definitions, 
and to give correct definitions, knows very 
well that the term "wish" does not de>crihe 
the action of the hon. member for Rockhamvton. 
I can understand tlutt any hon. member, case­
hardened thongh be may be, under the awe­
inspiring influence of a judge, might probably 
defer to the judge's opinion at any time. It is 
only a member like the hon. member for Mackay, 
who has no reverence at all for anybody in a 
public position, who would be ablP. to maintain 
his own opinion and demand that the inquiry 
should be held with open doors and with the 
Press present. 

Mr. REill : Trust the people, 
Mr. HIGGS: It is drawing near 6 o'clock, 

and I have not much more to say. The debate 
OJJened very warmly--

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: As the sun goes 
down it is cooling. 

Mr. HIGGS: :Fur the honour and dignity nf 
this House, I am pleased that the debate has not 
gone on the lines with which it commenced. I 
think it tended to developing into a very stormy 
time, and things might have been said wl>icb, when 
reported to-morrow, "'" might have been very 
sorry for. There is no occasion for any heat in the 
matter. ,T udge Mans field has stated that the man 
\Vithers, who has occupiEd the position usually 
k~pt for distinguished visitors for many months, 
is guilty of endeavouring to use uudue influence; 
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and I hope that hon. members on the other side 
will be a little more careful of the company that 
they keep. 

Mr. STORY: Some of his friends are on your 
side. 

Mr. HIGGS: I am sure no member on this 
side of the House has ever B.pproached Mr. 
Speaker or the Chairman of Committee<, and 
asked either of them to permit the introduction 
of a friend to the lobby of the Mr. \Vithers's 
st~mp. 

Mr. REm: He d0es not ask permission; he 
walks in. 

Mr. HIGGS: If the hon. members opposite 
ea': discover any gentleman of the type of Mr. 
\V1thers introduced by a wember on this side I 
hope he will bring the matter up in Parliament 
as a question that it is necessary for Parliament 
to consider. It m:ty be admitted that it was a 
pity Mr. Kidstou was not able to disclose thi.s 
letter, becan.se it might h:we resulted in the 
st~lppage of these private syndicate railway 
ll!lls, and, personally, I think that would have 
been a very good thing for (lneensland. I must 
s:ty that if the Premier will reconsider this Bill, 
anfl bring it in as a State line, he will have the 
support of the whole of the members on this side. 

Mr. BrtiDGES: Will Y<Hl support it? 
Mr. HIGGS: I will. 
Mr. STOllY (Balonne): ThPre is one point of 

view in this m:ttter that I do not think hem. 
gentlemen have looked at or discussed at all, 
and it is a very peculiar one. \Vhen Mr. 
Withers <tpproached with the intention to bribe 
a member of Parliament, what was his inten· 
tion? In years gone by the debates in this 
Hou<e, I understand, were conducted with 
decorum, lasted :1 reasonable time, and a vote 
was arrived at to decide one way or another, but 
of late years obstruction in the shape of talk has 
developed to such immense proponions that l\1r. 
\Vithers approached a man, who was an ex­
member on the Labour side, for the purpose of 
~nying what? Silence-situ ply that. There 
IR no record that Mr. Withers said, "I will 
pay you so much for your vote." He simply said, 
"You can vote as you like, but do not stone­
wall the Bill. I will pay you so much to stop 
talking and to get your friends to stop talking." 
That is exactly and entirely the position. 

Mr. REm : \Vho t<~ld you that? 
Mr. STORY: In Mr. Daniels's evidence he 

st<ttes that he said to Mr. \Vithers, "I will not 
take it under the conditions, as I may n<it vote 
for tlw Bill." Mr. \Vithers sn.id, "I do not 
expect you to vote for the Bill. I wttnt you to 
promise that you won't talk the matter ont." 
\V e may easily conceive that the reputation of 

hon. members of the Labour p,trty, 
[7 p.m.] nnenvbble as it is, has passed beyond 

the limits of this colony-that it 
has penetrated to Bngland-and I can well 
understand the agent of this Normantun­
Cloncurry line representing to his directors 
that the only danger he had to fear with 
reg,trd to the passage of this Bill, was the 
s• onewalling tactics of h<m. members opposite; 
thc.t he could rely on the good sense of hon. 
members of the Government party not to oppose 
this Bill; that the only obstruction would come 
from the other side. There is a very peculiar 
part in JI.'Ir. Daniels's evidence, which proves 
conclusively that the only danger that Mr. 
Withers Sl1W with regard to the passing of this 
Bill was the excessive talk by hon. members of 
the L'tbonr party. Mr. Daniels said-

I won't take it under those conditions a~ I might not 
vote for the Bill. 

Mr. \Vithers said-
I don't expect you to vote for it, but I want you to 

promise that yon won't talk tile 1natter out-we have 
enough votes in the House now to carry it. 

So there was no bribe for a vote ; but merely for 
silence. 

Mr. \V. HAMILTON : He said that at the 
Gresham when shontiug- champag-ne. 

Mr. STORY: Were ynu there? 
Mr. \V. HAMILTON: I know that. 
Mr. STORY: I do not know anything about 

it. Mr. Daniels al.so g<tve the following evi­
dence:-

lie-
That was Mr. Withera-
then asked me to go to Danicls's or Lennon's Hotel, 
and we went into the parlour. I promised him I would 
not talk the Bill out. When at Lennon't~. he sn.id a 
good many of the members were ~o;harcholders nnrter the 
conditions that they wonld let the BiH pHss-tha.t, iR, 
they would not talk it out. I wan tort. to know the full 
conditi.ons. Ho said, '' rruc conditions ar~ that every 
member joining' the syndicate pny £12.) down in easb, 
and when the Rill is passed cad1 m em her will rccei ve :18 
his share £125 in casll and 650 fully vaid-up shares. 
\\~ith regard to the £1~.} you get wlwn the Bill is pa .... sed, 
if yon lil\:e T'll ~ive yon dte £U:> UO\V, as I'm t{Uite sure 
tile Bill will pas~. l have £60.000 to xpentl O\rPr the 
mntter, from members or the r .. oc.don syndicate, and 
mentioned nnmes of men behind iL in England." 

l\1~;~IBERR of the T,abour party: Ah! 
Mr. STORY: 
I told him "I don't wnnt the money. bnt you do 

this in your usua.J \\'a.y, the same as with other 
member:-;." 
Then I wbh hon. members oppoeite to pay par­
ticular attention to thi" part of Mr. l>aniels's 
evidence-

He a-.ked me H I knew or other members of the 
IJal.Jonr partJ who wonld lil\.e to become shareholders 
nndcr the same conditions. I promised to make 
inquiries and let him know. 
Mr. \Vithers said he hnd £GO,OOO to spend over 
the matter, and Mr. Dauiels was promised, in 
effect, £1,425 if be would not talk the Bill out. 
~lr. Daniels was a man who had no seat in the 
House and he could not be of any g-reat value. 
So I tn.ke it Mr. Withers would have put a double 
value on the snpport of an actual Labour mem­
ber; and if you multiply 2,8:)0 by 21 vou have 
£59,Bfi0--witbin £Fi0 of £60,000, and I have no 
doubt th>1t that £li'i0 would have been divided 
between the hon. members for Rockhampton and 
Enoggera. Now, I think it would pay the country 
to give the m em hers of the Labour party £120,000 
for them to hold their tongues during the last 
four or five months so that we could do some· 
bnHiness. 

i\lEMBgRs on the Government side: llear, 
hear! 

Mr. STORY: The extraordinary loquacity of 
hnn. memtlers opposite is prevent.ing beneficial 
public legislation being p:.ssed. The people 
engaged in the pastoral industry are crying out 
for legislation; selectors are being ruined, and 
children in the back blocks are not being 
educated-all owing to the overwhelming talk on 
tbP part of hc,n. members opposite. 

Mr. \V. HAMIT/rON: That is not tr11e. 
Mr. Sn;PHENSON : It is perfectly true. 

Mr. STORY : I wish to retrace my steps to 
explain that I do not include the leader of the 
Labour J>'1rty in what I have said with regard to 
the £GO.OOO, for I do n,>t think it likely for a 
moment that he wiil take any part ~n collecting 
that sum. The other night I was lying on that 
bench, when mo,t of the hon. members where 
fast a"leep, and one unf,>rtunat.e individual on 
the ot.her side was droning out long extracts 
from English papers and old ~English r'1ilway 
Acts, dealing 11 ith the prevention of people 
falling trees on roacls, and HO forth. I went to 
sleep, and when I woke up, just as the g-rey 
dawn 'Aae breaking am! the morning sun was 
making its appearance, I found the same hon. 
memher on his feet still droning, and ot.hers 
followed. How can anyone call that legitimate 
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and proper debating? No. Does any man 
mean to say that such a course of procedure here 
would dn good to the country? Certainly not. 
It was simply a huge waste of time, and I think 
Mr. \Vithers was justified in thinking that there 
was a great danger of this Rill being talked 
out by the Labour party, and he only offered 
to pay for silence. Knowing something of 
hon. members on thi,; side, Mr. \Vithers never 
approached any of them for tlw purpose of 
trying to bribe them to silence. \Ve supported 
the second reading of this Bill. A great number 
of hon. members on thie side had never seen 
Mr. Withers till then. Mr. Withers thought the 
matter ':'as of th.e g~eatest importance, and that 
the passmg of tlus B11l would he of great benefit 
to the colony that he did all he eould to trv and 
secure its passage. But he did 110t approach 
hon. members on this side, because he knew 
they wer.e sensihl!e men, .and it would be against 
t~e11· policy to obstruct 1ts pas,age in any way. 
But he knew that hon. members opposite would 
obstruct it in every possible way-that that 
Wits their policy. 'l'o leave that question for a 
moment and come to lVlr. Daniels. He got this 
letter on the Gth November, 189!l over thirteen 
months ago. \Vhat kind of an lwnest man is 
it who would carry a bribe, or an attempt to 
b.rihe, in his pocket until he thought the proper 
t1me came for presenting it? 

Mr. HARDACRE: Does he not explain the 
reason? 

Mr. R'l'ORY: If he had been what has been 
claimed for him here, he would have brought that 
letter at once to the Premier ancl said, "Here is 
th!' sort of m>tn you are working th,-se syndicate 
ra1lways for;" and the Premier who, without any 
pressure at all, promised that if any attempt at 
bribery :1.t all could be proved he would at once 
drop the railway, would ha.ve done the same 
thing if Daniels had shown him that letter. But 
~aniels, in.-.teacl of ~oiug that, nncl, :1.ccording to 
h1~ own evidence, Without answering it or telling 
W1thers whether he was going to accept his offer 
or net, kept the thing in his pocket and carried 
it about with him for nt"ar!y a year befnre he said 
a word to anyone about it. 

. Mr .. HAIWACRE : Can't you be fair enough to 
give his own rAaRon fnr that? 

Mr. STORY : He only spoke to the hon. 
membAr for Rockhamptnn about four mouths 
ago. 'l'hat hou. member seems to me to have 
the most peculiar ideas of honour I ever heard 
of. He thought he could not possibly outrage 
the confidence reposed in him. \Vhat eonfidence 
can any rogue give to an honest man? DirPctly 
Daniels shower! him that letter, the hon. mem­
ber's duty as l1 man, as an honest mn,n, ann a 
member of the House, was to have said to 
the Premier-" I have that letter now and I 
claim your promise to abandon the lin~." \Ve 
all know that the Premier wou:cl l1ave clone it at 
once. The hou. member keeps it until some­
thing has taken place which secures the other 
man from some sort of opposition he expected. 
'l'hey both keep the damaging document in 
their possession, and if it had been found out 
that the hon. member for Rockhampton was in 
possession of the information in t.his document 
would he no~ have been in just the same positio~ 
as paniels-both having a guilty knowledge of a 
gmlty document? 'I' here is no question at all 
that the hem. member quite mistook his duty as 
a member of this House, and did not know it as 
an honest man when he kept it to himself as he 
did, a.nd did not at once make public the fact 
~hat D~niels had told him he had been approached 
m an l!"t;roper manner. He says he was only 
to use 1t m an emergency. But can we believe 
for a moment that if some man had committed 
a crime-and I hold that this was a crime-it 
was a crime against good taste, and against 

honour and honP.sty? 'l'he hon. member for 
Barcoo laughs, I see; but all he knows about 
that he is likely to learn from books, n,s I do not 
suppose there is any intuitive knowledge he 
could have of these things. 'l'he hon. member 
for Rockhampton had knowledge of the crime 
perpetrated, and the Premier's promise was 
there, and good at any time within the last 
four months if he wished to take advantage 
of it. 'l'he hon. gentleman could have claimed 
the fulfilment of that promise at any time, but 
until a certain thing was done, and the opposition 
from which Daniels might have suffered was 
done away with, he was content to remain a par­
ticipator in the guilty secret with Mr. Daniels 
and Mr. \Vithers. I think the hon. member 
must have strained his notions of honour al­
together wl,en he said he could not betray the 
confidence of Daniels. If a man came and told 
him that he had cmr.mitted a crime, would the 
hem. memher have felt hound to withhold th:1t 
knowledge lest he should break that man's confi­
dence? If he did, he would be an accessory after 
the fact, and would he punishable by law. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: Is this a crime? 
1\Ir. STORY: It is one of the greatest crimPs 

that could he committer! to approach a mPmhPr 
of P11rliament in order to bribe him, and it is a 
crime in the eyes of the law. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : 'l'hen \Vithers 
ought not to be walking about. 

Mr. STORY: \Vhy, the Gatton murderers 
might have confided in somebody or annthPr, 
and if they did would the hon. member claim 
that confi<lence should not be betrayed iu that 
c 'se? Certainly not. No ; there i" something 
far higher than that, and it is :1 great pity the 
hon. member for Rockhampton did not know it. 
I am not going to detain the House very long, 
but I wish to refer to the hon. memher for Bris­
bane South and his remark" about the hon. 
member for Bulloo as manager of the Union 
l\iortgage and Agency Company. The hon. 
member said there were two directors of the 
company in London, and the manager of the 
company here would be interested in what they 
were interested in. Tf the hon. member had any 
knowledge or experience of business circles, he 
would never say that a director of a company would 
for a moment endeavour to control Lhe actions of 
his manager in order to get his vote <H' support. 
'l'he hon. member for Bullno informs me that 
neither. of the gentlemen referred to are in the 
company at the present time. If what the hem. 
member suggested were so, evpry clerk in the 
company's office might be accnsed in the s>tme 
way. That sort of argument wn,s too absurd 
n,ltngether, 

Mr. LEAHY: It is nothing coming from a m:1n 
who admits that he was a smuggler. 

Mr. STORY : 'l'hat is between the hon. mem­
her's conscience and himself. \Ve know that 
these companies have their branches all over the 
colonies, and to say that because directors have 
their own interests they press them upon their 
managers and employees to get them to carry 
ont certain things, is only to speak in complete 
ignorance of the way in which a large business 
is carried on. Another thing the l10n. m em her 
said was not, I think, altogether correct. He 
sairl he was out vVest a littl<> time ago, and he 
would not like to repeat in this House, or outside 
of it, the th iugs he heard said about the hon. 
member for Bulloo. 

Mr. LEAHY: He was lying. 
Mr. STORY: He has made a trip there, and 

what he heard I do not know, but I know that I 
lived there for nearly twenty yen,rs, and the hon. 
member fnr Bulloo was always a prominent man 
there, and I must say that except that people 
might say that the hon. member has got a way 
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of riding over people who stand in his way, and 
that sort of thing, I have never heard one word 
questioning his honour or integrity. 

MEMBERS on the Government side: Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. BROWNE: He had got an awful character 
when I was out there. 

Mr. i:3TORY: I suppose there are some men 
,]ways ready to speak evil of others, and they 
will readily confide in people who want to hear 
these sort of things. This whole thing resolves 
itself into this: That an attempt was made to 
bribe a man who was supposed to have influence 
in the Labour party. There haa not been one 
assertion made that any attempt whatever was 
made upon anyone on this side. 

MEMlmHs of the Opposition: Oh, oh! 
J\fr. LESINA: It wasn't necessary. 
Mr. i:3TORY: By anybody at imy time, and 

yet for weeks past this party has been accused 
of being the tools of syndicates and boodlers and 
o,ll that hart of thing. Is it not very strange 
that all these boodlers and syndicators here 
should all support the Pmmier in abandoning the 
very best line that could possibly be made in 
Queensland, because someone has been dishonest 
enou~h to try to bribe-not a member on this 
side, but one of the party on the other side of 
the House? We protect their honour as much 
as we can. Onr nwn honour is saJe. The Pre­
mier has done all he can to protect the honour 
of hon. members opposite and save them from 
thernsel ves. 

lHEiiiBEI\S on the Government side : Hear, 
hear! 

Mr. GIVENS: "While admitting that the 
Premier has had a somewhat disagreeable task 
this afternoon, and making all due allowance for 
hi;, feeling' of disappointment, and also. the 
feeling which he has in regard to the confidellce 
of the Government being outraged by the person 
he was negotiating with, yet, I think he has 
performed his task in a verv manly way; a.n1l if 
any congratulations which I can offer him are of 
any use, I do sincerely congratulate him on the 
stand he has taken. 

Mr. HAHDACRE: \Vait until next session. 
Mr. G I YENS : vV e are only dealing with 

the case as it at present exists, :md I say the 
Premier h:ts taken an honourable and manly 
stand, and I am inclined tn give him the fullest 
posRible credit for it. There has been some 
umatisfactory, anrl, I think, •mcalled for tactics 
introduced into thiR dehate. 

Hon. A. S. OoWLEY: Very unsatisfactory. 
Mr. GIV.ENS: The hon. inember for Bi1lloo 

when he got up to speak, instead of addressing 
him,elf to the question before the Honse, indulged 
in a tirade against the hon. member for Rock­
hampton. A Frenehman when he is defeated in 
nrgutnenb always retorts "tu qnoque," which 
being literally interpreted, means "you're 
another." That was the whole trend of the hon. 
member's argument. \Vhen something is charged 
againf-t a certain person, he retorts "you're 
another." 

Hon. A. S. OowLEY: And he proved it. 
Mr. GIVENS: He might have proved it to 

the satisfaction of such a biased mind as that of 
the hon. member fnr Herbert, but it remains to 
he seen whether he has proved it to the satis­
faction of anyone else. The hem. member for 
Bulloo complained very bitterly that he did not 
have an opportut.ity of giving evidence, but let 
me point out that he had ample opportunity of 
giving evidence this afternoon; but instead of 
doing that he launched out into this tirade against 
the hon. member for Rockhampton. 

Mr. LEAHY: I told you that Daniels struck 
me off the trihunal. That is the best proof. 

Mr. GIVENi:3: If the hon. member knows 
nothing about the case, then his evidence would 

be ahsolutely useless, and it would have been a 
work ot supererogation to call him before Judge 
Mansfield-that is, if what the hon. member 
&oated, that he knew nothing about it, was a fact. 

Mr. LEAHY : What was I referred to so often 
for? 

Mr. GIVENS: The references to the hon. 
member for Bulloo in the evidence and report 
have nothing to do with the matter, nor do they 
reflect on the hon. member. If you elimin"te 
the evidence of the hon. member for Rock­
hampton and Mr. Daniels, there is quite enough 
in the evidence given by Mr. \Vithers himself to 
condemn him as being a vile intriguer, whom the 
Government should never have entered into any 
nFgotiations with at all. Possibly the Govern­
ment did not know him; and I give the Premier 
credit for having said that it was a fortunate 
thing for the colony that Mr. With erR was found 
out, and that it would be a good thing for the 
colony if they had no more negotiations wit.h 
men of such a stamp. For my part, I place 
no value at all on any reference made to 
the hem. member for Bulloo. It does not 
influence my judgment in the slightest, nor do I 
think it reflects on the h<m. member. That 
being so, I contend that it was out of place for 
the hon. member tn occupy the at.tention of the 
H on se at such length in order to make a eh arge 
against the hon. member for Rockhampton, 
and which that hon. member has no opportunity 
of replying to. Now, what is this Mr. Withers? 
I was very nearly calling him a gentleman, but, 
considering the evidence he gave, that would be 
altogether a misnomer. He admits freely tho,t 
he offered this bribe to Mr. Daniels. 

Mr. LNAHY: He was looking for it. 
Mr. GIV.ENS: I am not accusing or excusing 

Mr. Jlaniels. That has nothing to do with it. 
\V e are discussing- the action of the ac:ent of the 
syndwate. It does not matter whether :Mr. 
Daniels is the vilest rogue who ever trod the 
earth or a so,int from: heaven, that does not alter 
the guilt of Mr. Withers. Mr. vVithers admits 
freely that he offered this bribe, and he gives as 
his reason-" I was anxious to get him into it 
because he had been connected with Parliament, 
a11d I told him I wanted him to get others not to 
stonewall the Bill." So that the bribe waR offerer! 
to Daniels with the distinct understanding that 
members of P"rliament were to bA influenced in 
return for the bribe. There is sufficient evidence 
that he bribed Daniels to influence Parliament 
in favour of the Bill. 

Mr. STOHY: \V e all know that. 
Mr. GIVENS: Then why did the hon. mem­

ber for Balonne make such elaborate excuses for 
Mr. Withers'! 

Mr. STORY : I did not excuse him at all. 
Mr. GIVENS: I distinctly heard the hon. 

member excuse him or try to do so, and it struck 
me at the time that the man who would excuse 
such a vile wretch as Mr. \Vithers is almost as 
bad as Mr. Withers himself. vVe have seen 
time after time Mr. \Vithers in the Minister's 
lobby while these "yndicate railways were goi!1g 
through. 1 have heard hon. members c>pposite 
disclaim knowing him, yet I have seen those 
same members go out and speak to him, and 
every time the gag was put on members on 
this side IV[r. \Vithers eTinned a grin of triumph 
that was visible to every member in the House. 
The hon. member for Balonne read members 
on this side a lecture on the proper conduct of 
business. I dare say the hon. member is a very 
high authority on his own side of the House, but 
I have yet to learn that he is accepted as a high 
authority by anybody else ; and, with regard 
to the honour and independence of mem­
bers on this side, I will say, fearlessly, 
that it compares favourably with the 
honour and independence of members on the 



2586 Port Norman, Etc., [ASSEMBLY.] Railway Bill. 

other side. We have sufficient honour and 
independence to deal with public questions, 
irrespective of any outside influence, which is 
more than the hnn. member for Balonne can say, 
because heiR manager of a large syndicate which 
comes to the Government for huge contracts, 
and which gets them in svite of not being the 
lowest tenderer. ' 

Mr. STORY : Who told you all that? 
Mr. GIVERS: The public records of the 

colony tell me. 
The PREMIER: The lowest tender is always 

accepteJ. 
Mr. G IVENS: If the lowest ter..der was taken 

in each case, I am prepared to aRsert that the 
aggregate tender would be lower than that of 
Cobb and Co. 

The PREMIER: No. 
Mr. G IV ENS : The hon. member alRO pointed 

out that Mr. ~Withers-and this was the excuse 
he made for him-did not bribe anyone to vote. 
He only bribed persons to be silent. The hnn. 

member argued that a dangerous 
[7"30 p.m.] development of talk on the part of 

Labour members with reference to 
these railway measures was a reason Lo justify 
Mr. Withers in his offer of a bribe. 

Mr. RTORY : I did not say justify. 
Mr. GIVENS: That was the whole trend of 

the argument of the htm. mernber-that Mr. 
\Vithers could represent to his principals in 
London that it was necessary to do something to 
stop the loql}aciousness of hem. members on this 
side of the House. But would •ny honourable 
man say that that justified Mr. Withers in his 
action. Then again, the hon. member said we 
had the statement of Mr. Daniels that Mr. 
\Vithers told him that he was authorised to 
spend £60,000 in order to insure the passage of 
the Bill, and the hon. member said that, basing 
his calculation on the amount offered to Mr. 
Daniels, it w"uld take the whole of that £60,000 
to bribe members on this side of the Chamber. 
The man who wants to bribe the Labour party 
will have to go ever so much higher than th>tt. 
Let rne also givP. an illustration, putting it in 
the form of a Rnrn in simple proportion. If it 
took £1,450 to bribe Mr. 1laniels, who was not a 
member of Parliament, how much would ~Mr. 
·withers be willing to pay to the Secretary for 
Railways? 

The SECRETARY ~'OR RAILWAYS: He never 
attempted anything of the sort with me. 

Mr. G IV ENS: I am not saying that he did, 
and I was careful to say that I only used that aq 
an illustration. It appears to me that it would 
take the whole of that £60,000 to bribe two or 
three hem. members on the opposite side of the 
House. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: He never 
approached any individual on this side of the 
House at all. 

Mr. GIYENS: 'l'he hon. gentleman cn,n only 
Rpeak for himself, and I am quite willing to 
believe that nobody approached him. I believe 
it was not necessary to approach him. Members 
on the other side may or may not have been 
approached. \Ve have no proof of it, uecause, 
as the hon. member for Rockhampton pointed 
out, it is very difficult to get documentary 
evidence in support of a charge of that natur·e. 
I am not in the posseRsinn nf legal proof ; I could 
not prove to the satisfaction of a judge or jury 
what I am about to say, hut I am aR morally 
certain as I am standing here that at least two 
members on the other side of the House have 
been approached. 

MEMBERS on the Government side: Name! 
Name! 

Mr. GIVENS: I am not going tfo give names, 
becAuse I have no proof. It is not possible to 
get the proof, because those men do not own any 

property in the syndicate. They know a little 
too much for that. But although they get up in 
this House and put their hands to their hearts 
and say they are not interested in the company, 
I believe that if the matter were investigated we 
should find that some very near friends of theirs 
were interested. I should feel inclined to spe:1k 
in a much milder tone on thi• matter were it not 
for the bitter remarks which have fallen from 
hon. members on the other side of the Chamber. 

Mr. BRIDGES: If the hon. member knows 
anything he should say it ; it is no use going 
near to it. 

Mr. GIVENS: Then hon. members opposite 
have alRo been accusm~;" the hon. member for 
Rockha'llptou, Mr. Kidston, of keeping the 
letter hack, and the Premier was very angry on 
that point. The hon. member for Rockhampton 
assured the House when be first spoke of the 
matter that he had a copy of the letter in his 
possession, and that he saw the original of the 
letter. It is a rule of this House that an hon. 
member's statement mnst be accepted, and the 
hon. member, having made that statement, I 
think it should have been accepted hy the 
HouRe, seGing that the hon. member did not 
make a bald aosertion, but pledged his honour 
for its correctness. 

The 8ECllE1'ARY ~'OR RAILWAYA: \Vhy did he 
not produce the letter ? 

Mr. GIVENS: The hcm. memher for Rock­
hampton produced the letter as Roon as he had 
the permission of the owner to do so, and I do 
n,>t think any hem. member can make any charge 
against him bec:mse he did not produce it until 
he had the permission of the person to whom it 
was addressed. I do not intend to occupy the 
time of the House any further on this matter. 
I desire again to congratulate the Premier on 
the stand he has taken in the Hou~e with regard 
to it, and with him I think it is a very great 
pity that the House was not in the possession 
of this information very much sooner. If we 
had been in possession of this information 
four months ago, it is very po'"ible that it 
would have very considerably influenced hnn. 
members, not only aR regards the Normanton­
Cloncurry Railway Bill, but as regards all the 
other private railway Bills which have occupied 
so much of the attention of the House this session. 
For that reason, I regret that the information was 
not in onr possession very much snoner. But see· 
ing thatthongh it only came at the eleventh hour, it 
has had the effect of exposing a vile scoundrel like 
Mr. Withers, who tried to ciominate this Parlia­
ment by means of bribes, I congratulate the Pre­
mier on the action he has taken in the matter, 
and am personally grateful to him for that 
action. 

Mr. STI~\VART (Ro!'khmnptnn North): Hon. 
members oppmite have my deepPRt sympathy in 
the unfortunate position in which they find them­
selves placed. (Laughter on the Government 
side.) I will do them the justice to say that 
they have endeavoured to escape from a very 
diflicult position iu as easy a mn,nner as it is 
possible for them to do. There is one thing in 
connection with this business that not only sur­
prises me, bnt disappoints and grieves me. 
\Vhen hon. memhers opposite, who appear to be 
so anxious about the honour of the country, and 
so desirous about maintaining the dignity and 
honour and reputation of members of Parliament, 
spoke on this question I expected that they would 
have praiRed the hon. member for Rockhampton 
for the action he has taken in the matter, and 
that they would have held up Mr. Daniels 
before the country as a man who should be 
honoured. (Laughter on Government side.) I 
thought they would have held him up as a man 
who should be honoured for Exposing the tricky 
and dangerous schemes of this gentleman, 
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Withers, who has been their associate in the 
lobbies of this House for so long, with whom 
they have drunk in the refreshment bar mrtny 
and many a time; with whom they have hob­
nobbed in the Queensland Club goodness knows 
how often ; and with whom they have sat in the 
visitors' room and wined and dined so often, but 
who is now found out and cast into utter 
oblivion. 

Mr. BROWNE: What about the champagne 
supper that he gave at the Gresharn? 

Mr. STEW AR'l.': The hon. the leader of the 
Opposition asks what about the champagne 
supper that he gave at the Gresham? 

The PREMIER : \Vho was there~ 
An HoNOURABLE MEMBEH: \Vas Daniels 

there? 
Mr. STEW ART: I do not think any hon. 

members on this side were therR. 
The PREMIER: There were none from this 

side there. 
Mr. STEW ART: The Premier says that 

none of the gentlemen on that side were there. 
I do not know, and I do not care. They may 
go to supper with the agent of the oyndicate 
every nig-ht for aught I c:tre. I do not care two 
straws what their conduct b in that direction. 
This is merely by the way. Let us address our­
se! ves to the quest ion before the House. 

HoNOUI\ABLE l'lhMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. STEW ART: Now, I expected that the 

hon. gentlemen opposite would have got up and 
praised Mr. Kid"ton, the member for Rock­
hampton, for his action-that they would have 
held Mr. Daniels up to the admiration of the 
entire colony, inasmuch as tha.t he had exposed 
the wild machinations of a gentleman whom they 
now characteri~e as a villain. 

The SECRETARY ~·on HAIL WAYS: Why did not 
he disclosfl it at once? 

Mr. STEW ART: Why di-1 he not expose it 
at once? If the hon. gentleman asks me my 
opinion on that point, I am quite willing to give 
it to him. The offence of Mr. Daniels was not 
that he did not disclose it soon enough, but that 
he has disclosed it too soon--that he did not 
take his money, put it in his pocket, and say 
nothing. That is the offt>nce l\Ir. Daniels has 
C<>mmitted-no other offence, 'fhe attitude of 
hon. gentlemen opposite abundantly justifies me 
in coming to that conelusion. The hon. member 
for Bulloo got up to justify himself, and instead 
of doing that he adopted the tactics of the marine 
creature calle.d the cuttle-fish. He tried to 
whiten himself by blackening the hon. member 
for Rockhampton. He tried to show what a 
vagabond the hon. member for Rockhampton was, 
as if that had anything to do with the question 
bAfore the House. 

Mr. LEAHY : He was the accuser. 
Mr. R1!31ll: No, he was not. 
Mr. S'l'J<JW AHT: The whole attitude of the 

hon. gentlemen opposite towards Mr. Kidston 
and l'lfr. Daniels, who have done the country a 
service by exposing this action of Mr. vVithers, 
i" one of condemnation. There has not been one 
eingle word of praise. \Vhat am I to conclude 
from that? 

Mr. STEPHENSON: That they do not deserve 
it. 

Mr. STRW ART: That the hon. gentlemen 
opposite, instead of b<·.ing pleased that the 
honour of Parliament has been vindicated, are 
sorry. They are sorry that the schemes of the 
syndicates have bPen found out. 

Mr. S•nJPHENSON : They are not so sorry as you 
are. 

Mr. STEW AHT : I can assure the hon. mem­
ber for Ipswich that I am not sorry. I never 
st.ood upon such a magnificent piece of velvet as 
I do at the present moment, and the hon. mem-

hers opposite recognise that. They see clearly 
what a powerful weapon is placed in the hands of 
the Labour party, and they know we have the 
voices to use it. 

MEmBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. STEvV ART : The hon. member for 

Bulloo, the agent of the syndicates in this 
Chamber, knows that. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
Mr. STEW ART: I am going to deal with the 

hon. member for Bulloo. \Veil, I think I will 
leave him just now-he is not of sufficient impor­
tance. 

Mr. LEAHY: I defy you. 
Mr. STEW ART : The hon. gentleman says, 

"I defy you." I tell the hon. member to 
remember this: There is no man so contemptible 
that it is wise to defy him ; and no man so 
powerful as to be beyond the reach of attack. 
The hon. gentlPman says that no member was 
approached except M1·. Daniels. vVhat does 
Mr. \Vithers say ? He says, " I did not approach 
anyone beyond Mr. Daniels." He is the man 
who, on his own confession, deliberately 
attempted to corrupt this Parliament. He 
stands in the same relation to this I>arJiameut 
as the jury-swearer stands in the court of justice. 
He stands m the same relation to this Pa.rlia­
ment as the suborner of false evidence-of the 
nwn who procure witnesses to perjure them­
selves-stand in our courts of justice; and that 
is the evidence we are asked to believe. He 
says he did not approach anyone beyond Daniels. 
Does anyone believe tha&? I may tell hem. 
g-entlemen that they may believe it if they like. 
I do not. I do not believe that Mr. Daniels was 
the only one approached by Mr. \Vithers. 

Mr. LEAHY : Perhaps you know better. 
Mr. STEW ART: We are told that Mr. 

Danif'ls met Mr. \Vithers in company with Mr. 
Leahy, and Mr. I,eahy denies that. He says 
that he did not introduce Mr. Daniels to Mr. 
Withers. I suppose we are bound to accept the 
word of the hon. gentleman; but even if Mr. 
Leahy did introduce Mr. Daniels to Mr. 
\Vithers he would have done his duty in the 
position that he OCCLJPies. \V~ know perfectly 
well that the hnn. gentleman occupies the posi­
tion of a tout for syndicates-the jackal of the 
absentees. He would be altogether in his place 
in bringing Mr. Daniels and Mr. \Vithers 
together. 

The SPEAKER: Order! If the hon. mem­
ber is applying that language to any member of 
this House, he is using language which is most 
unparliarnentary. 

Mr. LEAHY: I do not object. 
The SPJ;JAKER : It is not a matter of 

whether the hon. member objects or not. I& is a 
question of whether the language med by the 
hem. member is in order. 

Mr. STEW ART: Well, I withdraw the words 
if they are offensive, but really they are the only 
words that seem to express fully my ideas 
regarding the position which the hon. member 
occupies, not only in Parliament, but in the 
colony. Well, we will pass to Mr. Brentnnll. 
l\Ir. Daniels tells us that on one occasion he met 
Mr. Withers in company with Mr. Brentnall in 
George street. Mr. \Vithers asked Mr. Daniels, 
"Have you got that letter I sent you?" Mr. 
Daniels said," No." JY1r. \Vithers said, "You 
will find it when you go home." I can picture 
in my mind's eye the disgust which crept over 
the features of the saintly Brentnall when he 
discovered that Withers had delivered himself, 
bound hand and foot, over to the Pbillistines 
of the Labour party. (Opposition laughter.) 
Notwithstanding the insinuations of the hon. 
member for Bullnn, and the remnrks of .Jndge 
Real, on the bench-which I am not permitted to 
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criticise ; if I had an opportunity I certainly 
would-it has been proved that Mr. Daniels is an 
honourable man. 

MEMBERS on the Government side : Oh, oh ! 
And laught~r. 

Mr. STEW ART: Many of his assertions 
have been proved to be true, notwithstanding 
that in order to defeat justice in his case, bribery, 
perjury, robbery have been resorted to. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. STE\V ART : I ask the hem. member for 

Bulloo not to forget that. 
Mr. LEAHY: I thought you were going to give 

something about myself. 
Mr. STEW ART : I reserve the hon. member 

for a future occrtBion. (Laughter.) He is hi>< 
enough and bold enough to have an occasion all 
to himself. 

Mr. LEAHY: I am too big and too bold for you. 
(Laughter.) 

Mr. STEW ART: Perhaps we will find that 
out later on. Now. I will come to Mr. Brent­
nall. Mr. Daniels said at the inquiry-

! met him-
That is, Mr. ·withers-
again, abont n. week after that, in Gcorge street in 
company with Mr. Brentnall. He asked me had I 
received his lett.er that morning. I said," \Vhat letter!'" 
He said, '''l'he letter ahout those shares." I said," ~o, 
I reeoived no letb-•r." and he said," You ought to, be­
r.anse I posted it you this morning from Sonthport." 
Brentn~ll turned t.o \Vithers and said, "You don't mean 
to say, 1\ ... ithers, you have trusted Daniels?" 
.T ust imagine the ehock of surprise 1\Ir. Brentnall 
got on that occasion. \Vby, the bigge•t galvanic 
batl·.ery in Brisbane could not have given him 
such a shock. I give Mr. Brentnall credit for 
this-it must have flashed through hiH mind 
instantaneously that Mr. \Vithers had hy his 
action Pndangered the whole of the scheme by 
taking Daniels into his confidence. 

Mr. LEAHY : Mr. Brentnall would not trust 
him with a box of matches. 

Mr. STEW ART: Mr. Daniels went on to say 
in his evidence--

vnthers replied, "Yes, he's all right." I said, "Yes, 
he might trust a lesH honest man." 
(Laughter on the Government side.) \Vby do 
hon. memLers opposite laugh at DaniPls? I 
wonld remind them of the old arlage, "He who 
laughs last laughs best," and before Mr. 
Daniels's case is finished perhaps some hnn. 
m Ambers opposite will have occasion to laugh on 
the wrong eide of their faces. 

Mr .• T. H.U!ILTON: PPrhaps they won't. 
Mr. REm : They ought to. 
Mr. STE\VART: Now, when thebon. memher 

for Balonne got up, I expected that, as he is RO 

desirious of maintaining the honour and dignity 
of Parliament, be would have complimented th'e 
hon. mPmber for Rockhampton on his action; 
but, instead of that, he treated members of this 
party to a tirade of abuse. He ''aid the pastoral­
istH in the West were suffering from the 
drought. Is the Labour prtrty accountable for 
that ? Has the Labour party been placed in 
the position of Providence ? I should be very 
glad if we were, for, bad and loquacious as 
we are, we might reserve our speechPR, and allow 
copious rain to fall from the heavens. The hon. 
member said selectors were being ruinerl. Are 
we to he hlanwd for thrtt? He also said children 
in the back-blocks could not he educated because 
of the Labour party. \Vhy, every member on 
thio side supports the hon. member in all his 
endeavours to get education for children in the 
back-blocks. He contended that if we restrained 
our loquacity the Government would he able to 
do something for the pastoralists, the selectors, 
and for the educating of children in the back­
blocks. Now, in heaven's name, what can the 
Government do for the pastoralists at the present 

time? Can they bring down rain from the 
heavens? No ; that is beyond their power. I 
should very much like to see the Attorney­
General acting as a weathercock on such an 
occasion. 

An HONOURABLE MEMBER: They should pray 
for it. 

Mr. STEW ART: Yes, hon. gentlemen 
opposite pray a good deal-you can spell the 
word as you like. (Laughter.) I should he 
very glad if some hon. members opposite were in 
the position of a Chinese " J oss." I believe in 
China, when rain hangs off for a long time, the 
Chinese pray to their Josses, and then if rain 
does not come as soon as the Chinamen desire 
they begin to kick the Joss, spit in its face, and 
treat it with contumP!y. Well, I would not care 
about kicking the Attorney-General or anything 
of that kind ; it might be a relief to the tedium 
of parliamentary life if hon. members had the 
opportunity occasionally of kicking--

Mr. BnoWNE: Make the Minister for Rail­
ways the J o's? 

Mr. ST.t<;W ART: ~o. I would object to 
doing th»t. I would not like to see any Central 
member pl»ced in that. position. Although the 
hon. gentleman is a political opponent of mine, 
I have a strong regard for him, coming, as be 
does, from the same !•art of the country that I 
represent. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMm;n : Oh ! you want a 
railway. 

Mr. STEW ART : I did not intend to say any­
thing with regard to the hon. member for Bulloo 
to-niubt--

M;, L;;AHY: I think you have succeeded 
admirahly. 

Mr. STE\V ART: I do not intend to say very 
much to the hon. member; but I will give him a 
little bit of advice. The hon. member s:1id that 
the junior member for Roekhampton would 
make a good president of a South American 
Republic. I wish to tell the hon. member for 
Bulloo that even if he does not possess all the 
qualifications to fill the lofty position of president, 
be is simply losing time here in ~~ueensland. 
There is a magnificent field for his abilities in 
New York. He would be an admirable assis­
tant to a gentleman known as Bos< Croker. 
{Opposition laughta.) I do not think there is 
any ro~ition under the sun that he is more 
fitted by nature to fill than that ; we all 
know tliat the hon. member for Bulloo subor­
dinates everything to the acquisition of wealth. 
Tba,t is the one consuming <lesire of his 
eoul which destroys evc•ry other emotion in 
his mind. Queensland is not big enough for 
t.be ron. meruber. He should emigrate to the 
United States, and join bands with the Tam­
mauy ring in New York. He would then be in 
his element-his native habitat. I would just 
like to remind hnn. members that one h(m. 
gentleman opposite, who hobnobs with the hon. 
member for Bull no, has the same opinion of that 
hon. member as I have. 

Mr. ARMS'fHONG : What is the meaning of 
"hobnob''? 

Mr. STEW ART: The hon. member can con­
sult the dictionary abunt that. The bon. mem­
ber for Lockyer, who is one of the most intelli­
gent members in this House--

M r. BROWNB: : On the Government side? 
Mr. STE\VART: Nn, on either side. That 

hon. member by some means seems to get the ear 
of the Gnvernment about as effectively as the 
hon. member for Bulloo himself does, and I am 
not sure that ere long the hon. member for 
Lockyer will not become the great rivo.l of the 
bon. ·member for Bulloo. I advi8e the hon. 
member for Bulloo to look to his laurels, 
otherwise he may find a young giant along­
side who will tower above and overshadow him, 
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Now, what does this hnn. member, :Mr. 
Armstrong, say? At page 1012 of 

[8 p.m.] Hansard for 18\J9, I find he says, 
speaking of the hon. member for 

Bulloo-
~ow, will the hon. member deny that he can pull the 

strings P Will the hon. member also say that the 
private necessities of certain members of this House 
were not taken advar:tage of-that pressure was not 
brought to bear upon them-to vote against this Bill. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAn" wAYS: What Bill 
was that? 

Mr. STJ<JWART: The Railways Standing 
Committee Bill. 

Mr. LEAHY : What had I to say to that? 
Mr. STE\V ART: The hon. member of course 

denied it. He said, "I give that" fl<tt denial." 
It would just have had as much Effect if the hon. 
gentleman had given it a round denial. '.Ve all 
know the value of these flat denials, and round 
denials, and these expressions of virtuous indig­
nation. Rumour has it-and we know rumour is 
a lying jade-that the hon. member for Bulloo 
keeps eternally on the qui ~·ive to see if he can by 
any means bny up the liabilities of certain mem­
bers of this House so that he may use them. 

.MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. STE\VART: \Veil, I cannot concei1•e of 

any other motive he could have except to he in a 
positinn to bring pr~ssure to bear upon them. 

The SPEAKER : Order! 
Mr. STEW ART: Of course, it is quite within 

the hon. member's right. I have said, I think, 
as much as I desire to say upon this subject. I 
am Yery glad that the villain of the piece has 
been found out and cast ont, and the only thing 
I regret is that hon. gentlemen on the other sicle 
do not appear to be as well please.i with the 
result of this affair as I should like. 

HoNOURABLl<J l\hJMBERR: Hear, hear ! 
HoN. D. H. DALRYJ\II'LE (Afackny): I can­

not help concluding that the hon. member fur 
Bulloo has done some pretty good work, after 
what we have heard during this debate ; but the 
hot!. member's merits are sufficiently well known, 
and they are not in the least likely to be dimmed 
by any statement made by the hem. member 
fur Rockhampton North. The statement made 
that any member in this House, and especially 
on this side, where I hope we have some 
intelligence, would endeavour to make any­
thing by buying up the lbbilities of other 
hon. members-and this is told of a cnmmercial 
man-is really a little too thin. \Vhen bon. 
rnernhers are rrmking a purchase, I think they 
will look out for something more valuable than 
the ·liabilities of impecunious politichtns. The 
hon. member who 'poke last is not satisfied that 
we should not find fault with the conduct of the 
hon. member for Rockhampt.on and "f the once 
member for Cambooya, lYir. Daniels, but he 
actually believes that they deserve praise. 

Mr. 8-rgwAl\T: I do. 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: I should likA 

to know what they deserve praise for. Is it for 
hushing up a di•graceful scanrlal for months and 
months? Can anyone explain to this House how 
it is that, in the first place, this man Withers 
goes to the Labour party? Does anyone believe 
that be did? It is my opinion that Mr. Danie!H 
went to him. That is much the more pr.>bable 
story. 

An HONOUI\ABLE MEMBER: \Vithers says so 
in his evidence. 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: This transac­
tion was first mentioned in this House some 
three or four months ago, but it took place in 
N ovmnber of last year-over twelve 1nonths ago. 
\Ve beard nothing whatever about it from lYfr. 
Daniels, and he did not even communicate it to 
:Mr. Kidston for eight months. That was in 
July. Wh;v clicl h(ll,:eep sileJJ.t all that time? 

l\Ir. HAl\llAOI\E: He explains the reawn him­
self. 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: Is there any 
ho11est reason? He gives two reasons, and one 
contradicts the other. The statement made by 
the hon. member for Rockbamptnn in August 
was that it would have affected somebody in his 
business. 

Mr. I-lARDACRE: No, he said that it was 
btcause Parliament was in recess. Here is the 
statement made bv the hon. member for ltock-
hampton- • 

When Daniels told me about it and showed me the 
letter, he asked me if I mentioned the matter in the 
House not to disclo~e his n:mw or the name of the 
writer of the letter in case it might prejudice the House 
against granting a. select committee. 

Mr. REID: Which it would vety likely have 
done. 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: All I can say 
is that if the mattet was of Buch a character as 
would have prejudiced Daniels in getting a select 
committee, h1s conduct, whatever it waR, should 
have been made known to the Honse. Let 
justice be dnne. Why should one member 
shield another if hiB conduct has been such that 
it would prejudice him in getting a select com­
mittee? Here is Daniels's own statement-

! consider the letter \Vas an attempt to bribe me, but 
I thonght I would take it thongh I felt insulted. I 
took it with a view of letting it be known in Parlia,ment 
that this p.ort of thing was g(Jing on 

ME1!BERS of the Opposition: Heur, hear ! 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: 
I did not make it public at once be~·ause I thought I 

would be deelared elected by the trihuual, aud would 
have been able to pre:-;ent it to the llom~e myxelf. 
That is a totally different reason to that given 
by the hon. member for Roekhampton. 

Mr. REm : No ; it is all bearing un the same 
subject. 

Mr. LESINA : Read on. Read the next 
sentence. 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLI~: The reason 
given there was that Mr. Dnniels wanted to 
present it to the House him,elf, but when he 
knew be would not be in the House why did he 
not let the hon. member for Rockhampton 
present it? However, here is another explana­
tion, and I ventnre to propose it as being on the 
whole a decidedly mure feasible one-a good 
working hypothesis that will tit into the facts a 
grt•at den! better than the other st:ttements we 
have received: That Daniels for eight months 
kept the offer open, as it were. He did not get 
paid, and he did not refuse the offer. He did 
not illdignantly spurn it, but said he would see 
other members and >ee whether they would assist 
him or not. But at the end of .T uly the company 
was reconstructerl, and I here did not appear to 
be any money in it, and at that time I imagine 
that l\Ir. Daniels, being on the make, thought it 
better to try someone else. He had not got the 
money, though he had kept the offer open as long 
as there was any chance of getting it, and then 
he thought he would sell it to the Labour party. 

Mr. J. HA:\!ILTON: He kept it a profound 
secret. 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: Yes, for all that 
perioct. He said nothing of the matter; he said 
nothing of the outrage it was on his persona.! 
dignity, but he took good care-although he 
knew he could not get into ParliamPnt-not to 
let it be known for months in Parliament 
through another source. The hon. member for 
Rockhampton brought the matter forward in a 
timid kind of way, but he did not make it 
public, and the only reason he gave was that 
it would interfe•re with someone's business. 

Mr. TUI\LEY: It would have Qeen a breach of 
~onfidence, 
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HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLB: Thatwasnotthe 
statement that he made. He said it would inter· 
fere with someone's business. vVhat business 
has Mr. DanielR? The only uusiness he hns is to 
get into this House, and stir up all the influence 
be could get to--

Mr. FISHER : Get justice. 
Mr. HIGGR : What is your bnsiness, anyway? 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: It is my busi-

ness when an inquiry of this sort is instituted, 
and evidence placed before us, to criticise it. 

Mr. HIGGS: Yes; but it is your business also 
to g-et int.o the House. 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: If the hon. 
memuer will attend to his own business I have 
no doubt that in a couple of years ho will find 
th"t he has enough to attend to. It seems tome 
to have been the clear duty of the hon. memlwr 
fur Rockhampton to have made this thing public 
at once. 

:Mr. TUHLEY: Break confirlence? 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: He woulrl only 

have been doing whn.t Mr. Daniels said in his 
evidence he wnnted doing for the public benefit. 
\Vtmt view does the hon. member take of the 
L:tbonr members? He hns no btiHiness. He 
has no employer. No one to coerce him, and if 
he wants something brought forw"rd there is 
nothing to prevent it being done. \Vhy should 
it not be brought forward without hesitation 
and without delay? I say thnt the six or eight 
months' delay is much better accounted for by 
the fact that Mr. Daniels, at one time a member 
nf the Labour party, thought he would be 
better employed in keeping the matter O]Jen for 
his friends. After this matter was entrusted to 
the hon. member, Mr. Kidston, several months 
elapsed, and yet we are told that this great 
matter of syndicate railways, which hon. members 
opposite have so mnch set their hearts ag.tinst, 
has been defeated hy this one scandal. 

Mr. S•rgwAR'r : \Ve reserved the shot until the 
proper moment. 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPL]J: The hon. mem­
ber for Brisbane South and others have said that 
there was n. subordination nf public aims to private 
ones. If ever there was a case in which the 
welfnre of the colony appears to have been 
sncrificed, for some personal end which I cannot 
gauge, it is this case-taking the mntter from the 
standpoint of bon. members opposite. Here was 
a fine opportunity they SftW for getting in a blow 
against syndicate rail ways, and yet they would 
not tnke advantage of it, un<ler the pretence that 
they would be breaking confidence. vVhat confi. 
dence? The confidence of whom? 'rhe con­
fidence of the man who was more or less a party 
to the scandal. 

l\Ir. FISHER: Very ungenerous. 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE : Ungenerous! 

\Vhy, you have denounced these railways as 
scandals. You hnve threatened to go round and 
take credit f•lr exposing this pnrticular proposal 
aH a scandal. \Vhy have you not exposed it, 
then? You have been hand-and-glove with the 
scandal yourselves. You have kept the whole 
matter silent for thirt.een months, and your htte 
colleague-to serve his nnd yonr ends-has mp­
pressecl information which it was for the public 
good to make public. It has been pointed out to 
me that at the time when t.he corn pany wns 
floated Mr. llaniels's name did not appear as 
the hnldf'r of 650 shares. 

:\Ir. FISHER: "\Vhen. 
Ho:«. D. H. DALRYMPLE: In July. And 

therefore he app>1.rently wo.xed virtuous, and 
went tn Mr. Kidston. 

1\lr. "FmHEH: That i' the second company. 
Ho:«. D. H. DALRYMPLE: At any rate 

the matter has not been explained, and I defy 
anyone to explain it on grounds which will 
rtflect credit on those who have been mixed up 

in the transaction. :\'fr. Daniels knew all about 
this attempt to suborn himself and his colleagues 
of the Labour party, and he cheerfully under­
took the task of wunding the m ern hers of the 
party as to whether thAy, as a body or any 
individual members of the party, were open to 
be bribed. Evidently when Mr. Daniels agreed 
with Mr. \V it hers for a considemtion to go round 
among the members of the Labour party and see 
how many of them for a consideration would con­
sent to refrain from stonewalling the mensure, he 
considered it was a J•erfectly reasonable prnposi­
tion. l suppose he thought that some would say 
"That is all right"; others "No, I will not"; 
and others "How much?" He certainly did 
not indignantly refuse the offer which was 
made, but he undertook to sound his jJarty on 
the subject. 

Mr. FISHER: Look at the end of l\Ir. \Vithers's 
evidence. 

HoN. D. H. DALltYMPLE: You have to 
explain how it \\aS this offer was conveyed by 
Mr. Daniels. It might have be.en known to 
m ern hers of the Labour party all along. 

l\1 r. REm : No, it was not. 
HoN. D. H. DALRYl\IPLE: It might hnve 

been. I cannot answer for that. I only know 
that 1\Ir. Daniels was expecting support from the 
La hour pmty. That comes out in his evidence. 

Mr. Rgm: That he did nut get it. 
HoN. D. H. DALRYl\JPLE : That he did 

not get the support that he thought he was 
gntitled to. And he was not supported by the 
syndicate either, for he did not get the shares. 
And not gett.ing them, and not finding the 
Labour party acting up to their principles of 
universal brotherhood, hut instead of that 
buttoning up their pockets-alth"ugh they were 
receiving £300 a year, nnd he was receiving 
nothing--he then took another course, which he 
thought might work out profitably to himself. 
As the shares were of no value in the nwrket, 
and as the Labour party would not assist him in 
getting his seat, Le thought, "Now, whnt 
can I do? Perhaps thq will deal with me in 
reference to this little exposure. Doubtleos they 
will be able to make something of it ;" and, 
therefore, this letter was offered for an 
emergency. Here is where the personal comes 
in. Nothing was done about the matter for 
monthe. A piece of jobbery was known to 
the Labour party, and that formed a conspiracy 
of silence. I say that wh>~t the hon. member 
for Rockhampton and Mr. Daniels ought to have 
done-when they got hold of this fraudulent 
transaction-was to at once make it public, 
place themse!vfs right with the public, and make 
known at once what schemes were going on. 
But when the hon member brought this matter 
up a few months ag-o he was far more anxious to 
Rhield this guilty \Vithers and his ex-colleague 
than he was to do his duty to the public. His 
first duty to the public, if be believes in his own 
doctrines-doctrines that these walls have been 
echoing- for months---was to prevent the colony 
being handed over to the tender mercit·s of 
syndicators. But thP- hon. member did not do 
that. He simply said, "I am not going to pro­
duce the name of the pereon who wrote the 
letter; I have no authority from the person who 
sent the letter"--

Mr. TURLEY: No-received the letter. 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: Or received the 

letter. Although the hon. member would have 
done a public service by giving the name, yet he 
suppressed it because, as he all• ged, if he had 
given the name at that time, a ,eJect committee 
of this House would not have got some evidence 
which mig-ht have affected its decision. I say 
that, inslead of the hon. member for Rockhamp­
lon doing his duty as an importnnt member of 
the Labour party, or endeavoming to 1·rutect the 
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interest of the public, all he considered was this 
man, Daniel•. Under those circumstances, I do 
not think that hon. members opp<lsite are 
entitled to any praise for their action. They 
seemed very reluctant indeed to come forward in 
this matter, and they hM·e only come forward at 
the last moment. They buehed the matter up 
all this time. The corruption has been goiug on 
for a very long timP., and they kuew that. 

Mr. TUHLEY: \Vh<> knew it? 
HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: The hon. mem­

ber for Rockhampton has known it. At any 
rnte this matter has been going on for a long 
time, and it did not apppar to be their object to 
expose it. Their only object soetued to be to get 
some advantage-a party advantage possibly-­
and the object in the cas" of 1\lr. Daniels to get 
some shares. As long as they could make any­
thing out of it they said nothing, but when it was 
found that Mr. Daniels could make nothing in 
tlJe way of oluues, that hi,; name was off the 
books of the company, and that the Labour 
party were aprmrently not going to make any­
thing by keeping quiet, tlHm, when this railway 
is nearly through, they prod nee the lettt'r 
as a stage property, and call upon every­
body to come round and bkss them, to pat 
them on the head and say what virtuous crea­
tures they are. That busine-;s is not imposed 
upon me. I say that their clear duty was not to 
have hushed the matter up so long, but in ordur 
thrtt these transactions should at once cease, to 
give the Government and the public proper 
information on the subject. What has been the 
action of the Government in the matter? If 
anybody is entitled to credit it is the Govern­
ment, but I do not say that anyone is entitled to 
credit. 

Mr. HIGGS: The Government introduced the 
Bill. 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLI~: The Bill was 
a perfectly proper Bill as fM as it was concerned, 
and the country will lose through this fraudulent 
transaction having taken place and the railway 
not being construct.ed. This railway would be 
as eminently beneficial to the people in the part 
of the colony where it was to be built as the 
rail way extending from Brisbane to Ounnamulla 
is to the people in that part of the colony. 
There is nothing in the world the matter with 
the scheme, but there is something the matter 
with the way in which it is brought about. 
When reference was first made to this m<1tter 
the Premier said, "Disclo'e it to me ; give me 
any facts whatever in support of the statement, 
and I will instantly terminate any negotiation"." 

Mr. KmsTON: Is that the unanimous opinion 
of your party? 

HoN. D. H. DALRYMPLE: I am talking of 
the opinion expressed by the Premier, and he 
speaks for the party; but I may say to the hon. 
me m her that if he will go and canvass the party 
individually be will find that one and all entirely 
agree with the promise made by the I'remier, 
and with the action he has taken on the present 
occa>ion. Granting, as we do grant, that it will 
Le a material loss to the colony not to have this 
railway constructed, I would have to point out 
that we have other matters to consider. \Ve do 
not bush up information for twelve or thirteen 
months, and we consider that although the colony 
will suffer a material loss by the non-construction 
of this rail way, yet we gain something in the way 
of honour and good repute, and we bold that that 
is a higher consideration. \Ve hold that we 
should not be mixed up in shady transactions, 
no matter what advantages may ensne fr"m 
those transactions. But hon. members op­
posite have bottled up this information for 
months-it is a wonder it did not eat out 
their vitals-and the moment they let the 
leader of this party have that information he 

said, with the approval of his followers," \Ve will 
have nothing whatever to do with this transaction, 
whether the country loses or gains, as long as 
people attempt, directly or indirectly ,to influence 
the legislature or to influence any person who 
may be considered fairly to have a chance of 
being a member of the legislature." I think 
that nothing can more clearly show the opinion 
of the Government with regard to transactions 
which are not straightforward than the action 
whiCh they have taken in this matter. Their 
action has been prompt and Rpontaneous, and 
would have been taken months ago if hon. mem­
bers opposite had been a little mure frank, and 
had only considered public interests rather than 
personal and private interests. 
* Mr. UEID (b'nogyern): The bon. gentleman 
who has just resumed his seat was very anxious 
to get all the credit he possibly could for the 
Government for the spontaneous way in which 
the Premier has carried out the promise he made 
a few months ago. I have not heard one member 
on this side of the Honse try to detract in any 
way from the credit that may be given to the 
Government for their action in this matter. But 
hon. members opposite are not only anxiol1s to 
get all the kudtm they can for the virtuous indig­
nation they have shown, but during the whole 
discussion have attempted to blacken members 
on this side, because the exposure came at the 
eleventh hour. It seems to me that the virtuous 
indignation assumed on the other side--

Hon. D. H. DALRYJVIPLE : Expressed, you 
mean. 

Mr. REID : Assumed, I said. And I am 
making a speech, not the hon. member for 
Mackay. All the trouble with hon. members 
opposite appears to be that they have been com­
pelled to withdraw the Rill at the eleventh hour. 
\Ve know that this was the railway of all the 
private railways introduced by the Government 
which was going to do the most injury to the 
colony. As to the advisability of Mr. Daniels 
keeping this letter in his possession for such a long 
time, opinions may differ. But Mr. Daniels, 
like ever,· body else in thi.' world, wanted to do 
the best be possibly could for himself. I do not 
mean in the way of accepting shares or a brib" 
from Mr. \Vithers. But he was fight-ing, and 
had been fighting for nearly two years, an 
uphill battle, in which he had received every 
opposition from the Government and others 
int-erested in the matter in which he was 
concerned ; and I snppose he naturally thought 
that if he exposed this aff1ir it would injure 
his chance of getting a seled committee. 
I do not know any hon. member who, if he had 

such affairs in band as Mr. Daniels, 
[8'30 p.m.] would not have attempted to do the 

same thing. After all, the hon. 
member for Mackay was not exactly fair or just 
to Mr. Daniels in quoting hie evidenee. He 
left out one particular part of it. JYir. Daniels 
says-

I consider the letter was an attempt to bribe me, but 
I thought I would tHke it though I felt I was insulted. 
I took it with the view of letting it be known in Parlia­
ment that this sort of thing was going on. I did not 
mnke it public at ouce, because I thought that I would 
be declarcrl eleMed by the tribunal, and would ha.ve been 
able to present the matter to the House myself. 
Anybody who knows Mr. Daniels know• with 
what dramatic effect that gentleman would have 
produced a letter like tl,is one. We can nnder­
stand what a temptation it would be to Mr. 
Daniels to wait until he thought he would get 
back to the House to produce a letter from the 
agent of the British and Colonial Syndicate, 
offering him a bribe to try to stop the 
stonewalling of this Bill and endeavour to get 
others on his side of the House to allow it to 
go through. I do not blame Mr. Daniels for 
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that. I do not blame him for keeping that 
letter in his pocket, in order to produce a 
dramatic effect. JY[ost politicians, more of less, 
like dramatic effects, and no one tries to get an 
effect of that kind more than the hon. member 
for Mackay. We h:we heard insinuations as 
against the hon. member for Rockhampton as 
regards one transaction. \Vhy was that kept 
until to-day? No other member in this House 
would have been allowed to bring that in in the 
W>ty it was brought in than the hon. member for 
Dnllo<>. If any me m her on this side of the 
House had brought forwa.rd a similar charge 
against a member on that side, the wholA of the 
hem. members opposite would h"'ve ueen yelling 
"Shame." 

Hon. D. H. DALHYMPLE: No. 
Mr. REID: I say emphatically yes. We 

should have harl every one of them howling, and 
we woulcl not h"'ve been "'ble to get it in, The 
hon. member for Bulloo, however, comes here 
with his dirt.y bit of scandal, and, like a larrikin 
from the street, revels in the filth that he has 
procluce<l. 

The SPl~AKER: Order ! 
Mr. lDUD: There i" nut nne member of this 

Houoe, outside the •eeming puritanical and 
virtuous politicians, who would wash his dirty 
linen in public in order to prove that the other 
fellow was dirtier tllan he was. 

Mr. LEAHY : You tl'ieJ to put me in that 
position. 

Mr. RBID : That is not borne out by the 
evid"nce. The evidence that Mr. KidHton g-ave 
w"'s simvly as to the words which Mr. ]Janiels 
had u-;ed to him himself. 

l\Ir. L~JAHY: Mr. Danieb could speak fur hun­
sdf. 

Mr. REID: Whe1t about the bit (>f exposure 
you brought about'! No one in the House takes 
ctny notice of it. It was beneath you to bring it 
iu in the wRy you did. lt is one of the worst 
blemishes on your political character that you 
did bring it in. 

The S PEAKBR : Order ! 
M1·. REID : The hon. membRr for 13ulloo 

made an interjection which I must refer to. He 
sairl th"'t Mr. Kidoton, somewhete near the close 
of his evidence, stated that be considerecl the 
hon. member for Bulloo a sort of intermediary 
between Mr. Withers and Daniels. I have rea.d 
the evidence, and that is not borne out by it. 
\Vhatever nmy have been said, "hich is not 
printed, we do not know, and the hon member for 
Bnlloo does not know. Daniels states distinctly-

! met Leahy and ".it her::;, and J,eahy introduced me 
to 'Yithers. I said, ··I have often met J\'Ir. ·withers, 
with J1r. Sim." V\'"e talked ~Lbout the election 
petition. \\'it hers n.sk1~d me how I was getting on with 
it. I told him I was getting on all right. 

I s•q that Mr. Kidston was t1bsolntely corn palled, 
in giving evidence before the judge, to introduce 
the nmtters tht1t Daniels had stated to him. 
Dauiels eaid that he had been talking over the 
matt• r with the hem. m• mber for Bulloo, who 
was a ruembt"r of the tribuual, and he (Danieb} 
was likely to become a member of tile House 
again. Of course, whether Daniels was telling 
the truth I do uot know. That is his evidence, 
and the hon. member for Rockhampton was com­
pelled to stHte what Daniels had stated to him. 
In doing that he did not give any opinion of his 
<'Wn. lt was stated by the hon. member for 
Mackay that the hon. member for Rockhampton 
was practically guilty of entering into a con­
spiracy with ]Jauiels to keep the letter back. I 
knew nothing about the matter until the letter 
was read here the other night, except that 1Y1r. 
Kidston had received a letter in contidenee from 
a certain individual, and the Pl'emier said if he 
wunl•l produce the letter he would withdraw the 
l3ill, lVIr JGdstJn said he could not do that, 

because the individual to whom it was written 
would not allow him to do so. That was 
the position which Mr. Kidstnn was in. 
If he had got up and said that he had 
seen a letter sent to Da.nieb, showing that 
'Withers had offered Daniels shares in the 
company, without being able to produce the 
letter, the disclosure would have been met with 
laughter from the hem. gentlemen opposite. 
They would have ridiculed th8 idea of Withers 
approaching a man like Daniels. They would 
have simply treated the whole thing as a huge 
jokP, and laughed it out of court. If Mr. 
Kids ton had! produced the letter in August, the 
other side would simply have laughed at it. 

The PHEl\IHJH: \Vhy did not you refer to it 
last week? 

Mr. REID : My opinion is that hon. members 
on the other side w<>uld have laughed m August 
last at that letter being written to Daniels, 
because they would have scorned the idea of 
Daniels being thought to be able to influence 
members of the House. That hon. members 
have now been brought to reg><rd it seriously is 
due to all the talk that there has been about 
these Bills, and the innuendoes and insinuations 
which have been thrown out as to certain 
members having been approached. The thing 
was worked np until it has reached a climax, 
'l'he other night the hon. member for Rock­
hampton produced the letter, but he would not 
even give it to the Attomey-Gener>tl; and you, 
8ir, scorned to bave anything to do with the 
dirty article. 'l'he Attorney-General was so 
afraid to touch it that he wanted it put in a 
sealed envelope so as to not have his fingers 
soiled. That was the dramatic part of it, and 
it is not until after the exposme before a judge 
that we tind the Uovernment dropping the Bill. 
Naturally they would do so after such an 
exposure. I do not wish to detract in any way 
from the action of the Government in throwing 
over this Bill ; Lut I wish to refer to the remark 
of the hon. member for l\lackay, who said that the 
colony would lo,;e a great deal through this Bill 
being dropped. If that is so, why uot go on 
with the Bill? There is no proof that any hem. 
member of this House has been influenced-there 
is nothing in black and white to show that Mr. 
\Vithers h>ts influenced any hon. member in 
connection wi~h this Normanton-Cloncurry 
Bill ; so why not go on with it? The insinuation 
is that the agent of this company has tried to 
influence hon. members; but there is no knowing 
how far that insinuation goes. I know that a 
similar proposal has been made by Mr. \Vitbers, 
accompanied by a member of the Hou~e, to "' 
gentleman of influence, in his office. 

lYIE}lBERS on the Government 8ide: Name, 
name! 

Mr. REID: I can't give his name. Mr. 
Withers tried to influence that gentleman and 
I don't blame him. lHr. \Vi~hers was sent out 
here with the object of his trying to do all 
he could to get this British-colonial company'" 
business passed by this House. Mr. \Vithers 
went to this gentleman, who is not here now, 
and made cercain offers to him, and said that all 
expenses attached to the matter the com­
pany would bear. That gentlenmn dtd not do 
as Mr. Daniels did, try and trap l\Ir, \Vithers ; 
he opened the door, and told him and the 
hon. member of this House to go outside. 
And when the letter was read by the hon. 
member for Hockhampton, .Mr. Kidston, I was 
watching thf>t same hon. member, and I noticed 
that he bleached very much and shrunk int<> 
his seat, And when the name of the writer 
of the letter was mentioned he withered still 
more. I was watching him all the time, and I 
found out afterwards that two persons in the 
gallery no~iced his demeanoqr a,t th!! tirn~, 
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Hun. A. S. COWLEY: You had better give his t 
name. 

Mr. REID : There is no necesAity for me to 
give his name. I have certain documentary 
evidence, but--

Hon. A. S. COWLEY : Other hon. members 
labour under suspicion. 

M_r. REID: Hon. members opposite are very 
anxwus to hear the name ; but I am not pre­
pared to give it now. I may say that I was con­
firmed in my impression of that hon. member's 
demeanour by what two individuals who were 
iu the gallery afterwards told me-there is no need 
to give their names. I·do not blame Mr. Withers. 
He has been sent here to do all he can to get this 
Bill p~Ased for the ben~fit of his company. So 
what IS the use of trymg to throw dust in the 
eyes of the public? It all depends on his idea of 
w~at is right and what is wrong, and Mr. 
\Vt~hers t~ought, no doubt, he was justified in 
trymg to mfluence hon. members by offering 
them shares, as he believed the passing of this 
Hill would be a great blessing to the country. 
Probably he thought, like many other people do, 
t.hat he was justified in doing a little evil 
that greater good might come. The hon. member 
for Bulloo has referred to the hon. member for 
ltockhampton floating .a company in Brisbane, 
and to Ins not producmg a certain document · 
but it is well known that most of these mining 
~ompanies put up prospectuses in order to gull 
mvestors. Anyone who has been on a mining 
field knows that. I may say that I never had 
ls. invested in any of these mining companies. 

The PREMIER : You are a very lucky man. 
Mr. HElD: I don't know. I may have been 

lucky in not losing anything, but I may have 
been unlucky in having nothiug to lose. There 
is no justification for the attack of the hon. 
m~mber for Bnlloo on the hon. member for 
Rockhampton .. Go anywhere you like, you will 
alway.• see how mvestors are gulled and induced 
to go into such schemes. Personally I know 
absolutely nothing about the matter the hon. 
member for Bulloo referred to. I have heard 
insinuations and re1r.arks about it; bnt I don't 
know whether they are correct. This mining 
business is the same all the world over · and 
if it was not for the faith the public' have 
in mining speculations, there would be no 
mining at all. The hon. member for Mackay 
has accused hon. members on this side with 
being conspirators with Mr. Kidston and Mr. 
Daniels in reg:trd to this letter, and that 
has been insinuated by several speakers. Mr. 
Daniels states that he consulted with other mem­
bers of this party on the matter; but I don't know 
who they are. I don't know one member of this 
part.y o.utside the hon. member f<?r Rockbampton, 
Mr. K1dston, who knew the wnter of this letter 
until his name was disclosed by the leader 
of the Oppo,ition. Mr. Kidston took the letter 
out of his pocket and showed it to the leader of 
this r;arty, and--

Mr. BROWNE : He handed it to me and told 
me I could make what use I liked of it: 

Mr. REID : I do not think there is anythin"' 
in the insinuations that have been thrown out~ 
As soon as the name nf the writer of this letter 
was given, the Premier knew he had to take 
certain action, and certain ac:tion was taken. Then 
whytheo~insinuationsand innuendoes? And why 
should all the mud be thrown at this side? 
\Ve are not to blame for Daniels keeping it back 
f'!r thirteen rnont?s .. Mr. Kidston had pledged 
his word not to g1 ve It away until Danie!s said 
he might, and according to his own statement he 
did not get possession of the letter until the 
other night. 

The PREMIER: He got it before that. He got 
it in September. 

1900-7 V 

Mr. HElD : He had only a copy of it before, 
and he said he did not get the original document 
until that afternoon, when he knew it was the 
last chance he would have of bringing it before 
the House. This side of the House is as clear 
of any charge gPnerally of suppressing it as the 
Premier himself, though the hon. member for 
Mackay said it was kept back for party pur­
poses. 

The PREMIER : Look at Mr. Kidston's evi­
dence. He says-

After the seleet committee was granted on the 13th 
September, and be1'm•e the end of :September I asked 
Daniels to give me possession of the letter for my own 
protection. He gave me the letter-

Mr. REID: I see that he did g1ve him the 
letter. I thought be had only a copy of it then. 
But the point is that be did not give him 
authority to use it. We have had a great deal 
from the other side about codes of honour and 
the high position the House should rise to. That 
sort of thing tickles my fancy. It is a! ways the 
same, and the fellow who thinks he is right 
lecLures the fellow he thinks is wrong, when it 
all depends on the individual himsPlf. T!Je hon. 
member for Rockhampton had the letter in Sep­
tember, but he had not permission to use it. 

The PummEl\ : He did not want to use it until 
the select committee presented their repnrt. 

Mr. REID : I am coming to that. I say that 
members on this side have a great deal of 
sympathy for the late hon. member for Cam­
booya, because they know he was cheated out 
of his seat by swindling and fraud at the last 
general election. The evidence shows that be 
has had a very hard fight, and, like every. 
thing in politics, everyone tries to do the best 
he can for himself, and I can well understand 
Daniels thinking that if the letter was produced 
it might create resentment against him, and 
lessen his chance of getting the select committee 
he wanted. I am very glad it has come out in 
the way it did. With regard to Daniels and his 
transactions with \Vithers, I can quite under­
stand people letting such approaches be made to 
them with the honest and sincere intention of 
exposing them afterwards, to show what peov!e 
are capable of doing; but when a man gets into 
a position like that, we know what people will 
say about it, and however honest Daniels may 
have been in the matter, we knovv that most 
people would sa,y in such a case that he would 
have stuck to it only the company was not 
floated, and be fell in, and then gave the other 
fellow away. Daniels says that he was leading 
on Withers, and knowing Daniels, I know that 
he would do a thing like that. 

it. 

Hon. A. S. CowLEY : Where do you find that? 
Mr. UEID : You will find it in his evidence. 
Hon. A. S. COWLEY : I wish you would raad 

Mr. lUJID : He s~>tys, " I consider the letter 
was an attempt to bribe me, but I thought I 
would t»ke it though I felt I was insulted. I took 
it with the view of letting it be known in Parlia­
ment that this sort of thing was going on." 
That is his explanation. As I stated before, 
Daniels might, perhaps, have brought this before 
Parliament at once; but if be went to the Press 
and produced the letter, or, after the Hou"e 
opened, went to the Premier and produced it, I 
think I can see the Premier's quiet smile, as he 
would say, "Look here, don't you think be has 
been pulling your leg a bit?" Then Daniels 
would get indignant, and thePremierwould laugh 
at him, because he would not have thought that 
\Vitbers could be such a fool. 

The PREli!IER : \Vithers did not know Daniels 
when he wrote that letter. 

Mr. RBID : That is so. He did not know 
him as well as the Premier knows him, at any 
rate. Here is a shrewd gentleman like Withers, 
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imported specially to take the colonials down, 
and he falls in over little Daniels. (Laughter.) 
But it is just in keeping with what, the hon. 
gentleman knows as well as I do, these people 
have done in connection with their mining invest­
ments, in sending out newchnms, who have 
burst the whole thing up by thEir bad manage­
ment of the mines. I do not know that I have 
anything more to c;~y, and I do not know that 
all this discn~sion was necessary at all. I thought 
it was going to elose at 5 o'clock, and that we 
would get on with other business ; but the other 
side, who are so very anxious not to waste 
time, have been only too g!ad of the opportunity 
to do a litble bit of mud slinging at the Labour 
party. When the Cloncurry Bill was not to be 
gone on with, they had a free afternoon, and 
they were let off the hobbles. One thing is that 
this side of the House has succeeded, through 
the Premier standing to his word and the 
action of the Government, and I give them full 
credit for it. ·whatever way the result has 
been brought about, and whether Daniels was to 
blame for suppressing the letter, and Withers for 
writing it, I am glad that the reE-ult has been 
that it has come out, and even at the eleventh 
hour has been the means of blocking one of the 
most obnoxious measures ever brought before 
this HouHe. It is a measure that I stated from 

the first I was distinct.ly opposed 
[D p.m.] to, because I was convinced that it 

was going to do a great injury to 
the c"lony which the people who did not know 
that Nort;hern part of the colony did not realise. 

The SF.ORETARY 1<'01\ RAILWAYS: It is a 
tboronghly g.,od Bill. 

1\Ir. REID: Hon. members opposite may be 
quite convinced that the Bill would do the 
colony an enormcus amount of good. 

The SEURE'rARY FOR RAILWAYS: I am quite 
convinced of it. 

J\lr. Rl:<]ID: I believe myself that most nf the 
hon. members opposite are beyond taking bribes. 

Hon. A. S. COWLEY: Thank you, 
Mr. REID: Tbt> hrm. member need not thank 

me in tba t sneering way, becctnse I really do believe 
that. I know the high and honourable individual 
frnm Herbert may think that be is so high and so 
honourable that no syndicator would approach 
him. I do not believe they would. I believe 
tbn.t no syndiCate would fm a moment approach 
the majority of hon. members opposite. There 
mcty be hon. members in this Hrmse, like other 
individuals in the communit.y, who may be b'ml 
up and in straitened circumstances, and who 
would not mind a friendly band being held out 
to them. I do not sa,y Lbere are, but there 
may be, and I do not believe that any member 
in this J-I,,u"e so situated is more above that 
kind of thing than the man in the street. 
I am gl:td indeed that this Bill has been 
withdrawn, hut I cannot congratuhte the hon. 
Inember for Bullno in dragg-ing in 1natter which 
has nothing to do with the subject. I can unly 
tell that hon. member that if every private 
transacti• •n of m em hers is going to be dragged 
forth in this House we are going to have a par­
ticularly lively time of it. I can aesnre you that 
this will be the best theatrical company that 
has ever entered Brisbane if all private affairs 
are to be dragged into the light, and advantage 
taken of the privileges of this House to introduce 
slanderous attacks upon hon. members, and I 
know which side of the House will suffer most. 
I say those sort of things should be beneath hon. 
members. 'rhe intro.:luction of such nmtter dtws 
no credit to the individual concerned and no 
crerlit to the House which listens to such attacks. 

The SECI\ETAHY FOH RAILWAYS: \Vhat about 
your insinuations towards members on this side? 

Mr. RBJID: The hon. gentleman knows per­
fectly well that insinuations in political speeches 

are more or less fireworks, but all the insinua­
tions and innuendoes that have come over here 
to-day from the other side of tbe House will not 
have the effect of biding the true phase of this 
matter. I know they are thrr,wn across here to 
tty and damage the effect of the explosion wbicb 
has occurred in connection with this private 
railway scheme, but bon. members do nut believe 
what they ba ve said. It suits them to indulge 
in that sort of thing, and they indulge in it more 
or less to hide their disappointment at losing this 
rail way Bill. I was told this morning that the 
Government side were going to wipe the floor 
with this side on account .of this effort to intro­
duce bribery into this Chamber. Well, I do not 
eee that they have succeeded \'ery well. 

Mr. S·rEWAR'r: Do you not feel white? 
Mr. REID : No; I do not feel white, and I 

do not feel disgraced. I am very glad the whole 
thing has dropped, and it would not matter to 
me if Daniels had kept the matter back for two 
years. 1 am not concerned with him at all. Mr. 
Withers wrote the letter, and that is sufficient 
for me. It was written with the intention of 
influencing members on this side, and be might 
have tried the same on the other side for all I 
know. \Vhether be did or not does not matter. 
The main thing, to my mind, is that the Bill has 
bePn dropped. 

Mr. ANNEAR : One of the best measures ever 
introduced. 

Mr. Bl\OWNE: \Ve will pctss a vote of thanks 
to the Premier. 

Mr. REID : It may be one of the best 
measures ever introduced, and bon. members 
opposite may be sincere enough in their belief 
that it would be of great assist,ance to the 
Northern portion of the colony. Iwillnotenter 
into that matter now. 

Mr. ANNEAH : Can the country make the line ? 
Mr. REID: If it will pay a syndicate to do 

so it will pay the country to do it, and consider­
ing the short time during which we have 
bad responsible government in this country, 
and tbe marvellous strides we have mctde 
without the aid of syndicates, I think we 
can well afford to do without them. In 
fact, if we continue to make the same pro­
gress during the next forty yectrs that we have 
made in the pctst forty, there is no reason why 
this should not be the wealthiest and most pros­
perous colony of the group. \V e have con­
sistently opposed these syndicates because we 
believe· that they corrupt the political life of 
the colony. \Ve have pointed out over and over 
again that wherever they have got the thin 
enrl of the wedge in they have introduced 
bribery and corruption in to the legislatures of the 
the other colonies and America. I am glad for 
the sake of the people of Queensland that this 
fraud has been exposed, and I trust it will be a 
lesson to our public men to leave syndicates 
alone, let the colony go on its natural course, and 
let other countries if they like devote themselves 
to syndicate swindles. 
* HoN. A. S. COWLEY (Herbert) : I intend to 
vote for the motion before the House, a11d I 
heartily congratulate the Premier on bringing it 
forward. 

Mr. LESINA: Hear, hear! The first member 
on your side who has done so. 

HoN. A. S. COWLEY: I think the action of 
the Premier and the Secretary for Railways 
should be commanded by every bon. member in 
the House, and all the more because it is in 
strong contrast to the action which has been 
shown to have taken place in connection with 
other transactions. Mr. \Vitbers has proved 
that be is both a fool and a knaw, and no one 
could speak in terms of too strong condemnation 
of his action. I think be is a disgrace to any 
community. I have no doubt that through Mr. 
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\Vithers's action many innocent people will suffer, 
and I am certainly of opinion that the country 
generally will suffer, and especially that portion 
of it through which this proposed rail way woulc! 
have run. The people in the Cloncurry diotrict 
have been languishing for rail way communi­
cation for many years. Unfortunately, when 
the House voted the money for the construction 
of that railway, the Ministry of the day did not 
ca.rry it out, and the ho!Jes of the people of 
the di.<trict had been ccnt.red on the Echeme 
which has now come to an end just as it 
was within their grasp. :For that, reason I 
deeply sympathise with them. But, in my 
opinion, there was no other cour•e open to 
the Government tho.n the course which they 
propose to follow, and in that I intend to 
support them. lYir. \Vithers's action is most 
contemptiule, and so, I may s<ty, is the action 
of Mr. Daniels a former member of thi" House, 
I regret that any man who has occupied a 
seat in this House should have proved himself 
"uch a consmnmate scoundrel and rogue as Mr. 
D»nicls has done. He deliberately connived 
with Mr. \Vithers to accept a certain sum of 
money offered for a specific purpose. 

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER: No. 
HoN. A. S. COWL:B;Y: Mr. Daniels has 

shown must concluei vely in his evidence that he 
was prepared to take the money and the shares, 
Speaking uf his election petition, he said-

"-,.ithers asked me how I was getting on with it. I 
told him I was getting on all right. I said, for this 
reason, "Certain ballot-papers must be thrown out as 
informal." I said, "\Ye have three candidate~ in the 
field," an<l I showed him certain ballot-paper"', and said 
1f they were thrown out I would have a majnrity. I 
then grumbled about having to fight an important 
quest.ion like this on my own behalf, as I considered the 
Labour party should be helping me to fight it. I said I 
was short of money, and had great 'vork to get tbe neces­
sary money to keep the case going, ''and you can take it 
from me, if I get in, I will look after myself from this 
out." 

Mr. HARDACRE : He was pulling his leg then, 
HoN. A. S. 00\VLEY: It is all very well for 

the hon, member to say that "he was pulling his 
leg." If he was pulling hi' leg he was trying to 
induce him to commit a dishonourable action, 
and, even looking at it from that standpoint, 
hon. members mu't admit that it. was a disgrace­
ful thing to do. But I take it in another way­
that Mr. Daniels intimated to him, " I am 
open to a bribe; if I gAt into the House you can 
take it from me that I will look after myself 
from this time henceforth." It was shown clearly 
later on that Mr. Daniels was prepared to accept 
anything that was offered to him, and I think he 
was very sorry that he did not get what was 
offered. The action of both Mr. \Vithers and 
Mr. Daniels is contemptible and beneath our 
notice. I am also of opinion that the action of 
the hon. member for Rockhampton in connection 
with this matter is also contemptible. 

Mr. LESIN A: I rise to a point of order. Is 
an hon. member in order in describing the action 
of any member of this House as contemptible? 

The SPEAKER : The language is such as 
ought not to be applied to the conduct of a mem­
ber of this House, 

HoN. A. S. 00\VLEY : I withdraw the word 
"contemptible," and say that the action of the 
hon. member for Rockhampton is open to very 
grave questi<>n as to its integrity. The hon. 
member admits that he was made acquainted 
with this matter some time ago. I say-and I 
believe every member of this House and every 
right-thinking man throughout the country will 
agree with me-that there was only one course 
open to the hon. member when that information 
was imparted to him, and that course was 
immediately to have made that information 
known, and not to have allowed a single day to 

have passed without making it known to the 
Government or the House. I do not believe 
there is a single member, at any rate on this 
side, who would have kept that information for 
one hour without giving it either to the Premier 
or some other member of the :Ministry. It is 
the bounden duty of every member of the Hou'e 
to uphold the honour and reputation of the 
House and of every member of the House, 
and where any transaction of this description 
becomes known to an hon. member he should, if 
he is worthy of a seat in the House, immediately 
make it known. I cannot think that the hon. 
member for Rockham[Jtun is blameless in this 
m>ttter, I feel sure that had he acted as any 
honourable man would have acted he would at 
once have cornmunic,.ted the information tu the 
Premier or tr,e House. I am borne out in this 
by the statements made by the hon, member 
for Bultoo, who supported his statements by 
documents, 'fhe hon, member for Enoggera 
stated that the hon, member for Bulloo d•-alt in 
scandal, and that he had raised a sc><ndal in con­
nec:,ion with the hon. 1nen1ber for Ro..;kharnpton, 
Mr, Kidston. All I can say is that if if, is a 
scandal be proved it up the hilt. It was not a 
scandal on the part of the hon, member for Bulloo, 
but it was a grave scanchl on the part of the hon. 
member for ltockhampt•m. The documents that 
wRre produced :1nd read to the House prove con­
clusively that the action of the hon. member in 
that matter was mo:;t disgraceful and dishonour­
able. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
HoN. A. S. CO\VLEY : At any rate his "'ction 

wa,s 1nost unbecoming, and unworthy t,f a mern­
ber of this House. The hon; member for Bulloo 
showed conclusiYely that the hem, rrwmber for 
Rockhampton, acting on behalf of a syndicate, 
deliberately signed a document admitting that 
he had suppressed a certain valuable report, and 
that on the strength of other reports the mine 
was solrl. The oue report which would have 
prevented the mine being sold-a report by a 
responsible officer of the Queensland Govern­
ment-was suppressed by the hon. ruember with 
the knowledge of tbe men with whom he was 
associated. The hon. member, and the olher mem­
bers of hi• syndieate, signed a document to that 
effect, and that document is now before this 
Hou>oe. The hon. member for Bnlloo has offered 
tu lay it on the table, so that any hon. member 
could read it. No hon, member has attempted to 
disprove the statement of the hon. member for 
Bulloo, or to say that it was untrue or inc(Jrrect 
in any part. 

Mr. HARDAORBJ: 'Ve know nothing about it. 
HoN. A. S. 00\VL];y: Hun, members can 

read the document for themselves, The docu­
ment speaks for itself, and will be read by every 
man w ];o is interested in Queensland politics and 
in the doings of members of this House, and 
everyone will be able to draw his own deduc­
tions from it, so that it is unnecessary for me to 
""Y ony more on the subject, I regret exceed. 
in~ly that this thing has taken place, It is a 
terrible thing that the honour of our public men 
should be besruirched. I am delighted that the 
Premier has shown himself equal to the occasion, 
that he has upheld the honour of the House, and 
that he has shown to adventurers of a like mind 
to that of Mr. \Vithers that, whatever men outside 
the House may do, the Government of Queensland 
is pure, and in tends to remain pure, and that if 
any transaction occurs affecting the honour of 
the House and the members of the House, the 
Government will immediately take the necessary 
action to show the persons concerned that they, 
at any rate, will not countenance it. I intend to 
support the motion before the House. 

Mr. LESINA (Clermont): I was very pleased 
to hear the hon. men.beJ:' who b.as just resumed 
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his seat st:trt off by giving the Premier, and other 
persons connected with this exposure, credit for 
being anim:<ted by the loftie,t and sincerest 
impulses. But I i·egret to say that before the 
conclusion of his address he bectttne rather 
heated, and appeared to be animated more by 
bi<ts and partif.g,n feeling than by that calm 
consideration which ought to inspire an ex­
Speaker and ex-1Y1inister who pose·s as an 
authority on political etiquette in this Chamber. 
At the beginning of his rem,;rks I interjected 
"Hear, hea.r," because up to that thne he was 
the fairest- minde<l speaker on that side of the 
House. It is curious how the hon. member 
endeavoured to impress upon members of this 
Chamber and upon the public outside that 
when a person who represents the interests 
of some big men in London, who have formed 
themse\ve, into a comp»ny with a capital of 
£2,000 000, who has been thc·ir agent in this 
colony for three yen.rs, and who has be~n in cnm~ 
mtmie>ttion with tbis Government since 1897, is 
proved before a dispassionate judge to have 
attempted to bribe and influence members 
of Parliament, there is only one member 
on that side of the House who gets up 
and condemns the thing right out. I should 
naturally suppose that the province of mem­
bers of this Chamber, when an exposure of 
this kind is made, is to get up and-apa:t from 
mere party cnnsiderations--denounce it in the 
hottest and the strongest htnguage that it is pos­
sible to use in an asseruhlag'l of this character. 
Instead of that, what do they do? There is a 
fish called the cuttlefish. It is remarkabl(' for 
the peculiarity or chHncteristic, that when it is 
pursued and driven into a corner it exudes a 
kind of inky liquid for the purpose of dis­
colouring the water, and under cover of this 
inky discolonration it escapes. The tactics of 
hon. members on the other side remiud me of the 
cuttle-fish. They are political cuttle-fish. 
Having been driven into a corner by this parti­
cular expoRure, with the ide» of e8caping the 
proper condemnation they will certainly get in 
the country, they try to cloud over the i;;sue by 
pouring slandPr upon the hem. member for Rock­
hampton. That, however, has nothing to do 
with the matter at. issue. \Ve have the report 
of Judge 1\fansfield, and that is wh>tt we have to 
deal with. He is a cool, dispassionate gnf(lish 
judge, paid by the people of Queensland, and he 
has their confidence. He looks at the e\·idence 
placed befor-e him, and this is his decision, and 
I would be c<mtent to accept that decision even 
if I sat on the other side of the Chamber. He 
says-

From thr, evidence tal\:cn in th1s mRtter it appears 
that Henry .T ohn 'nthers has for the last three years 
been acting in Queensland as the representative of the 
Brit~sh (;olonial Ra,ilways Corporation, which is the 
apphcant for the )J'ormanton-Cloncurry Railway Bill. 
\V e had a paper laid on the table of the House 
containing the corresponclence dealing with this 
particular line, and in that is a letter eent bv 
Mr. Je1·emiah Lyon, chairman of the British 
Colonial Railways Corporation, Limited. It 
contains a paragraph to this"effect-

'".Phe eompany of which I am chairman have sent out 
an aceredited representative. ::\Tr. H. J. Withm·s, now in 
Queensland, with a view to obtain a contract from yonr 
Government, under the Land Act of 1892. 1Ve are pre­
pared to comply with the requirements of that Act; 
but, as a matter of fact, the scheme will be a much 
larger one, involving a capital of something like 
£2.000,000. 

Thao was written to Sir Hngh Nelson, thun Pre­
mter of Queensland. On the first page of this 
particular document, I find a letter dated 9th 
April, 1897, from Frederick T. Brentnall to the 
Minister for Railways, then the Hon. J. R. 
DLk<on, the present Chief Secretary in which 
Mr. Brentnall points out that Mr. II. j_ Withers 

was presented by him to the Hon. R. Philp on 
4th December, and his object in coming to 
Queensland was to arrnnge, under the terms of 
the Land Act of 18il2, for the construction of a 
railway from Normanton to Cloncurry. Mr. 
Withers wa., the representative of the company, 
and he was entitled to act on their behalf, and 
according to Mr. Daniels he bad £60,000 to 
expend in promoting the passage of this Bill. 

Mr. KEOGH: \Vho got the money? 
Mr. LESJNA: I want to know where this 

money has been expended. Mr. Withero is a 
plain business man, a man who has the confi­
dence of his company-a company which con­
sists of such persons as Sir \Villiam Ingram, 
Rart., London; Hir t:Jaul Smnnel, Bart., London; 
Sir Robert 0. \V. Herhert, G.C.B., London; 
Sir Edwin Dawes, K.C.M.G., Briti•h India 
S. S. Uumpany, etc.; Sir Alfred Seale Haslam, 
Derby ; Hon. Hem-y S. Littleton, director 
Union Bank, P, and O.S.S. Company; \V. K. 
D'Arcy, director Mount Mc,rgan; T. S. Hall, 
directvr Mount Morgan ; Vicomte de Satge de 
St. Jean, Norwich ; Oscar de Satge and Thomas 
Rome, directors of the Union Mortgage and 
Agency Cnm]_Jany, Limited. 

Mr. LEAHY: There is no snch comvany. 
Mr. LE8INA: Not the Union Mortgage 

Company, Limited? 
Mr. LEAHY: No. 
Mr. HARDACliE : It has only changed its 

na1ne. 
1Y1r. LEAHY : There are no such directors, 

either. 
Mr. LESINA: They are on this list. 'l'ben 

there is l~dnmnd J. Doxat, chairman of Dalgety 
and Co., Limited, and sundry other persons. It 
cannot be said th>Lt Mr. Withers is not a repre­
sentative man. Daniels said that he told him he 
hnd £60,000 to exJ<eud, and that £60,000 was 
advanced by this company for the purpo"e of pro­
moting the passage of this Bill through the House. 
\Ve know that it is the custon1 in the old country 
for huudredsof thousands of pounds to he spent on 
promoting rail way legislation. Royal UornmiBRion 
after Royal Commission has shown that. In 
giving £(i0,000 to promote the passage of this 
Bill through this Chamber, the company were 
merely going upon ]i;nglieh precedent, but 
whereas \hey would require £100,000 in England, 
a paltry £GO,OOO would do out here. Mr. \Vithers 
had to influence two things-the Press and the 
Parliament-and if there are any more powerful 
weapons or engines for pushing ahead private 
speculations of private individuals, than the 
Press and the Parliament, I should like to know 
what they are. He btcught as much of the Press 
as he could lay hi" hands on, and he then turned 
his eyes upon the politicians, of whom there are 
a! ways some impecunious ones, ready to sell 
thernsel ves to the highest bidder. If Mr. 
\Vithers is a fool and a knave, as the hon. 
member for Herbert pointed out, it is curious 
how quickly that is found out, the moment the 
champage becomes flat and the banquets at the 
Gresham are no longer possible. That Henry 
Dani<>ls expected th.:.t he would come back to 
this Chamber sooner or later, Judge Manstield 
makes clear. He says-

Withers sass he does not remember Daniels telling 
him he lmd a chance of becomiug a member; but 
IJaniels says he told him, and I think it hardly possible 
that 1Vithers could, in his position, have been ignorant 
of the fact that Daniels had, at any rate, some chance 
of becoming a member, as he admits Dauiels ·told him 
of his election troubles, and he would have been sure 
to mention hi::-; object in petitioning and his chances of 
success. 

·\Yithers made this offer to Daniels because, as he 
says, Daniels had been connectf'd with Parliament, and 
had previously told him he could prevent members 
stonewalling the Bill, and because he wanted him to 
geo others not to stonewall the Bill. 
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Daniels says that he promi~ed not to stonewnll the 
Bill if '"'"ithers gave him the share and paid the money 
for him. 

'f1his ·vnthers denies; but if \-Vithers knew Dnniels 
had a chnnce of becoming a. member he would have 
been sure to get Daniels's promise not to stonewall 
himself, as well as his promise to prevent others doing 
so. 
That iil the opinion of the judge in whose hands 
we were content to leave the matter, and I will 
stake His Honour's opinion against that of the 
hon. member for Bulloo. 

Mr. LEAHY: He woulrl have a lovely time to 
make you stop stonew~tlling-. 

Mr. LESINA: I will stake his hononmble 
opinion against that of the hon. member for Bnlloo, 
or any other member who has spoken on this 
question. We are all more or less c•mcerned in 
this fact that this gentleman approached Mr. 
Daniels-if this attorney for this big English 
syndicate offered what he says he offered him. 
'l'hat i", that when the Bill became l~tw he was to 
receive .£125 in cash, and 650 paid-up shares, 
valned at £2 each, when the company was formed. 
In fact, if this Bill went through the Chamber 

the shares would at once jump to 
[9'30 p. m.] over £2, so that these promoters-

whose agents have been filling tbe 
lobbies for months past, and who were doing 
their utmost, both inside and outside the 
Chamber, to secure the passage of this legislation 
-would stand to make an ex~ellently good thing 
ont of legislation of this character. If hon. 
members will look back for a month or two, 
when the second reading of this Bill was on, 
they will remember that hon. members on this 
side quoted the experience of America, England, 
and Europe in connection with the passing of 
legisl~ttion of this nature. They will remember 
it was stated that the lobbies there were filled 
with the agents and the promoters of such com­
panies. The same has been the case in Queens­
land just recently. \Vhere before in the histPry 
of the colony have we seen such a crowd filling 
our galleries and lohbie•? At present we have 
only lifted a corner of the curtain. It is a very 
frayed, dirty cnrtain that hangs between the 
public and the Government. It is rather broken 
in places, and through it WP can see some of the 
peculiar tmmactions of the Government. Thc,re 
is the Queensland National Bank busineRs, the 
Barron Falls tmnsaction, the Seaforth Estate, 
the Clarendon Estate, the leasing of the Cairns 
wharf, the North Chillagoe prospectus business, 
and we should not forget this one, which is the 
grandrladdy of the lot. These are half-a-dozPn 
items tha.t we should not forget ; and it is time 
that people should consid<r whether thiH Govern­
lllent is perfectly pure and spotless or not. The 
Government has mode a virtue of necessity. 
\V hat expression of indignation would the public 
have made use of if the Government had not 
withdrawn this Bill? As the leader of the 
Opposition pointed out, this Bill was only the 
pilot fish that would lead the way to the big 
shark ; but this shark has got into a net 
made of strong network bribery from which 
it cannot escape. \Vhen we SPe a man like 
Mr. \Vithers, who has .£()0,000 at his command, 
offering Mr. Daniels £125 cash and 650 shares 
in this company, which are valued at .£2 each, 
what might not any members of this Chamber 
be offered if they were willing to accept a 
bribe the moment the Bill passed? As I have 
sairl before, this syndicate lefl'islation is a curse 
all the world over. It poisons the well~nrings of 
national life ; it leads to corruption in public 
life ; and-if I may use the term-it makes 
political prostitutes of representative memhers 
of the community. It is a kind of thing 
that we shon ld set our faces against on every 
occasion. As lorig as I am in this Chamber I 
shall always condemn the introduction of this 

foreign element into onr politics, hl·can~e it does 
harm to the penple of any cotnmnnity and it 
leads to the <legmdati.m of P;uliament. I inter­
jected when the PrPmier was speaking, "\Vhy 
not prosecute this man ? " and I now ask will he 
be prosecuted? 

Hon. A. S. COWLEY : Prosecute the three of 
them. 

Mr. LESIN A: ::'f o; there is nothing to justify 
the prosecution of Mr. Daniels or of the hon. 
member for Rockhampton, 1\fr. Kidston. The 
evidenc~ condemns Mr. \Vithet·s only. Judge 
Man"field say., in his report-

In my opinion, thi~ offer to Daniels wa.;; made as a 
bribe to induce him to nbstain from stonewalling hi.m­
self alHl to use his influence to pt·cvent others doing so 
-that i" to sa.,·. to induce Daniel::;, from a hope of 
pecuniary gam and not from eonviction, to act in such 
a way as to make Lhe pas""ing of the H:;_ilway Bill moro 
probable. 
No mention is made1 there of the position of Mr. 
Daniels or the hon. member for R<lckhampton, 
Mr. Kidston. These gentlemen acted on their 
own initiative, and the judge •loes not condemn 
them in anv way. In connection with the 
"faking" of the Chillagoe prospectus, Mr. 
Duffy was condemned a" being,primarily respon· 
sihle for that, and in this case Mr. \Vithers has 
been conclcmnc·d on his own evidence, and by the 
letter he wrote himself. Why should Mr. 
Daniels and the hon. member for Rockhampton, 
Mr. Kidston, be drag<;ed into the matter in this 
way? Mr. Daniels tells us di,tinctly that he 
would have liked the letter he read to have 
become public property earlier. He says-

I did not mnkc it pnlllic at once, because I thought 
that I would be elected by the tribnn>tl, and \YOnld 
have been able to present the matter to the House 
my~elf. I did not make it public when I found I \VHS 
not, to be el··<'ted, because Parliament wa~1 in rceess. 
Then I gqt ::ur. Kidgton to move for a Relet~t committee 
to inqni.re into the late Camboora election, and from 
what )1r. "\VHhcrs told me about certain members being 
~h·treholders in this Cmlmny, I thought it might injure 
my chn,n(·(;~~ of getting a select eommittce to inquire 
into the Oambooya elcctiou if the letter was bt·ought 
forward firBt. 
Is it likely th,>t a mn,n who was fighting for a 
seat in tbis House would throw obstacles in his 
own wav? He thonght the public:.tion of that 
letter then might prejndice his case. The 
tribunal decided in fn.vour of J\Ltckintosh, so he 
conld not place the facts before the Chamber; 
and when the hon. member for R,,ckhnmpton 
read the letter he h~td no authority fmm J\Ir. 
llanieh to <lisclo>'~ t.he name of the writer. It 
was hel<l hack until it was revealed a.t the 
recent inquiry. But it has not cnme too 
late, for the public have been saved from the 
passage of a Bill which has been buttressed up by 
men who h~ve .£()0,000 to buy snpport for it. 
n does not matter thnt the withdmwal of this 
Bill hurts Northern Queensland, or that some 
employtnent will not be givPn, ~So long a~ we 
have s'wed this Chamber and the colony from 
the passage of this Bill. I think wo on this side 
have done all that is necessary. \Ve hnve vindi­
cat.ed the honour of Parliament; we have vindi­
cated the rights of hon. members; and we have 
expoeed this man \\'itlwr.;. I thom;ht that we 
conlrl have looked for a little more th"n ordinary 
support from hon. members opposite. I think 
hon. members opposite should have risen one 
after the other and n,dmitted that Mr. Daniels 
and the hon. member for Rookhampton had 
done gt)od "\York, instead of n1.a.ldng pettifog­
!!ing personal attacks on the hon. member for 
Rockhampton, ad some hon. members opposite 
have done. There seemed to me to be an nnder­
tonP-a monotone of sorrow in the speeches of 
hon. membe.rs opposite that the Bill would not 
gn through. And I was prtrticulrtrly enrprised at 
the wrtspish and envenomed utterancE's of the 
hon. member for Bulloo with regard to the hon. 
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member for Hockhampton. He wa~ repeatedly 
called to order, and he had to withdraw several 
remarks which were derog-n,tory to the hon. 
member for Rockharnpt.on, Mr. Kidston. \Vhy 
was the ban. member oo envenomed at the hon. 
member for Rockhampton's discovery of this 
conupt business ? 

Mr. ANN EAR: \V by is his name brought so 
prominently forward by Judge Mansfield? 

Mr. LE8INA: That cannot be helped. I 
would like any hon. member to point out any 
part of the evidence taken before Judge Mansfield 
which shows th>tt either l\1r. Daniels or the hon. 
member for Rockbampton were inspired with any 
desire to injure the hon. member for Bulloo, who, 
it is said, is prominently connec~ed with this and 
other svndicates. 

Mr. LEAHY: \Vhere do you get that? 
Mr. LESIN A: That is the inference people 

dmw. 
Mr. J. HAMILTON: I never heard it before. 
Mr. LESINA: Probably not. The hon. 

member for Cook only hears things when it suits 
him. However, Mr. Daniels says that he was 
intrndnced to Mr. \Vithers by the hon. member 
for Bnlloo. 

M... LRAHY : He says he was introduced by 
Mr. Sim. 

Mr. LESINA: I know that Mr. Withers 
denies that the hem. member for Bulloo intro­
duced him to Mr. Daniel,, and o.ctys that it was 
the late hon. member for Oarpentaria, Mr. Sim, 
who introduced them. 

Mr. LJ<cAHY: Mr. Daniels says so, too. 
i\lr. LESINA: I remember, in reading the 

evidence, that he makes reference to them both; 
but that is not the material point. The real 
point is that this House entirely agrees with the 
opinion expressed by Judge 1\f:msfield, and 
with the action of the Premier in redeeming 
his promise that if, after an independent in­
quiry, be was satisfied that there w:ts anything 
cronk or corrupt attempted in the passage 
of this B1ll, be would drop the Bill. I was glad 
to bear the hon. gentlmnan say, in the manly 
speech he made this afternoon, ti1at he would not 
only withdraw the Bill, but would decline to 
have any further dealings with \Vithers as re­
presenting this or any other syndic«te in Queens­
land or out of QaeensLmd. I think be has 
taken the right stand in that, and I will support 
him in it. Every member on this side will sup­
port him in thab action, and we trnst there will 
be no more transactions entered into by this or 
any other Go"ernment of Queenshtnd with a 
person named \Vithers-it matters not on whose 
behalf be appears. For thrPe long yer~rs this 
t}uvernment ha VP been altogethel· too tnuch 
bound np with this gentlema'n who has sat be­
hind your chair, Mr. Speaker--

Mr. STEW ART: Beware of\Vithers! (Laughter.) 
Mr. LESINA: Week after week be has sat in 

the lobby there listening to the 11iscussion upon 
measures going through this Chamber in con­
nection with private r<tilways, and we have 
frequently seen the Secretary f"r Railways go 
out and consult with him, and then come back 
with his back stiffened to take np an attitude 
opposed to us. 

'l'be SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: Never! Not 
on one Ringlp occasion. 

Mr. LESINA : It was common talk in the 
Chamber, and common talk in the country, and 
people were beginning to come to the conclusion 
that Parliament had abrogated its sovereign 
rights, and had heen handed over, body and 
soul, to a group of irresponsible boodlers and to 
their champion \Vithers. That was the impres­
sion, but I am glad to see that \Vithers has 
broken himself. I am glad that through the 
instrumentality of a Labour man he has fallen 
into the trap that was set for him, that he 

has been held with a grip of steel, and has 
been held up this evening to the scorn of 
this Hou>Je and of the country. \Ve have 
succeeded in beating vVithers and his syndicate 
and the Cloncurry Railway Bill, which ~s now 
in the waste-paper basket, and under the cucnm­
stances we can claim ct edit for chfcking the 
growth in this colony of these syndicate pro­
posals, which never thrive so luxuriantly as 
when they ale fed with the juice with which 
\Vithers tried to feed Daniels, and with which 
he fed memLers on the other oide, for aught 
I know. As for the hon. member for Rock­
hampton, whether he has been right or not 
in this matter, is of no consequence to me. I 
would denonnce him as freely as anyone else if 
I thought there was occasion to do so, but we 
are not 1lealing with thr~t matter row, but with 
Judge Mansfield's report, and to that we should 
stick. I hoJJe the House will pass this motion, 
and rid queensland of this wretched growth 
which is calculated to poison the life springs of 
the col ny. 

Mr. J. HAMILTON (Cook): The action of 
the Premier in refusing to proceed with this 
measure directly he had reason to believe that 
improper influences were being used, should con­
vince the country that this party will be no 
party to any shady tranoactions. 

Mr. RYLAND : \Vhen they are found out. 
Mr.< J. HAMILTON: The Premier said that 

if it could be shown that any attempt bad been 
made to bribe any member in connection with 
any of these Bills he would at once drop any 
syndicate railway in connection with which 
that had been proved. In spite of the numerous 
charges made by members opposite in connection 
with all these railways, this is the only one bit of 
evidence that has been brought forward. 

Mr. RYLAND: 1'here is more to follow. 
Mr .. J. HAMILTON: I do not believe there 

is a word of truth in that statement, and unless 
the man who makes a statement like that has 
evidence, and hrings it forward, we will know 
what to think of him. The Premier s challenge 
was that if any attempt was proved to have been 
macle to bribe a member, he would drop the line in 
connection with which that was shown, and 
although even th<1 t has not been pcoved in this 
case, the Premier has not stuck tu the letter of 
his challenge, but considering tbat the agent has 
been guilty of improper conduct, he has at once 
dropped this railway, with tbs endorsement of 
the whole of the members of his party. 

Mr. l<'IHHF:R: \Vhere do you find that it was 
to be" a member"? 

Mr. J. HAMILTON: I recollect what was 
said. 

Mr. I<'ISHER: Eind it. 
Mr. J. HAMJLTON: Let the hon. mem­

ber find it for himself. We know it is the 
whole policy of tlw La hour pn,rty to make the>e 
charges, but we have never seen them have the 
manlinesR to produce evidence in justificati0n of 
their statements, and an individual who makes 
charg«s of this kind, and makes no attempt to 
prove them, is a scoundrel and nothing el"e. 
\Vilh regard to Daniels, we know the opinion of 
Mr. Justice Heal about him-one of the most 
respecterl judges in Queensland-after listening 
to his evidence. His Honour : " I do not think 
you have improved that character by the IT!anner 
in which you bav<' brought forward ev1dence 
in this case. You have kept information back 
which you could have produced. It is a pecu­
liarity of the mind that every mind has to be 
jurJged by itself. It is the peculiarity of yours 
that you seem to take the view that you can 
win this election by suppressing the truth." It 
is evident, therefore, that this is an old game 
of Mr. Daniels. The jndge again says, "Any 
means that are honest according to your lights, 



Port Norman, Etc., [12 DECEMBER.] Railu·a;y Bill., 2599 

but I must tell you that I do not think that 
suppressing a fact in a case of persrmation, when 
you know it, is an honest thing." It is impos­
sible to believe a word the man says. Not only 
does Judge Real's remarks prove this, but the 
member for Bulloo does also when, in reply to 
Mr. Daniels's evidence that the member for 
Bulloo and he were friends, and that' he. relied 
on getting his seat back on the strength of 
statements made hy the me m her for Bulloo that 
he must win, the member for Bulloo showed that 
the very first man who was strnok off the list of 
assessors by :Mr. Daniels was himself. Or refer 
again to the evidence given by him before Judge 
Mansfield. When asked why he had kept secret 
the existence of this letter for such a long 
time, he replied, "I did not make it public 
when I found I was not to be elected, b.'.cause 
Parliament was in recess." One lie will show 
how the wind blows as well as forty, and 
reference to Hansctrd will show that Parlia­
ment was not in recess when he found he was 
not to be elected, as the verdict of the Elec­
tions Tribunal was given on the 22nd December, 
and Parliament sat until the 29th December. 
JVIr. lJaniels forgot that, and he gave as a reason 
what he knew at the time was a lie when he Raid 
he had kept the letter secret, becanse the verdict 
in his case was given .tflet· Parliament rose. The 
hem. gentleman who last spoke said that someone 
should be prosecuted. That is true ; Daniels 
should be prosecuted for perjury. There is no 
doubt that be did commit perjury, f,,r the verrlict 
was given on the 22nd December, and Parlia­
ment was sitting for a week after. But what was 
his rPal reason for suppressing this letter? Do 
we not know that he had this offer in October of 
la't year and kept it secret until after that com­
pany died in ,July this year and an.>ther one rose 
from its ashes, and Mr. \Vithers said that 
Daniels was out of it? Is it not very singular 
that not until Mr. \Vithers said so that Mr. 
Daniels showed this letter to Mr. Kidston? 

Mr. BRIDGES: Did be lose the chance of his 
money? 

Mr. ,J. HAMILTON: Of course he did. 
There was a new company formed last July, and 
then he makes use of this letter. Mr. Kids ton has 
admitted that 1fr. Daniels said, "I will not let 
yon use this letter until you get my committee." 
There was an act of bribery in itself. Ancl 
what did Mr. Kidston do? He got the com­
mittee, and when he had got it Mr. Daniels 
would not let him u•e the letter until he got the 
findings of the committee. Another act of 
bribery in which the chairman of the committpe 
took part, and the letter was then published 
after the finding of the committee. 

Mr. ANN EAR: Who was the chairrnttn ? 
Mr .. J. HAMILTON: The hon. member for 

Rockhampton, JVIr. Kid,tou, was chairman. It 
has been stated by several members of the 
Labour party this evening that the h<m. mem­
ber for Bulloo made an unprovoked attack on 
thP bon. member for Rockhampton. The facts 
of the hon. member were rough, but not his 
words. The hon. member for Bulloo merely 
stated that there was a mine near Rnckhampton 
called the "Native Cat," for which Mr. Kidst,m 
was the agent, and in which he was a share­
holder; that the hem. member sold the mine on 
the special condition that all the reports on the 
mine should be shown to the purchasers. \Vhen 
the sale was completed, and just before the 
shares were allotted, the purchasers discovered 
that a most damaging report by the Assistant 
Government Geologist, Mr. Maitland, had been 
suppressed by the hon. member, Mr. Kidston. 
'Then the purchasers immediately called upon the 
hon. member for Rockhampton to set aside the 
agreement on account of fraud. He did so, and 

signed a document confessing that he had been 
guilty of suppression, and giving purchasers 
permission to make their own tests, and then act 
as they chose. They did test it, and found it 
worthless. The hon. member for Bulloo read to 
the House the document signed by the hon. mem­
ber for Hockhampton making the confession. 
And this is the pure-souled patriot who is going 
to regenerate us all, and who declares that mem­
bers of Parliament should, like Crnsar's wife, be 
above suspicion. This is the hon. member 
who lectures us about momlity-a man who has 
signed a confession that be had suppressed 
a damning report by the Government Geolo­
gist, which, if it had been shown to the 
purchasers, would have prevented them from 
even looking- at the mine. An English corn­
vany had actually purchaRed the mine from the 
hon. member, but luckily bad not allotted the 
sh~res. Someone who knew the hon. mem­
ber suggested to them that they had het.ter he 
careful in dealing with him; they, therefore, 
made further inquiries, and found that this snp­
pre8sion had taken place. The Nor~h Chillagoe 
swindle was nothing compared with this. The 
hon. member fur Bnlloo has been viciou"ly 
attacked by various Labour mPmbers. The mem­
ber for South Brisbane, lVIr. Tnrl<'Y, s~tid that he 
wouldn't like to repeat what he had heard out 
\Vest concerning him. \V ell, anv cur can go to 
a strePt corner and make sin1ilar staternents 
about every man and woman who passes, but 
no true man would degrade himself hy making 
such statements. No man worthy of the name 
of man would make such vile insinuations against 
anyone, unlpss he was prepared to produce evi­
dence in support of them. The Ult're fact of 
making such statements degrades the man who 
makes them, and not the man against whom they 
are 1narle. 

Mr. LRAHY: The man who made the state­
ment admitted he was a smuggler. 

Mr . • T. HAMILTON: Yes; he admitted it. 
Then the hon. member for Rockharnpton }l'nrth 
followed, :tnd, a.rnongst other thingR, said it waR 
well known that the hon. nwmher for Bnlloo 
was a greedy grasrwr for money. Do we not know 
the character of the hon. member for ltockhamp­
ton Notth in that respect. It is well known in 
the House, while the generous, open-lumded 
nature of the hon. member for Bulloo is "'lually 
well known. Let hem. members opposite look tu 
the patriotic fund, and every other charitable 
fund, for an example of what I say ; but t.hey 
will search in vain for representatives of t-heir 
own party on such lists. 

The SPEAKER: Order, order ! 
:Wr. ,J. HAMILTON: We have hc·ard a lot 

also of the amount of champagne which has been 
consumetl, both here and at the Gresham Hotel, 
in celebrating the pas Rage of these rail way Bills. 
If that is so, the members oppmite know a great 
deal more than I know. I have not heard of a 
single bottle of champagne being cracked during 
the last yertr in this building or at the Gresham. 
\Ye have also been told something about the 
Se~tforth business to-night, hut I recollect--

The SP.F~AKER: Order, order! 
Mr .• J. HAMI L'TON: I should have liked to 

reply to that charge, bnt, since I appear to be 
out of order, I cannot do so. But we recollect 
that l\Ir. Dalrymple, the member for Mackay, 
offered £100 to any of the Labour pa1·ty who 
could prove any ground for their chargeR against 
himself and his colleague, and they have not 
accepted the challenge. 

Mr. KERR: If we go into yonr private charac­
ter it will not stand mnch examination. 

Mr .• J. HAMILTON: I challenge ynu to do 
so at any time. I heard the member for Cler­
mont stnte just now that a member of the r,abonr 
party said he knew of two men on this side who had 
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been hrihed in connection with this matter, hut he 
would not give the names. During the whole of 
this session we have noticed that members of 
the L,,bonr party, in accordance with their 
usual policy of vilification >ond slander, have 
stated that Mr. \VithPrs has bribed mem­
bers on this side. vV e hear these statements, 
but without an atom of proof, every d~ty, 
and when we find Parliament degmded day 
after day, and week after week, by vile slanders 
of that kind, I think strong measures should be 
taken to put a stop to the practice. What I 
Ruggest is that the Premier should appoint a 
judge of the Supreme Court, or some other 
tribunal, to hold a searching investigation into 
the matter. Let every memlwr of the House go 
before that judge, and say on his oath whether, 
directly or indirectly, hA has any interest in any 
of these syndicate railways ; whether he has 
been promi,;ed any interest, whether anyone has 
approached him, and letthesedamnableslanderers 
who are continually making these statements be 
challenged to come forward with their evidence, 
and then Jet the public decide. 

Mr. FISHI~R (Gympie): I do not think the 
hon. member was happy in his sug­

[10 p.m.] gestion that the Government should 
appoint a judge to be the confessor 

of hon. me m hers opposite in the matter of 
bribery and corruption. The Premier and 
Attorney-General deserve to be congratulated for 
the way in which they have acted in appointing a 
judge to carry out this inquiry, but I think the 
lion. gentleman at the head of the Department of 
J nstice w< uld hesitate before naming a judge to 
act in snch a cap'tcity as the hon. member f,)r 
Cook suggeets. Such an office is not necessary, 
and it is pitiful that a gentleman of the experience 
of the hon. member for Cook, who is also Govern­
ment whip, should make such a foolish su~gestion. 
because it must be taken seriously. The hon: 
member stated earlier in his speech that the 
charge made by the hon. member for Rockhamp­
ton, Mr. Kidston, was that an attempt had been 
made to bribe a member. That charge was 
never made in this House, and the hon. member, 
who waxes indignant because a member on this 
side would not quote chapter and vet·se for 
certain charges, was unable to produce any evi­
dence in support of his statement. Yet he con­
demns hon. members on this side for making 
ra~h assertions. 

Mr .• J. HAMIL'rON: Yon know what I mean. 
Mr. FISHJJ;R: I do not know what the hon. 

member means. There are few members of the 
House more capable of expressing their nwaning 
than the hon. member, but in this instance he 
invented a fact to suit his purpose of me,ligning 
members on thi• side of the House. vVhy are 
these insinuations mane against the characters of 
hon. members? Have hem. members forgotten 
the time when an hon. gentleman who occupied 
the position of Premier of this colony stated that 
a memher of this party wa' the associate of 
thieves? \Vhen hon. memhers on this si• le were 
endeavouring to safeguard the interests of the 
country, instead of getting credit for standing 
up in the face of great odds to keep this 
colony sound and in a position of credit, 
the hon. member for Bundaberg, Mr. G!assey, 
was dragged in as the associate of thieves and 
forger,;, and yet the statement then made by 
Mr. Glassey was afterwards verified and proved 
up to the hilt. It was the pleasure of hon. mem­
bers who were tben in a majority to drive the 
hon. member for Bundaberg from pillar to post, 
and now we are told that the maligners are 
not maligning individnals, bnt are maligning 
the Government. \Vhatever we may say about 
the policy of the Government, I believe it is 
composed of as honourable gentlemen as are to be 
found in any of the Au~tralasian colonies. But 

they have departed a long way from sound politi­
cal principles when they find it necessary to try 
to draw a red herring across the trail of the 
matter which has been exposed by this side of 
the House. 

Hon. D. H. DALRH!PLE : It has been covered 
np for months and months, and you knew all 
about it. 

Mr. FISHER: The hon. member for Mackay 
states that virtuous indignation has been aroused 
in this matter because it has been concealed by 
the hon. member for Rockhamptnn, Mr. Kid­
ston, for four or five months. In my opinion the 
hon. member for Rockhampton conld do no other 
thing than what he did. If the hon. member 
received this letter from Mr. Daniels in confi­
dence, he had either to accept it in confidence or 
retnrn it to Mr. Daniels with a statement that he 
could not accept the letter on those conditions. 
The hon. member has stated that he received 
a copy of the letter, and that he mentioned the 
purport and importance of it in the House. The 
Premier, acknowledging the seriousness of snch 
a communication, made a statement on behalf of 
the Government, and asked the hon. member to 
produce the letter. The hon. member was not in 
a position to produce the letter at that time, and 
I think the reason which he gave for not producing 
it was a good reason. He was not free to prmlnee 
the original letter to the House until the very d::ty 
when he did produce it. Is that not a sufficient 
justification for his action? 

1\ir. KIDRTON : Up to within three hour• of 
the time when I produced the letter in the 
Honse I had not permission to produce it. 

Mr. FISHER: Quite so, and I think the 
action of the hon. member was justified. If the 
hon. member has erred at all he has erred in the 
right direction-he kept the confidence reposed 
in him by the recipient of the letter. \Vhatever 
other members might have done nnder the cir­
cumstances, I am persuaded that it will be to 
the credit of the hon. member for Rockhampton 
that he did not break the confidence reposed in 
him by Mr. Daniels. 

1\Ir. ANNEAR: And secure a committee for it. 
Mr. :FISHER: I admit that it is a reflection 

on members of this House to say that that com­
mittee would not have been granted if the letter 
had been ptoduced earlier, but in my opinion it 
would have been much more difficult to have got 
the committee if the letter had been produced 
before it was appointed, because hon. members 
are influenced, consciously or unconsciously, by 
a great rr;any circHmstances. I feel confident 
that the indignation which h11s been aroused by 
the production of this lettar now would have 
been aroused if it had been produced at an 
earlier stage. Is it not the desire of hon. 
members on both sides to carry on the Govern­
ment honestly ? Do the Government think they 
alone are custodians of the hononr of the 
House? The speeches made this evening would 
indicate that the only virtuous members in this 
House occupy seats to the right of the Speaker, 
and that the Labonr party, or a member of that 
party who had been the confidant of Mr. Daniels, 
connived at corruption, while the Premier stated 
that if bribery could be proved he would drop the 
Bill. The Premier made a very fair offer, and a 
very fair condition, "hich was that if the letter 
had been written by one of the principals con­
cerned in this syndicate he wonld do so-and-so. 
It is not a fortunate thing that an attempt has 
been made to bribe and corrupt, but it is a 
fortunate thing that by some mPans written 
evidence has been produced in this House to 
show that an attempt has been made to nse 
undue influence to secure the passage of this 
syndicate rail way through the House. That, 
I think, every eensible man will admit is a 
good thing, and I venture to say that had a very 
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different, a very much worse method be<'n used 
to get posRession of the letter, it would be 
justified and excused on the ground that it was 
got for the pmpose of purifying the Parliament 
and preventing- the Government doing a 
thing, at the instance of a gentleman whom 
the Premier's own friends admit is a person 
unfit to carry on any negotiations with the 
Government for the company, or to even 
remain here as a citizen of this colony. 
Mr. \Vithers, who was the friend and counsellor 
of the hon. gentlemen opposite until this letter 
was produced, is now denounced and made the 
scapegoat ; but I say that he is no worse to-day 
than he was three months ago. He is prac­
tically the same person as he was when he wrote 
that letter, but the probability is that he is a 
wiser man-he is naturally wiser to the extent 
that he sees it is unwise to put a bribing propo­
sition in writing to any person, 

Mr. KERR: That is where he made a mistake. 
Mr. }!'IS HER: I am not here to suggest that 

there are any others. It is not necessary to 
argue that there are any other persons who have 
heen treated in the same way as Mr. l!aniels, 
but it is fortunate that at least one has been 
discovered. I think hon, gentlemen should be 
prepared to eongratuhtte the hon member for 
Rockhampton upon his astutenees in being able 
to di,cover any written document which can be 
produced to prove that Mr. Withers was an 
unworthy man for the Government to treat 
with, and should no longer represent the great 
company which is going to assist the colony 
in this private railway scheme. I have 
only one thing to add in reference to the 
subject. Mr. Hamilton, th~ member for Cook, 
has charged Mr. Daniels with untruthfulness as 
to the reasons why he did not bring forward that 
letter. My recollection of the facts are these : 
The Election Tribunal did not give their decision 
until late in December, and then there was an 
appeal to the ]full Court upon a question of law. 
The matter was not finally dealt with until a 
considerable time after P>trliament went into 
recess How was "it possible for Mr. Daniels to 
bring down this question to the House before 
the matter was decided ; and yet the hon. 
member, who should know better, gets 
up and seriously condemns Jlvfr. Daniels, 
hecause he did not do it while the House was 
sitting, after the tribunal had delivered his 
dpcision. My recollection is that the decision 
of the Full Court was not laid on the table of 
the House until this session. Is not that ample 
proof that Mr. Daniels could nob possibly do it 
last session? The hon. member for Cook, disre­
garding that fact, !-.as argued on the assumption 
that he could, and ha< put down Mr. Daniels as 
a liar. In that the hon. rnem her for Cook is 
making a reckless statement in this House, where 
Mr. Daniels has no opportunity of denying it. 

Mr. HARTJACRE: Daniels was quite correct. 
Mr. FISHER: I feel it is a great compliment 

to this party, that Mr. Withers in his evidence 
states that in November, when it was discovered 
that the Labour party were about to enter office, 
he took ship to England. He thought that there 
was no more chance of his syndicate railway 
being proceeded with that year, and he did"not 
think it wc>rth while waiting until the hon. 
gentlemen who now occupy the Government 
offices were restored to power. It is some­
thing that he thought he had a much 
better chance of working the ground for his 
syndicate proposal with them than he could 
possibly have wich a Labour Government. I 
remember very well that during that short period 
there were very bnsy inquiries matle with regard 
to the persons who were to take the portfolios in 
that short-lived Government. I take it as a 
high compliment to the persons who took office, 

even for so short a period, that gentlemen like 
Mr. Withers thought it dexirable to leave the 
country so long as they remained in office. 

Mr. McDONNELL (F01·titude Valley): Dur· 
ing the debate several matters have been brought 
out, and one that has surprised me more than 
any other is that the party on the other side are 
in so deplorable and humiliating a position that 
it is necessary for a gentleman of the high moral 
character of the member for Cook to get up and 
defend them. I remember that saying about 
the devil reproving sin, and ] think that saying 
has been amply verified to-night by the hon. 
gentleman attempting to defend the moral 
character of the oLher side of the House. 
Now, apart from the side issues that have 
been raised during this debate, there is 
one that has not been even attempted to be 
defended, and that is, the deliberate attempt 
which has been made by this agent of a syndicate 
to bribe an individual who, it was considered, 
had some influence with the members sitting on 
this side. I will only say that it is rather 
unfortunate that this matter has not come out 
before. It is unfortunate for many rea;ons. I 
can well understand, from the explanation that 
has been offered to the House by the member for 
Rockhampton, that it was impossible to bring 
this matter out before he did. If this question 
had been brought out earlier, I am inclined to 
think that tho•e Bills which have already passed 
this House would not have found a place on the 
statute-book of Queensland, at least this "year. 
I am satisfied that hon. members on the other 
side strongly resent the action of thi" individual, 
becauee his action is undoubtedly a slur on every 
hon. member who sits in this House. I am 
pleased the Premier has taken the action he has 
taken, for it is the only action he could properly 
and wisely take. But, on the whole, I think 
that the hon. member who is most deserving of 
the thanks of this House and of the country is 
my hon. friend, the hon. member for Rockhamp­
ton, Mr. Kidston, for his bringing this matter 
forward as he has done. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear! 
Mr. McDONNELL : I cannot understand 

why several hon. members opposite have t>tken 
upon themselves to criticise that hon. member's 
action in the way they have done. I can only 
understand it in this way : That some hon. 
members, being so annoyed that this diabolical 
act on the part of this agent has been found 
out by the hon. member for Rockhampton, 
wished that it had not been di~covered until this 
Port Norman to Cloncurry Bill had heen passed. 
They seem to regret that this attempt at bribery 
had been made public. But "better late than 
never." I can only say, after what has fallen from 
some hon, members opposite, and after seeing 
their attitude in the matter, that it would have 
been well in the interests of the whole colony if 
the hon. member for Rockhampton had been in a 
position to bring this matter forward before now. 
I rt>member a few years ago this very same 
gentleman, who has acknowledged writing this 
letter to Mr. Daniels, tried to get other members 
of the party sitting on this •ide of the House to 
meet him in a certain hotel in Brisbane. One 
member of this party at that time tried to get 
several members of this party to meet Mr. 
\Vithers at the Gresham Hotel. 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS : Who? 
Mr. McDONNELL: Mr. Sim. I beli0ve 

some members of this party did meet Mr. 
\Vithers ; hut he did not make any such offer to 
them as he had made to Mr. DaniPis. On sE'veral 
occasions I know he tried to impress on several 
hon. members that so far as possible no oppo­
sition should be offered to the conHtrnction of this 
Normanton-Cloncurry line. It was generally 
understood right throughout the debates on these 
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Bills that there was a certain unseen influence at 
work, and I think that hon. members on both 
sides will agree that the action taken by the 
House to-day is the best and the most ample justi­
fication for the action which this party has taken 
in the discussions on these private railway Bills, 
in this House. 

MEMBERS of the Orposition: Hear, hear! 
Mr. BRIDGB;s (Nundah): As it is too late to 

proceed with any other business to-night, I 
may say a few words on this matter. I am 
of the same opinion as my friend, the hon. 
member for EnoggPra, when he states that 
this debate should have been concluded 
by 5 o'clock this afternoon, for then hou. 
members wonld h>we had an opportunity of 
dealing with other more important business. 
There has been too much talk to-day on this 
matter ; but although the speeches on the whole 
on both sides have been about the same length, 
I think two members on the other side have 
spoken to one on this side. I think ev,'ryone in 
this House is agreed that the action taken to-day 
by the PrPrnier is the right one. That seems to 
be generally admiteed, and >tlthough the Premier 
did not waRte any time, he certainly spoke with 
no uncertain sound. He said he was not pre­
pared to go on with this legishtion while such a 
man as Mr. \Vithers was at the head of this 
company. 

Mr. KRRR: No more ch&mpagne. 
Mr. BRIDGES: Hon. members opposite 

seemed to know a good deal about the flow of 
champag·ne, but I was not aware that JYir. 
·withers was very free with champagne. I depre­
cate the insinuations which have been thrown 
across the Chamber to-day. I was very much 
surprised to hear the hon. member for Cairns say 
that he had proof tha~ two hon. members on this 
side had been offered bribes. 

Mr. G IV ENS : I rise to a point of order. I 
said nothing of the kind. I said I was morally 
certain that two hon. members had been 
approached, but I had no legal proof. 

Mr. BRIDGES : I have no intention of 
misquoting the hon. merr:ber. He said he had 
no doubt that two hon. members had not only 
been offered bribes, but that they had accepted 
brihes--

Mr. GIVJ<iNS : I again raise to a point of 
order. I never said anything of the kind. I 
said that I was morally certain that two hon. 
members on the other side had heen approached. 

Mr. BRIDGJ<;S: I distinctly understood the 
hon, member to say that they h1d accepted 
bribes. He said that hem. members had wives 
and friends who were very convenient. Now, if 
the hon. member has that information he should 
give it to the House-he should say who those 
members are. 

MEMBERS on the Government side: Hear, hear! 
Mr. BRIDGES: I do not suppose any hon. 

member would want to encourage any hon. 
member accepting a bribe. \Ve receive our 
salaries as mem bm·•, and we should be satisfied 
with them or else go to some other occupation. 
The hon. member for Enoggera has referred to a 
certain hon. member on this side whom he had 
watched on a certain occasion shrinking into his 
seat when this letter of Mr. Withers's was read 
and when Mr. Withers's name was mentioned. 
Why did not the hon. me m her mention the name 
of the hon. member who had received a similar 
letter. If what the hon. member for ]<;noggera 
said is true, I should like the hon. member 
he referred to to shrink right out of this House. 
A good deal has been said about the late mem-

ber for Cambooya, Mr. Daniels. It 
[10'30 p.m.] is a very strange matter, and one 

that I can scarcely understand, that, 
as soon as this company became defuncl,, lVIr. 
Daniels at once reported the le.tter to the hon. 

member for Rockhampton. The letter was kept 
very secret and close until there was no hope of 
its being of any use to the gentleman to whom it 
was sent. We have sat in this House with both 
the hon. member for Rockhampton and the late 
member for Cambooya, and it would be just as 
well for the Premier to get np in his place and 
say that I had over-persuaded him as it is for the 
hon. member for Rockhampton to say that he 
was over-persuaded by the late member for 
Cambooya. The thing is simply ridiculous. I 
do not think that many members of this House 
would believe that the late member for Cam­
booya could persuade the hon. member for 
Rock ham pton. 

Mr. LEAHY: He was going to persuade the 
whole party. 

Mr. BRIDGES: I do not think he could. I 
believe the other side of the House is just as 
h< •nest as we are on this side. 

Mr. ,J. HAMILTON: \Vithers did not think so. 
Mr. BRIDGES: I look upon Withers as a 

fool and also a fraud. 
Mr. REID: \Vho got all this money? 
Mr. BRIDGES : It does nat seem to me that 

there was very much money about. \Vithers 
seems to have been full of promises, but not very 
anxious for their fulfiment, and the one man who 
waited long for the fulfihnent of his promise 
seen1s to have lost hope and reported him. I am 
very glad that he was reported, because it •hould 
be a lesson to those who send out agents or repre­
sentatives to this colony to instruct them that 
they must have clean hands if they are to expect 
any sympathy from the members of the legisla­
ture of Queensland on either side of the House. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. BRIDGES: I would not have spoken 

had there been any hope of doing any real work 
to-night, but it seems this is our afternoon out, 
and I wanted to refute the statement made by 
the hon. member for J<}noggera-that his side 
wished to proceed to work, and to drop this 
thing at 5 o'clock. Seeing that they have put up 
two members for every one from this side, I 
think that cannot be borne out. I shall support 
the motion before the House, and I am pleased 
that the letter, though it did come late, came in 
time to enable us to give the man who sent it 
the rightabout. I trust he will never be in a 
position to make a similar attempt upon this or 
any other Parliament of Queensland. 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Question put. 
Mr. KIDSTON: I would like to make some 

remarks by permission of the House. 
The SPEAKER : The hon. member has 

already spoken. 
HoNOURABLll lVIEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
The SPEAKEH: Is it ihe pleasure of the 

House that the hon. member for Rockhmnpton 
he allowed to speak again? 

HoNOURABLE MEMm;Rs: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. KIDS'l'ON: In the pretended justifica­

tion for the virulent perwnal attack he made 
upon me, the hon. member for Bulloo gave as 
his reason that I had dragged him into this 
business. I wish to assure the hon. member 
that I did not drag him into the business at all. 
I had no concern with him in this matter. I 
am glad the Attorney-General is in his place, 
because he will bear me out in what I have to 
say. When the hon. gentleman introduced me 
to ,Judge Mansfield, and I handed over the 
letter to the judge, I said that Mr. Daniels had 
made a statement to me as to how he came to 
get such a letter, but I thought it would be 
better that the judge should get the statement 
from Mr. Uaniels at first hand--

The A'l'TORNb;Y-GE:r>ERAL: You did not men­
tion Mr. Daniels's name. 
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Mr. KIDS TON : I beg pardon. The hon. 
gentleman is right in that. I did not mention 
the name. I said that the receiver of the letter 
had made a statement, but I thought it would be 
better that the judge should get the statement 
from him at first hand rather than take it from 
me at second hand. That is correct, I think. 

The AT'rORNEY-GENERAL: Yes. 
Mr. KfD8TON: The hon, member for Bulloo 

will therefore see that I had no desire to give 
any evidence in the matter at all, and I had no 
desire to drag his name into it. What I wished 
to do was to hand over the letter to the judge, 
and let him find out at first hand from the 
person who received the letter what were the 
circumstances explaining his receipt of it. When 
I saw the judge after he had received the letter­
he appointed 10 o'clock on Monday morning to 
hold the inquiry-he asked me what was the 
statement that Mr. Daniels made to me when 
giving me the letter, and I had, of course, to 
repeat briefly the statement that Mr. Daniels 
made to me. I therefore said-not of my own 
knowledge-tlJat Mr. Daniels had told me that 
Mr. Leahy had introduced him to Mr. Withers. 

Mr. LEAHY : I am all over the blooming 
report, anyhow. 

Mr. KID8TON: What I wish to call atten­
tion to is this: that Mr. Daniels in his evidence 
says the same thing; so that there is absolutely 
no justification for the naRty feeling the hon. 
member for Bulloo expressed in regard to me on 
that ground. 

Mr. LEAHY : Everybody knows that you were 
instructing Daniels. 

.Mr. KlilRR : That is a very serious charge to 
make, We mig_ht as well say that you were 
instructing Mr. Withers. 

Mr. LEAHY : I assure you I was defending 
mvself. 

.The SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr. KlDSTON: I hope I shall be allowed to 

proceed without interruption. I attempted to 
impute no particufar motives to the hon. member 
for Bulloo, and I had nothing to do with his 
name coming up in the matter. It seems to me 
that, if the hon. member had read the evidence, 
he would have seen that there is no serious charge 
made ag-ainst him. The only charge that can be 
said to be made against the hem. member is that 
he introduced 1\fr. Daniels to Mr. Withers. Mr. 
Danids's statement is that he met the two gentle­
men standing in George street, and that, while 
they were talking togetl1er, the hon. member for 
Bulloel introduced him to Mr. ·withers. 

Hon. D. H. DALRYMI'J,E: There is the con­
struction that he was the go-between. 

MEli!BERS on the Government side : Hear, 
hear! 

. Mr. REm : That is your construction. 
Mr. KIDS TON: Whatever the construction 

may have b0en, that was the extent of my state­
m&nt, and I d<J not see that the hon. member for 
Bnlloo has any reason to complain, and I do not 
think that he did complain of that, It seems to 
me that the hon. member was simply animated 
by a spirit of revenge against me for having 
brought this matter forward. 

Mr. LEAHY : Not at all. 
Mr. KID:::\ TON: Well, others can be the juctges. 

That is what I think ahout it, and both mem­
bers of the House and those outside can form 
their own conclu"inns. NeJw, I wish to say a 
few words about the offence with which the hon. 
member for Bulloo charged me, although it has 
notl1ing to do with this. 

Mr. LEAHY : I charg-ed you with no offence. 
The SPEAKER: Order! 
Mr. KIDS TON: It has nothing to do with 

this matter, and if it had not been that the hon. 
rnem her had used the names of other persons in 
connection with it, I probably would not have 

said anything about it. I do so now simply for 
the purpose of exonerating those other persons 
from blame. Whatever fault was committad on 
that occasion I am entirely responsible for it. I 
take this opportunity of taking that responsi­
bility and bhme on my own shoulders. 

Mr. J. HAMILTON: You have got to. 
Mr. KID8TON : At the time 1 thought I was 

doing a quite permissible thing. It is not 
possible for me to go into all the circum­
stances now, and explain why I thoug-ht I was 
doing a permissible thing. I very soon found 
out that I had committed a very serious 
blunder, and that I was guilty of a very serious 
fault, and I c:tn assure the House-although I 
am aware that I am speaking to unsympathetic 
ears, and to men who rejoice that they have 
found a flaw in my armonr-I haYe been ex­
ceedingly sorry for it ever since. 

Mr. J. HAli!ILTON : 8o is Duffy. 
Mr. KIDS TON: The hon. member for Bulloo 

has thought fit to make this matter public in the 
House, but at the time it was quite well known 
what other per.-<ons were concerned with me. 

Mr. LEAHY : Y on should make a little allow­
ance for other penrJ!e's feelings. 

Mr. KIDSTON: I have already pointed out 
that this matter had nothing to do with the 
que,tion before the House. 

MEli!BRHS of the Opposition: Hear, hear! 
Mr. KIDSTON: It \l'as dragged into this 

business this afternoon for one of two purposes, 
neither of which in my opinion are creditable to 
the hon. mRmber for Bulloo. :Either he wished to 
drag a red herring across the trail, or he wanted 
to have revenge on me for the injury I had done 
him and his friends in exposing this business. In 
spite of the venom with which I have been 
attacked, and the venom with which Mr. Daniels 
has been attacked in regard to matters that had 
nothing- to do wit.h the present case, and in spite 
of the conviction I have that I have not heard 
the last of this matter, "nd that hon. members 
will wreak their vengeance on me for what I have 
done in regard to this Normanton-Cloncurry 
:Railway, I rejoice that I have been successful in 
knocking this project on the head. 

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear ! 
Hr,n. D. H. DALRYMPLE: You could have 

knocked it on t-he head months ag-o if you had 
chosen. 

Mr. KIDSTON : Let me say again, though I 
have said it before, that no fairly honourable 
man in my position could have used that letter 
until he got permission. As the hon. member 
for Gympie said, I could huve given b"ck the 
letter and held my tongue about it, or I could 
have done aa I did, and use the letter as soon as 
I could fairly do so, and I took the latter course . 
I think the public outside, who are concerned in 
this affair, will recr•gnise what has taken place 
in this House tn-da.y. They will recognise that, 
with the exception of the hem. member for 
Herbert, not another man on the other side of 
the House, unqualifiedly and without excuse, 
justifies the Premier in withdrawing the Bill. 

lYIEliiBERS on the Government side: Oh, yes 
they do. 

Mr. KIDSTON: ·whatever justification the 
Premier has got, he has got from this sidr', and 
that has been manifest in the speeches. From 
the other side there has been hitter anger and 
resentment against Mr. Daniels and myself for 
exposing this matter. 

Question-That so much of the Order of the 
House, made on the 7th instant, as relates to the 
Normanton, Port Norman, and Cloncurry Rail­
way Bill be rescinded-nut and passed. 

Mr. KERR: There will be no champag-ne in 
Cloncurry to-night. 

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS : There will be 
great disappointment in Cloncurry. 
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AGRICULUTRAL LANDS PURCHASE 
ACTS AM.ENDMENT BILL-SUGAR 
WORKS GUARANTEE AUT AMEND­
MENT BILL. 

MESRAGES FROM THE LEGISLATIVE COUNCIL, 
The SPEAKER announced the receipt of 

messages from the Legislative Council, returning 
these Bills, with amendments, in which they 
requested the concurrence of the Legislative 
Assembly. 

Amendments ordered to be taken into con­
sideration to-morrow. 

PUBLIC SERVICE BOARD BILL. 
MESSAGE FROM THE COUNCIL. 

The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a 
mes,age from the Legislative Council returning 
this Bill without amendment. 

KILKIV AN TO COOLABUNIA 
RAILWAY. 

MESSAGE ~'ROM THE COUNCIL. 
The SPEAKER announced the receipt of a 

message from the Legislative Council approving 
of the plans, section, and book of reference of 
the Kilkivan to Coolabnnia Railway. 

CENSUS BILL. 
COMMITTEE. 

The several clauses and preamble of this Bill 
were put and passed without amendment. 

The House resumed. 'i'he CHAIRMAN reported 
the Bill without amc>ndment, and its third 
reading was made an Order of the Day for to­
morrow. 

The House adjourned at eight minutes to 11 
o'clock. 

Warwick, Etc., Railway. 




