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

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY.

WEDNESDAY, 12 DrCEMBER, 19C0.

The SPEAKER (Hon, Arthur Morgan, Warwick)
took the chair at half-past 3 o’clock.

QUESTIONS.
NortH CHILLAGOR MINES AND RATLwAY.

Mr, HIGGS (Fortitude Valley) asked the
Premier—

1. Did he direct that the North Chillagoe Mines
inquiry should be held with open donrs ?

2. Why did not the Premier direct that the inguiry
into the alleged use of undue influence in connection
with a proposed syndicate railway should be open to
both Press and public?

The PREMIER (Hon. R. Philp, Townsville)
replied—

I understand that the directions in regard to both
inquiries were given by His Honour Judge Mansfleld on
his own responsibility.

SwaN-CAPNER CoiNinG CASE.

Mr. McDONNELTL (Fortitude Valley), in the
absence of Mr. Lesina, asked the Home Secre-
tary—

e the Swan-Capner coining ecase at Rockhampton—

1. Is it the intention of the Government to release
“Tasman Swan ; if not, why not?
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2. Is it true that Capner acknowledged that the dies
were obtained at the request of a Rockhampton 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
months, and the agent made to suffer a sentence of
fifteen years?

6. Ifas 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—

1. No. Itisnot considered that his ease is of such a
character as to warrant his release.

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

3. It is assumed that the judge who tried the case
imposed a sentence adequate to the offence.

4. It is not desirable that the papers should be laid
on the table of the Ifouse.

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

6. Some circumstances mentioned in the petition and
in docmments recently submitted to me are being in-
quired into.

CENTRAL DIVISION STOCK QUARANTINE.

Mr. HARDACRE (Leichhardt) asked the
Secretary for Agriculture—

1. Has he received any complaint from stockowners
in the Central division with reference to the injurious
effect of the Central division stock quarantine line
during this extended period of drought?

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

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

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE
(Hou. J. V. Chataway, Mackay) 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
South Wales with a view to varying the conditions of
the intercolonial agreement, in so far as to permit clean
caftle to be crossed south of the line after careful dip-
ping.

PORT NORMAN, NORMANTON, AND

CLONCURRY RAILWAY BILL.
REsScIssioN oF MOTION.

The PREMIER: With the leave of the
House I wish to move—

That so much of the Order of the House made on
the 7th instant relative to the Port Norman, Norman-
ton, and Cloneurry Railway Bill be rescinded,

MeuBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

The PREMIER : My reason for so doing is
that the Government have decided to withdraw
the Bill,

MEmBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear!

The PREMIER : But I think it would be
very useful, and 1 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, Then I shall
proceed to move that the Port Norman, Nor-
manton, and Cloncurry Railway Bill be dis-
charged from the paper, and we can have a
debate upon that. Of course I cannot move
my present_motion without the unanimous con-
sent of the House.

Mr. LesiNa: That is one for the Courier,

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the
House that the motion be submitted without
notice?

HonouraBrLE MENBERS : Hear, hear!

Question put and passed.
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ALBERT RIVER, BURKETOWN, AND

LILYDALE TRAMWAY BILL.
THIRD READING,

On the motion of the SECRETARY FOR
RAILWAYS (Hon. J. Murray, Normanby), this
Bill was read a third time, passed, and ordered
to be forwarded to the Legislative Council by
message in the usual form.

PORT NORMAN, NORMANTON AND
CLONCURRY RAILWAY BILL.
DISCHARGED FROM THE PAPER.

The PREMIER: I move that this Order of
the Day be discharged from the paper.
HownouraBLr MEMBERS : Hear, 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 me to move this motion. Some four
months ago, ‘when the second reading of the
Callide Bill went through this House, 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, KipsToN : No.

The PREMIER : Well, that was the infer-
ence. It would have saved 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 Government side : Hear,
hear !

The PREMIER: At that time I challenged
him to produce 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 Order 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 request.

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
matter. We only heard the result of that
inquiry last night, and owing to that result the
Government has decided not to go on with
this Cloncurry Bill.

HoNoURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The PREMIER : I shall say very little about
the men who gave evidence on this inquiry ; but
1 certainly do not think that this colony wants
to have anything to do with any railway pro-
posals with which Mr. Withers is connected.

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The PREMIER : And I certainly hope that
Mr. Daniels will never be a wmember of this
House again,

MEMBERS on the Government side:
hear !

MeMBERS of the Opposition : We hope he will.
He ought to be a member now.

The PREMIER : And from the result of this
inquiry, I don’t think the hon. member for
Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston, is blameless in the
matter. If, at the time he read the letter first,

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

Mr. STEWART : Vir'uously indignant. Do you
expret us to swallow that?

Tha SPEAKER : Order, order !

The PREMIER: I am keeping my promise
faithfully to this House—

MgeuMBERS on the Government side : Hear,
hear !

Mr. LusiNa : You can’t help yourself.

The PREMIER : T said four months ago, and
again the other night, that I would not proceed
with this Bill if it was proved that theve had
been any attempt to bribe any hon. member of
this House.

Mr. LrsiNA: Hear, hear!
not game to do anything else.

Mr. STEWART : It has only been found out in
this case.

The SPEAKER : Order, order !

The PREMIER : Although it may be argued
that there was no direct attempt tc bribe any
hon. member of this House, as Mr. Danicls is
not a member ; still there is no doubt that Mr.
Daniels was requested to try and influence the
Labour party not to stonewall the Bill-——accord-
ing to the evidence of Mr, Withers.,

Mr. Maxwgrr: What a delightful time he
would have,

The PREMIER: I had no idea before that
Mr. Daniels was such an influential person.
Laughter.) T never dreamt for a moment that
he was such an important person as he was sup-
posed to be by Mr. Withers. I should say that
thereisnoman whohas less influencein thiseolony
than Mr. Daniels himself. However, I think
we had better drop this Bill rather than haveit
brought in under the auspices of Mr, Withers.

Mr, SrEwarr: This is withering.

The PREMIKER: But I still hope that this
line will be built,

Mr. HARDACRE : By some syndicate next year.

Mr. Hicas : Propose to build it by the State.

The PREMIER: We will not discuss that
now. I have given my reasons briefly 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. Withers with the
building of any of these lines.

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. Lesiva: Will you prosecute him ?

The PREMIER: If Withers can be prose-
;:ll}ted, it is just possible that I will prosecute

im.

Ho~NoURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

The PREMIER: It may ap)ear on further
inquiry that all the persons connected with
this matter ought to be prosecuted. I certainly
think the hon. member for Rockhampton should
have taken the House into his confidence im-
mediately he knew of this matter.

. M.E‘MBERS on the Government side: Hear,
ear !

Mr. HARDACRE : How could he break faith ?

The PREMIER: Mr. Daniels said at the
inquirg—I don’t give much credit to anything
he says—

Then I got Mr, Kidston to move for a select committee
to inguire into the late Cambooya election, and from
what Mr. Withers told me about certain members
being shareholders in this company I thought it might
injure my chances of getting a select committee to
inguire into the Cambooya election if the letter was
brought forward first. I showed Mr, Kidston the lotter
and I asked his opinion along with others, and they
thought it had better stop until the committee was
appointed. Mr. Kidston agreed with me ; he said, ¢ If
you think it will injure you by exposing it keep it
back.” Afterwards he made a statement in the Ilonse
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

Because you are

[ASSEMBLY.]

Railway Bill.

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

HonouraBLE MuMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr., STEWART: 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 this House or oulside can say that I regret the
withdrawal of this Bill, because hon. members
know that all through I have been anxious to get
these Bills knocked out ; but I do regret the cir-
cumstances which have caused this Bill to be
shelved. I regret we have men in our midst
making efforts to get railways through this
House by attempting to bribe members, or ex-
members of Parliament.

Hon. A. 8. Cowrky : The man who accepts
the bribe is equally to blame.

Mr. BROWNE': As far as the circumstances
of the case concern the hon. member for
Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston, I shall leave him to
deal with them, as he is better able todo so than
any other member of this House. But I think
I may be pardoned for saying a word in favour
of an absent man, Mr. Daniels. I don’t say
that {agree with all Mr. Daniels’s action in the
matter, but I know the trouble he has been
under, and the determined way in which he is
fighting to get what he believes to be justice,
and to remove some of the injustices which
some men are now labouring under, and under
which he himself has laboured from the
time he cea-ed to be a member of this House. .
There is no doubt that, to say the least of it, there
was something very crooked going on in connec-
tion with the last Cambooya election, and krnow-
ing the fight that Daniels was baving to make
over that, I say that he was justified, to some
extent, in trying to protect himself before he
allowed this matber to come before the House.
I am very glad indeed to hear the way the
Premier has spoken about having no more to do
with Mr. Withers. I would not 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 hon. members, trying to have inter-
views with them, and everything else. I am
not saying that he was offering bribes to them
or trying to use undue influence ; but I can
say that T personally persistently refused to
meet the man. One hon. gentleman and ex-
member of this House for Carpentaria, Mr.
Sim, and a very old personal friend of my own,
was captured in some way by Mr, Withers,
and was continually with him, and, as hon.
members know, Mr. Sim came to me time after
time and brought Mr. Withers with him, and
when I was residing over at South Brisbane he
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 meeb
him.

Hon, A. 8. Cowrry: We don’t know that.
Yousay, “ As hon. members know.”

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

MeMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear!

Mr. BROWNI : They know that this is what
made that gentleman’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.
(Laughter.)

Mr. BROWNE: VYes, I think Mr. Memo-
nitch has tried to use some influence to get
select committees and one thing and another, I

Memonitch.
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am very glad the Premier has made up his mind
to have nothing moré to do with Mr. Withers,
I hope 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 Withers’s own statement before the
judge, his own statement is sufficient to convince
any members of this House that he approached
Mr. Daniels with the direct view of trying to get
him to use some influence which he thought
Daniels had on members on this side of the House
to get them not to oppose the Bill,
MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr, BROWNE : I think that is patent on the
face of it, and for thas reason I think the hon.
gentleman at the head of the Government is per-
fectly justified in the action he has taken this
afternoon.

MemzEgs of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. KIDSTON (Rockhampton): I was very
glad to hear the Premier say this afternoon, in
answer to the question put by the hon, member
for Fortitude Valley, that His Honour Judge
Mansfield excluded the Press from this inquiry
on his own responsbility, because T was rather
blamed by the Courier in the matter.

The PREMIER : Was it not your wish that the
Press should not be there ?

Mr. KIDSTON : That is the statement T want
to make, and I wrote it down for the sake of
correctness, When I entered the room where
His Honour was sitting, he asked meif I wished
to have the Press admitted. To which I replied,
“I do not think I have any authority to decide
whether the Press should be admitted ornot. You
are appointed to make chis inquiry and the matter
is entirely in your hands. Asa matter of opinion,
however, while I have no personal objection to the
Press being admitted, I may say that I under-
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.
His Hononr expressed his concurrence with that
view as to what was expected of him, and told
his secretary to advise the reporters accordingly,
That was exactly what took place, Now, as
regards the matter, I think his Honour acted
quite rightly, and showed a considerable respect
for Parliament, 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. KIDSTON : I cannot see for the life of
me how the public interest has suffered in the
matter, as the Courdier has suggested, or how the
public interest could possibly be injured in any
way whatever by this report being kept two days
later in being printed in the Brisbane news-
papers,

Mr. JacksoN: No witnesses were refused a
hearing 7

Mr. KIDSTON : No witnesses were refused a
hearing, but the jndge did the work he was
appointed to do, and I think, very properly,
presented his report to Parliament before making
it public. The Premier is of course angry with
me for having brought this matter up, and he
seems to be particularly angry on aceount of the
way in which I brought it up. I think his anger
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has pravented him from being quite accurate in
the matter. He said that when I brought the
matter up here on the 9th August last, I led him
to believe that it was a member of Parliament
who had been approached; but my words on
that occasion do not bear out that at all. I said
on that occasion—

I have in my hand the copy of a letter which I was
shown by a gentleman, whose name I cannot give, and
for that reason I will not even name the writer. It
was offering a bribe to this gentleman. Ile was sup-
posad to have some influence in promoting the passage
of one of the railway Bills now laying upon the tabie
of the House, and this was that provision in the letter.

Mr. J. HaMizron : What page is that ?

Mr. KIDSTON: You will find it at page
2485, where I quoted it last.

Mr. F1sHER : 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 Ylouse.
Now, if hon. members will look at Mr. Withers’s
own statement in the evidence, they will see that
that was exactly the reason he offered Daniels
that brihe—because he supposed Daniels to have
some influence in promoting the passage of the
Bill through the House. Mr. Withers says dis-
tinctly that that was the reason he did it. I
don’t wonder at the Premier being displeased
with me for bringing the matter up——

The PREMIER: At your not bringing it up.

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: At your not bring-
ing it up—at your holding it over.

Mr. KIDSTON: But I do think he might
have tried not to blame me unfairly.

The PrEMIER : [ blamed you for not giving the
name of the writer when you referred to the
letter first.

MgeuBERS on the Government side : Hear,
hear !

Mr. KIDSTON : That brings me to another
point—that hon. members have blawed me that T
kept back the letter. I ask hon. members what
they would have done in the circumstances ? The
man who showed me the letter told me that if 1
showed Parliament the letter, or revealed his
name to Parliament, it would injure himn.

MEMBERS on the Government side:
In what way ?

Mr. KIDSTON : I said in my evidence before
Judge Mansfield, as hon, members

[4 p.m.] will see if they look at page 6 of the

report—

‘When Daniels told me about it and showed me the
letter he asked me, if I mentioned the matter in the
House, not to diselose his name or the name of the writer
of the letter in case it might prejudice the IIouse
against granting a select committee. Thut was why I
refused to give the name when I made the statement
in the House on the 9th August, 1900,

That was the only reason Mr. Daniels gave for
not permitting me to use his name.

The SECRRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE :
sworn evidence ?

Mr. KIDSTON : No, it is not sworn evidence.
Does the hon. gentleman think it would make
any difference if it was sworn ?

The SECRETARY 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 so now. But as
the matter 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 circnmstances ?

The HoME SECRETARY : Why noi have exposed
Withers’s name?

Bow?

Is that
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Mr. KIDSTON : With regard to Mr. Daniels’s
statement that I agreed with him, he said in his
evidence—

‘Mr. Kidston agreed with me; he said, “Jfyou think it

will injure you by exposing it, keep it back.”
I considered that I had no right, although I did
not agree with 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 Cambooya 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 memher
of the select committes appointed to report on
the Cambooya matter, but at the same time I
am not surprised at the suspicion of Mr. Daniels
after the way in which he was treated. The
Premier forgot himself so far as to say that he
hoped that Daniels would not be a meniber of
this House again. Does the hon. gentleman not
gee that is impertinence on his part ? What has
he got to do with the matter? The statement is
themore outrageous from the fact that the Premier
knows that the man who is sitting for Cambooya
has no right to be sitting here.

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. ember
will not be in order in going into that matter.

Mr. BrOwWNE: It is true all the same,

Mr. KIDSTON : I think I was justified in
refgrrmg to the matter after what the Premier
said,

Hon, T. MacnoNaLD-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. Kidstr_m was blameless in the matter. 1, of
course, quite understand that the hon. gentle-
man has a desire to slate me, but 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 Works took up
more time on a little matter of washing dirty
linen than I have taken up on this matter, and
there has been no complaint at all about that.

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIc WORKS 1 I was put
upon my trial.

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

The PrEMIER : No, but you would have 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 killed 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 T used it., The result
justifies a good deal of the suspicion which has
been entertained by members on this side of the
House and by the public outside as to the
manner in which these private railway Bills
have been promoted. What has happened in
America is just happening here. Human nature
is just the same here as it is there, or very muach
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. Itisa
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mere side issue; the real matter is contained in
the last paragraph of the report of His Honour
Judge Manstield, where he says—

In my opinion, this offer to Daniels was made as a

bribe to induce him to abstain from stonewallicg him-
self, and to use his influence to prevent others doing so
—that 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 of 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 House is a small matter. Whether
Mr. Daniels acted in the way in which he should
have done is a comparatively small matter. The
importance of this thing is its significance as to
the way in which these syndicate railway Bills
are being promoted in () :eensland, and the means
taken to further their passage through this
Honse. Iam inclined to compliment the Premier
and the Government in having at least this little
regard for decency that they have withdrawn
the Bill after the matter has been exposed.

The PreEMiER: 1t would have been withdrawn
four or five months ago if you had exposed the
matter then.

Mr. KIDSTON : After what I have saidas to
my reasons for not exposing it four or five
months ago, for not exposing it on the second
reading of the Cloncurry Railway Bill-—that is,
that I had not permission to use the letter—1
think that should be sufficient.

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

Hon. T. MacpoNarn-PaTersoN: You were
bound to keep your word., Givethe devil hisdue.
(Laughter.)

Mr. KIDSTON : Perhaps the hon. member for
Mackay does not understand the scruples 1 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. DarrympLE: And let the publie
interest suffer.

Mr. KIDSTON : There was no danger 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
evidence he will see that. He said I was at
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 donot think that Mr. Daniels’s reason was a
good one, I think hon. members who are inclined
to be fair in the matter will recognise that I
could not well do anything else. Whether or
not T should have brought the letter before the
House three months ago, and disregarded M.
Daniels, does not alter the main aspect of the
magter, and although only one Bill is withdrawn,
and only one case of bribery or attempted bribery
has been discovered, it will be hard to make out
to the Queensland public that a man like Mr.
Withers, acquainted as he was with many mem-
bers of the House——

Mr. STory : Only with members on the other

side,

Mr. KIDSTON : Acquainted intimately with
members on both sides of the Flouse—it will be
hard to make the public believe that Mr.
Withers, being in that pesition, chose to
approach a man like Mr. Daniels, who was not
a member of the House, and attempted to bribe
him, and did not try it with any member of the
House.

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. Lorp: I donot know Mr. Withers—I
never saw him in my life.

Mr. KIDSTON : Nor do T know him, The
difficulty in these matters lies in the absence of
docamentary proof.
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Mr. J. HamivroN : 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 done, 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. Higes : They blame you all the same.

Mr. XIDSTON: I think that this incident
bas justified everything that has been said from
this side of the House as to the natural crop of
political corruption that would be caused by the
introduction by the Premier of these syndicate
railway proposals.

Mr. Strory : You 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 induce hon, members opposite
to make little of things of this kind, but I am
quite sure that the public outside will recognise
that if this particular instrument has been dis-
covered, there are probably other instruments
which have not been found.

Memsers of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr, LEAHY (Bulloo): This question which
we are discussing now is one of very great national
importance.

HoNoURABLE MEuMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. LEAHY : Itis one in which the deepest
interest is being takev, not only by the cown-
mercial and producing interests—particularly by
the mining interests of Queensland—but 1t is
also a question which is agitating largely the
different political cireles which comprise the
community. Ithink at thisstage—oratall events
at some stage, and as this gives me the oppor-
tunity I may as well do it now—I think the
public, and this House at all events, will expect
to hear something from me.

HoNourABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. LEAHY : As certain statements have
been made by the last speaker, and by Mr,
Daniels, in their evidence before J udge Mansfield
yesterday—evidence which appears in the report
of His Honour, which is now on the table of the
House—I regret that I did not have an oppor-
tunity of giving evidence on that occasion. I
was on my way from Thargomindah, and I only
arrived by the train yestecday, when it was too
late., I must say this: that it 1s only fair to His
Honour to say that he telephoned to my office
and to my private house to ascertain if I was to
be found. They could not tell him, however, at
what time T would return. When I came to the
House I had a chat with Mr, Kidston, and I
mentioned it also to the Attorney-General-—two
of the best channels of communication with His
Honour—that if T could be of any assistance to
His Honour, if it were not too late, even then or
early next morning, or at any time, I should
very much like to give His Honour all the infor-
mation that T had 1 connection with the matter.

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. LEAHY : However, it appears that I
was too late. I think from the veport of His
Honour it appears that Mr. Kidston went a
great deal out of his way to muke certain state-
ments about me which were purely hearsay
statements, He gave evidence of what he said
Mr. Daniels had told him ; but Mr. Daniels was
going to give evidence before His Honour, and
he was quite capable of maling those statements
himself.

Mr. Kipstos: That was for His Honour to
decide.

Mr. LEAHY : Did His Honour ask you for
this evidence ?
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Mr. KinsToN: Yes, he asked me question by
question what statements Mr. Daniels had made
to me,

Mr. LEAHY : I did not know that was the
procedure. I did not know that Mr. Daniels
had made a statement, which came before His
Honour, and His Honour cross-examined on it.
I think the action of the hon. member was
rather unfortunate in this matter, because if the
Press had been admitted, we should have known
what occurred. It is an unfortunate oecurrence
that the hon. gentleman, who, if not the leader
of the Opposition, represented the leader of the
Opposition, or tried to do so pretty strongly, in
this matter, should have taken action to sup-
press information to the public by excluding the
Press. It appears to me, after having the thing
done in this hole-and-corner way, it is not fair
of the hon. member to put the whole burden upon
His Honour. His Honour clearly gave the homn.
mewber the option of choosing whether the
inquiry should be open to the public or not. I
should have told His Honour, had T been present,
that the statements made by Mr. Daniels were a
tissue of falsehoods, and I will prove that before
I sit down, to the satisfaction of any reasonable
man, whether inside or outside of this House.
Now, it is well known to members of this House
that I was one of twelve members of this Chamber
selected—some time after the gencral election—to
sit on the Ilections Tribunal with His Honour
Judge Real. TUnder the circumstances, not
knowing who would be chosen when the trial
came on, it was very unlikely that any person
identified—I do not think any member of this
House with any regard to propriety, or any
regard to his own self-respect, would do it—
would discuss with Mr. Daniels any subject that
was going to come before him on that tribunal.

Houn, W, H. Groowm: Hear, hear !

Mr. LEAHY : The hon. member says ** Hear,
hear,” and I thiuk the hon. member saw me
engaged in some cases before the Hlections
Tribunal, and I think he will say that I

Hon. W. H. Groom: I will speak in the
highest terms of you.

Mr. LEAHY : The hon, member says that
he speaks in the highest terms of the way in
which I assisted on those occasions, and I think
that is some testimony, coming as it does from
the Opposition side of the House, I think it
would be very unreasonable to suppose that any
member of this House would be guilty of such
an action, Apart from that, I will say dis-
tinctly that I never introduced Mr. Daniels to
Mr. Withers. I may say that Mr., Withers
has been about three years in the colony,
and I think he was two years here before 1
met him, and it is only within the last twelve
months that I have made his acquaintance.
I may say that I bave seen Mr. Withers fre-
quently, and had chats with him, but neither
directly or indirectly have I had any comimnuni-
cation with him of any sort about this matter.
And yet it is made to appear throughout this
business that I was akind of third party who was
acting in collusion with Daniels and Withers in
order that Daniels might bring influence to bear
on the Opposition, That is the deduction to be
drawn from the evidence.

Mr. Lesiva: Where is that in the evidence ?

Mr. LEAHY : It is stated directly in the
evidence that I introduced Mr. Duniels to Mr.
Withers—apparently introdueced him for a pur-
pose—and as I have said, it is made to appear
that I was a sort of third party who was acting
in collusion with the two. That was the kind
of inference which the hon., member for Rock-
hampton wanted the public to draw from the
statements which were put before the inquiry
held by Judge Mansfield.




2574 Port Norman, Ete.,

Mr. Harpacre: No ; nothing of the kind.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. LEAHY : Will the hon. member control
himself ?

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. Harpacre: You should not draw wrong
conclusions,

The SPEAKER: I have repeatedly called
“Order,” and the hon. member for Leichhardt
has not obeyed the call of the Chair. T 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 buman nature particu-
Jarly, to be able to say that if I had to select a
person belonging to the party opposite who was
likely to have influence and weight with his party
about the Jast man 1 would select would be Mr.
Duniels,  'What are the facts of the case? T am
made to appear as if I bad represented to Mr.
Withers that Mr. Daniels wagbound to succeed
in his election petition before the Klections
Tribunal, and that if he did get in he would be
of enormous service to Mr., Withers. Surely I

need hardly point out to sensible men that
if Mr. Daniels thought T was a frieud of his and
interested in getting him into the House, mine
would hardly be the first name among the twelve
assessors chosen by this House that he would
challenge and strike off the list. 1f he thought
for a moment that I would fight his cause on the
Klections Tribunal, is it not more than likely that
he would have left my name of all other names
on the panel of assessors? Now, thatis a clear
statement to put before hon. members, and T do
not think any reasonable or common-seuse man
would for a moment dispute that proposition,

Mr. LustNa : It is very likely we will dispute
a good deal.

Mr. LEAHY : If there is one character that T
have 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 T want to do is to
state facts, and put the 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 Mr, Daniels struck my name off the panel
of assessors that the statements made by him to
Mr. Withers are absolutely without foundation.
And, I may ask here, who is this Mr. Daniels of
whom so much has been heard of late?

Mr. REID : The late member for Cambooya,

Mr. LEAHY : Yes, by an accident ;5 but let
that pass. Hehasgiven 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.
‘What did His Honour Judge Real say about
him during the trial of the Cambooya election
petition? He said he was a man who would
give any evidence or suppress any evidence
necessary to support his case. He expressed his
utmost contempt for Mr. Daniels, and told the
assessors that not much weight was to be
attached to his evidence. Xverybody 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
Clambooya 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-
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ordinary statements he made could believe very
much of what he said. I wish now to turn to
the hon. member for Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston.
It is a pleasure to have to deal with that hon.
member, because he usually places himself upon
such a high moral pedestal in this Chamber and
although he does’it in very dreary way, yet
what he says gets into Hansard, 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 T shall have to deal
with the whole of this mining business and rail-
way construction, and must necessarily wander
a little, but T hope I shall be excused for so
doing. The hon. member for Rockhampton has
on may oceasions in this House laid down the
strictest code of morals, and advocated the
highest probity, and especially on a recent ocen-
sion when dealing with the North Chillagoe. Tt
is only fair that when a man sets up a high
moral standard that he should 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 of our public life, ought to fcel some interest in
investigating a case of this sort, and if the matter
should be as the facts I have given seeimn to indicate, to
find out and punish the perpetrators of these practices.
Now, I travel a good deal in the country, and, of
course, I hear things about a variety of subjects,
and about a variety of persons. 1t may be
necessary, therefore, for me, on this occasion, 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. When 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. When in Rockhampton,
recently, I learnt from an undoubted source,
that the hon. member for Rockhampton, Mr.
Kidston, in his business transactions relating to
mining, was the most shady character in Aus-
tralia.

Mr. STEWART : Is that in order, Mr. Speaker ?

Mr. W. Hamivron: I pity him if he has as
shady a character as you have,

Mr. STEwART : Is this matter to descend into
a personal squabble ?

The SPEAKER: Order! Hon. members
must observe the rule of sileuce 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 possesses a shady
character.

Mr. LEAHY : I did not make the statement.
I said it was reported s9 in Rockhampton,

Mr. Hices: You have fathered the statement,

Mr, LEAHY : If a man professing such high
probity and pure character as the hon, memkter
for Rockhampton makes an attack upon my
character, I think I am entitled to show the
character of the man who makes those state-
ments, and no one will deny that the hon. mem-
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 T desire to
point out that the hon. member for Rockhamp-
ton kept this particular document for four
months to suit his own purposes. He deliber-
ately suppressed information which, in the
inferests of the country, he should have made
public at the earliest possible moment if he had
studied his own honour and the dignity and
character of Parliament. Ye$ the hon. member
suppressed that document for months fearing
that he would not get certain business through
the Chamber if he producel (he letter; and
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the business of the country and the character

of members of this House have been
[4°30 p.m.] made to suffer in order to try

and give Mr. Daniels the trumpery
gain that he has been seeking. T wish to
ask the hon. member for Rockhampton, Mr.
Kidston, if he is in the habit of suppressing
documents ?

Mr. KipsToN : You are very badly hurt.

Mr. LEAHY : T have been told that that
hon. member was interested in a certain mine. He
was not the owner of it ; it was a syndicate mine.
T understand that the hon, member was the leader
of the syndicate—mark you—not a ¢ wild cat ”
syndicate exactly, but a Native Cat Syndicate,
and that he, acting for that Native Cat Syndicate,
suppressed certain geological documents—certain
reports prepared by Mr. Maitland in connection
with that mine—for the purpose of getting a
price from certain parties which he would not
have got if he had not suppressed that infor.
malion,

The SPEAKER : Order, order!

Mr. LEAHY : T am asking a question.

Mr. HarpacrE: You are damaging your own

case.

Mr. LEAHY : T ask the hon. member if he
suppressed those documents? It was part of
that contract that all documents should be pro-
duced. T ask the hon. member whether that is
correct or not ?

Mr. StEwWART: What has that got to do with
the matter before the House ?

Mr. LEAHY: A great deal.

Mr. KinpsToxN : You are very badly hurt.

Mr. LEAHY : T am arguing that the hon.
mewmber 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 sweeping charges
of this kind against hon. members on this side,
Surely that kind of thing ought not to be
tolerated in this House ! Does 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
hon. member suppressed certain documents in
conpection with the Native Cat Mine in order
to sell that mine at a higher price than would
otherwise have been obtained, and that he 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. KinstoN: Youare very badly hurt.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. LEAHY : I ask the hon. member for an
answer.

Mr. HARDACRE : Mr. Speaker,—I rise to a
point of order. Have the remarks of the hon.
member for Bulloo anything to do with the
question before the House ?

The SPEAKER: In discussing the motion
before the House it is quite in order for hon.
members 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
aspersed in the evidence taken by Judge Mans-
field is entitled to reply; but the introduction
of matters not relating to the question before the
House would be out of order.

Mr, LEAHY : I am speaking on the question
of the morality of members of Parliament in
connection with mines and railways., That is
the whole question, The hon. member who first
brought this matter forward is the hon. member
for Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston, and I say that
when he attacks the characters of hon. members
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
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gay that if there has been any corruption or
bribery 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 MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. LesiNa : That has nothing to do with the
question now before the House.

Mr. LEAHY : It has a great deal to do with
it. I want the public to know what the morality
of an hon., member who makes such charges is,
In 1895 the hon. member for Rockhampton
floated the Native Cat Mine—-

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. HARDACRIX : I rise to a point of order.
Is the hon. member in order in persisting in
referring to a matter which may or may not have
happened, against your ruling, Sir?

The SPEAKER: Order! It is impossible for
me to say whether the matter to which the hon.
member for Bulloo is referring tois relevantuntil T
have heard his further remarks. I cannot rule the
hon, member out of order until I have heard
how he applies his arguments. I have stated
that hon. members have the right of discussion
on this questivn within certain limits ; but they
are 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 have shown
that so far I have been acting very fairly.
Perhaps I have got a little close to the edge
somelimes ; but that is quite legitimate under the
circutnstances, but if T get outside the rules then
it is your duty to call me to order 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 has been attacked. As you, Sir, have
pointed out, it is difficult to say exactly 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 occurred before the
hon. member for Rockhampton came into this
House. It is a matter which has been going on
since he has been a member, and sub-
mit that I am not introducing any matter
which is irrelevant. I understand that the
hon. member came here in 1896 as the chairman
of or agent for a mining syndicate which held
certain properties 28 miles from Rockhampton.
He floated the company in Brisbane, under cer-
tain conditions, and 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 report 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-
pressed the report of the Government Geologist,
and that the hon. member for Rockhampton had
that report in his possession twelve months before
they floated the mine.

MEMBERS on the (Government side : Oh, oh !

Mr. LEAHY : When they discovered that
they called upon the hon. member to cancel the
contract, and the hon. member, in a docurment
which can be produced—a document signed by
himself—has admitted that it was part of that
contract to produce that report—which was a
vital document, and which, if it had been pro-
duced, would have prevented the selling of this
mine, and which would have prevented the hon.
member and bis syndicate from getting 50,000
shares. 1f the hon. member disputes that, I can
produce the document now.
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HoNourasre MeMBERS : Hear, hear! Oh, oh!

Mr. Lusina: That is no reason why this Bill
should not be withdrawn,

Mr. LEAHY : 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
making charges against hon, members on this
side. I say it is only right that the country
should know the character of the men we have to,
deal with.

Mre., Lipsina: Whom do you refer to?

Mre. LEAHY : I refer to the hon. member for
Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston, who made the
charge we are now discussing.

Mr. LUAHY : The hon. member sits on the
front beuch on that side of the House. AsI
have said already, he has been Treasurer here at
one time, and the capacity he displayed in the
particular instance I am relating would have
qualified him to he President of a South Ameri-
can Republic. (Ministerial laughter.) I admit
the skill of the hon. mewmber.

Mr. TrrLey : Or the manager of a mortgage
company.

Mr. LEAHY : Now, Sir, this document
which T hold in my band is signed by the hon,
member for Rockhampton, Mr. William Kidston
—*“\, Kidston” I think he signs it, and he
admits in that document that he suppressed a
particular report of the geological surveyor, and
he asked these parties with whom he entered
into the contract, not to cancel the sale, but to
allow the mine to be tried for some tite, and if
the mine did no$ turn out in a certain way he
would put in an amending clause which would
let the company off a great deal easier,

The SPEAKER: Order! | have allowed the
hon. member to proceed thus far, on the assump-
tion that he would apply his argument to the
question before the House. There rests upon
him a moral obligation to do that.

Mr. LEAHY : To apply this? Most decidedly,
The motion befure the House is that you should
]ef}\{e the chair, and the leader on this side
said

The SPEAKER : Order! The motion before
the House is to discharge from the paper the
order for the consideration in committee of the
Port Norman, Normanton, and Cloncurry Rail-
way Bill.

Mr. LEAHY : That is so. Technically I was
wrong on that point. The motioa is_that the
order for the consideration of the Port Norman,
Normanton, and Cloncurry Railway Bill, in
committee, be discharged from the paper. That
ralses the question why this motion is before the
House, and why this matter is to be discharged
from the paper. It is simply because the hon,
member for Rockhampton made a certain state-
ment in this House, and, in support of that
statement, went to give evidence before His
Honour Judge Mansfield, and Judge Mansfield
made a report, which report is the reason why
this motion is before the House at the present
time—that the Bill from Cloncurry be with.
drawn. I want to test the value of the evidence
upun which that report is based, and that brings
me to the very question befors the House. I
submit that is logical and proper reasoning.

MEMBERS on the Government side : Hear,
hear !

Mr. LEAHY : I say that not one word of the
evidence given before His Honour Judge
Mansfield is worthy of a tittle of credence, and I
have a document in my hands upon which I can
support that statement.

The SPEAKER : Order, order!

Mr. LEAHY : T will produce it, unless you
rule me out of order for reading this particular
document. In any case I do not purpose handing
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it to the hon. member for Rockhampton, or
asking a judge to come and take evidence upon
it. I purpose handing it to you, Sir, or to any
member of the House here, and any member in
the Chamber can read it.

An HoxNouraBLE MEMBER: Read the whole
of it.

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

The SPEAKER : Order, order!

Mr, LEAHY : Am T not to be allowed to
defend my character?

MeuBERS on the Opposition : Oh, oh'!

Mr. LEAHY : Is the hon. member repre-
senting Rockhampton to be allowed to stab me
in my absence in Thargomindah, before Judge
Mausfield, and am I not to be allowed to reply ?
Has this Chamber got to that?

The SPEAKER : Order! There is no desire
to deprive the hon. member of his right to reply.
ov of his right to defend his character if it is
aspersed, but I would ask the hon. member to
couch his reply in strictly parliamentary lan-
guage. It 1s parbicularly desirable that he
should do so when temper has been imported into
the debate.

Mr. LEAHY : T am sure—to use the words
of my hon. friend in front, the hon, member for
Maryborough— I am ‘“handling him like a
child.,” (Laughter.) On occasions, perhaps, it
is my habit to speak strongly when I feel
strongly. When I feel that there is nothing to
say, L say nothing. On this occasion I feel that
1 have something to say, and I feel that it is the
wish of the House that I should say it.

b MEMBERS on the Government side : Hear,
ear !

Mr. LEAHY : T feel that it is the wish, not
only of this House but of the country, that I
should say i, and I certainly shall say it,
unless you prevent me from doing so.

Mr, JaoxsoN: 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
thiog was brought forward, and the hon. mem-
ber came before the House in the character of
an angel without wings coming down here, I
thought it my duty to see if 1 could not ascertain
where this document was. I found it, and have
brought it forward, and here it is. The hon,
member admits that the mine was of ro value,
and that he took down this company by
suppressing Mr. Maitland’s report. It is ten
times worse, I submit, than the action of this
man Duffy in connection with the North Chilla-
woe business we have heard so much about from
hon. members opposite. This document was
slightly amended when it went before the hon,
member’s colleagues in this syndicate in Rock-
hampton ; but it was signed by everyone of
them, and admits that they kuew that this
document—the report of the Geological Surveyor,
Mr. Gibb-Maitland—was suppressed.

My, Hices: I think it is only fair to the hon.
meinber that you should read the whole of that
document.

HonourABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

_ Mr. LEAHY : I am pertectly willing to read
1t—

Memorandum of Agreement, made this second day ot
March.

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 for that the one I am reading frum now is
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exactly the same, but it is in typewriting, I
confess I would bave some difficulty in reading
the one in manuscript, but it is here, and anyone
can have it, This is the memorandum—

MEMORANDUM OF AGREEMENT

made this second day of March one thousand cight
hundred and ninety-six between William Kidston of
Rockhampton in the colony of Queensland for and on
behalf of himself and the persons mentioned in the
schiedule hereto of the one part the Stanwell Gold
Mines Limited of the second part and the Austral
Mineral Exploration Company Limited of the third
purt whereas by agreement dated the twenty-eighth
day of May one thousand eight hundred and ninety-five
made betwecn the said William Kidston and the
persons mentioned in the said schedule and Alexander
Corrie and Frank Beresford Corrie the siid Alexander
Corrie and ¥rank Beresford (orrie agreed to buy the
property therein described upon the terms and con-
ditions therein mentioned. And whereas during
the mnegotiations for the said purchase the
said Alexauder Corric and Frank Beresford Corrie
applied to the vendors for all reports made of and con-
cerning the said property together with other particu-
lars. And whereas certain reports were supplied by
the veodors but a certain report which had been ob-
tained by the said vendors from Mr. Gibbs Maitland
Assistant Geologist in the employ of the Government of
the colony of Queensiand and which was condemratory
of the value ol the said property was not supplied 1o
the said purchasers by the said vendors. And whereas
the said Alexander Corrie and Frank Bsresford Corrie
duly assigned to the party hereto of the third part all
their right title and interest under the said agreement
for purchase on the same representations which had
been made by the vendors to themn. And whereas the
said parties hercto ot the third part duly completed
the said purchase and the said Stanwell Gold Mines
Limited was formed with the object of acquiring the
said property aud in pursuance of the terms of such
agreement have allotted to the said vendors shares re-
presenting one-fourth ot its capital but the serip therctor
has not been issned and the said property has been
traunsterred to the said Stanwell Gold Mines Limited
And whereas the parties hereto of the second and third
parts have discovered this day the suppression of the
said report and have elected to rescind the said agree-
ment  And whereas at the request of the said William
Kidston for and on his behalt und on behalf of the per-
sous in the said schedule hereto has requested the said
parties hereto of the second awnd third parts and the
said parties hereto of the second and third parts have
agreed to enter into the following agreement by way of
comprowmise Now it is hereby agreed as follows—

1. That the said Stanwell Gold Mines Limited shall
be entitled to proceed to take possession of the said
property and to examine work and develop the same
and if they think fit to carry out the terms of the sad
agreement.

2. That if the said company shall think fit at any
time before the second day of September one thousand
elght hundred and ninety-six whether before or after
proceeding to examine work or develop the said pro-
perty they shall be entitled to notify the said vendors
of their desire to retransfer the said property to the
vendors and to cancel the allotment of the said
shares and the said vendors shall in that event return
the said scrip to the said company for cancellation
and shall be deemed never to have been shareholders
in 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 respeet of any matter or thing whatso-
ever The notice hereinbefore referred to shall be
sulliciently given by letter or telegram despatched
addressed to the said William Kidston Rockhampton on
or before the date mentioned Provided always that if
the said company do not so notify the said vendors
as aforesaid this agreement shall become inoperative
and the hereinbefore recited agreement shall be carried
out by the parties to all intents and purposes as if this
agreement 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 aforesaid to remove all buildings mining or
other plant tools 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 agreewment be issued to the said Williann
Kidston for and on behalf of himself and the persons
in the said schedule mentioned with an endorsement
thereon that the said shares are subject to the tevms of
this agreement in addition to any other gonditions
attached thereto.
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4. The said William Kidston undertakes to obtain
the signatures of the persons mentioned in the said
schedule to a copy of this agreement within a reason-
able time from the date hereof.

In witness whereof the parties hereto have hercunto
sct their hands the day and year hereinbefore men-
tioned.

Then the schedule goes on- to give the names,
the first signature being thas of William Kidston,
as agent for the Native Cat Syndicate.

Mr. Givens: 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 of them are written so badly that I cannot
read them. There are William Kidston, Leslie
G. Corrie, D. G. Macfie, James Ferguson, James
Miller, John Morressey, William Kimber,
Adam Gray, Archibald Gray, etc,

Mr. Ruin: Boodlers.

Mr., LEAHY : They are all boodlers, but I
cannos read all the signatures. In connection
with this matter I have here a report by a man
named Mr. Bagley. 1tisa very high-sounding
document, showing that according to his opinion
there was an immense fortune to be made out of
this venture. I have also a report by Mr. Mait-
land, which is very condemnatory of the mine, a
report on which no man would purchase. I have
also a map which will enable hon. members
to understand the particular manner in which
this hon. gentleman was going to take duwn the
Ynglishman. [Map produced and explained.]
This map, on which the property was sold, is
meant to show that a reef had reformed. The
Government Geologist states that that reef
had not reformed. Yet with this map he
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 use a parliamentary term—the transgres-
sion against public life shown in this business,
and that no matter whether in connection with
the Chillagoe North, or anything else, has been:
more disgraceful than the transactions of the
hon. member in connection with this particular
matter.

Mr., TURLEY (Brisbanc South): The hon.
member for Bulloo usually takes things quietly
and arguss 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.

Hon. D. H. DarryMpPLE: Who 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 question befove the
House. 1 doubt whether he had convinced
members of this House that he knew nothing of
this question before it came up in this Chamber.
The hon. member has simply said, ‘I discredit
so-and-so’s evidence,” and consequently that
there is justification for what has been taking
place in connection with this Normanton-
Cloncurry Railway. The hon. member has
not even attempted to deny that such a
thing has taken place, but pleads justification
for the persons who have been guilty 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 his temper on a question like that
before the House ? I can quite understand that
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. DatrynrLe: Who is doing the
fishwife now ?

Mr. TURLEY : T am simply saying that I
could quite understand my own feelings in the
event of my sceing something disappearing on
the horizon, which I thought at one time was
perfectly secure, and that under circumstances
of that kind I might lose my temper, But I do
not lose my temper now, because I do not see
anything vanishing from me. I am not goiog
into_the matter mentioned by the hon, member
for Bulloo, because T know absolutely nothing
about it ; this is the first time I have heard of it.
The whole hurangue of the hon. mewber was in
connection with the suppres<ion of documents.
The hon, member for Rockhampton, Mr.
Kidston, has been charged with suppressing
documents which he had in his possession.
Now, the first time the hon, member mentioned
this matter in the House, he stated that he had
not seen the document, but that he had seen the
letter. He simply said that he had seen the
letter, and not that he had it in his possession.

Hon. D. H. Datrynpere: Why 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
break through all confidence, as the
hon. gentlemen themselves might
perhaps be inclined to do. 1 can quite under.
stand the position from that point of view. That
is exactly the position 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,
Why did not he give the names? Simply
because he would not forfeit the confidence that
-was placed in him when he received the letter ;
and 1 respect the hon. gentleman for so doing,
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 bhe entrusted to him.

The PrEMIER : He read the contents.

Mr. TURLEY : No; thatis where the mistake
is made. He did not read the contents. He
said, “T have seen a letter hy which a person
has been offered £150 in cash and 600 shares
that are supposed to be of the value of £2.”

Mr. J. HamivroNn: That is practically the
whole of the contents.

Mr. TURLEY: That is what he stated;
and it appears in Hansard. 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 Rockhampton
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 malce 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. DaLrvyMPLE: Rascality in con-
fidence.

Mr. TURLEY : Rascality in confidence !

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : Apparently.

Mr. J. Hadivron: He said, ‘T have in my
hand a copy of the letter.”

(5 p.m]
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Mr. TURLEY : He may have said that he
had a copy of the letter in his hand, but he also
said he had not been given permission by the
person to use it ; and 1 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. StorY : He had no right to mention it.

Mr. TURLEY : He had every right to
mention it. He had every right to m:ention that
such a document was in existence, but he had no
right to put that document or a copy of that
document on the table of the House. Now, that
is the position T take up. I am thoroughly in
accord with the action of the hon, member for
Rockbampton on that occasion, He simply
stated that he believed a dccument was in
existence; he held a copy, but he declined to
disclose the names. We have been told this
afternoon a great deal of what goes on in con-
nection with companies, but we must not forget
that the general tendency, as faras I kuow, or
so far as it has been brought out, of those
companies, is to try and fix up public men. The
argument that has been used on this side by
members again and again, and it has been borne
out in connection with this matter, and from
the evidence we have placed before us by the
Judge

Mr. Srory: Your side were speaking with a
knowledge of what had been attewmpted.

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

Mr. Story : I did not say you. I said someof
your members.

Mr. TURLEY : T am not speaking of the
knowlege of other members. T 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 had signed the letter, or the person who
had received it, The hon. member for Bulloo
attempts in one way or another to justify this
matter, but if the hon. gentleman is not inter-
ested, then the members of the company that he
manages are members 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 their agents to
this part of the world. That object, if the evidence
given by Mr. Duniels is correct, is apparently
shown by what this gentleman said. He stated
that he had £60,000 at his disposal, which he
could spend with the object of getting this Bill
through.

Mr. STORY ;: Mr. Withers 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. HArDACRE : He does not even deny it.

Mr. TURLEY : The bribee—the person who
has been attempted to be bribed—produces
written evidence that he had an offer made to
him ; and he savs that the briber told him cer-
tain things. The person who is the briber in
connection with a large thing like this is not
going to admit for ome moment that he has
done any of those things. Hon. members have
pointed out that they were surprised that he
should think the ex-member for Cambooya was
thought to be able to wield so much influence—
that his influence should be of the value putupon
it by the syndicate. He was to receive £125,
and when the Bill became law each member
influenced was to receive £125 in cash and 650
fully paid-up shares. That would be about
£1,425. Now I would like to say, and I think it
is a pertinent question, if that is the price of a
sprat, what would be the price of a whale?
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Hon. D. H, DaLRYMPLE : South Brisbane, for
instance.

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

Hon. D. H. DatrYMpLE: Beyond all price.

Mr., TURLEY : Oh, no; that does not seem
to be the case. The agent is able to say that he
kunew perfectly well that he had forty-three solid
votes in this House in favour of the Bill. The
agent is able to say that before the Bill comes
before the House at all. The agent of the syndi-
cate—the man who has £60,000 behind him, by
which he is able to purchase support—is able to
tell another person that he admits having bribed,
I have forty-three men behind me in the House
already.”

Mr. Story: He was acquainted with the
members on your side.

Mr. TURLEY : I may say I have met Mr.
Withers oftentimes. I met him two and a-half
years ago, when there were only two members on
this side and bimself present.

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : Something awfully
bad must have been going on,

Mr. TURLEY : There was not anything
awfully bad going on. Mr. Withers endeavoured
to induce Mr. Mc¢Donald and myself to vote for
this Bill because it would be a great benefit to
the district. Mr. Withers made an appointment
with Mr. McDonald two and a-half years ago in
the house he then occupied at South Brishane,
1 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 had very
large sums of money behind them, and owned
mineral lauds in the Cloneurry district, and
they desired to build a railway to that property.
That is the only time I have met Mr. Withers
in private. I have often met him in the street
and asked him how his railway was 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 faras I am
concerned I will do allI 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 he may be interested through a
company. I find in_a letter written by Mr.
Withers on the 18th July, 1898, to the Secretary
for Railways, he says—

Srr,—Some months ago, when I suinnitted a proposal
to the Hon. J. R. Dickson (then Minister for Railwuys),
for the construction of the proposed Normanton-Clon-
ecurry Railway, I promised to forward the names of
Eh]r().se financially interested in promoting the under-
axing.

I have now the honour to submit, for the information
of the Government, the names of the following gentle-
men :—

Aud amongst others T find the names of Thomas
Rome and Oscar de Satgé, directors, Union
Mortgage and Agency Company.

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : Who is the man-
aging director of that company ?

Mr, TURLEY : The managing director of
that company in Queensland is the hon. member
for Bulloo, Mr. Leahy. The names which I
have read are the names of the sort of people who
exercise undue ivfluence, and it is for that reason
that we have always pointed to the danger of
this influence being used. Those gentlemen cer-
tainly had 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

[12 DEcEMBER.]

Railway Bill. 2579

connection with this and other undertakings.
In an interview with My, Oscar de Satgé that
occurred away back in January last that gentle-
man is reported to bave said—

TFive-sixths of the woolgrowing districts are repre-

sented by Labour mermbers, and to mend this state of
atfairs, so dangerous to British and colonil investors
in the woolgrowing and meat producing industry of
Queensland, either the educated youth of that colony
will have to give up their easy enjoyment of life, and
fight their way to success ab the polls by resolute
skill and industry in the use of every lawful electoral
weapon, or the financial magnates that have now burng
their boats, and sce themselves committed to a long
struggle with seasons and Government in the preserva-
tion of their enlonial interests, must import Lo Queens-
1and fresh advocates of skill and training who will not
be easily disconraged in the briefs they undertake on
behalf of the great stake they have elected to rescue,
We want new blood ; in fact, some new Ilerberts and
Bramstons to stem the current of radicalism, or, at any
rate, minimise its present effects.
That is the whole thing in a nutshell. This
gentleman, Mr. Withers, is only the advance
agent of the people whose sole aim 1s to capture
this Parliament in the interests of the British
investor—in the interests of persons who are
endeavouring by fair means or foul to expluit this
country.

Mr. Kext: Queensland pioneers.

Mr. TURLEY : I have every respect 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 discounts the
whole of this evidence, because he knows of a
particular transaction with which the hon. mem-
ber for Rockhampton was connected, and of
which he does not approve. Now, I wish to
point out that while a man may live an honour-
able life for forty or fifty years, and while there
is a possibility of him even late in life falling a
vietim to temptation, yet the amount of truth
the hon. member has brought to bear in reference
to the hon. member for Rockhampton does not
indicate in any way that he has been the victim
of temptation. There can be no doubt that in
connection with these syndicate proposals there
are wheels within wheels. The tentacles of these
companies go out and drag in everything they
can lay hold of. It is no doubt extremely hard
to obfain evidence sufficiently strong to prove
anything against these companies, and when
suggestions of improper doings are hinted at,
the reply usually is, < Nonsense, there is nothing
init.” I contend that if when the hon. member
for Rockbampton first alluded to this matter he
bhad 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
wounld have been dropped. It simply would
have been laughed out of the House, and hon.
members would have said, ¢ Who would credit
anything said by Daniels ?”

An HonoURABLE MEMBER : Who said that?

Mr, TURLEY : Well, T draw that inference
from the remarks we have heard here this after-
noon. What did the hon. member for Bulloo
say ? He said, “ Whois 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 say he was not. He did not get his seat on a
shovel, or anything of that sort, He was able
to win his seat, in 1893, against a gentle-
man who has on various occasions occupied
high positions in this colony, an ex-Cabinet
Minister, so there is no use saying that Mr.
Daniels became a member by accident, because
he had defeated a well known man who was
helieved to carry a great deal of weight in that
district. I wish to point out that Mr. Withers’s
own evidenca is enough for us, without going
into the evidence of anyone else on the inquiry.
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But the hon. member for Bulloo took this
matter up as a personal matter between himself
and Mr. Kidston—not as a waster affecting
the morality of hon. members of this House—
not as a question that should be dehated ina
fair spirit—in connection with this system of
private railway construction. The hon. mem-
ber said that the hon. member for Rockhampton
had laid charces against him-—that he had
attempted to cast a slur on his character,
Now, I don’t wish to cast any slur on the hon.
member’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 West, and which anyone who has travelled
in the South-western districts has, no doubt,
heard.

Mr. Srory: I have travelled there a good
deal, and I have not heard anything of the

ind.

Mr. TURLEY : The hon. member for Gregory
and others have heard them. However, I would
point out that the hon. member’s contention is
not borne out by the evidence ; no attempt has
been made to traduce his chiracter. If I was
asked to make a statement on an inquiry like
this by a judge, I would have to state the whole
truth, and everything in connection with the
matter that I knew. What was the evidence?
l\gr. Kidston said shat Mr., Daniels told him
that—

He had been introduced to Withers by Mr. Leahy,

member for Bulloo. Mr. Daniels told Mr. Leahy that
he was in need of Government assistance in conse-
quence of great expense on his election petition.
Mr., Kidston unly said that Mr. Daniels told him
that he bad been introduced to Mr. Withers by
Mr. Leahy, the hon. member for Bulloo, I don’t
see any harm in that. What is there in that to
show that the hon. member for Rockhampton
wished to traduce the character of the hon,
member for Bulloo? There was no such question
in the matter. But what do we get in Mr.
Daniels’s evidence? He says distinctly that Mr.
‘Withers told him he must win the election from
what Mr. Leahy told him ; so consequently Mr.
Withers thought Mr. Daniels was worth buying
on that account. He only wanted to buy him.
Mr. Withers mmay have been misled—he may have
thought that Mr. Daniels could wield consider-
able influence with the Labour party, and that
he would be able to induce us not to carry out
one of the foremost planks in our platform.
Personally, I do not think Mr. Daniels could
have induced any hon. member on this side to
vote for this or any such railway. I don’t know
any hon. member of this party who would
remain silent and not offer most strenuous
opposition to the introduction of such a system
of railway construction, but evidently the judge
and Mr. Withers thought otherwise. In the
last paragraph but one, the report says—

Whether Daniels possessed influence over members in
the Ilouse or not it is impossible to say, but there is no
doubt that when Withers made his offer he believed
Daniels had such influence, and, it declared elected,
Daniels wonld certainly as a member have becn able to
abstain from stonewulling, 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 most prominent member, the
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 would
not sueceed. His influence would be prac-
tically nothing. But we see the influence
that the agent of this company tried to effect,
and it seems to me that the arguments
adduced and the examples given by hon.
members on this side show that it is absolutely
impossible to carry out this system of railway
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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. We 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-
porting the giving of public franchises to private
companies, and wherever the system_ obtains,
there is no doubt that corruption creepsin. That
is the reason why we on this side oppose this
system. We know that the objeet these people
have in view—which is not only ostensible, but
which is avowed by them—is to try and capture
Parliament, in the interests of British investors.

Mr. StorY: 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. What may happen in my case, I do not
attempt to prophesy ; but I have a fair amount
of confidence in myself. T think the action of
the hon, member for Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston,
is completely justified by the evidence adduced.
I must say that 1 compliment the hon. gentle-

man opposite in dropping this Bill
[6°30 p.m.} on the production of this report,
becanse I think it is a good thing
for the Government, or for any party in politics
to say, that when this kind of thing comes out,
“We will not go any further with you.” Ido
not Lelieve in introducing this system at all,
because it is bad, and may lead to corruption.
1f the public vutside get the idea that the public
men of this colony are acting in such a way that
they are prepared to sell the best interests of the
colony for a consideration, it will be a bad thing
for our parliamentary institutions. 1 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 system: has induced the introduction of cor-
ruption, or attempted corruption, amoungst mein-
bers, and it will be said, “This one case has
been found out, how many cases are there behind
this that have not been discovered ?”

Mr. HIGGS (Fortitude Valley): I do not
propose to detain the House at any great length.
I think the Premier has taken the only course
opeun 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 Railways Corporation are
prepared to expend a lot of money to get a
Bill through for it, the Government will come
down nest session with a proposal to build the
line with State money.

Hon, D. H. DaLrYMPLE: Borrowed money.

Mr. HIGGS : With money borrowed on the
credit of the nation. T am satisfied that it will
get a great deal more support—inasmuch as it
promises to pay—than a number of those lines
which the Commissioner for Railways slates
cannot be expected to pay for many years, but
which hon. members of this House are prepared
to build with State money. Ithink hon. members
on the other side have endeavoured to get away
from the real question at issue. It is a fact that
a gentleman named Withers, who has, I am
informed, haunted wus in this Chamber for a
number of months, has admitted that he was
willing to pay Mr. Henry Daniels the sum of
£150 in_cash, and to give him a number of
shares, if he would use his influence to get this
Bill through the House.

Mr. Srory: He offered it for silence—to pre-
veut stonewsalling.
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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.

I.Ion. D. H. DarrympLE: It was to go back
again.

Mr. HIGGS: Mr. Withers states that he
expected the money back again from Mr.
Daniels, Well, [ would like hon. members to
tell us when it happened that a philanthropic
gentleman like Mr, Withers decided to assist a
manu like Mr. Daniels out of pure philanthropy—
a man well known to have been a member of the
Opposition side of the House, opposed to the
Government and the construction of private rail-
ways, and in favour of the construction of State
railways. On the face of it, it is very unlikely
that any company prowoter from the old country
is going to come to Queensland and give or lend
to Mr. Daniels, or any other man in Mr.
Daniels’s position, the sum of £150, simply
because Mr. Daniels tells him that be has been
put to great expense in connection with the
Cambooya petition. I am sure the hon. member
for Mackay—-

Hon. D. H. DatryMPLE: T knew you were
going to refer to the hon, member for Mackay.
Can’t you find someone else for your illustration ?

Mr. HIGGS : T cannot help it. The hon,
member fills the Chamber, and one cannot over-
look him. He has been waiting there ever since
this discussion commenced expecting members on
this side to trip, and every time he thinks they
trip he makes a mark on his paver, and later on
he will make a speech in his usual way endea-
vouring to cast odium on members on this side.
I remember when the hon. member for Rock-
hamnpton mentioned this matter first and said he
had seen a letter hut could not give the name of
the writer or disclose the contents of the letter at
that time, the hon. member for Mackay said
immediately, ‘Tt looks very fishy.”

Hou. D. H. Danryuerne: So it did,

Mr. HIGGS : And in every possible way he
tried to ridicule the hon. member and ecast
odium on this side because the hon. member did
not produce his letter, If he had then produced
the letter he would have committed a breach of
confidence, and the hon. member for Mackay
would have been the first to get up and point out
how ungentlemanly the hon. mewber for Rock-
hampton was in breaking his word, and in being
guilty of such a breach of etiquette. A problem
has been submitted to hon. members this after-
noon which they may work out for themselves,
and it is this: If Withers was prepared to
advance £150 to Mr. Daniels, a person outside
this House, how much was he prepared to offer
to members inside this House—if he sould get
one who would so far forget himself as to listen
to him—to give his support to this Bill ?

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : How much to the
hon. member for Fortitude Valley ?

Mr. HIGGS: Well, he has not come near
either of the members for Fortitude Valley.
Probably he knows what he might expect if he
did. I know what he wmight expect, anyway.
T know this, too, that Mr. Daniels is in a very
unfortunate position in baving once listened to a
man like Withers.

MeMBERS on the Government side: Hear,
hear !

Mr. HIGGS : Tf, when Mr. Withers did come
to him, he had said, ““You have come to the
wrong shop.  Go elsewhere ”

MemBERS on the Government side:
hear !

Mr. HIGGS : Then this Cloncurry Railway
Bill would bave bheen put through, no doubt.
Inasmuch as Mr. Daniels has produced a letter
which Mr. Withers admits that he wrote, we
must, I think, conclude that Mr. Withers has
endeavoured to use his influence with other

Hear,
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persons in the community of Queensland, and
probably has been successful. We can hardly
believe anything else than that Mr. Withers has
gone to nther persons besides Mr. Daniels, and
that he wrote letters to them. Tf he did write
letters to them—and it is rumoured in town that
he did—then those letters have not heen divulged,
Tn order that those who read Hansard should
have an opportunity of reading the judge’s
report

Hon. D. H. Darrymrrk : Judge Real’s report
on Daniels?

Mr. HIGGS: No; Judge Mansfield’s report.
The hon. gentleman is very innocent, and wants
Judge Real’s opinion on Mr. Daniels. If the
hon. gentleman likes, and it is in order, T will
read for him the report of the select eommittee
in the Cambonya case. Considering the way
Mr. Daniels has been vilified this afternonn, it is
certainly due to him that the opinion of the
selact committee should be given, together with
the addendum of the hon. member for Dalby,
Mr. Bell, which states that if the state of affairs
as disclosed in the case of the Cambooya elec-
torate exists in all the electorates in Queensland,
some drastic revision of the electoral rolls is
necessary, proving that Mr. Daniels was justified
in the action he took in endeavouring to gain the
seat. I think it will he advantageous if I read
the report of Judge Mansfield on this matter.
It is as follows :

From the evidence taken in this matter it appears
that ITenry Joln Withers has for the last three years
been acting in Queensland as the representative of the
British Colonial Railways Corporation, whieh is the
applicant for the Normanton-Cloneurry Railway Bl

About two and a-half years ago Withers made the
acquaintance of Ienry Daniels, then member for
Cambnoya, who lost his seat in 1899,

From July to October, 1899, Withers saw Daniels
oceasionally in the street, and Daniels used to tell him
thines abont his election troubles. About October,
1899, Daniels told Withers that he had lost a lot of
money over his election petition,

Withers says he does not remember Daniels telling
him he had a chance of becoming a member; but
Daniels says he told him, and I think it hardly possible
that Withers could, in his position, have heen ignorant
of the fact that Daniels had. at any rate some chance
of hecoming 1 member, as he admits Baniels told him
of his eleetion troublies, and be would have been sure
to mention his object in petitioning and his chances of
sTceess,

On hearing of Daniels’s losses, Withers told him he
knew of a syndieate whiclt was heing formed to take np
certain copper lodes at Cloncurry, and Daniels had
hetter have a share—he also said he would write to
Daniels on the subject.

A letter [ Behihit 1] was written hy Withers to Dantels
on 6th Novemher, 1899, which contains an offer of a
share in a syndicate in which each member was to pay
down £125, and on the passing of the Bill to receive his
£125 back, and 650 jully paid-up shares in a coinpany
then to be formed. Withers offered to pay the £125 for
Daniels, and in his evidence Withers says that he ex-
pected to get this sum back if the Bill passed and the
company was floated, anad to lose it if the Bill did not

Cpass; so it is evident that Withers did not look to

Daniels for repayment if the Bill did nol pass.

Withers made this offer to Daniels beeause, as he
says, Daniels had heen connected with Partiament and
had previously told him he conld prevent meinbers
stonewalling the Bill, and because he wanted him to
got otliers not to stonewall the Bill.

Daniels says that he promised not to stonewall the
Bill if Withers gave him the share aud paid the money
for him.

This Withers denies, but if Withers knew Daniels
had a ckance of becoming a member he wonld have
been sure to get Daniels’s promise not to stonewall
himself as well as his promise to prevent others
doing so.

Whether Daniels possessed influence over members in
the Tlouse or not it is impossible to say ; but there is no
doubt that when Withers made bis offer he believed
Daniels had such influence, and, if declared elected,
Daniels would eertuinly as 4 member have been able to
abstain [rom stonewalling and thereby to help in 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 s mfiuence to prevent others doing
so—that is to say, to induce Daniels, from a hope of
pecuniary gain and not from conviction, to act in sueh
a wuy #s to make the passing of the Railway Bill more
probable,

Ii. MANSFIELD.

Brishane, 11th December, 1900,

Efforts have been made to somewhat discredit
Judge Mansfield in this matter, but when he
was appointed to conduct the ingniry everybody
seemed to be quite satisfied that he 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 side 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-
reneral, and other politicians who spoke in this
House years ago on this question—to the effect
that the system of private construction of rail-
ways 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. Datrynpre : T used no terms to
render an apology 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. DaLrymMpLE : Tell me the state-
ments,

Mr, HIGGS : The statements are that our
minds were filled with a suspicion which was
absolutely groundless, 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. Darrymprg: When were those
terms used ?

Mr. HIGGS: Intheeighth numberof Hansard,
on the 9th of August last, the hon. member will
see that he interjected to the hon. member for
Rockhampton that it was a very fishy trans-.
action, 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 hon. members
away from the judge’s report, but I hope that
hon. members will not be so drawn away from
the main issue. The hon. member for Bulloo
referred to some action of the hon. member for
Rockhampton when he was not a member of this
House.

Mr, STEPHENS : He was a member at the time,

Mr. HIGGS: In 18957

Mr. SMITH : In 1896,

Mr. HIGGS: I think it was said that the
matter happened in 1895, and that the hon.
member was not then a member of the House.

Mr. STEwWART : He was not a member,

Mr. HIGGS : The hon. niember, whois the
representative of the adjoining electorate, says
the present member for Rockhampton was not
then a member of the House. I should like hon.
members to notice the distinction between acts
of tracde or commerce or speculation which are
carried on by individuals outside this House
and those acts which comprise the doing
of certain things by public men on account of
their influsnce as public men. If Igointo the
drapery, grocery, or any other business,
and I am forced by competition to adopt
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the tricks of trade, I suppose that is only
what everybody else in business does. We ali
know what is carried on through competition
outside in trade and commerce, but there is
a very great difference Letween 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 wan 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 quarter. I do not know
anything about this case which has been brought
forward by the hon, 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 tothe Press and the public.  Just in
passing, I would like to say I regret very much
that the inquiry held by Judge Mansfield was
not with open doors.
HonouraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Mr. HIGGS : I think that all inquiries which
affect the public should be open to the Press and
the public. The Premier to-day has cleared the
hon. member for Rockhampton. He has stated,
in reply to a question I asked, that he believes
the instructions were given by Judge Mansfield,
who, in the case of the North Chillugoe inguiry,
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.

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

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

Hon. D. H. DarryurLE: Well, on his advice.

Mr, RE1D : 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 describe
the action of the hon. member for Rockhampton.
T can understand that any hon. member, case-
hardened though he may be, under the awe-
inspiring influence of a judge, might probably
defer to the judge’s opinion at any time. Itis
only a member like the hon. member for Mackay,
who has no reverence at all for anybody in a
public position, who would be able to maintain
his own opinion and demand that the inquiry
should be held with open doors and with the
Press present.

Mr. Remp : Trust the people.

Mr, HIGGS : It is drawing near 6 o’clock,
and I have not much more to say. The debate
opened very warmly——

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

Mr, HIGGS: For the honour and dignity of
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 havebeensaid which, when
reported to-morrow, we might have been very
sorry for. There isnooccasion for any heat in the
matter, Judge Mansfield has stated that the man
Withers, who has occupied the position usually
kept for distinguished visitors for many months,
is guilty of endeavouring to use undue 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.

C%\/111 STOoRY: Some of his friends ave on your
side.

Mr. HIGGS : T am sure no member on this
side of the House has ever approached Mr.
Speaker or the Chairman of Committees, and
asked either of them to permit the introduction
of a friend to the lobby of the Mr. Withers’s
stamp, .

Mr. REID: He dnes not ask permission; he
walks in.

My, HIGGS: If the hon. members opposite
can discover any gentleman of the type of Mr.
Withers introduced by a member on this side T
hope he will bring the matter up in Parliament
as a question that it is necessary for Parliament
to consider. It may be admitted shat it was a
pity Mr. Kidston was not able to disclose this
letter, because it might have resulted in the
stoppage of these private syndicate ratlway
Bills, and, personally, T think that would have
been a very good thing for Queensland. I must
say that if the Premier will reconsider this Bill,
and bring it in as a State line, he will have the
support of the whole of the members on this side.

Mr., Bripars : Will you support it ?

Mr. HIGGS : T will.

Mr. STORY (Balonne): There is one point of
view in this matter that I do not think hon.
gentlemen have looked at or discussed at all,
and it is a very peculiar one. When Mr.
Withers approached with the intention to bribe
a member of Parliament, what was his inten-
tion? In years gone by the debates in this
House, I understand, were conducted with
decorum, lasted a 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 proporiions that Mr.
Withers approached a man, who was an ex-
wember on the Labour side, for the purpose of
buying what? Silence—simply that. There
i3 no record that Mr. Withers said, “I will
pay you so much for your vote.” Hesimply said,
“You can vote as you like, but do not stone-
wall the Bill. I will pay you so mueh to stop
talking and to get your friends to stop talking.”
That 1s exactly and entirely the position.

Mr. Rrib : Who told you that ?

Mr. STORY : In Mr. Daniels’s evidence he
states that he said to Mr. Withers, “I will not
take it under the conditions, as I may not vote
for the BillL.” Mr. Withers said, “I do not
expect you to vote for the Bill. I want you to
promise that you won’t talk the matter out.”
We may easily conceive that the reputation of
hon. members of the Labour party,
unenviable as it is, has passed beyond
the limits of this colony—that it
has penetrated to Hngland—and I can well
understand the agent of this Norwanton-
Cloncurry line representing to his directors
that the only danger he had to fear with
regard to the passage of this Bill, was the
stonewalling tactics of hon. members opposite ;
that 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 Mr, Daniels’s evidence, which proves
conclusively that the only danger that Mr.
Withers saw with regard to the passing of this
Bill was the excessive talk by hon. members of
the Labour party. Mr. Daniels said—

I won’t take it under those conditions as I might not
vote for the Bill.

Mr. Withers said—

I don’t expect you to vote for it, but T want you to
promise that you won't talk the matter out—we liave
enough votes in the House now to carry it.
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So there was no bribe for a vote ; but merely for
silence.

Mr. W. HawmruroN : He said that at the
Gresham when shouting champagne.

Mr. STORY : Were you there ?

Mr, W. HamirnroN : I know that.

Mr, STORY : T do not know anything aboub
it.  Mr. Daniels also gave the following evi-
dence :—

lle—

That was Mr. Withers—

then asked me to go to Danicls’s or Lennon’s Ifotel,
and we went into the parlour. I promised him I would
not talk the Bill out. When at Lennon’s, he said a
good many of the members were sharcholders nunder the
conditions that they would let the Bill puss—that is,
they would not talk it out. I wanted to know the full
conditions. IIe¢ said, © The conditions ars that every
member joining the syndicate pay £125 down in cash,
and when the Bill is passed each member will receive as
his share £125 in casit and 650 fully paid-up shares,
With regard to the £125 you get when the Bill is passed,
if you like T'll give you the £125 now, as I'm yuite sure
the Bill will pass. I have £60.000 to spend over the
matter, from members of the London syndicate, and
mentioned names ot men hehind it in England.”

MeMBERS of the Labour party: Ah!

Mr. STORY :

I told him “I don’t want the momney. but you do
this in your usual way, the same as with other
members.”

Then I wish hon. members opposite to pay par-
ticular attention to this part of Mr. Daniels’s
evidence—

IIe asked me if I knew of other members of the

Labour party who would like to become shareholders
under the same conditions. T promised to make
inquiries and let him know.
Me. Withers said he had £60,000 to spend over
the matter, and Mr. Dauiels was promised, in
effect, £1,425 if he would not talk the Bill out.
Mr. Daniels was a man who had no seat in the
House and he could not be of any great value.
So Itake it Mr. Withers would have put a double
value on the support of an actnal Labour mem-
ber ; and if you multiply 2,850 by 21 vou have
£59,850--within £150 of £60,000, and I have no
doubt that that £150 would have been divided
between the hon. members for Rockhampton and
Enoggera. Now, I think it would pay the country
to give the members 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’
business.

MeEMBERS on the Government side: Hear,
hear !

Mr. STORY : The extraordinary loquacity of
hon. memuvers opposite is preventing beneficial
public legislation being passed. 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
the part of hon. members opposite.

Mr. W. HamirroN : That is not trne.

Mr. STEPHENSON : It is perfectly true.

Mr, STORY : I wish to retrace my steps to
explain that I do not include the leader of the
Labour party in what I have said with regard to
the £60,000, for T do not think it likely for a
moment that he wiil take any part in collecting
that sum, The other night I was lying on that
bench, when most of the hon. members where
fast asleep, and one unfortunate individual on
the other side was droning out long extracts
from English papers and old English railway
Acts, dealing with the prevention of people
falling trees on roads, and so forth. I went to
sleep, and when I woke up, just as the grey
dawn was breaking and the morning sun was
making its appearance, I found the same hon.
member on his feet still droning, and others
followed. How can anyone call that legitimate
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and proper debating? No. TDoes any man
mean to say that such a course of procedure here
would do good to the country ? Certainly not,
It was simply a huge waste of time, and I think
Mr. Withers was justified in thinking that there
was a great_danger of this Bill being talked
out by the Labour party, and he only offered
to pay for silence. Knowing something of
hon. members on this side, Mr, Withers never
approached any of them for the purpose of
trying to bribe them to silence. We supported
the second reading of this Bill. A great number
of hon, members on this side had never seen
Mr. Withers till then, Mr. Withers thought the
matter wag of the greatest importance, and that
the passing of this Bill would be of great benefit
to the colony that he did all he could to try and
secure its passage. But he did not approach
hon. members on this side, because he knew
they were sensible men, and it would be against
their policy to ebstruct its passage in any way.
But he knew that hon. members opposite would
obstruet it in every possible way—that that
was their policy, To leave that question for a
moment and come to Mr. Daniels. He got this
letter on the 6th November, 1899, over thirteen
months ago. What kind of an honest man is
it .who. would carry a bribe, or an attempt to
bribe, in his pocket until he thought the proper
time came for presenting it ?

Mr. HarDACRE: Does he not explain the
reason ?

Mr. STORY : If he had been what has heen
claimed for him here, he would have brought that
letter at once to the Premier and said, ‘“Here ig
the sort of man you are working these syndicate
railways for ;”” and the Premier who, without any
pressure at all, promised that if any attempt at
bribery at all could be proved he would at once
drop the railway, would have done the same
thing if Daniels had shown him that letter. Bus
Daniels, instead of doing that, and, according to
his own evidence, without answering it or telling
Withers whether he was going to accept his offer
or not, kept the thing in his pocket and carried
it about with him for nearly a year before he said
a word to anyone about it,

Mr. HarbaoRE : Can’t you he fair enough to
give his own reason for that?

Mr. STORY : He only spoke to the hon.
member for Rockhampton about four months
ago. That hon, 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. What confidence
can any rogue give to an honest man ? Directly
Daniels showed him that letter, the hon. mem-
ber’s duty as a man, as an honest man, and a
member of the House, was to have said to
the Premier—“I have that letter now, and T
claim your promise to abandon the line.” We
all know that the Premier wou!d have done it at
once, The hon. member keeps it until some-
thing has taken place which secures the other
man from some sort of opposition he expected,
They 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 informution in this document,
would he not, have been in just the same position
as Daniels—both having a guilty knowledge of a
guilty document? There is no question at all
that the hon. 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, and did not at once make public the fact
that Daniels had told him he had been approached
In an improper mannsr. He says he was only
to use it in an emergency. But can we believe
for & 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
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honour and honesty ? The hon. member for
Barcoo laughs, I see; but all he knows about
that he is likely to learn from books, as I do not
suppose there iz any intuitive knowledge he
could have of these things. The 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. The 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. Withers. 1 think the hon. member
must have strained his notions of honour al-
together when he said he could not betray the
confidence of Daniels. If a man came and told
him that he had committed a crime, would the
hon. member have felt bound to withhold that
knowledge lest he should break that man’s confi-
dence? 1If he did, he would be an accessory after
the fact, and would be punishable by law,

An HoNOURABLE MEMBER : Is this a crime?

Mr. STORY : It is one of the greatest crimes
that could be committed to approach a member
of Parliament in order to bribe him, and it iy a
crime in the eyes of the law.

An HorNourasrLe MEMBER: Then Withers
ought not to be walking about.

Mr. STORY : Why, the Gatton murderers
might have confided 1n somebody or another,
and if they did would the hon. member claim
that confidence should not be hetrayed in that
cige? Certainly not. No; there is something
far higher than that, and it is a 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. member for Bris-
bane South and his remarks about the hon.
member for Bulloo as manager of the Union
Mortgage and Agency Company. The hon.
member sald 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 the actions of
his manager in order to get his vote or support.
The hon. member for Bulloo informs me that
neither of the gentlemen referred to are in the
company at the present time. If what the hon.
member suggested were so, every clerk in the
company’s office might be accused in the same
way. That sort of argument was too absurd
altogether.

Mr. LEaHY : It is nothing coming from a man
who admits that he was a smuggler.

Mr. STORY : That is between the hon, mem-
ber’s conscience and himself. We 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 hon. memher
said was not, I think, altogether correct. He
said he was out West a little time ago, and he
would not like to repeat in this House, or outside
of it, the things he heard said about the hon.
member for Bulloo.

Mr. Leany: He was lying.

Mr, STORY : He has made a trip there, and
what he heard I donot know, but I know that I
lived there for nearly twenty years, and the hon,
member for 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.

MguBERS on the Government side:
hear!

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

Mr. STORY : I suppose there are some men
always 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 has not been one
assertion made that any attempt whatever was
made upon anyone on this side.

MEmBERS of the Opposition : Oh, oh'!

Mr. Lrsiva : It wasn’t necessary.

Mr, STORY : By anybody at any time, and
yet for weeks past this party has been accused
of being the tools of syndicates and hoodlers and
all that sort of thing. Is it not very strange
that all these boodlers and syndicators here
should all support the Premier in abandoning the
very best line that could possibly be made in
Queensland, because someone has been dishonest
enough 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.  Our own honour is safe. The Pre-
mier has done all he can to protect the honour
of hon. members opposite and save them from
themselves,

N l\rI};}MBERS on the Government side: Hear,
ear !

Mr, GIVENS : While admitting that the
Premier has had a somewhat disagreeable task
this afternoon, and making all due allowance for
his feelings of disappointment, and also, the
feeling which he has in regard to the confidence
of the Government being outraged by the person
he was negotiating with, yet, I think he has
performed his task in a very manly way ; and if
any congratulations which 1 can offer him are of
any use, I do sincerely congratulate him on the
stand he has taken,

Mr. HARDACRE : Wait until next session.

Mr. GIVENS: We are only dealing with
the case as it at present exists, and T say the
Premier has taken an honourable and manly
stand, and T am inclined to give him the fullest
possible credit for it. There has been some
unsatisfactory, and, T think, ancalled for tactics
introduced into this debate.

Hon. A. 8. Cowwrry : Very unsatisfactory,

Mr. GIVENS : The hon. member for Bulloo
when he got up to speak, instead of addressing
himself to the question before the House, indulged
in a tirade against the hon. member for Rock-
hampton. A Frenchman when he is defeated in
argument always retorts ““tu quoque,” which
being literally interpreted, means you're
another.” That was the whole trend of the hon,
member’s argument. When something is charged
against a certain person, he retorts “you’re
another.”

Hon. A, 8. CowLEY : 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 for Herbert, but it remains to
be seen whether he has proved it to the sabis-
faction of anyone else. The hon. member for
Bulloo complained very bitterly that he did not
have an opportunity of giving evidence, but let
me point out that he had ample opportunity of
giving evidence this afternoon ; but instead of
doing that he Jaunched out into this tirade against
the hon. member for Rockhampton.

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

Mr., GIVENS: if the hon. member knows
nothing about the case, then his evidence would

Hear,
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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
svated, that he knew nothing about it, was a fact.

Mr. LEABY: What was I referred to so often
for

r ?

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 eliminate
the evidence of the hon. member for Rock-
hampton and Mr. Daniels, there is quite enough
in the evidence given by Mr. Withers himself to
condemn him as being a vile intriguer, whom the
Government should never have entered into any
negotiations 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. Withers was found
out, and that it would be a good thing for the
colony if they had no more negotiations with
men of such a stamp. For my part, I place
no value at all on any reference made to
the hon. member for Bulloo. It does not
influence my judgment in the slightest, nor do I
think it reflects on the hon. member. That
being so, T contend that it was out of place for
the hon. member to occupy the attention of the
House at such length in order to make a charge
against the hon. wember 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 that
he offered this bribe to Mr. Daniels.

Mr, Lrany : He was looking for it.

Mr, GIVENS : T am not accusing or excusing
Mr., Daniels. That has nothing to do with it.
‘We are discussing the action of the agent of the
syndicate. It does not matter whether Mr,
Daniels is the vilest rogue who ever trod the
earth or a saint from heaven, that does not alter
the guilt of Mr. Withers. Mr. Withers 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,
and I told him T wanted him to get others not to
stonewall the Bill.” So that the bribe was offered
to Daniels with the distinct understanding that
members of Parliament were to be influenced in
return for the bribe. Thereis snfficient evidence
that he bribed Daniels to influence Parliament
in favour of the Bill,

Mr. SToRY: We 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. Withers is almost as
bad as Mr. Withers himself. We have seen
time after time Mr. Withers in the Minister’s
Inbby while these syndicate railways were going
through. T have heard hon. members opposite
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 Mr. Withers erinned a grin of trinmph
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
husiness. I dare say the hon. member is a very
high anthority on his own side of the House, but
T have yet to learn that he is accepted as a high
authority by anybody else; and, with regard

t0 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
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other side. We have sufficient honour and
independence to deal with public questions,
irrespective of any outside influence, which is
more than the hon. member for Balonne can say,
because he is manager of a large syndicate which
comes to the Government for huge contracts,
and which gets them in spite of not being the
lowest tenderer,

Mr. Story : Who told you all that ?

Mr. GIVENS: The public records of the
colony tell me,

The PREMIER : The lowest tender is always
accepted.

Mr. GIVENS : If the lowest terder was taken
in each case, I am prepared to assert that the
ageregate tender would be lower than that of
Cobb and Co.

The PreMiEr : No,

Mr. GIVENS : The hon. member also 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 hon.

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 bo justify
Mr, Withers in his offer of a bribe.

Mr. Srory : I did not say justify.

Mr. GIVENS: That was the whole trend of
the argument of the hon. member—that Mr.
Withers could represent to his principals in
London that it was necessary to do something to
stop the loquaciousness of hon. members on this
side of the House. But would any 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.
Withers 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 would 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 that.
Let me also give an illustration, putting it in
the form of a sum in simple proportion. If it
took £1,450 to bribe Mr, Daniels, who was not a
member of Parliament, how much would Mr.
Withers be willing to pay to the Secretary for
Railways ?

The SECRETARY FOR RAILways: He never
attempted anything of the sort with me.

Mr. GIVENS: I am not saying that he did,
and I was careful to say that I only used that as
an illustration. It appears to me that it would
take the whole of that £60,000 to bribe two or
three hon. 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, GIVENS: The hon. gentleman can only
speak 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. We have no proof of it, because,
as the hon. member for Rockhampton pointed
out, it is very difficult to get documentary
evidence in support of a charge of that nature.
T am not in the possession of legal proof ; I could
not prove to the satisfaction of a judge or jury
what I am about tosay, but I am as morally
certain as T am standing here that at least two
members on the other side of the House have
been approached.

MeMBERS on the GGovernment side: Name!
Name !

Mr. GIVENS: I am not going to give names,
because I have no proof. It is not possible to
get the proof, because those men do not own any
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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 speak
in & much milder tone on this matter were it not
for the bitter remarks which have fallen from
hon. members on the other side of the Chamber.

Mr, Bripees: 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 also been accusing the hon. member for
Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston, of keeping the
letter back, and the Premier was very angry on
that point. The hon. member for Rockhampton
assured the House when he first spoke of the
matter that he bad a copy of the letter in his
possession, and that he saw the oviginal of the
letter. It is a rule of this House that an hon.
member’s statement must be accepted, and the
hon. member, having made that statement, I
think it should have been accepted by the
House, secing that the hon. member did not
make a bald aesertion, but pledged his honour
for its correctness.

The SrCRETARY FOR Rainways: Why did he
not produce the letter ? .

Mr. GIVENS: The hon., member for Rock-
hampton produced the letter as soon as he had
the permission of the owner to do so, and I do
not think any hon. member can make any charge
against him because he did not produce it until
he had the permission of the person to whom it
was addressed. I donot intend to occupy the
time of the House any further on this matter.
I desire agaiu to congratulate the Premier on
the stand he has taken in the House 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 sconer. If we
had been in possession of this information
four months ago, it is very possible that it
would have very considerably influenced hon.
members, not only as 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 our possession very much sooner. But see-
ing thatthonghit only cameat the eleventh hour, it
has had the effect of exposing a vile scoundrel like
Mr., Withers, who tried to dominate 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. STEWART (Rockhampton North) : Hon.
members opposite have my deepest sympathy in
the unfortunate position in which they find them-
selves placed. (T.aughter on the Government
side.) I will do them the justice to say that
they have endeavoured to escape from a very
difficult position in as easy a manner as it is
possible for them to do. There is one thing in
connection with this business that pot only sar-
prises me, but disappoints and grieves me.
‘When hon, members 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 praised the hon. member for Rockhampton
for the action he bhas 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.) T
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 Deen their associate in the
lobbies of this House for so long, with whom
they have drunk in the refreshment bar many
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 13 now found out and cast into utter
oblivion,

Mr. BrowNE: What about the champagne
supper that he gave at the Gresham ?

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

The PrEMIER : Who was there?

An HonNouRABLE MEMBER: Was Daniels
there ?

Mr., STEWART : I do not think any hon.
mermbers on this side were there.

The PrEMIER: There were none from this
side there.

Mr. STEWART: The Premier says that
none of the gentlemen on that side were there.
Ido not know, and I do not care. They may
go to supper with the agent of the syndicate
every night for aught I care. I do not care two
straws what their conduct is in that direction.
This is merely by the way. Let us address our-
selves to the question before the House.

HownouraBre MeuMeers : Hear, hear !

Mr. STEWART: Now, I expected that the
hon. gentlemen opposite would have got up and
praised Mr., Kidston, 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 that he had exposed
the wild machinations of a gentleman whom they
now characterise as a villain.

The SECRETARY FOR RATLWAYS: Why did not
he discloss it at once ?

Mr. STEWART : Why di1 he not expose it
atonce? If the hon. gentleman asks me my
opinion on that point, [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 offence Mr. Daniels has
committed—no other offence, The attitude of
hon. gentlemen opposite abundantly justifies me
in coming to that conclusion. The hon. member
for Bulloo got up to justify himself, and instead
of doing that he adopted the tactics of the marine
creature called 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
before the House. .

Mr. LeanY : He was the accuser.

Mr. REID : No, he was not.

Mr. STEWART : The whole attitude of the
hon, gentlemen opposite towards Mr. Kidston
and Mr. Daniels, who have done the country a
service by exposing this action of Mr. Withers,
is one of condemnation. There has not been one
single word of praise. 'What am I to conclude
from that ?

Mr. SterHENSON : That they do not deserve
it,

Mr, STEWART: That the hon. gentlemen
opposite, instead of being pleased that the
honour of Parliament has been vindicated, are
sorry, They are sorry that the schemes of the
syndicates have been found out.

Mr. STEPHENSON : They are not so sorry as you

are.

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

MEeuMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. STEWART: The hon. member for
Bullon, the agent of the syndicates in this
Chamber, knows that,

The SPEAKER : Ordert

Mr, STEWART : I am going to deal with the
hon, member for Bulloo. Well, I think I will
leave him just now—he is not of sufficient impor-
tance.

Mr. Leauy: I defy you.

Mr, STEWART : The hon, gentleman says,
“T defy you.” T tell the hon. member to
remember this : There is noman so contemptible
that it is wise to defy himj; and no man so
powerful as to be beyond the reach of attack.
The hon. gentleman says that no wember was
approached except Mr. Daniels. What does
Mr., Witherssay ? Hesays, ©“ Idid 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 Parliament
as the jury-swearer stands in the court of justice.
He stands 1n the same relation to this Parlia-
ment as the suborner of fals¢ evidence—of the
men who procure witnesses to perjure them-
selves—stand in our eourts of justice; and that
is the evidence we are asked to believe. He
says he did not approach anyone beyond Daniels.
Does anyone believe that? I may tell hon.
gentlemen that they may believe it if they like.
I donot. I donot believe that Mr. Daniels was
the only one approached by Mr, Withers.

Mr. LEAHY : Perhaps youknow better.

Mr. STEWART: We are told that Mr.
Daniels met Mr. Withers in company with Mr.
Leahy, and Mr. Leahy 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 imtroduce Mr. Daniels to Mr.
Withers he would have done his duty in the
position that he occupies. We know perfectly
well that the hon, 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. Withers
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
unparliamentary.

Mr, Lragy: I do notobject.

The SPEAKER : It is not a matter of
whether the hon. member objeets ornot. Itisa
question of whether the language used by the
hon, member is in order,

Mr. STEWART : Well, I withdraw the words
if they are offensive, bub 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. Brentnall.
Mr. Daniels tells us that on one occasion he met
Mr. Withers in company with Mr. Brentnall in
George street, Mr. Withers asked Mr. Daniels,
“ Have you got that letier I sent you?” Mr,
Daniels said, *“ No.” Mr. Withers 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 Phillistines
of the Labour party. (Opposition laughter.)
Notwithstanding the insinuations of the hon.
member for Bulloo, and the remarks of Judge
Real, on the bench—which I am not permitted to
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criticise; if I had an opportunity I certainly
would--1it has been proved that Mr, Daniels isan
honourable man.

MeMBERS on the Government side : Oh, oh!
And laughter.

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

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear!

Mr. STEWART : I ask the hon. member for
Bulloo not to forget that.

Mr. LeaHY: I thought you were going to give
something about myself.

Mr, STEWART : I reserve the hon. member
for a future occasion. (Laughter.) He is big
snough and bold enocugh to have an occasion all
to himself.

Mr. Leauy: I am too bigand too bold for you.
(Laughter.)

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

I met him—

That is, Mr. Withers—

again, about a week after that, in George street in
company with Mr. Brentnall. He asked me had I
received his letter that morning. Isaid,“ What letters”
ITe said, ** The letter ahout those shares.”” T said, “No,
I reccived no letter,” and he said, “ You ought to, be-~
cause I posted it you this morning from Sonthport.”
Brentnall turned to Withers and said, “ You don’t mean
to say, Withers, yon have trusted Daniels?’’

Just imagine the shock of surprise Mr. Brentnall
got on that oceasion. Why, the biggest galvanic
battery in Brisbane could not have given him
such a shock., 1 give Mr. Brentnall credit for
this—it must have flashed through his mind
instantaneously that Mr, Withers had by his
action endaungered 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. STEWART : Mr. Daniels went on to say
in his evidence-—

Withers replied, “ Yes, he’s all right.” Isaid, “Ves,

he might trust a less honest man.”
(Laughter on the Government side.) Why do
hon. members opposite laugh at Daniels? 1
would remind them of the old adage, *“ He who
laughs last laughs best,” and before Mr.
Daniels’s case is finished perhaps some hon,
members opposite will have occasion to laugh on
the wrong side of their faces.

Mer. J. Haminmon : Perhaps they won’t.

Mr. Remp : They ought to.

Mr. STEWART: Now, when the hon. member
for Balonne got up, I expected that, as he is s0
desirious of maintaining the honour and dignity
of Parliament, he would have complimented the
hon. member for Rockhampton on his action;
but, instead of that, he treated members of this
party to a tirade of abuse. He said the pastoral-
ists in the West were suffering from the
drought. Is the Labour party accountable for
that? Has the Labour party been placed in
the position of Providence? 1 should be very
glad if we were, for, bad and loquacious as
we are, we might reserve our speeches, and allow
copious rain to fall from the heavens. The hon.
member said selectors were being ruined.  Are
we to be blamed for that? He also said children
in the back-blocks could not he educated because
of the Labour party., Why, every member on
this 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 be 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
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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
oceasion.

An HoxouraBLE MEMBER: They should pray
for it.

Mr. STEWART: VYes, hon. gentlemen
opposite pray a good deal—you can spell the
word as you like. (Laughter.) I should be
very glad if some hon. members opposite were in
the position of a Chinese ‘“ Joss,” 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 contumely. 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. BROWNE: Make the Minister for Rail-
ways the Joss ?

Mr. STHWART: No. I would object to
doing that. I would not like to see any Central
member placed in that position. Although the
hon. gentleman is a political opponent of mine,
T have a strong regard for him, coming, as he
does, from the same part of the country that I
represent.

An HoNoUurRaBLE MEMBER: Oh ! you want a
railway.

Mr. STEWART : 1 did not intend tosay any-
thing with regard to the hon. member for Bulloo
to-night——

Mr. Lrauy: I think you have succeeded
admirably.

Mr. STEWART : T do not intend to say very
much to the hon. member ; but I will give him a
little bit of advice. The hon. member said that
the junior member for Rockhampton would
make a good president of a South American
Republie. T wish to tell the hon. member for
Bulloo that even if he does not possess all the
gualifications to fill the lofty position of president,
he is simply losing time here in Queensland.
There is a magnificent field for his abilities in
New York. He would be an admirable assis-
tant to a gentleman known as Boss Croker.
(Opposition laughter.) I do not think theve is
any position under the sun that he is more
fitted by nature to fill than that; we all
know that the hon. member for Bulloo subor-
dinates everything to the acquisition of wealth,
That is the one consuming desire of his
soul which destroys every other emotion in
his mind. Queensland is not big enough for
the bon. member. He shounld emigrate to the
United States, and join hands with the Tam-
many ring in New York. He would then be in
his element—his native habitat. I would just
like to remind hon. members that one hon.
gentleman opposite, who hobnobs with the hon.
member for Bulloo, has the same opinion of that
hon. member as I have,

Mr. ArMsrrong: What is the meaning of
““hobnob ”?

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

Mr. BrowNE: On the Government side?

Mr. STEWART : No, 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 T am
not sure that ere long the hon. member for
Lackyer will not become the great rival of the
hon. member for Bulloo. I advise 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 hon. member, Mr.
Armstrong, say? At page 1012 of
[8 p.m.] Hansard for 1899, I find he says,
speaking of the hon. member for

Bulloo—

Now, will the hon. member deny that he can pull the
strings? Will the hon. member also say that the
private neceessities of certain members of this 1louse
were not taken advattage of —that pressure was not
brought to bear upon them—to vote against this Bill.

The SEcrRETARY FOR Rarnwavs: What Bill
was that ?

Mr. STEWART: The Railways Standing
Committee Bill.

Mr. LEaARY : What had I to say to that?

Mr. STEWART : The hon. member of course
denied it. He said, I give that a flat denial.”
It would just have had as much effect if the hon.
gentleman had given it a round denial. We all
know the value of these flat denials, and round
denials, and these expressions of virtuons indig-
nation. Rumour has it—and we know rumour is
a lying jade—that the hon. member for Bulloo
keeps eternally on the qu? wive to seeif he can by
any means buy up the liabilities of certain mem-
bers of this House so that he may use them.

MeMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. STEWART : Well, I cannot conceive of
any other motive he could have except to be in a
position to bring pressure to bear upon them.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. STEWART : 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 very glad that the villain of the piece has
been found out and cast ous, and the only thing
I regret is that hon. gentlemen on the other side
do not appear to be as well pleased with the
result of this affair as I should like,

HonoUrRABLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear!

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE (Mackay): T can-
not help concluding that the hon. member for
Bulloo hag done some pretty good work, after
what we have heard during this debate ; but the
hon. member’s merits are sufficiently well known,
and they are not in the least likely to be dimmed
by any statement made by the hon. member
for Rockhampbton North. The statement made
that any member in this House, and especially
on this side, where I hope we have somse
intelligence, would endeavour to make any-
thing by buying up the liabilities of other
hon. members—and this is told of a commercial
man—is really a little too thin, When hon.
members are making a purchase, I think they
will look out for something more valuable than
the ‘liabilities of impecunious politicians. The
hon. member who spoke last is not satisfied that
we should not find fault with the conduct of the
hon, member for Rockhampton and of the once
member for Cambooya, Mr. Daniels, but he
actually believes that they deserve praise.

Myr. Stewart: I do.

Hown. D. H. DALRYMPLE : T should like
to know what they deserve praise for. TIsit for
hushing up a disgraceful scandal 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 helieve
that he did? It is my opinion that Mr. Daniels
went to him. That is much the more probable
story.

An Ho~NouraBLE MreMBER: Withers says so
in his evidence.

Hown. D. H. DALRYMPLE: This transac-
tion was first mentioned in this House some
three or four months ago, but it took place in
November of last year—over twelve months ago.
We heard nothing whatever about it from Mr.
Daniels, and he did not even communicate it to
Mr. Kidston for eight months. That was in
July. Why did he keep silent all that time?
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Mr. Harnacke : He explains the reason him-

self.

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

Mr. HABRDACRE: No, he said that it was
because Parliament was in recess. Here is the
statement made by the hon. member for Rock-
hampton—

When Daniels told me about it and showed me the
Jetter, he usked me if I mentioned the matter in the
House not to disclose his name or the name of the
writer of the letter in case it might prejudice the House
against granting & select committee.

Mr, Rrimp: Which it would very likely have
done.

How~. D. H. DALRYMPLE: All I can say
is that if the matter was of such a character as
would have prejudiced Daniels in getting a select
committee, his conduct, whatever it was, should
have been made known to the House. Let
justice be done. Why should one member
shield another if his conduct has been such that
it would prejudice him in getting a select com-
mittes ? Here is Daniels’s own statement—

I counsider the letter was an attempt to bribe me, but
I thought 1 would take it though I felt insulted. I
took it with a view of letting it be known in Parlianment
that this sort of thing was going on

MruMBERS of the Opposition: Hesr, hear !

Hown. D. H. DALRYMPLE :

T did not make it publie at once beeanse I thought [
would be declared elected by the tribuual, and would
have been able to present it to the Iouse myself.
That is a totally different reason to that given
by the hon. member for Rockhampton.

Mr. Retn: Noj; it is all bearing on the same
subject.

Mr., LEesiNa:
sentence.

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: The reason
given there was that Mr. Daniels wanted to
present it to the lHouse himself, but when he
knew he 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 venture to propose it as being on the
whole a decidedly more feasible one—a good
working hypothesis that will fit into the facts a
great deal better than the other statements 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 indignantly spurn it, but said he would see
other members and see whether they would assist
him or not. But at theend of July the company
was reconstructed, and there did not appear to
be any money in it, and at that time I imagine
that Mr. 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. Hamiuron: He kept it a profound
secret.,

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : Yes, for all that
period. He said nothing of the matter; he said
nothing of the outrage it was on his personal
dignity, but he took good care—although he
knew he could not get into Parliament—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 interfere with someone’s business.

Mr, TurLEY : It would have been a breach of
sonfidence,

Read on, Read the next
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Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: Thatwas not the
statement that he made. He said it would inter-
fere with someone’s business. What business
has Mr. Daniels? The only business he has isto
get into this House, and stir up all the influence
he could get to——

Mr. Frsuer: Get justice.

Mr. Hiccs: What is your business, 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. Hices: Yes; but it is your business also
to get into the House.

Hox. D. H. DALRYMPLX: If the hon.
member will attend to his own business 1 have
no doubt that in a couple of years he will find
that hie has enough to attend to, It seems tome
to have been the clear duty of the hon. member
for Rockhampton to have made this thing public
at once,

Mur. TurLEY : Break confidence?

Hon. D, H. DALRYMPLE : He would only
have been doing what Mr. Daniels said in his
evidence he wanted doing for the public benefit.
What view does the hon. member take of the
Labour members? He has no business. He
has no employer. No one to coerce him, and if
he wants something brought forward there is
nothing to prevent 1t being done, Why should
it not be brought forward without hesitation
and without delay? T say that the six or eight
months’ delay is much better accounted for by
the fact that Mr. Daniels, at one time a member
of the Labour party, thought he would be
better employed in keeping the matter open 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
matterof syndicate railways, which hon. members
opposite have so much set their hearts against,
has been defeated by this one scandal.

Mr. STEWART : We reserved the shot until the
proper moment.

Hon. D, H. DALRYMPLE : The hon. mem-
ber for Brisbane South and others have said that
there was a subordination of public aims to private
ones. If ever there was a case in which the
welfare of the colony appears to have been
sacrificed, for some personal end which I cannot
gauge, it is this case—taking the matter from the
standpoint of hon., members opposite. Here was
a fine opportunity they saw for getting in a blow
against syndicate railways, and yet they would
not take advantage of it, under the pretence that
they would be breaking confidence. What confi-
dence? The confidence of whom? The con-
fidence of the man who was more or less a party
to the scandal.

Mr. FISHER: Very ungenerous.

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : Ungenerous !
Why, you have denounced these railways as
scandals. You have threatened to go round and
take credit for exposing this particular proposal
as a scandal., Why have you not exposed it,
then? You have been hand-and-glove with the
scandal yourselves. You have kept the whole
matter silent for thirteen months, and your late
colleague—to serve his and your ends—has sup-
pressed information which it was for the public
good to make public. It hasbeen pointed out to
me that at the time when the company was
floated Mr. Daniels’s name did not appear as
the holder of 650 shares.

Mr. FisHER: When,

Hox. D, H. DALRYMPLE: InJuly. And
therefore he apparently waxed virtuous, and
went to Mr. Kidston,

Mr. FisHER : That is the second company.

Hox. . H. DALRYMPLE: At any rate
the matter has not been explained, and I defy
anyone to explain it on grounds which will
reflect credit on those who have been mixed up
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in the transaction., Mr. Daniels knew all about
this attempt to suborn himself and his colleagues
of the Labour party, and he cheerfully under-
took the task of sounding the members of the
party as to whether they, as a body or any
individual members of the party, were open to
be bribed. Evidently when Mr. Daniels agreed
with Mr. Withers for a consideration to goround
among the members of the Labour party and see
howmany of them for a consideration would con-
sent to refrain from stonewalling the measure, he
considered it was a perfectly reasonable proposi-
tion. 1 suppose he thought that some would say
“That is all right”; others *“No, T will not”;
and others ‘““ How much?” He certainly did
not indignantly refuse the offer which was
made, but he undertook to sound his party on
the subject.

Mzr, FrsHER: Look at the end of Mr. Withers’s
evidence. .

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE: You have to
explain how it was this offer was conveyed by
Mr. Daniels. It might have been known to
members of the Labour party all along.

Mr. REID : No, it was not.

Hox. D. H. DALRYMPLE : Tt might have
been. I cannot answer for that. I only know
that Mr. Daniels was expecting support from the
Labour party. That comes out in his evidence.

Mr. R : That he did not get it.

Hown. D. H. DALRYMPLE: That he did
not get the support that he thought he was
entitled to. And he was not supported by the

syndicate either, for he did not get the shares.

And not getting them, and not finding the
Labour party acting up to their principles of
universal brotherhood, but instead of that
buttoning up their pockets—although they were
receiving £300 a year, and 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 market,
and as the Labour party would not assist him in
getting his seat, he thought, *‘Now, what
can I do? Perhaps they will deal with me in
reference to this little exposure. Doubtless 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
months. A piece of jobbery was known to
the Liabour party, and that formed a conspiracy
of silence. I say that what the hon. member
for Rockhampton and Mr, Daniels ought to have
done—when they got hold of this frandulent
transaction—was to at once make it public,
place themselves 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 ago he was far more anxious to
shield this guilty Withers 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 mercies of
syndicators. But the hon. member did not do
that. Hesimply said, ¢TI am not going to pro-
duce the name of the person who wrote the
letter ; T have no authority from the person who
sent the letter ™

Mr. TurLEY : No-—received the letter.

Hox. 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 select committee
of this House would not have got some evidence
which might have affected its decision. 1 say
that, instead of the hon. member for Rockhamp-
ton doing his duty as an important member of
the Labour party, or endeavouring to protect the
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interest of the publie, all he considered was this
man, Daniels. Under those circumstances, I do
not think that hon. members opposite are
entitled to any praise for their action. They
seemed very reluctant indeed to come forward in
this matter, and they have only come forward at
the Iast moment. They hushed the matter up
all this time. The corruption has been going on
for a very long time, and they knew that,

Mr. TURLEY : Who knew it ?

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : The hon. mem-
ber for Rockhampton bas known it, At any
rate this matter has been going on for a long
time, and it did not appear to be their object to
expose it. Their only object seeted to be to get
some advantage—a party advantage possibly—
and the object in the case of Mr, 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
the way of shares, that his name was off the
books of the company, and that the Labour
party were apparently not going to make any-
thing by keeping quiet, then, when this railway
is nearly through, they produce the letter
as a stage property, and call upon cvery-
body to come round and bless them, to pat
them on the head and say what virtuous crea-
tures they are. That business is not imposed
upon me, I say that their clear duty was not to
have hushed the matter up so long, but in order
that 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.

11\41'. Hraes: The Government introduced the
Bill,

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : The Bill was
a perfectly proper Bill as far as it was concerned,
and the country will lose through this fraudulent
transaction having taken place and the railway
not being constructed. This railway would be
as eminently beneficial to the people In the part
of the colony where it was to be built as the
railway extending from Brisbane to Cunnamulla
is to the people in that part of the colony.
There is nothing in the world the matter with
the scheme, but thers is something the matter
with the way in which it.is brought about,
When reference was first made to this matter
the Premier said, ‘‘Disclose it to me; give me
any facts whatever in support of the statement,
and I will instantly terminate any negotiations.”

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

Hon. D. H. DALRYMPLE : T am talking of
the opinion expressed by the Premier, and he
speaks for the party ; but I may say to the hon.
member that if he will go and canvass the party
individually he will find that one and all entirely
agree with the promise made by the Premier,
and with the action he has taken on the present
occasion. Granting, as we do grant, that it will
be a material loss tu the colony not to have this
railway constructed, I would have to point out
that we have other matters to consider. We do
not hush 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 railway, yet we gainsomething in the way
of honour and good repute, and we hold that that
is a bigher consideration. We hold that we
should not be mixed up in shady transactions,
no matter what advantages may ensue from
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
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said, with the approval of his followers, ¢ We will
have nothing whatever todo with this transaction,
whether the country loses or gains, as long as
people attempt, directly or indirectly,to influence
the legislature or to influence auny 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 spontaneous, and
would have been taken mounths ago if hon, mem-
bers opposite had been a little more frank, and
had only considered public interests rather than
personal and private interests,

* Mr, REID (Enoggere): The hon. 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 House 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 anxious to
get all the kudos 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. DALrRYMPLE : Expressed, you
mean.

Mr. REID : Assumed, I said. And T 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 Bill at the eleventh hour.
We 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 eversbody else in this world, wanted to do
the best he possibly could for himself, I do not
mean in the way of accepting shares or a bribe
from Mr. Withers. But he was fighting, and
had been fighting for nearly two years, an
uphill battle, in which he had received every
opposition from the Government and others
interested in the matter in which he was
concerned ; and I suppose he nasurally thought
that if he exposed this affair it would injure
his chance of getting a select committee,
I do not know any hon, member who, if he had

such affairs in hand as Mr. Daniels,

{830 p.in.] would not have attempted to do the

same thing, After all, the hon.

member for Mackay was ot exactly fair or just

to Mr. Daniels in quoting his evidence. He

left out one particular part of it. Mr. Daniels
says—

I consider the letter was an attempt to bribe me, but
1 thought I would take it though I felt I was insulted,
I took it with the view of letting it be known in Parlin-
ment that this sort of thing was going on. 1 did not
make it public at once, because I thought that I would
be declired elected by the tribunal, and would have been
able to present the matter to the House myself.
Anybody who knows Mr. Daniels knows with
what dramatic effect that gentleman would have
produced a letter like this one. We can under-
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



2592 Port Normman, Etc,

that. I do not blame him for keeping that
letter in his pocket, in order to produce a
dramatic effect. Most politicians, more of less,
likke dramatic effects, and no one tries to get an
effect of that kind more than the hon. member
for Mackay. We have heard insinuations as
against the hon. member for Rockhampton as
regards one transaction. Why was that keps
until to-day? No other member in this House
would have been allowed to bring that in in the
way it was brought in than the hon. member for
Bulloo, If any member on this side of the
House had brought ferward a similar charge
against a member on that side, the whole of the
hon. members opposite would have been yelling
“Shame.”

Hon, D. H. DarrympLi : No,

Mr. REID: I say emphatically yes. We
should bave had every one of them howling, and
we would not have been able to get it in, The
hon. member for Bulloo, however, comes here
with his dirty bit of scandal, and, like a larrikin
from the street, revels in the filth that he has
produced.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. REID: There is not one member of this
House, outside the seeming puritanical and
virtuous politicians, who would wash his dirty
linen in public in order to prove that the other
fellow was dirtier than he was.

Mr. Leany: You tried to put me in that
position,

Mr. REID : That is not borne out by the
evidence. The evidence that Mr. Kidston gave
was simply as to the words which Mr. Danicls
had used to him himself,

Mr. LEanY : Mr, Daniels could speak for him-
self.

My, REID : What about the bit of exposure
you brought about? No one in the House takes
any notice of it. It was beneath you to bring it
in in the way you did. 1t is one of the worst
blewishes on your political character that you
did bring it in,

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. REID: The bon. member for Bulloo
made an interjection which I must refer to. He
said that Mr. Kidston, somewhere near the close
of his evidence, stated that he considered the
hon. member for Bulloo a sort of intermediary
between Mr. Withers and Daniels. 1 have read
the evidence, and that is not borne out by it.
Whatever may have been said, which is not
printed, we do not know, and the hon member for
Bulloo does not know. Daniels states distinctly—

I met Leahy and Withers, and Leaby introduced me
to Withers. Isaid, * I have often met Mr. Withers,
with  Mr. 8im.” We talked about the election
petition.  Withers asked me how I was getting on with
it. I told him I was getting on all right.

I say that Mr. Kidston was absolutely compelled,
in giving evidence before the judge, to introduce
the matters that Daniels had stated to him.
Daniels said that he had been talking over the
matt r with the hon. m»mber for Bulloo, who
was a member of the tribunal, and he (Daniels)
was likely to become a member of the House
again.  Of course, whether Daniels was telling
the truth T do not know. That is his evidence,
and the hon. member for Rockhampton was com-
pelled to state what Daniels had stated to him.
In doing that he did not give any opinion of his
own, 1t was stated by the hon. member for
Mackay that the hon. member for Rockhampton
was practically guilty of entering into a con-
spiracy with Daniels to keep the letter back. I
kuew nothing about the matter until the letter
was read here the other night, except that Mr.
Kidston had received a letter in confidence from
a certain individual, and the Premier said if he
woulil produce the letter he would withdraw the
Bill, Mr Kidston said ke could ngt do that,
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because the individual to whom it was written
would not allow him to do so. That was
the position which Mr. Kidsten wag in.
If he had got up and said that he had
seen a letter sent to Daniels, 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 hon. gentlemen opposite,
They would have ridiculed the idea of Withers
approaching a man like Daniels, They would
have simply treated the whole thing as a huge
joke, and laughed it out of court, If Mr,
Kidston had!produced the letter in August, the
other side would simply have laughed at it.

The PreEmIER: Why did not you refer to it
last week ?

Mr. REID : My opinion is that hon. members
on the other side would have laughed in 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 regard 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 up until it bas reached a climax,
The other night the hon. member for Rock-
hampton produced the letter, but he would not
even give it to the Attorney-General; and you,
Sir, scorned to have anything to do with the
dirty article. The 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 exposure before a judge
that we tind the Government dropping the Bill
Naturally they would do so after such an
exposure. 1 do not wish to detract in any way
from the action of the Government in throwing
over this Bill ; but I wish to refer to the remark
of the hon. member for Mackay, who said that the
colony would lose a great deal through this Bill
being dropped. If that is so, why not go on
with the Bill? There is no proof that any hon,
member of this House has been influenced—there
is nothing in black and white to show that Mr,
Withers has influenced any hon. member in
connection with this  Normanton-Cloncurry
Bill ; so why not goon with it ? The iusinuation
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. Withers,
accompanied by a mewmber of the House, to a
gentleman of influence, in his office.

MzrusERs on the Government side: Name,
name !

Mr. REID: I can’t give his name. Mr.
Withers tried to influence that gentleman and
I don’t blame him. Mr. Withers was sent out
here with the object of his trying to do all
he could to get this British-colonial company’s
business passed by this House., Mr. Withers
went to this gentleman, who is not here now,
and made certain offers to him, and said that all
expenses attached to the matter the com-
pany would bear, That gentleman did not do
as Mr, Daniels did, try and trap Mr, Withers ;
he opened the door, anud told him and the
hon. member of this House to go outside.
And when the letter was read by the hon.
member for Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston, I was
watching that same hon. member, and I noticed
that he bleached very much and shrunk into
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 noticed his demeanour at the time,
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Hon, A. 8. CowrgyY : You had better give his !
name.

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

Hon, A. 8. Cowrer: Other hon. members |
labour under suspicion.

Mr, REID : Hos. members opposite are very
anxious 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
in the gallery afterwards told me—there isno need
to give theirnames, Tdo notblame Mr. Withers.
He has been sent here to do all he can to get this
Bill passed for the benefit of his company. So
what is the use of trying to throw dust in the
eyes of the public? It all depends on his idea of
what is right and what is wrong, and Mr.
Withers thought, no doubt, he was justified in |
trying to influence hon. members Ly offering
them shares, as he believed the passing of this
Bill would be a great blessing to the country.
Probably he thought, like many other people do,
that 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
Rockhampton floating a company in Brishane,
and to his not producing a certain document ;
but it is well known that most of these mining
companies put up prospectuses in order to gull
investors. Anyone who has been on a mining
field knows that. I may say that I never had
1s. invested in any of these mining companies.

The PrEMIER : You area very lacky man.

Mr. REID: I don’t know. I may have been
lucky in not losing anything, but I may have
been unlucky in having nothing to lose. There
is no justification for the attack of the hon.
member for Bulloo on the hon. member for
Rockhampton. Go anywhere you like, you will
always see how investors are gulled and induced
to go into such schemes. Personally T know
absolutely nothing about the matter the hon.
member for Bulloo referred to. I have heard
insinuations and remarks about it ; but 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 regard 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
party outside the hon. member for Rockhampton,
Mr. Kidston, who knew the writer of this letter
until his name was disclosed by the leader
of the Opposition. Mr, Kidston took the letter
out of his pocket and showed it to the leader of
this party, and——

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

. Mr. REID: Idonot think there is anything
in the insinuations that have been thrown out.
As soon as the name of the writer of this letter
was given, the Premier knew he had to take
certain action, and certain agtion was taken. Then
why these insinuations and innuendoes? And why
should all the mud be thrown at this side?
‘We are net to blame for Daniels keeping it back
for thirteen months., Mr, Kidston had pledged
his word not to give it away until Daniels 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.
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Mr. REID : 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 generally 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 select committee was granted on the 13th
September, and before 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 give him the
letter. I thought he had only a copy of it then,
But the point is that he 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. Itis always the
same, and the fellow who thinks he is right
lectures the fellow he thinks is wrong, when it
all depends on the individual himself.  The hon.
member for Rockhampton had the letter in Sep-
tember, but he had not permission to use it.

The PreEMIER: He did not want to use it until
the select committee presented their report.

Mr. REID : T 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 he
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 resentmment 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 Withers, 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 people
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 know that most
people would say in such a case that he would
have stuck to it only the company was not
floated, and he 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.

Hon, A. S. CowLEY : Where do you find that?

Mr. REID: You will find it in his evidence.

Hon. A. 8. CowrLey : I wish you would read

it.

Mr. REID : He says, *Iconsider the letter
was an attempt to bribe me, but I thought I
would take it though I felt I was insulted. 1 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 he went to the Press
and produced the letter, or, after the House
opened, went to the Premier and produced it, T
think I can see the Premier’s quiet smile, as he
would say, ‘Look here, don’t you think he has
been pulling your leg a bit?’ Then Daniels
would get indignant, and the Premier would laugh
at him, because he would not have thought that
Withers could be such a fool.

The PreMIER : Withers did not know Daniels
when he wrote that letter.

Mr. REID: 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 newchums, 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 say, and I donot know that
all this discussion was necessary at all. Ithought
it was going to close 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 glad of the opportunity
to do a little 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, T am glad that the result 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 House. It is a measure that 1 stated from

the first I was distinetly opposed

[9 pm.] to, because I was convinced that it

was going to do a great injury to
the enlony which the people who did not know
that Northern part of the colony did not realise,

The SrcrETaRY ForR Rarnways: It is a
thoroughly good Bill,

Mr. REID: Hon. members opposite may be
quite convinced that the Bill would do the
colony an enormeus amount of good.

The SEcrRETARY FOR RAILwAYs: I awm quite
convinced of it.

Mr. REID: I believe myself that most of the
hon. members opposite are beyond taking bribes.

Hon. A. 8. Cowrry: Thank you.

Mr. REID : The hon, member need not thank
meinthat sneering way, because Ireally do believe
that. Tknow the high and honourable individual
from Herbert may think that heis so high and so
honourable that no syndicator would approach
him. I do not believe they would. I believe
that no syndicate would for a moment approach
the majority of hon. members opposite. There
may be hon. members in this House, like other
individuals in the community, who may be hard
up and in straitened circumstances, and who
would not mind a friendly hand being held out
to them. I do not say there are, but there
may be, and T do not believe that any member
in this House so situated is more above that
kind of thing than the man in the street,
I am glad indeed that this Bill has been
withdrawn, hut I cannot congratulate the hon,
member for Bulloo in dragging in matter which
has nothing to do with the subject. I can only
tell that hon. member that if every private
transaction of members is going to be dragged
forth in this House we are going to have a par-
ticularly lively time of it. I can assure 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 T
know which side of the House will suffer most.
I say those sort of things should be heneath hon.
members, The introduction of such matter does
no ecredit to the individual concerned and no
credit to the House which listens to such attacks.

The SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYS: What about
your insinuations towards members on this side ?

Mr. REID: The hon. gentleman knows per-
fectly well shat insinuations in political speeches
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are more or less fireworks, but all the insinua-
tions and innuendoes that have come over here
to-day from the other side of the House will not
have the effect of hiding the true phase of this
matter. I know they are thrown across here to
try and damage the effect of the explosion which
has occurred in connection with this private
railway scheme, but hon. members do not believe
what they have 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
railway 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
see that they have succeeded very well.

Mr, STEWART : Do you not feel white ?

Mr. REID : No; I do not feel white, and T
do not feel disgraced. T 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., I 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 he might
have tried the same on the other side for all I
know. Whether he did or not does not matter.
The main thing, to my mind, is that the Bill has
been dropped.

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

Mr. BrownNE: We will pass a vote of thanks
to the Premier.

Mr., REID: It may be one of the best
measnires ever introduced, and hon. members
opposite may be sincere enough in their belief
that it would be of great assistance to the
Northern portion of the colony, I willnotenter
into that matter now,

Mr. ANNEAR: Can the country make theline ?

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
had responsible government in this country,
and the marvellous strides we have made
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 years that we have
made in the past forty, there is no reason why
this should not be the wealthiest and most pros-
perous colony of the group. We have con-
sistently opposed these syndicates because we
believe that they corrupt the political life of
the colony. We have pointed out over and over
again that wherever they have got the thin
end of the wedge in they have introduced
bribery and corruption into 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. 8. COWLEY (Herbert) : I intend to
vote for the motion before the House, and I
heartily congratulate the Premier on bringing it
forward.

Mr. Lrsina : Hear, hear !
on your side who has done so.

Hon, A. 3. COWLEY : 1 think the action of
the Premier and the Secretary for Railways
should be commended by every hon. 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. Withers has proved
that he is both a fool and a knave, and no one
could speak in terms of too strong condemnation
of his action. I think he is a disgrace to any
community. I have no doubt that through Mr.

The first member
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Withers’s action many innocent people will suffer,
and I am certainly of opinion that the eountry
generally will suffer, and especially that portion
of it through which this proposed railway would
have run. The people in the Cloncurry district
have been lauguishing for railway 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
carry it out, and the hopes of the people of
the district had been centred on the scheme
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 course open to
the Government than the course which they
propose to follow, and in that I intend to
support them. My, Withers’s action is most
contemptible, and so, I may say, is the action
of Mr. Daniels a former member of this House.
T regret that any man who has occupied a
seat in this House should have proved himself
such a consummate scoundrel and rogue as Mr.
Daniels has done. He deliberately connived
with Mr. Withers to accept a certain sum of
money offered for a specific purpose.
An HoxouRABLE MEMBER : No.

Hoxn. A. 8. COWLEY: Mr, Daniels has
shown most conclusively in his evidence that he
was prepared to take the money and the shares.
Speaking of his election petition, he said—

Withers asked me how I was getting on withit. I
told him I was getting on all right. 1 said, for this
reason, “ Certain ballot-papers must be thrown out as
informal.” I said, “ We have three candidates in the
field,” and I showed him certain ballot-papers, and said
if they were thrown out I would have a majority, I
then grambled about having to fight an important
question 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 work to get the neces-
sary money to keep the case going, *“ and you can take it
frotrr},me, it I get in, I will look aftcr myself from this
out.

Mr, HarDACRE : He was pulling his leg then.

How. A. 8. COWLEY : Tt is all very well for
the hon. member to say that “ he was pulling his
leg.” If he was pulling his leg he was trying to
induce him to commit a dishonourable action,
and, even looking at it from that standpoint,
hon. members must 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 get into the House you can
take it from me that I will look after myself
from this time henceforth.” It wasshown 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 whut was
offered. The action of both Mr. Withers 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. LESINA: I rise to a point of order. Is
an hon. momber in order in describing the action
of any member of this House as contemptible?

The SPEAKER: The Janguage is such as
ought not to be applied to the conduct of a mem-
ber of this House.

Hon. A. 8. COWLEY : I withdraw the word
“contemptible,” and say that the action of the
hon. member for Rockhampton is open to very
grave question 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
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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 informasion 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 House
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
hs is worthy of a seat in the House, immediately
make it known. I cannot think that the hon.
member for Rockhampton is blameless in this
matter. 1 feel sure that had he acted as any
honourable man would have acted he would at
once have communicated the information to the
Premier or the House. I am borne out in this
by the statements made by the hon. member
for Bulloo, who supported his statements by
documents, The hon, member for Kaoggera
stated that the hon. member for Bulloo dealt in
scandal, and that he had raised a scandal in con-
neciion with the hon. member fur Rockhampton,
Mr, Kidston. AIl T can say is that if it is a
scandal he proved it up the hilt. It was not a
scandal on the part of the hon. member for Bulloo,
but it was a grave scandal on the part of the hon.
member for Rockhampton. The docuinents that
were produced and read to the House prove con-
clusively that the action of the hon. member in
that matter was most disgraceful and dishonour-
able.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Hox. A. 8. COWLEY : Atany rate hisaction
was most unbecoming, and unworthy of a mem-
ber of this House. The hon. member for Bulloo
showed conclusively that the hon, member 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 sold. The one 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. member with
the knowledge of the men with whom he was
associated. The hon. member, and the other mem-
bers of his syndicate, signed a document to that
effect, and that document is now before this
House, 'The hon. member for Bulloo has offered
to 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 thas it was untrue or incurrect
in any part. N

Mr. Harpacre: We know nothing about it.

Hown, A. 8. COWLEY : Hon. members can
read the document for themselves. The docu-
ment speaks for itself, and will be read by every
man who 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
say any more on the subject. I regret exceed.
inyly that this thing has taken place. It is a
terrible thing that the honour of our public men
should be besmirched. 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, Withers that, whatever men outside
the House may do, the Government of Queensland
is pure, and intends 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. member who bas just resumed
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his seat start off by giving the Premier, and other
persons connected with this exposure, credit for
being animated by the loftiest and sincerest
impulses. But I regret to say that before the
conclusion of his address he becawme rather
heated, and appeared to be animated more by
bias and partisan feeling than by that calm
consideration which ought to inspire an ex-
Speaker and ex-Minister who poses as an
authority on political etiquette in this Chamber.,
At the beginning of his remarks I interjected
‘“Hear, hear,” because up to that time he was
the fairest-minded 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
themselves into a company with a capital of
£2,000 000, who has been their agent in this
colony for three years, and who has been in com-
munication with this 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. T should
naturally suppose that the province of mem-
bers of this Charaber, when an exposure of
this kind is made, is to get up and—apact from
mere party considerations—denounce it in the
hottest and the strongest language that it is pos-
sible to use in an assemblags of this character.
Instead of that, what do they do? There isa
fish called the cuttle fish, Tt is remarkable for
the peculiarity or characteristic, that when it is
pursuied 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 discolouration it escapes. The tactics of
hon, members on the other side remind me of the
cuttle-fish. They are political cuttle-fish.
Having been driven into a corner by this parti-
cular exposure, with the idea of escaping the
proper condemmation they will certainly get in
the country, they try to cloud over the issue by
pouring slander upon the hon, member for Rock-
hampton. That, however, has nothing to do
with the matter at issue. We have the report
of Judge Mansfield, and that is what we have to
deal with. Heis a cool, dispassionate Knglish
judge, paid by the people of Queensland, and he
has their confidence. He looks at the evidence
placed before him, and this is his decision, and
I would be content to accept that decision even
if I sat on the other side of the Chamber. He
says—

From the evidence taken in this matter it appears
that Henry Johm Withers has for the last three years
been acting in Queensland as the representutive of the
British Colonial Railways Corporation, which is the
applicant for the Normanton-Cloneurry Railway Bill,
We had a vaper laid on the table of the House
containing the correspondence dealing with this
particular line, and 1 that is a letter sent by
Mr. Jeremiah Lyon, chairman of the British
Colonial Railways Corporation, Limited. It
contains a paragraph to thiseffect—

The company of which I am chairman have sent out
an accredited representative, Mv. H. J. Withers, now in
Queensland, with a view to obtain a contract from your
Government, under the Land Act of 1892. We ure pre-
pared to comply with the requirements of that Act
but, as a matter of fact, the scheme will be & much
larger one, involving a capital of something like
£2,000,000.

That was written to Sir Hugh Nelson, then Pre-
mier of Queensland. On the first page of this
particular document, T find a letter dated 9th
April, 1897, from Frederick T. Brentnall to the
Minister for Railways, then the Hon. J. R.
Dickson, the present Chief Secvetary, in which
Mr, Brentnall points out that Mr, H. J. Withers
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was presented by him to the Hon. R. Philp on
4th  December, and his object in coming to
Queensland was to arrange, under the terms of
the Land Act of 1892, for the counstruction of a
railway from Normanton to Cloncurry. Mr.
‘Withers was the representative of the company,
and he was entitled to act on their behalf, and
according to Mr. Daniels he had £60,000 to
expend in promoting the passage of this Bill.
Mr. KgogH : Who got the money ?

Mr., LESINA: I want to know where this
money has been expended. Mr, Withers 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 Willlam Ingram,
Bars., London ; SirSaul Samuel, Bart., London ;
Sir Robert G. W. Herbert, G.C.13., London;
Sir Bdwin Dawes, K.C.M.G., British India
3.8, Company, ete.; Sir Alfred Seale Haslam,
Derby ; Hon, Henry 8. Littleton, director
Union Bank, P, and 0.8.8. Company ; W. K.
I’Arcy, director Mount Morgan; T. S, Hall,
director Mount Morgan ; Vicomte de Satge de
3t. Jean, Norwich ; Oscar de Satgé and Thomas
Rome, directors of the Union Mortgage and
Agency Company, Limited.

Mr. Leany: There is no such company.

Mr. LESINA: Not the Union Mortgage
Company, Limited ?
Mr. LeEaHY : No.

Mr. HARDACRE:
name,

Mr. Lrany: There are no such directors,
either.

Mr. LESINA : They are on this list, Then
there is Kdmund J. Doxat, chairman of Dalgety
and Co., Limited, and sundry other persons. 1t
cannot be said that Mr. Withers is not a repre-
sentative man. Daniels said that he told him he
had £60,000 to expend, and that £60,000 was
advanced by this company for the purpose of pro-
moting the passageof this Bill through the House.
‘We know that it is the custom in the old country
forhundredsof thousands of pounds to be spent on
promoting railway legislation. Royal Commission
after Royal Commission has shown that. In
giving £60,000 to promote the passage of this
Bill through this Chamber, the company were
merely going upon Hnglish precedent, but
whereas they would require :£100,000 in England,
a paltry £60,000 would do out here. Mr, Withers
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 bought as much of the Press
as he could lay his hands on, and he then turned
his eyes upon the politicians, of whom there are
always some impecunious ones, ready to sell
themselves to the highest bidder. If M.
Withers is a fool and a knave, as the hon.
member for Herbert pointed out, it is curious
bhow quickly that is found out, the moment the
champage becomes flat and the banquets at the
Gresham are no longer possible. That Henry
Daniels expected that he would come back to
this Chamber sooner or later, Judge Mansteld
makes clear. He says—

Withers sass he does not remember Daniels telling
him he Trad a chance of becoming a member; but
Daniels says he told him, and I think it hardly possible
that Witkers could, in his position, have been ignorant
of the fact that Daniels had, at any rate, some chance
of becoming @ member, as he admits Dauiels told him
of his election troubles, and he would have been sure
to mention his object in petitioning and his chances ot
suecess,

Withers made this offer to Daniels because, as he
says, Daniels had been connected with Parliament, and
had previously told him he couid prevent merpbers
stonewalling the Bill, and because he wanted him to
get others not to stonewall the Bill,

It has only changed its
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Daniels says that he promised not to stonewall the
Bill if Withers gave him the share and paid the money
for him.

This Withers denies; but if Withers knew Daniels

had a chance of becoming a member he would have
been sure to get Daniels’s promise not to stonewall
himself, as weli as his promise to prevent others doing
s0.
That is the opinion of the judge in whose hands
we were content to leave the matter, and T will
stake His Honour’s opinion against that of the
hon. member for Bulloo,

Mr. Leany : He would have a lovely time to
make you stop stonewalling.

Mr. LESINA : I will stake his honourable
opinion against that of thehon. memberfor Bulloo,
or any other member who has spoken on this
question. We are all more or less concerned in
this fact that this gentleman approached Mr.
Daniels—if this attorney for this big English
syndicate offered what he says he offered him.
That is, that when the Bill became law he was to
receive £125 in cash, and 650 paid-up shares,
valued 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 the
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 exzellently good thing
ont of legislation of this character. If hon.
members will Jook 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, ¥ngland,
and Europe in connection with the passing of
legislation 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. Where before in the histery
of the colony have we seen such a crowd filling
our galleries and lobbies? At present we have
only lifted a corner of the curtain. It is a very
frayed, dirty curtain that hangs between the
public and the Government. Tt is rather broken
in places, and through it we can see some of the
peculiar transactions of the Government. There
is the Queensland National Bank business, the
Barron Falls transaction, the Seaforth Estate,
the Clarendon Kstate, the leasing of the Cairns
wharf, the North Chillagoe prospectus business,
and we should not forget this one, which is the
granddaddy of the lot. These are half-a-dozen
items that we should not forget; and it is time
that people should consider whether this Govern-
ment is perfectly pure and spotless or not. The
Government has made a virtue of necessity.
‘What 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 mnet
made of strong metwork bribery from which
it cannot escape. When we see a man like
Mr. Withers, who has £60,000 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
said before, this syndicate legislation is a curse
all the world over. Tt poisons the wellsprings of
national life; it leads to corruptien in public
life ; and—if T may use the term—it makes
political prostitutes of representative members
of the community. It is a kind of thing
that we should set our faces against on every
occasion, As long as I am in this Chamber I
shall always condemn the introduction of this
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foreign element into our politics, becanse it does
harm to the people of any community and it
leads to the degradation of Parliament. T inter-
jected when the Premier was speaking, ¢ Why
not prosecnte this man ?” and I now ask will he
be prosecuted ?

Hon. A. 8. CowLEY: Prosecute the three of

them.

Mr. LESINA : Noj; there isnothing to justify
the prosecution of Mr. Daniels or of the hon.
member for Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston. The
evidence condemns Mr. Withers only. Judge
Mansfield says in his report—

In my opinion, this offer to Daniels was made as a

bribe to induce him to abstain from stonewalling him-
self and to use his influence to prevent others doing so
—that is to sav, te induce Daniels, from a hope of
pecuniary gam and not from conviction, to act in sueh
a way as to make the passing of the Ruilway Bill more
probible.
No mention is made there of the position of Mr.
Daniels or the hon. member for Rockhampton,
Mr. Kidston. These gentlemen acted on their
own initiative, and the judge does not condemn
them in anv way. In connection with the
“faking” of the Chillagoe prospectus, Mr.
Doffy was condemned as being primarily respon-
sible for that, and in this case Mr. Withers has
been condemued on his own evidence, and by the
letter he wrote himself. Why should Mr.
PDaniels and the hon. member for Rockhampton,
Mr. Kidston, be dragged into the matter in this
way? Mr, Daniels tells us distinetly that he
would have liked the letter he read to have
become publie property earlier. He says—

1 did not make it public at once, beeause I thought
that I would be elected by the tribunal, and wonld
have been able to present the matter to the Ilouse
myself, I did not make it public when I found I was
not. to be el-cted, because Parliament was in recess.
Then T got Mr. Kidston to move for a select cominittee
to inguire into the late Camboova election, and from
what Mr. Withers told me about certain members heing
shareholders in this empany, [ thought it might injure
my chances of getting a selecet commitice to inguire
into the Cambooya election if the letter was brought
forward first.

Is it likely that a man who was fighting for a
seat in this House would throw obstacles in his
own way? He thonght the publication of that
letter then might prejudice his case. The
tribunal decided in favour of Mackintosh, so he
could not place the facts before the Chamber ;
and when the hon. member for Rockhampton
read the letter he had no authority fromy Mr.
Daniels to disclose the name of the writer. It
was held back until it was revealed at the
recent inquiry. But it has not come too
late, for the public have been saved from the
passage of a Bill which has been buttressed up by
men who have £60,000 to buy support for it.
Tt does not matter that the withdrawal of this
Bill hurts Northern Queensland, or that some
employment will not be given, so long as we
have saved this Chamber and the colony from
the passageof this Bill. I think we on this side
have done all that is necessary. ‘We have vindi-
cated the honour of Parlinment ; we have vindi-
cated the rights of hon. members; and we have
exposed this man Withers, I thought that we
could have looked for a little more than ordinary
support from Lon, members opposite. T think
hon. members opposite shounld have risen one
after the other and admitted that Mr. Daniels
and the hon. member for Rockhampton had
done good work, instead of making pettifog-
oing personal attacks on the hon. member for
Rockhampton, as some hon. members opposite
have done. There seemed to me to be an under-
tone—a monoctone of sorrow in the speeches of
hon. members opposite that the Bill would not
go through. And T was particalarly surprised at
the waspish and envenomed utterances of the
hoa. member for Bulloo with regard to the hon,
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member for Rockhampton. He was repeatedly
called to order, and he had to withdraw several
remarks which were derogatory to the hon.
member for Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston. Why
was the hon. member so envenomed at the hon.
member for Rockhampton’s discovery of this
corrupt business ?

Mr, ANNEAR: Why is his name brought so
prominently forward by Judge Mansfield?

Mr, LESINA: That cannot be helped. T
would like any hon. member to point out any
part of the evidencetaken before Judge Mansfield
which shows that either Mr. Daniels or the hon.
member for Rockhampton were inspired with any
.de:elre to injure the hon, member for Bulloo, who,
1t is said, is prominently connected with this and
other syndicates,

Mr. LeasY: Where do you get that?

a Mr. LESINA: That is the inference people
raw,

Mr. J. Hamirron : 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
introduced to Mr. Withers by the hon, member
for Bulloo,

Mr. LEAHY : He says he was introduced by
Mr. Sim.

Mr. LESINA: T konow that Mr. Withers
denies that the hon. member for Bulloo intro-
duced him to Mr. Daniels, and says that it was
the late hon, member for Carpentaria, Mr. Sim,
who introduced them.

Mr. Lreany: Mr. Daniels says so, too.

Mr. 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 Mansfield, and
with the action of the Premier in redeeming
his promise that if, after an independent in-
quiry, he was satisfied that there was anything
cronk or corrupt attempted in the passage
of this Bill, he would drop the Bill. I was glad
to hear the hon. gentleman say, in the manly
speech he made this afternoon, that he would not
only withdraw the Bill, but would decline to
have any further dealings with Withers as re-
presenting this or any other syndicate in Queens-
land or out of Queensland.” I think he has
taken the right stand in that, and I will support
him in it. Tvery member on this side will sup-
port him in that action, and we trust there will
be no more transactions enterad into by this or
any other Government of Queensland with a
person named Withers—it matters not on whose
behalf he appears. Tor three long years this
(Grovernment have been altogether %oo much
bound up with this gentleman who has sat be-
hind your chair, Mr. Speaker——

Mr, STEWART: Beware of Withers! (Laughter.)

Mr. LESINA : Week after week he has sat in
the lobby there listening to the discussion upon
measures going through this Chamber in con-
nection with private railways, and we have
frequently seen the Secretary for Railways go
out and consult with him, and then come back
with his back stiffened to take up an attitude
opposed to us.

'The SEORETARY FOR RaATLwAYs : Never! Not
on one single occasion.

Mr. LESINA : It was common talk in the
Chamiber, and common talk in the country, and
people were beginning tc come to the conclusion
that Parliament had abrogated its sovereign
rights, and had been handed over, body and
soul, to a group of irresponsible boodlers and to
their champion Withers. That was the impres-
sion, but T am glad to see that Withers 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
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has been held with a grip of steel, and has
been held up this evening to the scorn of
this House and of the country. We have
succeeded in beating Withers and his syndicate
and the Cloncurry Railway Bill, which is now
in the waste-paper basket, and under the circum-
stances we can claim credit for checking the
growth in this colony of these syndicate pro-
posals, which never thrive so luxuriantly as
when they aie fed with the juice with which
Withers tried to feed Daniels, and with which
he fed members on the other side, 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 dealing with that matter row, but with
Judge Mansfield’s report, and to that we should
stick. I hope the House will pass this motion,
and rid Queensland of this wretched growth
which is ealculated to poison the life springs of
the colsny.

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 transactions.

Mr. RYLaNp : When they are found out.

Mr., J. HAMILTON : The Premier said that
if it could be shown that any attempt had 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 bad 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 : There 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 brings it forward, we will know
what to think of him. The Premier s challenge
was that if any attempt was proved to have been
made to bribe a member, he would drop the line in
connection with which that was shown, and
although even that has not been proved in this
case, the Premier has not stuck to the letter of
his challenge, but considering that the agent has
been guilty of improper conduct, he has at once
dropped this railway, with ths endorsement of
the whole of the members of his party.

Mr. Fisurr: Where do you find that it was
to be “a member ”?

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

Mr. FisueEr: Find it.

Mr, J. HAMILTON : Let the hon. mem-
ber find it for himself. We know it is the
whole policy of the Labour party to make these
charges, but we have never seen them have the
manliness to produce evidence in justification of
their staternents, and an individual who makes
charges of this kind, and makes no attempt to
prove them, is a scoundrel and nothing else.
With regard to Daniels, we know the opinion of
Mr. Justice Real about him-—one of the most
respected judges in Queensland—after listening
to his evidence, His Honour: “I do not think
you have improved that character by the manner
in which you have brought forward evidence
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
judged 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 judge again says, ‘‘ Any
means that are honest according to your lights,
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but I must tell you that I do not think that
suppressing a fact in a case of personation, 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 by the member for Bulloo that
he must win, the member for Bulloo showed that
the very first man who was strnck 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, bacause
Parliament was in recess.” One lie will show
how the wind blows as well as forty, and
reference to Hansard 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.
Mr. Daniels forgot that, and he gave as a reason
what he knew at the time was a lie when he said
he had kept the letter secret, because the verdict
in his case was given after Parliament rose. The
hon. gentleman who last spoke said that someone
should be prosecuted. That is true; Daniels
should be prosecuted for perjury. There is no
doubt that he did commit perjury, for the verdict
was given on the 22nd December, and Parlia-
ment was sitting for a week after. But what was
his real reason for suppressing this letter? Do
we not know that he had this offer in October of
last year and kept it secret until after that com-
pany died in July this year and another one rose
from its ashes, and Mr. Withers said that
Daniels was out of it? Is it not very singular
that not until Mr. Withers said so that Mr.
Daniels showed this letter to Mr, Kidston?

Mr. Bripges : Did he 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, Kidston has
admitted that Mr. Daniels said, I will not let
yon use this letter until you get my committee.”
There was an act of bribery in itself. And
what did Mr. Kidston do? He got the com-
mittee, and when he had got it Mr., Daniels
would not let him use the letter until he got the
findings of the committee. Another act of
bribery in which the chairman of the committee
took part, and the letter was then published
after the finding of the committee.

Mr. ANNEAR: Who was the chairman ?

Mr. J. HAMILTON : The hon. member for
Rockhampton, Mr. Kidston, was chairman., It
has been stated by several members of the
Labour party this evening that the hon. mem-
ber for Bulloo made an unprovoked attack on
the hon. 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 Rockhampton
called the “Native Cat,” for which Mr. Kidston
was the agent, and in which he was a share-
holder ; that the hon. member sold the mine on
the special condition that all the reports on the
mine should be shown to the purchasers. When
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
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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 Rockhampton 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 Camsar’s wife, be
above suspicion. This is the hon. member
who lectures us about morality—a man who has
signed a confession that he 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 abt the miune. An English com-
pany had actually purchased the mine from the
hon. member, but luckily had not allotted the
shares. Someone who knew the hon, mem-
ber suggested to them that they had better be
careful in dealing with him; they, therefore,
made further inquiries, and found that this sup-
pression had taken place. The North Chillagoe
swindle was nothing compared with this. The
hon. member for Bulloo has been viciously
attacked by varions Labour members, The memn-
ber for South Brishane, Mr. Turley, said that he
wouldn’t like to repeat what he had heard out
‘West concerning him. Well, any cur can go to
a street corner and make similar staternents
about every man and woman who passes, but
no true man would degrade himself by making
such statements. No man worthy of the name
of man would make such vile insinuations against
anyone, unless he was prepared to produce evi-
dence in support of them. The mere fact of
making such stateinents degrades the man who
makes them, and not the man against whom they
are maile,

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

Mr., J. HAMILTON : Yes; he admitted it.
Then the hon. member for Rockhampton North
followed, and, amongst other things, said it was
well known that the hon, member for Bulloo
was a greedy grasper for money. Do we not know
the churacter of the hon. member for Rockhamp-
ton North in that respect. It is well known m
the House, while the generous, open-handed
nature of the hon. member for Bulloo is equally
well known. Let hon. members opposite look to
the patriotic fund, and every other charitable
fund, for an example of what I say; but they
will search in vain for representatives of their
own party on such lists.

The SPEAKER: Order, order !

Mr, J. HAMILTON : We have heard alot
also of the amount of champagne which has been
consumed, both here and at the Gresham Hotel,
in celebrating the passage of these railway Bills.
If that is so, the members opposite know a great
deal more than T know. I have not heard of a
single bottle of champagne being cracked during
the last year in this building or at the Gresham.
We have also been told something about the
Seaforth business to-night, but I recollect—

The SPEAKER : Order, order!

Mr., J. HAMILTON : I should have liked to
reply to that charge, but, since I appear to be
out of order, T cannot do so. But we recollect
that Mr. Dalrymple, the member for Mackay,
offered £100 to any of the Luhour party who
could prove any ground for their charges against
himself and his colleague, and they have not
accepted the challenge.

Mr. Kerk: If we go into your private charac-
ter it will not stand much examination.

Mr., J. HAMILTON : I challenge you to do
so at any time. I heard the member for Cler-
mont state just now that a member of the Labour
party said he knew of two menon thisside who had
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been bribed in connection with this matter, but he
would not give the names. During the whole of
this session we have noticed that members of
the Tabour party, in accordance with their
usual policy of vilification and slander, have
stated that Mr., Withers has bribed mem-
bers on this side. We hear these statements,
but without an atom of proof, every day,
and when we find Parliament degraded day
after day, and week after week, by vile slanders
of that kind, T think strong measures should be
taken to put a stop to the practice. What I
suggest 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 member of the House go
befors that judge, and say on his oath whether,
directly or indirectly, he has any interest in any
of these syndicate railways; whether he has
been promised any interest, whether anyone has
approached him, and letthese damnableslanderers
who are continually making these statements be
challenged to come forward with their evidence,
and then let the public decide.

Mr, FISHER (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, members 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 T think the
hon. gentleman at the head of the Department of
Justice weuld hesitate before naming a judge to
act in snch a capacity as the hon. member for
Cook suggests. Such an office is not necessary,
anditis pitiful that a gentleman of the experience
of the hon. member for Cook, whois also Govern-
ment whip, should make such afoolish suegestion,
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 verse for
certain charges, was unable to produce any evi-
dence in support of his statement. Yet he con-
demmns hon. members on this side for making
rash assertions.

Mpr. J. HamirroN: You know what I mean.

Mr. FISHER : I do not know what the hon.
member means. There are few members of the
House more capable of expressing their meaning
than the hon. member, but in this instance he
invented a fact to suit his purpose of maligning
members on this side of the House. Why are
these insinuations made against the characters of
hon. members ? Have hon. members forgotten
the time when an hon. gentleman who occupied
the position of Premier of this colony stated that
a member of this party was the associate of
thieves? When hon. members on this sile 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 ecredit,
the hon. member for Bundaberg, Mr, Glassey,
was dragged in as the associate of thieves and
forgers, 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 then 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, but are maligning
the Government. Whatever we may say aboub
the policy of the Government, I believe it is
composed of as honourable gentlemen as are to be
found in any of the Australasian colonies. But
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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. DarryMpLE : It has been covered
up 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 Rockhampton, Mr. Kid-
ston, for four or five months. 1n my opinion the
hon. member for Rockhampton could 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
return 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 Flouse. The
Premier, acknowledging the seriousness of such
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 produce
the original letter to the House until the very day
when he did produce it. Is that not a sufficiens
justification for his action?

Mr. Kipsgrow : Up to within three hours of
the time when I produced the letter in the
House 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. Whatever
other members might have done under 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.

Mr. ANNEAR: And secure a committee for if,

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 produced 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 many circumstances. I feel confident
that the indignation which has 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 2 Do the Government thinkthey
alone are custodians of the honour 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 Labour party, or a member of that
party who had been the confidant of Mr.‘ Daniels,
eonnived at corruption, while the Premier stated
that if bribery could be proved he would drop the
Bill. The Premier made a very fa.irpﬁ"er, and a
very fair condition, which was that if the letter
had been written by one of the principals con-
cerned in this syndicate he would do so-and-so.
It is not a forbunate thing that an attempt has
been made to bribe and corrupt, but it is a
fortunate thing that by some means written
evidence has been produced in this House to
show that an attempt has been made to use
undue influence to secure the passage of this
syndicate railway through the House. That,
T think, every sensible man will admit is a
good thing, and T venture to say that had a very
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different, a very much worse method been used
to get possession of the letter, it would he
justified and excused on the ground that it was
got for the purpose 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. Withers, 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. FISHER : I am not here to suggest thab
there are any others. It is not necessary to
argue that there are any other persons who have
been treated in the same way as Mr. Daniels,
but it is fortunate that at least one has been
discovered. I think hon, gentlemen should be
prepared to congratulate the hon member for
Rockhampton upon his astuteness in being able
to discover any written documnent 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
subjeet. Mr. Hamilton, the 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 Blection 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 untila
considerable time after Parliament went into
recess.  How was it possible for My. 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 Mr. Daniels,
because he did not do it while the House was
sitting, after the tribunal had delivered his
decision. 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, Las argued on the assumnption
that he could, and has put down Mr. Daniels as
a liar. In that the hon. member for Cook is
making a reckless statement in this House, where
Mr. Daniels has no opportunity of denying it.
Mr. HarDACRE : 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 worth 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 with a Labour Government, I
remember very well that during that short period
there were very busy inquiries made 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,

[12 DrcEMBER.]

Railway Bill. 2601
even for so short a period, that gentlemen like
Mr. Withers thought it desirable to leave the
country so long as they remained in office.

Mr. McDONNELL (Fortitude 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 aboub
the devil reproving sin, and 1 think that saying
has been amply verified to-night by the hon.
gentleman attempting to defend the moral
character of the other 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 reasons. 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 those Bills which have already passed
this House would not have found a place on the
statute-book of Queensland, at least this year.
T am satisfied that hon. members on the other
side strongly resent the action of this individual,
because hisaction 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. !

MEeuBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. McDONNELL: I cannot understand
why several hon. members opposite have taken
upon themselves to criticise that hon, member’s
action in the way they have done. I canonly
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 discovered until this
Port Norman to Cloncurry Bill had been 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 beenin a
position to bring this matter forward before now.
I remember 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 side 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.
Withers at the Gresham Hotel.

Ho~ouraBrLe MEMBERS : Who?

Mr. McDONNELL: Mr. Sim. I belicve
some members of this party did meet Mr.
‘Withers ; but he did not make any such offer to
them as he had made to Mr. Daniels. On several
oceasions I know he tried to impress on several
hon. members that so far as possible no oppo-
sition should be offered to the construction 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.

MEeMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. BRIDGES (Nundah): As it is toolate to
proceed with any other business to-night, 1
may say a few words on this matter. I am
of the same opinion as my friend, the hon.
member for Enoggera, when he states that
this debate should have been concluded
by 5 oclock this afternoon, for then hon,
members would have 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 everyone in
this House is agreed that the action taken to-day
by the Premier is the right one. That seems to
be generally admiteed, and although the Premier
did not waste any time, he certainly speke with
no uncertain sound. He said he was not pre-
pared to go on with this legislation while such a
man as Mr. Withers was at the head of this
company.

Mr. KERR : No more champagne.

Mr. BRIDGYES: Hon. members opposite
seemed to know a good deal about the flow of
champagne, but I was not aware that Mr.
‘Withers was very free with champagne. Idepre-
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 that two hon. members on this
side had been offered bribes.

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

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

Mr. GIVENS : I again raise to_a point of
order. I never said anything of the kind. I
said that T was morally certain that two hon.
members on the other side had heen approached.

My, BRIDGHES : I distinetly understood the
hon, member to say that they had accepted
bribes, He said that hon. members had wives
and friends who were very convinient. 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. We receive our
salaries as members, 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. member mention the name
of the hon. member who had received a similar
letter. If what the hon. member for Enoggera
said is true, 1 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 defunct, Mr.
Daniels at once reported the letter to the hon.
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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 up in his place and
say that T 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
Rockhampton,

Mr. Lrany: 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
henest as we are on this side.

Mr. J. Hamroron : Withers did not think so.

Mr. BRIDGES: I look upon Withers as a
fool and also a fraud.
Mr. REID: Who got all this money ?

Mr. BRIDGHES : It does not seem to me that
there was very much money about. Withers
seems to have been full of promises, but not very
anxious for their fulfiment, and the one man who
waited long for the fulfilment of his promise
seems to have lost hope and reported him. 1 am
very glad that he was reported, because it should
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 Heuse.

Ho~NouraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

Mr. BRIDGES: T 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 Knoggera-—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, [
think that cannot be borne cut. 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 : T would like to make some
remarks by permission of the House.

The SPEAKER: The hon. member has
already spoken.

HonouraBLE MEMBERS : Hear, hear !

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the
House that the hon. member for Rockhampton
be allowed to speak again ?

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear!

Mr. KIDSTON: In the pretended justifica-
tion for the virulent personal 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 bim 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 e ount in what I have to
say, When the hon. gentleman introduced me
to Judge Mansfield, and T handed over the
letter to the judge, 1 said that Mr. Daniels had
made a statement t0 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. Daniels at first hand——

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: You did not men-
tion Mr. Daniels’s name,
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Mr. KIDSTON: I beg pardon. The hon,
gentleman is right in that. I did not mention
the name. I sald 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 ATTORNEY-G'ENERAL : Yes.

Mr. KIDSTON : The hon. miember 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
T saw the judge after he had received the letter—
he appointed 10 o’clock on Monday morning to
hold the inquivy—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—that Mr. Daniels had told me that
Mr. Leahy had introduced him to Mr. Withers.

Mr. Leauy: I am all over the bleoming
report, anyhow,

Mr. KIDSTON : 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 nasty feeling the hon.
member for Bulloo expressed in regard to me on
that ground.

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

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

Mr. Leany : I assure you I was defending
myself.

The SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. KIDSTON : I hope I shall be allowed to
proceed without interruption. I attempted to
impute no particular motives to the hon. member
for Bulloo, and I bad 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 against him. The only charge that can be
said to be made against the hon. member is that
he introduced Mr. Daniels to Mr. Withers, Mr.
Daniely’s statement is that he met the two gentle-
men standing in George street, and that, while
they were talking together, the hon, member for
Bulloo introduced him to Mr, Withers.

Hon. D, H., DaLryMrLe : There is the con-
struction that he was the go-between.

MeuMBERS on the Government side: Hear,
hear !

Mr. ReID : That is your construction.

Mr, KIDSTON: Whatever the construction
may have been, that was the extent of my state-
ment, and I do not see that the hon. member for
Bulloo 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. KIDSTON : Well, otherscan bethe judges,
That is what T think ahout it, and both mem-
bers of the House and those outside can form
their own concluxions. Now, T wish to say a
few words about the offence with which the hon,
mewmber for Bulloo charged me, although it has
nothing to do with this.

Mr, LEaHY : I charged you with no offence.

The SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. KIDSTON : It has nothing to do with
this matter, and if it had not been that the hon.
member had used the names of other persons in
connection with it, I probably would not have
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said anything about it. I do so now simply for
the purpose of exonerating those other persons
from blame. Whatever fault was committed on
that occasion I am entirely responsible for it. T
take this opportunity of taking that responsi-
bility and blame on my own shoulders.

Mr. J. HAMILTON : You have got to.

Mr. KIDSTON : At the time [ 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 thought I was
doing a permissible thing. 1 very soon found
out that I had committed a very serious
blunder, and that I was guilty of a very serious
fault, and I can 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 armour—I have been ex-
ceedingly sorry for it ever since.

Mr. J. Hamiuron ; So is Dutfy.

Mr. KIDSTON : 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 persons were concerned with me,

Mr, LEARY : Yon should make a little allow-
ance for other people’s feelings.

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

MEMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Mr. KIDSTON: 1t was dragged into this
business this afternoon for one of two purposes,
neither of which in my opinion are creditable to
the hon. member for Bulloo, Hitherhe 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 bad
nothing to do with the present case, and in spite
of the conviction I have that I have not heard
the last of this matter, and 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.

MuMBERS of the Opposition : Hear, hear !

Hon, D. H. Datrympik: You could have
knocked it on the head months ago if you had
chosen.

Mr. KIDSTON : Let me say again, though 1
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 have given back the
letter and held my tongue about it, or I could
have done as 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 recognise what has taken place
in this House to-day. They will recognise that,
with the exception of the hon. member for
Herbert, not another man on the other side of
the House, ungualifiedly and without excuse,
justifies the Premier in withdrawing the Bill.

M=EMBERS on the Government side: Oh, yes

they do.

Mr. KIDSTON : Whatever justification the
Premier has got, he has got from this side, and
that has been manifest in the speeches. From
the other side there has been bitter 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—put and passed. .

Mr. Kgrr: There will be no champagne in
Cloncurry to-night. .

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

MESSAGES FROM THE LEGISLATIVE COUNOIL,

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

message from the Legislative Council returning
this Bill without amendment.

KILKIVAN TO COOLABUNIA
RAILWAY.
MesSAGE FROM 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 Coolabunia Railway.

CENSUS BILL.
COMMITTEE.

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

The House resumed, The CHAIRMAN reported
the Bill without amendment, and its third
reading was made an Order of the Day for to-
morrow.

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





