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WEDNESDAY, 4 OCTOBER, lS22. 

The SPEAKER (Hon. W. Bcrtram, Jfaru) 
took the chair at 11 a.m. 

PAPERS. 
The following papers were laid on the 

table, and ordered to be printed:-
HPgubtions under the Health Act-, 1900 

to 1917, dated 18th August, 1922, 
<mtitled the Sanitar · Conveniences 
and Nightsoil Dispos.al Regulations, 
1922. 

Regulations under the Health Aets, 1900 
to 1917, dated 29th September, 1922, 
entitled the Epidemic Diseases Regu­
lations, 1922. 

Regulations under the Health Acts, 1900 
to 1917, dated 29th September, 1922. 
entitled the Plague Regulations of 
1922, for the control of goods traffic. 

QUESTIONS. 
CLOSURE OF POLICE COURT I~ SOU'ni BRISBANE. 

Mr. FERRICKS (South Bri,bane), without 
notice, asked the Attorne?-General-

" \Vill the hon. gentlcm>Ln answer the 
question which I asked on Friday, 8th 
September, with regard to the Police 
Court at South Brisbane, namely-

1. From what date was the Police 
Court at South BrisLane closed 1 

2. What has been the saving, per 
annum, on account of such closure? 
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3. What extra cost, if .any, has been 
incurred per annum m conducting 
Police Court proceedings at Brisbane 
from the transfer up to the initiation 
of the Magistrates Court? 

4. What number of officers were 
tran.";fcrred on account of the closure'? 

5. Have any additional officers been 
needed at the Central Court? If so, 
ho\V many?" 

The ATTOR.:\'EY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 
Mullan, Flinder-s) replied-

" 1. 1st November, 1915. 
" 2. At least £600 per annum in 

salaries since 1st JanuarY, 1916; and 
£690 per annum in office· rentals, the 
building being occupied bv the Commis­
sioner of Public Health. · 

" 3. )Jone. 
"4. Three. 
" 5. No." 

REQ17EST FOR REXEWAL OF Sl:GAR AGREE:IIE'\,'T 
BY COi\!1\iONWEALTH GOVERN:IiENT. 

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor), without notice, 
asked the Treasurer-

" Has the Treasurer rccoivo·d a letter 
from the City Council of Bundaberg with 
regard. to the sugar agreement asking 
th~t th1s Parliament bdore tho cession is 
do"d will send a united protmt to the 
:Federal Parliament, and ask that the 
sugar agreement be continued? 

" If the Premier has received such a 
letter, I would like to know what action 
he has taken?" 

The PRE:YliER (Hon. K G. Theodore, 
Chillartoe) replied-

" I have received a letter from tho 
Bundaberg City Council, and a letter 
has been despatched in ac< or dance with 
the wish expressed in that letter. It is 
a pparcnt that all sections of the Qu cons 
land Padiamont .are in favour of tho 
continuance of tho sugar agrcenwnt. All 
politico! parties in Queensland have at 
one time or another expressed thcm­
celves in favour of the continuance of the 
ar:reement. and, if they vvill continue tu 
advocate that course, it will have a g·ood 
e!Icct." 

FRIENDLY SOCIETIES' ASSOCJATIOX DEPL'TATION 
TO THE ATTORNEY-GENERAL. 

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS (East 1'oowoomba), 
with{mt notice, asked the Attornev-General-

" Has the Attorney-GenPral" come to a 
decision yet in regard to the matter 
brought before him bv a deputation from 
the :F'riendlv Societies' Association which 
recently wa'ited upon him? " 

The ATTORNEY-GE::'i"ERAL (Hon. J. 
:Mullan. Jil'nders) replied-

" Yes. I have come to a decision 
which is mutually satisfactory to tbe 
friendly societies and to all parties con­
rerned.'' 

MINISTERIAL TRAVELLING EXPENSES. 

HoN. W. H. BARNES (Eulimba), without 
notice, asked t-he Premier-

" Is it the intention of tho Premier. 
before the House rises. to place on the 
table of the House the return asked for 
by the hon. member for Murilh in 
('onnection with Ministerial travelling 
expenses?" 

The PREMIER (Hon. E. G. Theodore, 
('hillagoc) replied-

" The return has not yet been pre­
sented to me, and I am unable to table 
it. This will be the last opportunity of 
doing it this session. The matter has 
been in the hands of the department to 
colle~t the statistics, but for some reawn 
it has not been completed." 

CRIMINAL CODE A:Y1E:\TDMEI\T BILL. 
I XITIA TIO"'. 

The ATTOR::\EY-GE::'i"ERAL (Hon. J. 
Mullan, F/inder.<): l beg to moyc-

,, That the House ''ill. at i\·s prc'•cnt 
eitting, resolve itself into a Conunittce 
of the \Yhole to considPr of the desirable­
ne~..; of introducing a Bill to an1end tht~ 
Crin1inal Code in a certain partjcular." 

To expedite business, I mi~·ht mention that 
it 1s intended to amend •,cction 60 of the 
Criminal Cod?, dealing with the briber} o£ 
JHembcrs of Parliampn'c. The Bill really pro­
vide" for the forfeiture of pro,urty used in 
conllcc~tion \Yith the bribery OJ. 1Pen1ber3 of 
Parliament. That practically is all the Bill. 
l -will give full particulars in Cornmitteo. 

Qncc,tion put and passed. 

INITIATIOX IX C:mnllTTEE. 
(Jir. J{irwan. Brisbane, in thP chair.) 

The ATTORNgY-GENERAL (Hon. .J. 
Mullan, Flindr rs): I beg to move-

" That it is desimblc that a Bill bo 
introduc0d to amend the Criminal Code 
in a certain particular." 

As the Bill ;nll bo drculated in a few 
morr:onts. and I have stated the main pur­
pose of it, it is not neces~ary for me to g1ve 
,,ny further puticulars until I make my 
second rc>Lding speech, when I will give full 
particulard. 

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): I mmld like to 
find rmt whr}thcr this is a retrospective Bill. 
or \>.hether it applies only to the future. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The Bill applie~ 
b any offence. whether committed before or 
after the 1st July, 1922. 

Mr. VO\YLES: Then it is retrospective, 
and applies to certain funds now held by 
tlw police. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The Bill applies 
to no fund. It is of general application. 
(Opposition laughter.) 

Mr. VOWLES : The Bill is brought in 
for a particular purpose. Certain moneys 
are now in. the hands of the police as a result 
of a certain prosecution. 

Mr. PEASE: W,here did they come from? 
(Interruption.) 

Mr. VOWLES: My point is that, if we 
ar~e going to adopt this principle, we are 
going to affect the; rights of certain men 
who have been convrcted and sentenced. One 
portion of their sentence was that they should 
pay certain fines. If that money is their own 
personal property. will they not be pre­
cluded from paying those fines, merely 
because the Government are going to con­
fiscate money which would permit of the 
payment of the fines? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Why not wait 
until you see the Bill? 
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Mr. VOWLES: We are considering the 
principle now, and, if the Government are 
going to deprive those mer, of the power to 
pay thos~ fines out of moneys in their posses­
swn-which we must assume belongs to them 
--;are ~hey not putting them in the position 
or ?a vm~ to ~arry out a. term of _the sentence 
whiCh ot.~erwise they nnght avoid? 

Mr. GLEDSO~: vVhy suppose that they have 
no more money? 

Mr. VOWLES: It is a remarkable state 
of affairs that the Government are prepared 
to depnve a man of funds of which he is in 
possession in order to incarcerate him. 

The PREiiHER: It was mentioned in court 
that they had no money. Mr. Feez said that 
they had not 3,000 pence, let alone £3,000. 

Mr. VOWLES : I did not follow the evi­
dence. up, but, _from what I know, these men 
were 111 possesswn of a certain sum of money. 
That money was taken from them, and they 
have been fined. 

Mr. GLEDSON: Their counsel said that 
they had no money. 

Mr. VOWLES: That does not matter. 
'l'hat money is theirs. I presume they can 
pay those fines. 

Mr. GLEDSO~: How do you know? 

Mr. VOWLES : I presume they can. 
The l~RE~HER: The judge said that the 

fines would be paid, not by Sleeman and 
Connolly, but by somebody behind them. 

Mr. VOWLES: I do not know anything 
about . that. Those men are entitled to 
authonse the department to deduct the fine 
f;·om the funds which arc in possession of the 
Crown at the pres·c•nt time. 

Mr. BREXXAX: They have no such ri,.ht: 
you know that. Let Feez get his fee fron:~ tlw 
nght quarter. 

~lr. VOWLES: I am not worrving about 
Fee" or any ono else, or the hon. • g-cntlcm,m 
either. It would be a little more decent of 
th hon. member if he \\~re to keep quid on 
this matter. 

:1Ir. B!lENXAX: I won't keep quiet. You 
knew all about it. on that Saturday on the 
l'UCCCOUi'::,P. 

11r. VOWLES :_ Is the hon. member game 
to sa:': that outside? If he does say it, I 
wlll give hnn a wnt. 

J\1r .. BRENNAX: Turn up '· Hansard," and 
you wlll sec that that is so. 

J\Ir. VOWLES: This is not a matfer that 
~hould be discussed with any heat. The Bill 
IS brou&"ht I';' to meet a particular case-that 
of conhscatmg a fund. an.d bv doino- ~0 
del?nvmg certain i!Idividuals of certain rights 
whiCh the:· othcnnse would be entitled to. 

Mr. GLEDSON : It is not thc;ir money at all. 

Mr. VO\YLES: That is not the point. I 
strongly obJect to the passage of legislation 
to meet a particular case. The law should 
be of general application. When the Govern­
ment deal with matters in this way thov arc 
not carrying out the functions of govcrr!mcnt 
m the proper "ay. 

Mr. MORGAN (Murill({): I think that th•. 
Government, in introducing this particular 
measure, are showing that thov are out not 
only to prosecute those who ·committed a 
certain offence but to persecute them. Evi­
dently the Pr-mier is annoved that the judrre 
did not take notice of the ~onference that he 
had with the Attorney-General and the 

Solicitor-General in respect of the sentence 
which was to be imposed upon these particular 
rnen. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! I call upon 
the hon. gentleman to withdraw that insin­
uation. 

Mr. VowLES: The Solicitor-General said 
that that was so in court. 

Mr. M ORGAN: What I am saying ap .. 
pParcd in the evidence given in court. 'l'h~ 
Solicitor-General stated in court that he had 
an interview with the Attorney-General and 
with the Premier in respect of the sentence; 
and the judge said he was not prepared to 
h&ar what had passed between the Premier 
and the Solicitor-General. I am perfectly in 
order in the suggestion that I ma.de. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I did not 
understand th hon. gentleman to say that; 
his second statement is entirely different to, 
his first. 

Mr. MORGAN: No, Sir. 
The CHAIRMAN: Pardon me, I listened 

intently to what the hon. gent.leman said. 

Mr. l\10RGA2\J: I was referring to what 
occurred in the court. 

The CHAIRMAN: The hon. gentleman 
will be in order in referring· to a statement 
which was made in court. 

Mr. i\IORGA::\': Owing to the fact that the 
judge did not take notice of this particular 
"onfercnce and did not impose what Imght 
be regarded as a vicious sent·ence, but one 
v:hich he thought was sufficient to meet the 
requiren1ents of the case, the Prcrn1e~ now, 
hv A<'c of Parliament. is going to Impuse 
ai·wth 'r ~,-:ntcnce upon the"lc unfortunate n1cn. 
(Government dissent.) 

0PPOSITIOX Jli1E:VIBERS: Hear, hear ! 

1\Ir. MORGA"': The Premier evidently is 
a,nnoyed that the sent·cnce \vas not heavier, 
and now he is going to use this l}arhan1cnt 
for the purpose of imposing a further penalty 
on these particular m~n. Th:'re i:l no doubt 
v. hatever about that. Rir;ht irom the very 
commencement of this case the fact· show 
that the Premier has been in collusion with 
others respecting this particular cl1argc. The 
court cast~ showed that he V•'as consulter] not 
only by :\h·. Brcnnan in th~ ~-irst in~tancc, b\lt 
bv the d(~trctivcs, -who vblted lum at h1~ 
ltOmc and in his office for the purpose ot 
: <Jtting instn1etions fron1 hi1n in regard to 
the ea··". It seems to me to be an extra· 
ordina rv thinrr for the Premier lo clo. A 
man who repr~s·cnts the whole of Qnconsland 
, hould be above such ta.ctics. he should not 
c;ter into collusion with others, he shouid 
not be at the head of a plot for the purpo-c 
of oonvicting men in connection \Vith a case 
of this sort. 

The ATTORXEY .. GENER \L: \Yhy not wait 
until you see the Bill? 

Mr. :MORGA?-1 : I am going to oppose thi& 
at evcrv stag€~ and in every way I can. 
(Govcrurnent laughter.) 

Th- ATTOH~EY-GENERAL: \V e expected 
that. 

Mr. MORGAN: I believe in justice. 
Thes'' men have been tried b.v a British 
court of justice. The judge sentenced them 
and they are paying for their offence. The 
Government are now going to increase the 
penalty. (Government interruption_.) The 
Minister has told us that the Bill will apply 

Mr. Morgan.] 
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to any offences committed since the 1st ,July, 
1922. If the hon. gentleman will tell us 
;.traight out that the Bill is not intended to 
apply to the money now in the hands of the 
police, it will be a different thing altogether. 
By inference he has led us to believe that 
this Bill is going to apply to that particular 
1nonoy. 

The PREMTER: If it is sound to apply the 
Bill to the money of the future, it is just as 
sound to apply it to the money of the past. 

Mr. ;vroRGAN: When the judge sen­
tenced the prisoners he stated that he took 
into consideration the fact that there was 
£3.200 in bonds and ca.sh practically 
belonging to those men. He knew that the 
money wa, available to pay the fines that 
•,,·ere imposed upon them. The Government 
ar0 dissatisfied with the punishment inflicted, 
and now they are going to victimise the men 
to a further extent. I am against that 
principle. It is not British fair play. (Go­
vcrnmc'lt interruption.) Here is the hon. 
membc:r for :V1itchell, who always prates 
about British fairplay, now prepared to kick 
men v.ho a1·e down. (Interruption.) 
GOYEm;:\IE~T MEMBERS: No. 
Mr. MORGAN: That is not the attitude 

of a sport. CG proar.) 
The ATTORNEY-GEKERAL: \Ve want to pre­

vent persons attempting to corrupt members 
of Parliament. 

Mr. YIORGAN: 'I;he Government are not 
satisfied with the sentence imposed. 

The ATTORXEY-GExERAL: \Yo are not deal­
ing with the sentence; we are dealing with 
tainted money. 

J\Ir .. MORGA:'-J: No matter what the hon. 
gentleman might Bav, we kno,,· that he is 
dissati~fied with the c sentence imposed upon 
the pnsoners, and he wants to bring in tQis 
Bill to confiscate their money. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: That is not true. 

1\-Ir. MORGAN: The tactics are cowardly 
tact1c9 on the part of the Government, but 
Jt 1s on!) what we might expect from hon. 
members opposite. Hon. members opposite 
have always profes~ed that. when a man is 
sentenced to a long term of imprisonment, 
and be servec that term of imprisonment he 
should have the right again to become' an 
honest citizen. 'J'he Government are not 
satisfied with the punishment, and they 
des1re further to trample the men in the 
dust of humiliation by taking away from 
t.he_m the_ wherewithal to pay their £500 fine. 
It IS a disgraceful and unsportsmanlike state 
of affaim to think that we have a Govern, 
ment that would stoop to such low-down 
taches. 

Mr. TAYLOR (TVindsor): The Committee 
de_sires the fullest explanation from the Pr•J­
mwr as to the action he took in connection 
with this case after the men had been fouwl 
guilty. \Ye are entitled to know whether 
h2 wrote a letter to the Solicitor-General or 
what recommendations he made. if anv. with 
regard to this matter after the m~n fwd 
been found guilty. We arc entitled to knol'l 
that, because it is evident that somethi1w 
was done that was 1\Tong. If it .vas not 
wrong, the judge would have lis'o'l'1ed. to 
what the Solicitor-General intended to tell 
him with regard to an interview which the 
Solicitor-General stated he had had with 
the Premier. The Premier ha.s the right 
to get up and tell us everyLhing that occurred 
with regard to instructions, the writing of a 
lett<!r, or anything else that took place at 

[ jf r. M organ. 

that interview with the Solicitor-Genera!. 
\Ye are not here in this Chamber to condone 
the bribery of any member of Parliament, 
110 matter which party he may belong to. 

OPPOSITION J\1EMBERS: Hear, hear ! 

.Mr. TA YLOR : If that kind of thing was 
going to be permitted or to be condoned by 
.any member of this Chamber, then his place 
is out,ide the Chamber and not inside. 

OPPOSITION ME}lBERS: Hear, hear ! 

Mr. TAYLOR: All we want to know is 
that the game is being played fairly. 

J\1r. HARTLEY: You are not g·oing to say it 
is not right for the Premier to mstruct the 
Solicitor-General? 

Yir. BREXXAX: It was a State trial. 

Mr. TA YLOR : I say the Premier had no 
right to communicate with the Solicitor­
General after these men were convicted. He 
hDd a perfect right to communicate with hin1 
while the case was being heard, as the Crown 
was prosecuting in this case, but to attempt 
to do anything at all after the men v:ere 
fated guilty was highly improper. 

Yir. HAHTLEY: \Vhy? On what ground~ 

Mr. TAYLOR: I say it "as highly 
improper. \Vhen the judge passed sentence 
on these men, he undoubtedly took cognis­
ancf' o£ the fact that £3,200 was held by the 
court, and he also know that by pa,sing the 
sentence which he d;d the means \1-ould bo 
made a' ailable so that those men would 
ser·-c a short sentence and each pay the fine 
of £500 which the judge inflicted on him. 
Now we find the Government coming in and 
endeavouring, as far as they possibly can, to 
make these n1en serve hveh-c n1onths' 
imprisonrnent. 

The ATTORKEY-GEKERAL: Thev won't serYe 
twelve months. You know that. 

Mr. TA YLOR: The Govcrnnwnt are bring­
ing in a Bill to override what the judge did 
in connection with that case. I contend-I 
rlo not think am· hon. member can deny it­
that the judge c took into consi.dcration the 
fact that there was sufficient money to pay 
the fine. and he inflict.ed a fine accordingly. 
Here· i.. what His Honour said to the 
prisoners vvhen pp..<;;sing sentence-

" You have the bonds and money in 
your possession: I mnst ir fl ict some 
punishment beyond a. fin0. TLe sent.,ncc 
of the court is that you he imnri,,med 
without hard labour in Brisba>1e Gaol for 
three months. and each of vou pa v £500, 
and if the fine is not ·paid ~·ou lw 
imprisoned for a further period of nine 
1nonths." 

Before that His Honour had said-
" I have given full weight to their 

good charaders. and full weight to the 
recommendation to mPrcv. but I do not 
altogether agree with the grounds upon 
which the latter was mRdc. The onl:v 
1Va v to dPtcr a serious off('11rf' is to n1ake 
an ·<'xample of the offender. I alwan tn• 
to be as lenient as pos·ibk to men of 
good character. but I cannot give ~von the 
benefit of section 19, and " fnw will not 
con1e out. of your pock eh." 

Tlw PRE'ff!ER: Hear. hear! (Goverrmcnt 
laughter. and interruption.) 

Mr. TAYLOR: When vou have finish8d 
your chcf'ring and jeering' I will continuf'. 

The .\TTOR~EY·GE~ERAL: Keep going. 
(Government laughter.) 
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Mr. TAYLOR: I contend that this action 
of the Government is nothing but unadul­
terated pcrsecution~(Govenuncut lnterrun. 
tion)-bccause these men have ken tried 1n 
the cmut; they have had what we call 
British iair play and ju,tice. 

Mr. RYAN : 'vVhere did they get the money? 

Mr. TAYLOR: Thev mav have got it 
from j tlU; they did not" get i"t from me. 

Mr. Du':\STAN: The money \vi!! not come 
out of their pockets. 

Mr. J. JOKES: They have the money now 
to pay. 

The ATTORKEY·GENERAL: They have not the 
monev no-.,v. (Governn1ent laushter and 
interruption.) 

The CI-IAIR:VlAN : Order ! I appeal to 
hon. members to respect my call to order. It 
Is imposs1 ble for the hon. member to con­
tinue his speech if he is subjected to a 
runnjng fire of int':'rjection. ·I ask hon. 
n1cn1ber,"· to rc~train thetnsclvcs, as they ";;ill 
have an opportunity of discussinc; the Bill if 
th<;y wi -h to do fO. 

Mr. T"A YLOR : I will read this once again 
for Lheo information of the House- ' 

"His Honour: I have o·iven full 
weight to their goDd chal'acter~, a11d full 
\\'eight to the reconunendation to nwrcy, 
but I do not altop;ether s "Tee with the 
grounds upon ,vhich th; latter \Vas 
made. The only wa'. to deter a "'rions 
offence is to make 'an example of the 
offende>r. I ahva} s trv to he as leniPnt as 
pos.~iblo to men ~£ gOod charartcr, but I 
cannot give you the beEc·li: of srctjon 19) 
and a fine will not cmne out {)f your 
pocket .. You have the bonds and moncv 
in :_your pos· e:~-,·~on. I must inflict son1C 
puniehmcnt be.• ond a fine. The sentence 
of the court is that you bo impri-,oncd 
without hard labour in Brisbmw Gaol for 
three months, and each nf you pa:.- £500. 
and if the fme is not paid vou be im­
prisonl'd for a further pcri~d of nine 
mnntl1s." 

A GDYERNMENT l\'l:E~IBER: V\That paper are 
you quoting from? 

Mr. TA YLOR : The " Courier" of Thurs· 
da~ Inst. This Bill is simply persecution 
in order to endeavour. as far as tho Govern­
rr.ont possibly can, to· make these men serve 
a sentence of twelve month •, after the judge 
has investigat•·d the case thoroughly. If the 
Bill, as the hon. member for Murilla said, 
was simply dealing with any future action 
which might take place 'vith regard to the 
confiscation of money which came into the 
possession of the Crown where bribery was 
attempted, I would support it every time; 
but to endea"vour to do what is being done 
in this particular measure-simply to per­
secute men who ha.ve already been found 
guilty and are serving a sentence-is a shame 
and a disgrace. The· Premier owes the 
Hom<> an explanation of what occurred 
between himself and the Crown Solicitor 
after those men were found guilt"/. 

The PREMIER (Hon. E. G. Theodore 
Chi/1agoc): The hon. member seems t~ 
infer that I and the Attornev-Gcneral did 
something 'Hong when we had & consultation 
wit_h the Solicitor-G<>neral in regard to the 
atbtude of the Crown after thG verdict of 
guilty was found in the case referred to 
I want to assure the hon. member that is 
nothing wrong, nor is it anyt.hing unusual, 
for the Crown's attitude in a prosecution 

for a grave offence is always made known 
to the court. The Solicitor-General had a 
consultation with the Attorney-General with 
regard to the attitude which he should adopt 
when the men came up for sentence. The 
Attornev-General-not t.he Solicitor-General 
-consult8d me, and we went into this 
matter. I had a convei'sation with the 
Attorney-General, and he agreed that we 
ought to take a grave view of an actual 
attempt at bribery where a member of Par· 
liament was concerned. 

GovEmDIENT MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 

The PREMIER : Surely no one can under· 
rate the gravity of the charge itself-an 
attem]Jt to subyert the principles of parlia­
mentary" govcrnnH:>nt and import corruption 
into our public life. This is by no means 
the first attempt, but it was t.he first con­
viction which enabled the court to shoot home 
tD the prisoners the charge that the Crown 
ha,d levelled against them. Does the hon. 
member say that t.here is anything wrong in 
the Crown specificall;;· stating its attitude 
in a court of law? It was not an expression 
of view to attempt to influence the judge. 

Mr. VowLES: Why did the judge turn it 
down? 

The PREMIER: The judge can explain 
that himself. If there wore any improper 
attempt to influencfl the judge in his sen· 
tence, I would be worthy of cemure, and 
so would anyone else, but we decided to pro­
ceed in the ordinary way by a statement made 
openlv in the court bv the Solicitor-General 
representing the Cr.own. The Solicitor· 
General used his own judgment in mention· 
ing that he had had a conversation with the 
.\ttorney-General and my oelf. The j_\ ttorney· 
General consulted me in the presence of the 
Solicitor-General. That was rhe attitude the 
Crown "dopted in the matter. 

Mr. ThiOORE: You did not say t.hat at first. 

The PRE:V1IER: The a.ttitude of the 
Crown was that they regarded the case-not 
as some newspapers regarded it-as a trivial 
offence to be lightly bru'·hed aside, but as 
a most grave offence; and tho gravity of 
it was increased became we knew that other 
attempts at bribery had been made, and it 
was practically impossible in normal circum· 
stances to sheet home such a charge. But in 
this ease it \\·as shcetod hom0 to the satisfac­
tion of the jury, which led to the coHYiction 
of the culprits, and the court took a grave 
view of the offence. Some people r«ay think 
thrct it is a matter of no comcquencc to offer 
£3.500 to a member of Parliament-some 
people ma_,. think that a member of Par­
liament will accept it, perhaps, bnt this 
party does not take that view. 
GovERN~rE~T lVlE:HBERS : Hear, hear ! 

The PREMIER: This party thinks that 
there crtn be nothing more serious in the 
public life of the country than the corruption 
and bribery of public men. If that kind of 
thing was looked lightly upon by the courts. 
by the public, or the Press, '"·hat 'muld it 
lead to? The section of tho community 
which had the biggest baors of money would 
ah' a vs rule the State. That ir v.-hv I sav 
\Ye Ought to deprecate any attempt~ at th'C 
bribery and corruption of public men. 

Mr. G. P. BAR~ES: The objection is that 
you are overriding the judgment of thC! 
court. 

The PREMIER: I am coming to the 
point stressed by the hon. member for 

Hon. E. G. Thcodorc.l 
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Murilla and also mentioned by the leader of 
the J\'ationalist party, that this Bill will 
override :he sentence of the c0urt. 

Mr. VOWLES: Hear, hear! 
. The P~EMIER : It w~II do nothing of the 

kmd. Nothmg of the kmd! \Vhat ar·e the 
circumstances? Let us examine the real 
circumstances. There were £3,000 in bonds 
and £200 in cash found upon these men, 

used by them or attempted to 
[11.30 a.m.] be used by them for bribery. 

They attempted to use this morwy 
for the bribery of a member of Parliament, 
and they were caught red-handed. They were 
found guilty by a jury of their own country-
rnPn. 

Mr. FRY: They were trapped. 

The PRE2\IIIER: They were attcmptino· to 
bribe a member of Pm·liam nt, and this 
money w::c: found on them. vVhat can vou 
do with the money found on them? Sho.uld 
we_ return to them the money that they were 
going to use for some nefarious purpo~,__? 
What is done bv the authorities when a 
burr-Jar is convicted? Do thev return the 
burglar's kit to him? What 'is done if a 
man is found with an illicit still in his 
possession and a quantity of whisky upon 
which the excise duty has not been paid? 
Is the still returned to him, or 1s the whisky 
forfeited? 

Mr. Knm: Nobody has any right to have 
an illicit still in his posse~sion. It is alwayF 
illegal. 

The PREMIER: And noborh ho~ :-tnv 
right to ha ye 1nonev in his poSsession fo·l~ 
bribery purpo,;cs. • 

Go\'ERX:I!E!><T :>.IE)!BERS: Hear. hear! 
'Tho PRE:\1IER: This monev obviouslY 

wa .. handed to the-~ men to be' used for a 
nefarious purpose-for an illcg:d purpoh~. 
ThPy were convicted for attempting to use 
the n1oncy for that purpose. An~ you goin!~ 
to return moncv which we know wa,s to be 
used for a nefa~ious. purpo,,e? If thcr(' v:a:;:: 
any ai :err1pt to incr.case the pcna1ty of the 
court then" would be 8omo argurncnt in thc­
hon. gP11tleman's contention, and sotne 
grounds for the opposition to this Bill. What 
are the facts? l\1r. Fcez, ('Oun:cl defending 
the prisoner'', during the course of the trial 
said-

" These men do not poFscss 3,000 p:?ncc, 
let alone £3,000." 

Mr. VoWLES: How are thl'y gwing to pay 
their fines. then? 

The PREMIER: The hon. '"ember knows 
how the fines will be paid, and I know. 

Mr. YowLES: They should prY it out of 
thiR rno11 1 y. 

Mr. J. JOXES: How do yon know how the 
fines will be paid? 

The PREMIER: Because the judge said 
so. The judge said that this monO': did not 
ron1 out of the 1~ockets of thcso 'n1cn) but 
from the men behmd them. 

Mr. BEDBI~GTON: It will come out of the 
funds in their possession. 

Tlw PREMIER:_ I have here a copy of the 
report of the J usbce Department, a copy of 
which was supplied to Mr. Ft'CZ. In this 
report I find that the judge said-

,, I think, at all event', that those 
behind the prisoners will pay the fines." 

It is true that, if the fines are not paid. 
i hose two men will have to s<:rve an additional 
l1ino months. There is no danger of them 

[Hon. E. G. Thcodore. 

heving to serve those additional nine months_ 
The fines will be paid. It would be nothing 
short of a public scandal if this money had 
to be given back to thme who originally 
owned it-not the men who were convicted . 
but the men who originally owned it, and 
who intended to use it for a nefarious 
purpose. This money onght to be forfeited. 
The men in whose possession the money was 
found "ere merely tools. I should be sorry to 
~PC' them servP a long term of years in prison. 
If they had been sentenced to a long term 
of imprisonment, the Crown would have 
exercised clemcncv. The Crown would have 
exercised the prerogative of mercy, and a 
remission of the sentence after a certain 
t0rm had been serv0d would have been 
granted. I recognise that they are only tools 
in the case-more sabried tools in the pav 
of certain pa,rties who wish to accomplish a 
nl'farious purpose. Seeing- tha' the money 
belong-s to these people. it ought to be for­
feited to the Crown. Monev found in that 
wa:v should be forfeited to 'the Crown, not 
on 1~" in future cases but in this case also. 

Mr. FLETCHER: Did vou not aid and obet 
the crime? · 

Th<> PREJ\IIER : What do you mean iJ7 
thai? 

Mr. FLEToHER: I mean what I say. You 
a.irJ.n.rJ an<i aheHed the crime. 

The PREC\UER: What rlo vou mean? 
Mr. FLETCHER: You led them into a trap. 

The PREMIER: I do not know what tile 
hon. member means. If the hor,. member has 
a direct charge to make, hP should · tate it 
cJearlv. I u~.--;i8Ll-·J the nolic·o to l:C:dt h a. 
crin1i~1al. L 

Mr. MoRG\N: Then whv didn't you give 
evidence in the Court? ·~ 

The PRE'WIER: After the two agents 
had rronc to Mr. Brennan and offered him 
a. hrihe. the hon. memb r for Toownomba 
did the only thing an honourable man onrrM 
to do. n 0 brnug·ht thorn to the authori~ies 
and he enahled the anthorities to catch the 
f'riminals. There was no other way in \vhich 
it': could be done. 

Mr. FLETCHER: You took them into vour 
o!Hce and had an int-erview with tho!n, 
although you hed secret etcnographers in 
another part of tho office. (T:proar.) 

The GHAIRYl:AN: Order 1 I appeal to 
hon. n1embf~rs to restrain th~n1selv·l'S. Tho 
Pn:'miC'r is n1:1king an in1portant staten1ent. 

:!\!r. VOWLES: He is electioneering. 

The PREMIER: The hon. member for Port 
Curtis r·r?L~rs to a certain interview I h~d 
in mv office. The hon. member for Too­
wooniba Yery properly cnme to me on ,the 
MondaY, the day that the bribers approacned 
him. 't-Ie told· me tha.t an offer had bN'n 
made to him. The matter was immod;atel~· 
placed in the hands of the police. Three 
davs afterwards-it was on the Thursday 
foflowing-I saw Mr. Garbutt. 

1\Ir. VowLES: On the Thur&day you asked 
me to movo a want of confidence motion. 

The PREMIER: Yes, bocause they told 
me you were going to do it. 

GOVERX3IEXT ME111BERS: I-I ear, hear ! and 
laughter. 

Mr. VowLES: You admit that you askc<l 
n-1(' to lllOVG it. 

The PREMIER: The hon. m ern her for 
Toowoornba told me that an offer had hoen 



Criminal Code [4 OCTOBER.] Amendment Bill. 2137' 

made to bribe him for the purpose of getting 
him to vgte against the Government on the 
vya11t of confidence motion. 

J\fr. VowLES: Which you asked me to 
rnovc. 

The PREMIER: Was I to fall into the 
trap with them, or was I to protect myself? 
I protected myself. 

GO\"EllN~li!:!-;T ME:IIBERS: Hear, hear! 
The PREJ\liEH: I protected myself effec­

til·civ-much to the discomfiture oi member; 
uu the other side. The bribers said to the 
hon. member for 'l'oowoomba what Boyce and 
Uarbutt told me-that they knew that there 
was going to bo ;;, vvant of confidence 1notion 
brought before the House in a few days. 
C.Ln hon. members oppo.site give rne a scin­
tilla of argument in favour of returning this 
money to the orig·inal owners, the people who 
st·t this conspiracy on foot? I have not 
heard anyone put up a scintilla of argument 
in favour of tho return of this mone:v.. There 
is every justification for the forfeitu;e of the 
money. Tho money should go into the hands 
of the Cro·wn, becau;.e of the nefarious prac­
tices that were adopted. Thi.; Bill will not 
penalise the two convicted rnen one iota. 
They will not serve the full length of the 
iorm of 1mprisonmcnt. The fines will be 
paid by the real culprits, and we will forfeit· 
this mom'y. 

Ho:-~. W. H. BARKES (Bulirnba) : The 
Premier hns taken the debate out of the 
channel in which it started. The Premier 
,aid that every member of the House should 
Jc•al with it calmly and dispaosionately. l 
sa,:;- that tho .Premier ''as perfectly right 
'''llen he made tbat statement. 'Whatever we 
may like to think, the fact remains that 
these men were arraigned for doing sonlo­
thing which tho judge and jury-the judge 
by his sentence, and the jury by iheir quali­
fied verdict-said they were guilty of doing. 
l want to Bay thi~ 1norning that no n1ember 
~,£ Parliament can justify anything that is 
1mpmper. One has got to take a st«nd. 

.tking L1 S a Nati-onalist mernber, I c,tnnot 
up and argue that, if a Nationalist Joes 

~oinctlling \Yrong, it is right, and then get 
H) and .• ay Lhat. if a Labour member does 
]t· it is \Vrong. r_rhnre lYlUSt be justice in one's 
judgment. I make that statement deliberately. 
~o rnernbcr of Parlian1cnt 1.vho has a shado\v 
of self-respect could for one moment justify 
·.TOll~ in any direction. (Hear, hear~) I 
have >''•id before in this House, and I repeat, 
it ·u this c:o~nmittce thi. morning, that if I, 
<-'); an Iad1v1dnal 1nenrber, want for SOf90 
rn·con or other to o-et on to the other side--­
~o cha~1ge n1y vie :''s-thero is only one way 
m 1du"h to ,do 1t-that is, to go to the 
people and toll them that my convictions 
lu1 vc altered. 
Ho~OL:RABLE Jll1niBERS: Hear, hear I 

Ho:;-. W. H. BARXES: I fay that IS one 
,vay of doing it. 

A GOVERNiiiE:;":r JlilE:~mr-:R: \Yhat about the 
}l(nl. nrernber for Port Curtis? 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: I am not hinting 
at anybody. I am speaking for m:csclf. The 
n:rrtt?r is too p:ra vo to try to drag anybody 
else mto 1t. Elected as a Nationalist-con­
fining the quL~tion to n1yself, and not includ­
ing any other man-my judgment is that, if 
l want to depart from that party, there is 
ce>ly one course for me. Other hon. members 
may not view it in the same light. 

The PREMIER : You are quite correct. 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: Let us follow the 
argument of the Premier, as he said we 
should do, calmly and dispassionatel.v. I 
have no sympathy with any mau, 1'hdhur 
he bo Nationalist, or Country party, or 
Labour, or of any other persuasic•Il )Joliti­
cally, who is seeking to do sornething wrong. 
So far as I can aBcertain-and i \vaut to 
look at this thing all round~-~not a sing:e 
member of this House had anything to Jo 
with it. 

0PPOSITim; MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 

HoN. W. H. BAHNES : Let us go another 
step. The Premier had certain facts brought 
before him, and he Jecided to takfl action. 
HaYing decided to take action-and having 
to take it on behalf of the State-in rny 
j udgmont no ono can say that ho was wrong 
in following it up whilst that action wao 
proceeding. but the Premier has failed to 
Jisclose this one important particular. \V c 
talk of British justice-well, that ju,tice 
should apply to everyone. (Government 
interjections.) I am trying to be <tbsolutely 
fair, and I hope that hon. members on the 
other side will give me the upportumty to 
put the matter iu the way in which it strikes 
mo, not as a matter of politks, but as a 
matter from my soul. The Premier and, I 
take it, the Attonwy-Goneral did something. 
No one can find fault with them, if the Pre­
mier believe-d that those n'en were guilty, 
and no ono can find fault with him, up to a 
certain point, for saying, " I \Vant yau to do 
your be.:t to securo a conviction" : but here 
is where I believe he corrHnittcd a gra vo 
errOI' of judgment-that, after the jury had 
heard th" evidence, and had sat down and 
do!iherated, and afte~ they had brought in a 
yer<:!ict of "guilty," then the Prowicr 
should not come along and 'ay, " Attempts 
have b0en rnade to got :-~t ofher rnen," and, 
through tho Solicitor-General, try to put that 
before the judge before he pa,·-od his sentence 
That is the weakness of the bmincss. I take 
it that up to one point, if tho l~rcnlier 
believed that those men had oornnuttL'cl a 
grave 1nisdcmeanour, he was right. 

The PREMIER: You are 1vroug there. (In­
terruption.\ 

HoN. IY. H. BAHNES: I am dealing with 
a. grave n1atter which co~1ccrns ~wo. r:ncn 
who have been brought before then· Judges 
and sentenced. Who were their judges? 
I believe the Government were right when 
thev said " \Ve want the meu in the street 
to sit on 'the jury." Those men were called 
upon to adjudicate, and, judging. by the 
hours which they gave to tlw cons1deratwn 
of their ycrdict, I think it ic, perfectly cer­
tain that they adjudicated according to their 
consci<mces and according to their abilities. 
No man can find fault with them. But 
after thev have brought in their verdict the 
Premier." as the chief citizen of the State, 
should have closed his mouth and never 
dared to send the Solicitor-General there to 
try to influence the judge. 

Tho A1'TORNEY-GENERAL: What is the dif­
ference between the Premier and the 
Attorney-General? 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: I sa.y that the 
Attorney-General had no right to do it, 
either. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Suppose I had 
been a professional man-could I not have 
gone there? 

Hox. W. H. BARNES: It had g·:>t beyond 
the Attorney-General. If other men were 

Hon. W. H. Barnes.] 
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implicated. that other evidence should have 
been brought before the jury before tl::.":; 
ncti rod to consider their verdict. 

The PREMIER : Such evidence could not 
have been brought before the court 7 

HoN. W. H. BARJ\'ES: He tried to bring 
it in. 

The PHEMIER: After the conviction. 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: All the worse­
to rry to influence the judge. \Vh&t is the 
position this morning? Because t,he Go· 
vcrnment do not get all they want, they 
come along and say, "Hang justice. We 
arc going to get behind it and see what we 
can do to get at these men still further." 

J\Ir. STOPFORD: Arc you speaking for the 
prisoners or the men behind them? 

Ho;.;. W. H. BARNES: Nobody can say 
that I have ever fought for that which has 
been crooked. ;v1d I am not fighting for that 
which is crooked now, but I am fighting for 
the men who have been before their judges. 

Mr. GLEDSON: You are fighting for the 
money bc,h~01d them. 

HoN. W. I-I. BARNES: I am sure that, 
if the hon. member had the slightest chance 
o£ grabbing money, he would grab it at 
once. I am fighting for a principle. 

:\1r. GLEDSON: You are totally wrong. 
Mr. STOPFORD: Your judgment regarding 

one men1ber of Dur party was \vrong. 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: My closing 
remarks arc these. Those men went to the 
j nry, &nd the jury brought in a verdict of 
" guilty." On that verdiqt the judge passed 
the sentence, and that should be the end of 
the husi ness. 

The PREMIER : You are dodging the issue. 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: I am fighting the 
i me. The hon. gentleman does not want 
the issue fought at all. He wants to dodgo 
iL He wants to carry on "' vendetta against 
r(tCn who have paid the pen&lty. I always 
und, rstood that, when a man had stood his 
trial and had been convicted and con­
demned, once he had paid the openalty he 
was a frco rnan again. But this GoYernment; 
would drag &n:,thing and everything into the 
dmt. 'l'hcir idea of principle! Perish the 
thought of principle! They have no prin· 
ci]doo in thorn. 

Mr. PAYNE (Jiitchell): It is really 
remarkable to hee~r members opposite argu­
iDg against the passage of this measure. 
Some time ago the leaders of both Opposi· 
tion parties rose in their places ann wiped 
their hands clc&n of having had anything 
to do with this bribery and corruption case, 
and I took them at their word. To-day they 
ar0 practically working themselves up into 
a white heat because the Government are 
doing something~-

Mr. VowLES: 'That is unfair. 

Mr. PAYNE: I do not want to indulge 
in an: thing but quiet argument on this 
matter. For the life of me I c&nnot under· 
rtand how member& of the Opposition can 
rise in thei1· places and justifv the reten· 
lion of that money by the prisoners, or 
rather, argue that it should go back into 
the hands of the people who supplied it. 

l\Ir. MoRGAN : I thought you were "Honest 
,John." 
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Mr. l' AYNE: So I am. I sit h0re and 
listen to these arguments, and I ask myself. 
" ls thoro anv sincerity in the Opposition at 
all'!" (Inter~·uption.) 

Mr. vVARHEN interjecting, 
The CHAIR:'viAN: Ordc'r! (hdor! I 

&ok the hon. member for Murrumba to obey 
my call for order. 

Mr. p A YNE : Any disinterested person 
must ask himself why the Opposition. are 
working themselves up to a such a bmlmg 
heat because the Government haYe seen fit 
to introduce legislation to confiscate money 
iu a case the like of which has never occurred 
before in the history of Australia. They want 
lb to pass it by lightly. I cannot possibly 
understand them. It appears to me to be 
beyond any doubt that they have some 
interest in this money, else they would not 
lYe squealing so loudly because tl;e Govern­
~'1Cnt arc going to take possev:;;1on of .1t. 
Any man who would stoop to that to whwh 
these men ha Ye stooped would deserve to be 
dealt with. 

Mr. MoRGA!i: They have been dealt with. 
Mr. p A YNE : Listening to this debate, 

the thought ha' been running through fi!Y 
head vVhat is the use of adult suffrage m 
this 'countrv · what is the use of the most 
iiberal and ' democr&tic franchise in the 

orld-if vou are going to tolerate men 
coming al,;ng, bec>use they have. plenty of 
moncv and polluting the public hfe of this 
count~·~? Any man worthy of the name of 
e man-I do not care on which side of the 
House he sits-who would tolerate anythmg 
of this kind is not fit to sit in this House. 

GovEm::~JE:'<lT MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Mr. PAYNE: The Government have done 

the right thing. I congratul&te them on 
the action they have taken. They have 
done the onlv thing that an honest Govern· 
mont could do. If thev did not confiscate 
this money, they would be more or les~ 
condoning the action of t11ese wretchea 
people who supplied the money to upseb 
Parliament. 

Mr. CORSER (llurndt) : It is necessary 
to discus,; this qw:stion in a cool. frame of 
mind. The Government haYe mtroduced 
this measure for the one re&son-that they 
were unable to connect &ny member of the 
Opposition with this matter. 

:'llr. PAY:<:E: vVhat are you doing now? 
clil:r. CORSER: The Government are, no 

doubt, hoping that certain opposition w~ll 
h' shown to this measure, so that they :V'll 
lw 1rivon a cry to go to the country Wl th, 
'" t-hat they will be able to say, "He~e 
rue the Opposition defending some of then­
fr·ionds." The Premier and other Govern· 
ment members claim that these funds belong 
to eomeone outside, and they have end:"'' 
,-oured to couple that unknmvn person w•.th 
us. It is 1ny conviction, and the r'JnVH'~ 
tion of quite a number of others who have 
followed this case. that these funds belonged 
h the Government party. (Ironical Govern­
ment laughter.) It is our conviction that 
it is a person known to them who has made 
these funds available. They have f&iled to 
draw any hon. member of the Opposition 
into it. The judge himself has said to 
the se men " You have the funds;" and now 
that the Government find that they are likely 
to lose the bonds, they are introducing a 
Dill to retain possession of them. That is 
the reason for the Bill. (Government 
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laughter.) It is proved by yesterday's 
" Standard," which said that the claim 
would have to be made bv those who owned 
the bonds. The Government saw by that 
statement that they would have to show 
their hands, so they come in with a Bill to 
claim the money. (Disorder.) By that argu­
ment we carrv the wa.r into the Govern­
ment's own camp. This proved conclusively 
that the Government are responsible for the 
finding of the money, and not the unknown 
person about whom they speak and about 
whom nobody knows anything. 

:\fr. COLLJNS: You are a liar. 
The CHAIRMAN : Order ! Did I under­

stand the hon. member for Bowen to term 
the hon. member for Burnett a liar? 

Mr. COLLIXS: Yes, I said he was a liar 
if he said we had anything to do with the 
finding of the money. 

Mr. BEBBINGTO='f : So you had. 
The CHAIR:\IAN : Order ! I ask the hon. 

member to withdraw. 
Mr. CoLLIXS: vYhat have I to withdraw, 

Mr. Chairman? I said something that is 
true. 

Mr. CORSER: If you say we have done 
it, you are lia.rs. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! The hon. 
member for Bowen must know that it is not 
parliamentary to refer to another hon. 
member by that term, and I ask him to 
withdraw it. 

0PPOSITIOX MEMBERS : Hear, hear ! 
Mr. COLLTNS: Am I to sit hero under an 

imputation that I am connected "·ith the 
finding of that money? (Disorder.) 

Mr. GORSER: You will get some of your 
own back now. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! 
Mr. CoLLrxs: If you rule that the ·state­

ment is unparliamentary, I will withdraw it. 
(Interruption.) 

T,he CHAIRMAN : Order ! I now ask the 
hon. member for Durnett to withdraw the 
unparliamontary language which he usod. 

Mr. CORSER: You will agree that I 
said "' if." l\1r. l(irwan. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! The hon. 
member m ed the same term and I ask him 
to withdraw it. ' 

Mr. CORSER: I withdraw. 
Mr. BREXNAX: \Vho paid Fooz's fees? 

Tell us that. 
.Mr. CORSER: I hope, Mr. Kirwan, you 

will stop the mnuendoes and the statements 
made by hon. members opposite, from the 
Premier down, in an attempt to couple us 
With It. when they could not do it in court. 

Mr. DREXXAX: \Vho feed Feez? 
;\Ir. CORSE_R: Perhaps you did. Porhnps 

your people did, for all we know. vVe know 
that the Government are after these funds. 
Perhaps the Government know that from 
those funds Feez is going to be paid. vVe 
do not know anything about it. The Govern­
ment see that they are likely to lose these 
funds, and they introduced this Bill to 
·.ecure them for themselves. The judge 
himself said to the prisoners "You have 
the funds." Now the Gov~rnment come 
along and say, "By Jove, they have; they 
ha.ve g:ot it over us." So they introduce 
this Bill to make 1t possible for them to 
keep those funds. 

Mr. PEASE: It will be a bad day for you 
if Sleeman and Connolly squeal. 

Mr. CORSER: Well, don't cry-I can't 
help you. Supposing these prisoners appeal 
to the High Court and the High Court 
decides in their favour, and says that the 
funds shall be returned. vV,hy shoul.d you 
make it retrospective? I am not making 
any appeal for people who arc conner·tcd 
with this. The Government themselves led 
these men on. They have been recommended 
to mercy, and we should not inflict another 
hardship on them by taking away from 
them these funds, no matter w.hoso they 
might be. The judge himself hoped that 
their fines would be paid from these funds. 
How will ·it be possible for them to pay 
their fine' if we take away tht·so funds 
from them ? 

Mr. PEASE: It will be found. 
Mr. GORSER: The hon. member knows 

all about it. Thm·e is an admission from 
a member of the Government party that 
money to pay the fines is going to be found. 
That is an admission we have been after for 
a long time. That is an admission that we 
cannot make, because we do not know 
anything a bout it. 

Mr. PEASE: Thev will squeal if the fines 
arc not paid. · 

J'.li·. CORSER: This is one of the blackest 
blots in the political history of this Sbtte. 
flpcauso the Government ha \·e failed so 
n1i:3erably in their endeavour to couple u..-, up 
>Yith it,, they arc trying, to victimise further 
these indiYiduals, although a common jury 
recommended thctn to rncrcy on d1e ground 
that thC'y had be<>n trapped. Who trapped 
them? WhD led thorn on? \Vho encouraged 
them to commit this crime? It has been 
admitted that it was possible for the Pre­
mier and others to quash the matter before 
the wrong deed was committed. Before the 
a.ct was committed the GoYernnwnt could 
haYe blocked it, and could ha,-o pointed out 
to the men the soriousm·,g of the crime. The 

Governnwnt arc a part." to the 
fl2 noon] crime. The crime would not 

have taken place if the Govern­
ment had done the right thing to thcmseln-'. 
to the House. to the State, and to the men 
concerned. It would ha YC been bettPr to 
giYe the men a lesson by pointing out the 
scriousnes3 of the ~rime. 

Mr. BREXl-:AX: They have been taught a 
lesson. 

Mr. CORSER: The GoYernrnmt did not 
do it that way because they were hoping to 
connect some of their political opponents 
with the matter, and they wc,re umuccessful. 

:Mr. STOPFORD: You arc connecting them 
for us. 

The PRE:VUEn: How did Mr. Garbutt know 
on the vYcdnc,dav that the 1<-ader of the 
Opposition intend<~d to move a >Yant of con­
ftdence motion ' 

Mr. CORSER: If a want of confiJence 
motion is about to be moved. it is g·encrally 
known throughout Brisbane for a week pre­
Yions. I heard the Premier a .. k the leader 
of the Opposition when he intendt>d to launch 
his want of confidence motion? 

Mr. VowLES: On the Thursday. 
The PRD!IER : Why was the leader of the 

Opposition able to say at the A'''ot Race­
course on the Saturdav that the hon. nwmber 
for Toowoomba was 'going to vote against 
the Government? 

Mr. CORSER: The Premier claims that 
the leade1· of the Opposition stated to a 

Mr. Corser.l 



2140 Criminal Code [ASSEMBLY.] Amendment Bill. 

member of the Government party that he 
(Mr. Vowles) believed that the hon. member 
for Toowomnba was going to vote against 
the Government. 

The PREMIER: I said that the leader of 
the Opposition was able to state that fact. 
I did not sav that he was able to state it 
to a member "of my party. 

Mr. CORSER: You have said so in this 
House. Does that not absolutely prove the 
Innocence of the leader of the Opposition? 
If he was a party to attempted bribery, 
would he be so stupid a, to makr, a state­
Inent like that? 

The PREMIEll: It was not stated to a mem­
ber of my party. 

M,-. CORSER: You claimed that it was 
stated to some member of your party. 

The PREMIER: Th<l hon. member himself 
said that the man mentioned was an anti­
Labourite. 

Mr. CORSER: The hon. gentleman knows 
that it was stated to have been mentioned 
to one of his own supporters. It absolutely 
proves the innocence of the Opposition. Here 
arc two men who arc apparently able to pa,­
their fines bv tho Govcrnrnf'!lt nwncv or 
somebody els,.'s rnonev. and tht! Govcrn'ment 
arc going to deprive thorn of the opportunity 
of doing that so that they wiii have to serve 
a longer sentence. 

Mr. PEASE: They will never sene a longer 
sentence. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: You won't be 
game to leave them there. 

Mr. CORSER: That i$ a very dirty re­
mark. If the Government had an"·thing with 
which the0- could connect the Opposition, 
why did they not bring it out in court? 
They were not able to bring any evidence 
to show that the monev was not thPi r own. 
They did not bring that evidence. '\Ye know 
that there is a lot in this ca•.e connecting the 
Government with that money that they 
would not like to bring out. 

Mr. PEASE : Brine; it out yourself. 

::\Ir. CORSER: The judge stotod that he 
hoped that the people behi'ld the prisoners 
would pay the fine·-· I hope they wiii do so. 

GovERNMENT MBIBERS: IIcar, hear! 

Mr. CCJI~SER: The Gowrnment now 
r!"alise that t·hcy arc irr a very funny posi­
tion. following on that shtemPnt by the 
jud~e. Tb0y uow say, "By JonJ. it doc-n't 
look too good ; it is necessary to bring in a 
BilL and it is ncccssar,,7 to n1akc it r£'tro-
~pedivP." "' 

A GoVERXMEKT ME:UBER : There is no noecl 
to 3110logiRc. 

Mr. CORSEU .= I am not apologising. I 
only want to give these people a fair go. 
The Governrncnt arc alwa•,7 s lookincr for some 
n]edion cry. They want to place themselves 
in the position of being able to say that the 
Opposition would cppo.se the money going to 
·~h;:! Cror vn, merelv because we ask for a fair 
deal for b 71lO men" who a comn1on jury said 
were trapped, and whom a con1mon jury 
recommended to mercy. 

Mr. GLEDSO=" (l]JSU'ich): I arn surprised 
at the att1tude adopted by the 0)1)Josition. 
They say that they are going to oppose this 
Biii at every stage. The hon. member for 
Bm·nett stated that the Opposition could not 
be connected with this matter. I am o-arne 
to t-ake his own words to show wheth~r he 

[Mr. Corser. 

can be connected with it or not. We find 
all along the line that the Opposition have 
been connected with this business. " Han­
sard " of this year states-

" It was like stacking a pack of carde 
for the people to deal at the next elec­
tion. 

" l\1r. Pease: "'"'hen is that co1ning 
along? 

"Mr. CORSER: Very probably in Octo­
ber. I do not think hon. member, oppo­
site know the exact moment when the 
elections wiii take place. 

" 1-dr. Pease : Do you luto\v? 
" 11r. CoRSER: I have a Ycry good 

idea." 

ICpposition laughter.) On the same day the 
leader of the Opposition also made some­
statements. Is he connected with the matter? 

Mr. VowLES: ::'-To. I asked for a Royal 
Commission. 

Mr. GLEDSON': " Hansard" on the same 
day contains this staternent-

c " The TREASURER : . . . The leader 
of the Opposition and the leader of the 
Nationalist party have both spoken, evi­
dently with a view to tPsting the question. 
whether the Government possess the con­
fidence of this House. 

"::\1r. Sizer: Of the cuuntrv. 
" The TREASURER: If that i~ the desire. 

let me ask why it is that they do not 
tecl the confidence of th0 House in the 
GO\-el'llment Whv is it that thcv do not 
challenge thf' Go\·ernment ? l'hoy arc 
saying all tho time that the GovPrnment 
hav0 lost. the confidence of tho House. 

" :vJ:r. Vowles: I will give you notice· 
to-n1orrow." 

The hon. member for Bm·nett states that it 
\Yas derided a week previous to launch a 
want of conPtdence motion. No matter how 
hon. me mbors opposite may try to dissociate 
themselves from this matter. they cannot 
possibly get the peopl., i~ this count.ry ~o 
believe that thev had nothmg to do with 1t. 
I go about amongst most of the people, and 
I know that the public of Australia-not only 
the members of the Labour party, Country 
rmrtY. or Xationrrlisc party->tre absolutely 
a.stounrl<·d, not been use of the ea .e, but 
because hon. member' oppooitc arc trying to 
make little of the crime thet has been com­
mitted. The people say, " If the members of 
the Opposition are prepared to make light of 
such a crime. what is our public life going 
to come to?" This Biii has not bocn in tro­
d need in an endeayour to "get at" the m.en 
,.ho are found guilty. It is not intended to 
interfere in anv wav with tho sentence or 
tho men. Certain money has been used fo1· 
an iiiega.l purpose. The Biii provides that 
this monev is to be confiscated and become 
the propc;tv of the Crown. The hon. mem­
ber for Bm·nett says it belongs to the Govern­
ment part,-, yet they bring in a Biii to get 
what belongs to them. vVhat sort of a silly 
stat>'ment is that? If the money belongs to 
the Government, why bring in a Bill to con­
fiscate that monev in order to make it the 
propert-; of the ·crown. Not one member 
of this Government wiii be able to touch 
a, penny of that money. It wiii go into the 
consolidated revenue. and it will belong to 
the people of the State. to whom it should 
belong: and any member of this House who 
geh up here and opposes a measure to con­
fiscate moneys that were to be usod for an 
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·illegal purpose might just rts well get up 
and advocate that illicit whisky be handed 
bad< to the man who was proved to be 
running an illicit still, or that a burglar be 
given back the tool•· found in his possession, 
m that a horse thief, if he was found guilty 
of stealing a horse, should be given back the 
halter. That seems to bo the idea of hon. 
mombc,·s opposite. Why do they want this 
moncv handed back? It can onlv bo for the 
ono flllrpo·-e. That is. to cnab!c them to 
'.'>ork a sin1ilar scheme again. The hon. 
member for Burnett said it would not be 
lcng before the elections came round, and the 
leader of the Opposition said, "\Y o are 
going to move a \\ant of confidence motion.'' 
How can they hope to have any succe" in 
a want of conf:d<'nce motion unless the-.: can 
induce some member on this. side of the IIouse 
to cro>s the floor and vote ith them'' That 
i, the only way they can hope to be success­
fuL It does not m a ttor to them how they 
arc able to induce a member to cross the 
floor of the House, so long as he crosses. 
It that mone:- was returned to them, it 
would be used for a purpose similar to that 
for which it was used in the past. 

J.Tr. VOvVLES (Dalby) : \Yhen this matter 
of bribery and corruption came before this 
House on a previous occaC)ion I refrained 
from d<>aling with it because. as I said. 
the matt"r was sub judice, and it was not 
a proper thing for lEt to discuss it. 

The ATTORXEY-Gn;ER.\L: You should have 
drained to-clay also. 

:\Ir_ VOWLES: :'\o, although I did not 
delve into the matter, the Premier did, and 
ire made certain suggP"-tions nnci insinuations. 

The ATTORKEY-CE:«ERAL: :'\ot before vou 
ilid. - . 

:Ylr. VOVi'LES : He made certain insinua­
tion--; about certain n1embers of rny party. 

The ATTORXEY-GENER.\L: He neYcr said a 
word until after you had spoken. 

:\Tr. VOWLES: I am going to g-ive him 
challen;;e. \Yo know the d>ttcs as a result 

of the e\;idcncc which has come out in the 
-court. and I can assure thiR Cornn1ittee, and 
it can be borne out by every member of the 
C':mntry party, that it was agreed on the 
\Vedm .day previous to the date the House 
rose for the Exhibition to move that want 
of confidence motion. The Country party 
considered the position. and we decided 
to move a want of confidence motion, and 
wo decided the hour and the da .:, and it was 

"{fl0Y0d in accordance with the arrangements 
unanimously arrived at by the Country 
party. 

A GOVER:X~IEKT MEMBER: \Vhat has that 
to do with it? 

1\Ir. VOWLES: vVe decid0u on that action 
as a result of the Government having been 
dcfeat0d. There was no suggestion at th:ott 
time that any approach had been made to 
the hon. member for Toowoomba. (Interrup­
tion.) There is no '1uggestion in the evidenco 
that any approach had been made to him 
nor was it, because it was made the follow­
ing week. I ask the Premier to think over 
that, because he knows. Ho sent round fol' 
Mr. Boyce. and Mr. Boyce is supposed to 
'have told the Premier that we were going 
to move a want of cnnfidence motion. That 
was known to every member of my par~y. 
I do not know whether I told the Premwr 
at the time, but I usually tell him when we 
are taking important action like that. 
Possibly, I did not tell him of the very date 

we agreed to do it. I do not know whether 
the Nationalists were aware of it, but every 
member of my party knew, and according 
to the Premier, Mr. Boyce knew. It is funny 
ho\V inforn1ation gets out, but there is 
nothing very remarkable about it. The Pre­
rnier n1ade certain statements and made cerM 
tain insinuations implicating me. I have 
here a statement which I typed out myself 
last Sunday showing exactly what I intended 
to ask the Premier to do, and I intended to 
do it at the condusion of Parliament. I did 
not know these proceedings were coming for­
ward this morning, and I did not lmo·-r that 
we would hnve an opportuuity of discussing 
the matter. This is what I typed out last 
Sunday, and what I intended to say on the 
valedictm-~- motion-

" During a recent debate on a want of 
confidence motion moved by me during 
this session of Parliament, the Premier 
stated that he was able to prove that I 
and oth<>r members of the parliamentary 
Country party were implicated in a charge 
of bribery and corruption of ono Frank 
Tennison Brennan, such charge being 
at that time sub judice. ~ow that those 
proceedings have torminatNI. I desire 
to again dissociate m~tself and party from 
these happenings, and im·ito the Premier 
to appoint a Hoyal Commi,sion to in­
f]Uire into the truth or otherwise of his 
statement or insinuation." 

I make that challenge now to the Premier. 
I. challenge him to appoint a Ro; a! Commis­
~Jon to sho1v that flllV oJ• everv n1cmber of 
rny party was in anY way asSociated ·with 
these happenings. 

Mr. S'J'OPFORD : vVill you want legal 
as:jicxtanee? 

i\lr_ VO\VLES: I can look after myself. 
J.lr. STOPFORD: You asked for a legal 

adYiscr on another occasion. you know. 
The ATTORNEY-GEXEI(.IL: Who found the 

money? 

lVIr. VOvYLES : There is a suggestion that 
we knew who found the monev, and we have 
an equal right to suggest that this is a 
political job. We can see the Government 
have tried to make propaganda out of it, 
and it is just as right for u·< to suggest that 
they or friends of theirs found the money. 

The _\TTORKEY-GEKERAL: The facts do not 
suggest it. 

Mr. VO\VLES: An election is coming on, 
and we could easil;~· suggest that the Govern­
ment found the money and "framed up" this 
job. 

The ATTORKEY-GE:XERAL: If the money is 
ours, why should you obj cot to its 
confiscation? 

GOVERN:\IEKT JVfE>!BERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. VO\VLES: The hon. member for 
Burnott fJUOted from yesterday's "Standard" 
showing that the "Standard" stated this 
money would have to be paid into court, and 
the person who claimed it would have to 
come forward and ask for it, a.nd the Bill 
suggests that the Government do not want 
to expose their friend. 

The PRE:\!IER: Do you say that as a 
deliberate eh a rge? 

Mr. VOWLES: I say it is open to that 
construction_ · 

The PREMIER : Do you say that construction 
is the right one? 

Mr. Vowles.] 
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:\h. VOV>LES': You say we arc asscf'ia:ed 
with it. 

The PRC:\IIER: Do yuu say "·c are asso­
ciatPd with it? 

:\lr. YOvYLES: I do not know whether 
you are or not. but I ask for a Ra,·al Com· 
mi•.oion. I demand that. Tho hon. member 
has assof'iated Dh' in r<' rticular with this 
matter, and ho has attempted in ovary diroc· 
tion in connection with thes,Q p1·o~'C'cding~ to 
got cvid0nce which would incriminate some 
of u:-. But the hon. gentlf'lnan cannot get 
that eYidcrH'f', unless it is '· fakrd )) evidence. 
I do not say he will -do th&t; but if he has 
thu·c proofs' \Yhich he sa~-s ho has or insinu­
ate--', hP ha:;, or snggc:;;t he ha·. "\vhy not 
bring· them forward and clo:n the matter up 
OllCC'. an cl for all'! \Ye ha ,.e to go through 
an election cantpaign. I a.rn a professional 
rnan, and I havP never been as~ociatC'd \vith 
cri minnl . I ha vc never bN'Il arC'used of 
being an inforrnel' or anything of that sor~. 
The oth~r professional man can tako what Js 
coming to him. lie can take the findinr.:s of 
the jury, who only believed a portion of the 
eyidcnco; tlwy onJ,. belieYcd the eYidcnc" of 
the shorthand \\"!'iter. ThPy did not belie \'C 

his evidence. 
:'.Ir. H.utTLEY: The jury did not say so. 

::\lr. YOWLES: I claim a Rm·nl Commis­
sion. I a~k the Premier if he~ is going to 
appoint that Comn1ission. 

The PRE''lER: Is that a motion which you 
have typed? 

:\Ir. VOWLES: It is a rcque•t. 
Th~ PRE:\IIER: \Yil1 the hon. gentleman 

show me the statement '? , 

::\Ir. VO\YLES: Yes; that is the purport 
of tlw thing. (Statement handed to Premier.) 
The Prcrnier ha~ suggested, or iE:,;inuatod, or 
n1ado a din~ct charge again',,t 1nysclf or other 
members of my party, and I ask him to put 
hi. car·ds on the tal:ilo, and be a man and 
fHO\'O the rharge if he can do so, and '':e 
w11l tako the cun;:;equences. That is a fair 
thing. 

Con1ing back to the question as to why this 
moneY should not be confiscated, I would 
impress on the Premier that the judge has 
distinct]:: said that the prisoner, were in 
posse,sion of these bonds, and would be <>blo 
to pay their fine;:; out of the nwnPy. 

The PRK\IIER : No ; he s11okc of someone 
behind them. 

Mr. VOWLES: He said thev were in 
posoession of the bonds, and that" is why he 
inflicted a fine on them-because the fund 
was there to pay it. He was going to. confis­
ca tc portion of that fund. I would hko the 
hon. gpntleman to consider thi, aspect. This 
may he the subject-matter of an appeaL 
Ac-,,.uming that an appeal is proceeded with 
and we ha Ye an Act of Parliament expressly 
dealing with that fund. 

The PRE1IIER: If the appeal was upheld 
the funds would be returned. 

2\Ir. VOWLES: \Vo have not vet seen the 
BilL I want to know whether 'that matter 
has been considered. 

The PREMIER : If an a pp ea! is sustained 
the funds will be returned. 

:\!I I·. VO\VLES: As regards the sum of 
£500 which thc,e men have been fined, if 
outside friends will not find that money, w;oat 
will be the alternative? 

Mr. GLEDSOK: Th2y will find it. 

[Mr. Vowles. 

::\Ir. VO\YLF.S: If the Bill i,; canicd, what 
position will tho rneu be iu who .ha.\~e t? serve 
nino moHths a, a rc,,ult of the BJ!l 'I \vo were 
told that they would be politieal prisoners; 
that tlwv wci·c not criminals, but would lw 
pntit1cd 'to certain right..; becausf) they \\'Bre 

political prisoners. Arc . the Go\·~'rnment 
going to g-1;-c theru that privll"gc wlnch thr>y 
gin' to their fricnrlo? I nnturc to o<ey. that 
there will be no special cond1tlons gTP.:m. 
\Ye were told that it was purely a political 
job, and the-e men arro unfortunately, the 
victinL. That has. been the a1lcgatlun, and 
if that is so, the Government ohould deal 
with them like other political pri'·Oners. 

The PRE::\iiER !Hon. E. G. Thcodore, 
Chi!iaqoc): The hono. member has attempted 
to siddrack the m am !'·m' by m along a 
demand for a Ho "id Comrni· ,ion to inquire 
into a verv narro~ question, and sorrwthing 
which has 'not been the subject of a charge 
1nade bv n1v:-'ielf, nor, so far as I know, b:v 
anvone Lolse" on this side. IIe 'oaid that the 
Premier stated that he" able to prove that 
he (::\Ir. Vowlc') aud ?tlwr members of the 
Country part:· " were m1phcatcd m a charge 
of bribrrv and corruption aga1nst one Frank 
'l'ennisonvBrcnnan." I mado 110 ::;uch charge. 
I rt~lated certain extraordinary coincidences. 

::VIr. VowLES: The hon. gentleman not 
game to stand up to it. 

The PREMIEH: If the hon. member can 
show that he has been a victim of the extra­
ordinarv concatcnation of circun1stances 
which fwppened at the time the attempted 
briberv occurred-if he can show that he has 
been a~n unfortunate victim-we can exonerate 
hirn; but th{~ eircun1~tancc are very simple. 

Mr. Yowr.Es: You are not game to stand 
up to the charge. 

The PRE::\HER: If thn hon. member had 
rnade his explanation \\·jtlwut making charges 
against this party .. I for one would be 
inclinc>cl to accept hts explanatiOn. But he 
not onlv makes an explanation and offers a 
categOJ·;cal denial of eyorything, but he 
a'-'•erts that these funds came from us. The 
da v after these men were arrested, and the 
da'v on which the hon. member moved his 
wa'nt of confidence motion, I quoted the 
following from the inten-iew with Mr. 
Bo·.·ce:-

• "J\Ir. Boyco said 1\Ir. Brennan. had been 
diseatisfied; and arrangements had been 
made to secure his vote on the want of 
confidence rnotion." 

I gave that statement by Mr. Boyce to the 
House. 

]\Ir. VowLES: That is not correct 
The PREMIER : I am now reading from 

"Hansard "-
" The PRE1IIER : l'Iow wore they secur­

ing his Yote '! 
" Mr. BoYCE: By making it '' orth his 

while. 
" GovERN1fEKT :iVIEl\IBERS: Ah !" 
" The PRE1riER: It proceeds-

" The PRE:IIIER: The Opposition par­
tics? 

" Mr. BOYCE: l'\o: someone outside 
Parliauwnt." 
" An OPPOSITION MEliiBER : There yott 

are." 
" The PRE1TIER: I then said-

,, \Yho would it be-the graziers? 
" J\1r. BoYCE: He did not know any­

thing except what was told to him by 
Mr. Gm·butt. 
"GovERNl\fENT ]\lEMBERS: Ah !" 
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"The l'RE}IIEB: I replied-
" It is incredible that anvone would 

offL'l~ to bribe a rnembcr of P.-'-r1ianwnt, 
or that an:, mc•mbct· \Yould accept a 
bribe. 

"Mr. BoYCE: Ma.i\:c~ no rnistnke-­
thc~; wore pr·eparcd to pa \- }L large ·nn 
as much as £5,000. It lwd been 
v-hispercd that the Premier w2.s going 
o\·er to the Country part~·." 

1 rnention that to , ho\v that there was sonrc­
thin?~ in the \YttJ' of atten1pt( J brib.._r,' of 
member' of the L,tbour part,. I do not say 
th t the hon. member had anything to do 
\Yith it. I drew the deduction from Mr. 
Bo:ycc's rernarks that it y a arranged by 
oomeor;c outside Parliament; but the delib­
erate charg·e I made there '.\'as that it was 
evidently the mgrrnisations which uwally 
"'ppiv the funds of th0 party oppcsito in 
this House. So far as I know, the hon. 
member had nothing to do with the attemnted 
bribery. He may have been a. mere tool in 
the ma.tter. Someone else might have 
arranged for the want of confidence motion 
to be moved, and the hon. member might 
ha Ye played his part. Tha.t is not a yery 
creditable condition of things for an Oppo­
,ition leader to be concerned in. \Vhat arc 
the natural deductions? 

J\Ir. ELPHI:-iSTOXE: It is not correct. 

An OPPOSITION J\!EMBER : V\'hy not proceed 
a ga.inst the principals? 

The PREMIER: I know more than can 
be stated here as to who was actuallv con­
cc~rned in arranging to bribe a m6rnbor. 
The Solicitor-General told the judge that, 
until we ha.ve '.ufficient evidence, it would be 
foolish to go on with the case; but when we 
get sufficient eYidence it will bo gone on 
with. There were men outside Parliament­
prominent men in the political life of this 
country. although not parlia.n1ontarians-who 
evidently thought the time had m·rind when 
they could dish the Labour party. They 
arranged for a member to be approached to 
accept a bribe. They thought they had his 
consent, and then apparently th0y arranged 
for the want of confidence motion to be 
rnoyed. 

~.Ir. VOWLES: That is not correct. You 
brought it about. 

Th0 PRE:'viiER: Approaches were m ado 
to the hon. member for Touwoomba after "e 
wer0 defeated on an amendment in the 
Agricultural Education Bill. 

:\1r V<.nVL~S: I did ne-t know of that. 

The PJIJGMIER: Tha.t defeat took place 
bdore Exhibition week, and we adjourned 
over to the Thu"'day in Exhibition week. 
It was the Mondav of that week that the 
hon. member for To;,woomba was approached. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: It was the Tueo,da.v 
in Exhibition >\eok that we adjourned. ' 

The PREMIER : No; the hon. member is 
wrong. It was the week prior to that, and 
it was during tho adjournment that the hon. 
1nembPr for Toowoo1nba \\'US approached. 

Mr. Vt;WLES: We had onr party meeting 
on the VV odne,da,v. 

The PREMIER: If the hon. member is 
entirdy innocent, all the facts place him in 
R very unfortunate light. It was after the 
defeat of the Government that the advance 
was made to the hon. member for Too­
woomba. It was after that that notice of 

the want of confidcnr~._• motion was given. 
Clc\·er and Ullscrupnlous indiYiduals \vho lre 
ag·ajnst the_> Goyernn1ent nladc up their minds 
to defc~}t the Govprnment, and tht:y arrangL~d 
bv some occult means or other that a Wftnt 
of conficknce motion should be launched. 

)lr. ·\'0\'\.LES: That ],:;; not correct 

Tlw PRE:\IIER: I do uot know that. It 
i only just nov.' that the bun. mombor has 
enlightened the House a.s to the origin o( 
the want of confidence motion. 

:\Ir. Vowr.cs: All the members of my party 
knc\1·. 

The PREMIER: The public knew nothing 
about it. I charged the hon. member with 
being able, on the Satqrday before the want 
of confidence motion came on, to say at 
Ascot, in the presence of a nnmber of people, 
and especially ono individual, that the want 
of confidence motion was going to be moved 
ar d that the hem. member for Toowoomba 
was going to cross over 

'Jr. VOWLES: I said, "I belieYe that 
Bn.,.nnan is coming over, but I will bclicYe 
it ·whc'n I see it.""' 

The PRE~![IER: If 'Nhat the hon. member· 
srryo arc the facts, he is the victim of very 
nnfortunate circumstanres. 

:\lr. Vowr.Es: I am not a victim at alL 
You appoint that Royal Commission. 

The PRE::\liER: I do not sav that the 
hon_. member is guilty of any attempt at 
·deliberate bnbery-I do not believe that­
but he is, unfortunately, a tool, with sovcr,d 
othen;, who have been u:,cd in this attempt 
to bnbc memb: ,·s of Parliament. 

Mr. VOWLE.s: I ask you to say that out-.ide. 
and I vnll give you a. writ. 

Tho PREMIER : The hon. member ca.nnot 
hcwe a Royal Commission on charges that 
do IJOt exist. If the hon. member wants a. 
Royal Commission on a charge that does 
exist, that is a different matter. If he 
\vants a Royal Commission on the charge 

of attempted briber'": a.ud ccrrup· 
[12.30 p.m.] tion, and if he 'want9 us to 

decide who rcallv handled the 
mane;~- in the first place, the;; that is a dif­
ferent rnattcr altogether. 

:\1r. V0\1 LES: Please yourself what you 
have. I want to clear myself and my party. 

. Th_c PREMIER: It is a matter of inquir­
mg mto the bnbery of those who found the 
mont'J. 

Mr. Er.PIHXSTOXE: Bring it all out now. 
You are making charges against persons who 
have not boon tried. 

The PREMIER: It is not a nuestion of 
1naking charg€s against persons ... who have 
not been tried. The judge said specifically 
in sentencing· these men that there were men 
behind those convicted and that the fines 
would be paid by those men. They are the 
real culprits, and they are the men who ought 
to be dealt with. 

Mr. ELPHlNSTO:-iE: Deal with them. 

The PREMIER: You know you cannot 
dt~al with them unless you have cdnvincing 
evidence. 

Mr. ELPHINS'rONE: vYhv not have a Royal 
Commission and have everything brought 
out? 

The PREMIER: If hon. members oppo­
site can throw anJ light on it, and if they 
will assist in bringing out everything, then 
we will consider the question. 

Hon. E. G. Theodore.]' 
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J\Ir. WARREN (J£urrmnbrt): When I first 
road about. these men being con.milted for 
trial, I s<tid to m:·sclf that I would not like 
to be on the jury, because it seemed to ml' 
that these men were trapped and that the 
jury had no alternative but to bring in a 
verdict of guilty. 

l\ir. BuENS.\X: ~rho evid0nco v~ as ::.o '"tron;;;. 

iVh-. \VARHEN: The evidence was suffi­
ciently strong to convince Rny jury that 
those two mBn attempted to bmper with " 
certain indiYidual. \Ve wn.nt to prove thC> 
m<'n guilty who were behind them. I have· 
no brief for the men behind them. If the 
Pr-ernier is sincere, he "\vill Hot rnake insinua­
tions, but \Vill do 2omcthing to bring out 
thm:c_; chargP:J. I want to press the a.rgunlt:'nt 
of the hon. member for Hurnett a little 
further. I think the hon. member wa ou 
right lines. I honestly bclicw that the mom•y 
did not come from this oide. The whole 
thing "'as a con1p1C'tc " frame up.~' and \Vas 

nothing but a political job: I hone3tly 
believe that. 

1\Ir. BREKNAK: You would believe any­
thing. 

Mr. WARREN: I am sorry that the 
Prcrnier is leaving the CharrllY~l', bee :A us 1 
wanted to rder to the £2,500 which h,, offered 
a' a bribe. I ''aut to sav that I am con­
vinced that the Govornnlent put up this 
1noney. 

::Y1r. GII.DAY: You ought to get your head 
rJad. 

?dr. \VARREN: At anv ntte. I have, not 
got ,_-ater on the brain. ' If a pen";u com­
mits a crime on one oecn.sion. h0 i:-> likely 
to do it on anoth<'r. No ono has been able 
to trace any bribery or corruption to tlw 
Opposition, but therf' is a h·ac~ of " case of 
bribery on the part of the GoY2l'nrn~nt. Thl' 
Government, to my knowledge. offned the 
fruitgrower.< £2.500 to come into their 
sehe:mc. The:~ "Tcrc not t0 gi·yc one ponny 
of value for that money. 

Mr. BREKNA);: Don't be sill,-. 

Mr. WARREN: I wouLl wuncr b' silly 
than be a "pi1np." 

The CFLAIRMAN: Order~ I appca.l w 
hon. members to keep order if only for the 
sake of the " Hansard '' Rtaff. I hopn hon. 
n1.embors ·will restrain therrl'l ·h·c · RYery 
hon. member who sneaks wi:,hes to be 
correctly reported, and it make' it difficult 
for the reporters to hear wh2n there arc so 
tnany interjections. 

::Yh. IlRENNAN: A man who would take his 
cousin down ought to be shot. 

::\1r. ELPHINS'£ONE: You arc a bright speci­
men. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I a<k the hon. 
member for Murrumba. to take no notice of 
int<"rjoctions, but to addros', the Chair. 

Mr. WARREN: I wa.s addrbsing th<' 
Chair when I m<tdo that remark just now. I 
was stating that the Premier wanted to 
bring about a. politica.l schonw. That £2,500 
wa....;; offered in order to bri11g a srhcnH~ into 
existence for purely politi<.1l reasons. It wao 
offered to the fruitgrowers becau:;e they 
were so well organised, and becansc the Go­
vernment saw that a large section of the 
primary producers would not be in the scheme 
at all. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order ! I hope the 
hon. gentleman is not going to start a debate 

[Mr. Warren. 

on . .another matter. .It is all right to J•efor 
to 1t, bt:t I am ccrtamly not gomg to allow 
a £ul! discussion of that subject. 

Mr. W.\RREN: I r1m showing that the 
p~vcrnnwnt thought it wa" necc.~s~l.rv to 
ormg the. fruitgrowers into the scheme. I 
am ,howmg that the Go, 2rnment have 
already done r~o1ncthing of this nature. If 
th€y ( illl. do it on one oocn,sion, why can they 
n?t do It on another occasion'? It is not a 
brg ch·etch from £2,500 to £3,.~00. Is it very 
:lmch to spring ·:nother £1.000? The who!-;, 
thin,g is. a political job. \Ve want to h<tve 
an Jnquuy, and ..,NC \Yant the rnen v;ho put 
up that money to be brought to justice. \Ve 
want thes" Len to bB tri,·d. \Vc do not 
care who they ar ·. If it shc:uld happen that 
they arc ITH:_:-:. connected with thls pa-i~ty, \VO 

do not C''l'C 1f they are put into the dock. 
The SF''RE1'AHY ron AGRHTT.'fUI:E: Don't 

You think the Go,·crnment should confiscate 
that money·: 

::Yh. \V \RRE::'\: It is their m\·:1 money. 
rmd they have a right to u.<e it. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGnrcTLTURE: \Yl:: 
rnoney? 

The ,.\TTO!l:>i~Y-GcNERAL: The judge stated 
whose n1onoy It was. 

~.lr. \VARREN: I :,ay that it is their own 
money and they hav~ ,{right to it. .1ccord­
il"" to the judge. £1.000 of it i~ not theirs. 
This Dill is a breach of the v0rdict of the 
judge!, bccan-·0 it is taking the money a.way 
from them aftPr thev have b •en ftr"ecl. If 
the Government want to confis"at.c all the 
monc,y o--er and above the fines of £500 each. 
then I "ill cupport them. I do not wish to 
soc that '11one:' handed hac\ to the people 
who .upplied it. 

The ATTOR:.iEY-GENFH.\L: What is th~ dif­
ference between the £500 and the other part 
of it? 

Mr. \VARREN: Those two poor, unfor~ 
tun1..te "tools "-I 'vas nearly saying "fools,'' 
bcca,usP they \Yer-c nothing bnt. " fooh "-­
they were th0 " dupeP." of ~omume. Rr>gard­
ing- tbosP two mcn-particularlv the old man 
-it wr crld be a shame to kP'Jl them in gaol 
lonP'Z''~ thrtn three n1onth"~,. Three n1onths is 
g h~,avv R{?ntcncc for nn old man. It is a 
heo.vv sPntenre for their .cb,olnte fooli>hn<ess. 
n would not be right to keep them in g,w] 
for twelve mont.hs. If the Attorn<'v-Gerwral 
kr-,cp~ tbose hvo men in prison f~r twelve 
months. he is not a men at all. He is not 
a, little bit of a mun. It is wrong absolutely 
to keep theTJ1 in prison. If the Attorney­
General is hom•ct. if he means to do the 
ri~ht thing, he will not keep them in gaol. 
I am sorry to say that I think that from 
beginning to end it is nothino: but a political 
job. It is going further than ever if tho 
Attorne-;-General ·is going to drag down to 
th0 <lust two poor unfortunate men whn ar<' 
rip;ht down and out. I do not think an~' 
"RritlRher or any man who has ::1 drop of 
Briti'h blood in' his veins would do such a 
thing. 

'!\h. ELPHI::'\STONE (O.rley): When th<> 
Prcmjer v:ns speaking ho made re£crenf'f1 to 
tho fact that he knew a great deal more 
about the ma.ttBr than he was ph.cinf',' bcforf' 
hon. members. The hon. gent!en1an does not 
hesitate. to take advanhge of the privileges 
of this House when he is making an accusa­
tion against memb<'rs of the Opposition, so 
why hold back anythinl'!' at this stage? This 
is a most unsavory subject, and one that 
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wants to be ab,,olutel v and Pntirely cleared 
up. The Opposition a;o with tho Go;·ernmont 
in their desire to do their utmost to sec that 
it is c!ParPd up. l suggest that, instead of 
leaving this episode in an unfinished con­
-dition in that way, we should close it finally. 

The .\TTORXEY-GE)[ERAL: You don't suggest 
that \ve arr· finished with it yet, do you? 

::\fr. ELPHIJ'\STOJ'\E: W<' should not holJ 
the n~atter in abe:. ancc, but finish it. 

The ATTORXEY-GEKERAL: IY<l are not 
finishr l 1>ilh it yet. \Ye have a lot more (,o 
do. 

Mr. ELPHINSTO);'E: We should bring 
the whvle thing to a conclusion, and not allo\Y 
a stigrna to be flttached to those \Yho Ehoulcl 
not haYo it attachoJ to tlwm. 

Tlw ATTORXEY-GEXEHAL: \Yo probably shall 
-iu our O\Yn tirne. 

Mr. ELPHI);'STOJ'\E: We want to remove 
that word "probably" horn the }1:1inistoc·'s 
statenH~nt. bee a us~ tho unfortunate posjtion 
is that, although every member of thi' House 
admits that the members of this party are 
not connected with the offenc-e' which has 
been eornmitted vet it is being used for 
:1arty political Pu1:poscs. 

The ATTORXEY-GEXEEAL: In what way'! 

Mr. ELPHI::\'STO:'o.iE: In m.v humble judg­
nlf'nt it is sirnply being held in alx ya11<._;c 
and in an undeten'nined state, so that the 
GoYcrnmcnt in their campaign in the country 
n1ay Jnake reference to the Country party's 
supposcJ connection with it. 

The ATTOHKEY-GEXERA~: \Yhat is, being 
held in a be:, anco? 

cdr. ELI'IIINSTOXE: The Premier toiJ 
'US just JlO\V that he knowE a gr~·at Jt_al mofe 
than h~ is prepared to state at this stage, 
8nd what is the inference? \\'hat is to pre~ 
ve11t hin1 fron1 n1aking a stu.tcn1cnt at this 
stage? 

The ATTdHKEY~GEXETIAL: Did vou see the 
statpmcnt of the Solicitor-Genera!" about other 
attempb at bribery which were being in. es~ 
tjgatcd vvith a view to further pro~~::_·cutions '? 

l\Ir. ELPHIXSTO:'o.iE: I saw a good many 
·statement'· b-.~ the Solicitor-Genural, and I was 
ver.- poorly' impreosed v:ith them. If that 
is the best he can do, I am sorry for him. 
It is perfectly obvious, I say. that this matter 
is being ldt in an undetermined condition so 
that the Government can use it as a weapon 
in their campaign throughout the country, 
in which no doubt they will indulg-e shortly. 
If we are sincere in our indlgnation in thf-) 
matter, then in my opinion it is due to us, 
to the House, and to the country generally 
that the thing should be probed to the 
bitter end, not deferred with promises to 
<>onclude it in the Government's own time. 
But I make bold to say that it is not going 
to be so. The leader of the Opposition has 
asked for the appointment of a Commission 
to investigate the matter, and anyone who 
"·ants to be honest can see quite clearly that 
the members of the Opposition are ab"·olutely 
<>lean in this matter. But it does not suit 
the Government to admit that. It does not 
suit the hon. member for Toowoomba. That 
smile on his face clearly shows that he does 
not believe it or does not wish to believe it, 
and that he is going to make use of the 
episode. 

Mr. BRENNAN: I will make us-e of it on 
e\'ery platform I go on to. 

1922-6 Q 

Mr. ELPHIJ'\STO:'o.iE: He will make use of 
it to attach some blame to the Opposition. 
I ask the Attorney-General this question : 
Assuming that the fine-;.; are not paid-and in 
the a.bsencc of any payment of the fines 
the men will be kept in prison for twel\'e 
months, in accordance with the s,entonce of the 
Court-\vill the Attorney-General giYe us his 
assurance that .£1,000 of the monc:y which 
the Gm·ernment are purloining at the pres<"nt 
moment will be used fol' the purpo,e of paying 
those fines ? 

The ATTORNEY-GEXERAL: That i•· an 
improper use to expect me to put it to. 
I am shocked. 

Mr. ELPHIXSTOC'JE: Assuming that the 
rtnt1 S n,r(~ not going to bo paid fro1n an outside 
sourcc--

Tlw ATTORNEY~GEXEHAL: I am assuming 
that the:~ arc. 

Mr. ELPHIXSTONE: The hon. g<'ntle­
nlan is cnt.itl·rd to his assumntion, and I am 
0ntitkd to mine. I think it is quite lqriti­
!Jlate to assume that it is pos,iblc they will 
not be paid, and in that P\·ent. arc tho 
Gm·crnm nt still going to cling to the .£3,200 
nnd n1ake the n1on serve the rernaining nine 
month'·? \Yill the hem. gPntkman tell me 
that? 

The ATTORXEY-GENERiL: I will tell you that 
th.' men who are responsible for tho"' poor 
dupes being in pri8on dare not refuse to 
pay their £500 fmes. 

Mr. ELPHINSTOXE: The mere fact of 
their haYing u~cJ those amounts for their 
own purposro;;--

Tiw ATTORNEY~GExEHAL: Those men are 
now in the power of the prisonNs-although 
ther are in gaol-just as rr1uch as ever thc':._­
wei:e, and they know it. 

Mr. ELPIII:'o.iSTO);'E: And we -do not 
wish them to be anvthing ·rl.e. The question 
I ~,·ant an answer to is this: Assuming that 
those men arc not going to be relieYed of the 
ne:essitv of serying those -nine months by 
reason 'of the fact that their fines are not 
paid. will the Government use any of the 
£3.200 for the purpose. of paying the fines, 
particularly in view of the fact that the 
judrre in passing sentence said that the n1on 
haeC' that monev in their possession, and the 
inference was that thev could use it for the 
purpose of paying the· fines? 

GO\'ERK)!EXT ME:IIBERS: No. 

::\1r. ELPHIKSTO:'-.iE: Hon. members 
opposite do not put th:-t co";struction on i~, 
became it does not smt the1r book, but Jt 
is as clear as daylight to me that the judge's 
remarks bear the inference that they had 
the £3.200 in their posses"ion and could 
utilise it for the purpose of paying thejr 
fines. Is the Attorney-General going to see 
that those men finish their term, when he 
has monev which was in their possession and 
which dQes not belong to him--money v hich 
the iurlge ,aid could be utilised to rcli<•ve 
'then{ of nine months' imprisonment? 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE : They 
will not stay in priEon a day. 

Mr. ELPHI:'-.iSTONE: The hon. member 
makes that assertion, but I conceive that it 
is quite possible that he is not correct. 

The ATTORXEY-GEXERAL: Why Bhould ho 
relieve these undiscovered criminals? They 
are the men who will pay the fines. 

Mr. Elphinstone.] 
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::Vlr. ELPIII~STONE: If the hon. member 
is so certain of his ground, can he nc)t givl' 
us an a-~suranre that, in the { n~nt of the 
non-pav1nont of tho~c fines, ho is preparcl 
to relic.YO those 1nen oi nine lllonths' impl·ison­
ment? 

The A TTOH''EY -GEXERAL : I v ill tell you 
this: If you are asking questions in tho h<?PL) 
of getting mE" to con1n1it n1yself to F.a;ong 
that. if the fines are not paid, they will ,till 
get out, so that your friends ·will not hnvn 
to pay them, lot. me tell :-;en that we an' 
11ot goinp· to do it. 

:VIr. ELPIIIC'\STOi\'E: A little while ago 
I made tlw remark that this c>pisoJe is 
used ~olcl~, for political part~, purpo:-:,_;s, 
the hon. gcntlen1an's rcn1ark that " ll_lY 
friends" will bo made to pay clearly prO\·es It. 
The hon. gentleman is not prelJared to accept 
our assurances, although the dicdosures in the 
court c·ntireJy acquit rnembers of Parliarncnt. 
In their better judgment and Ltirncs of 
nrind. hon. 1nembers oppo~ile kno\v that the 
insinuation is not true, yet, fo!' their o~.\·n 
purposes, they are going to lc~YQ the n.J~ .. ~Jery 
unwlved so that, when the,· get on the soap 
box, thev m".V try to invo-lve their political 
opponents and make political capitRJ out of 
it. I nut the question to the Pr-emier, no 
1:hat he has rdurned to the Chamber, and 
I believe lw will appreciate tlw point. Tl·' 
question I 1,\:ant to ask is this: A~~umJng 
th;,t the fines arc not paid-I mcrch make 
the a:-·;;lJtnption~iR he prepared to giYe an 
assnnmcc that £1,000 of the purlo·ine.d money 
will be utilisc>d for the purpo,e of relieving 
the•w men of nine months' irnpri:son1ncnt 
:-:.eeing th'lt the money was lXpres:~l:; m?n­
tiorwd by the jud~e as the source fron1 which 
they would be able to pay them? 

The PRniiER: No, be'CaLJ-o<· that would be 
,1n invitation to the culprits not to pay the 
fines. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: That is a nice way 
to slide out of it. The Attorn0v-Generr1l said 
just now that these two convicted men had 
these men in the background in the palms 
of their hcmds, so that the Premier is pro­
tected against the contingency he ipdicates, 
but it is conceivable that the fines are not 
goin12: to be paid Another poii_It--raise_d 
bv the hon. member for Burnett-Is that It 
is. probable that an appeal is ll'oing to be 
lodged. 

The PREMIER : It is. 
Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Then what right 

have the Government to purloin this money 
while the matter is sub judice? 

The PRE~IER: Do you say " purloin"? 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Yes. 
The PREMIER: The hon. member knows he 

is not warranted in making that .assertion. 
It is forfeiture. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Is this matter not 
sub judice? 

The PREMIER: It is not, until notice of 
appeal is given. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: The Premier said 
_just now that an appeal was going to be 
made. 

The PREMIER: I said that I believed it 
would. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: You expect an 
appeal to be made? 

The PnEMIER: If the appeal is heard and. 
upheld, the funds will not be forfeited. 

[Mr. Elphinstone. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: I am glad to have 
that assurance. To test the sincerity of 
your comrniseration for these men vvho, you 
sav, have been tools of others, if their fines 
rn:;, not going to be paid, having at your 
disposal the means of relieving them from 
that further punishment of nine months' 
in1prisonrnent. arc you goin<r to allovv them 
to serve those nine months ? There is no 
sinccri tv in the minds of these hon. gentle­
men. Thev do not sho\\ righteous indigna· 
tion a.t th~· fact that Parliament has been 
artronted in this particular matter. This 
has come at a crucial tii ... lG for them, to 
rciievo them from a very unpleasant posi· 
tion, and thev ha,-e grasped it with both 
hand·. in order to direct attention against 
this important section of the Opposition, 
to trv a.nd attach to us some blame and 
stigma, when they know perfectly well in 
their ov. n consciences that that stigma does 
not attach. I formed one of the committee 
which, ,,.ith the leader of the Opposition, 
determined the qnestion of ''hen the vote 
o[ want of confidence should be moved. 
The m·ents outside had not the slightest 
effect on that decision. There wa<> abso­
lntclv no interference in any shape or form 
with' this party in regard to that matter. 
To trv and assert that •ve were the tools 
of an:;,- ouside ·organisation is a piece of 
political dirt of which hon. members op_ro­
site ought to be ashamed. They are usmg 
this matter to bolster up a losing Cftuse. 
E the·' arC' men at all, if they refuse to 
give t(s a RoyeJ Commiesion to clecr this 
matter up, thev must accept the assurance 
that none of u~ knew of anv outside move· 
ment in connection with" the want of 
confidence motion. 

The PRE~fiER : I do not mind tPlling the 
hon. member that I think it will be wholly 
dt"ared up without a Royal Commission at 
all. 

Mr. ELPHT:'\STOi\'E: There is an 
i nfer('nco in that. I am perfectly certain 
that I am speaking· for every member of 
this party in asking and boser>ching that a 
Roy'll Commission should be Rppointed. vVe 
also Rsk that the hon. member for Toowoomba 
should appear before that Royrd Commis­
sion. Thoro is a great deal more to come 
out in connection with this matter which i& 
ju"'t as unsayourv to GoYernmcnt member·-. 
\Ve ask that this matter be cleared up 
once and for all, for the honour and dignity 
or Prtrliament. (Interruption.) The dignity 
of this Assembly is being assailed, and it 
v·ill ~ontinue to be assailed while e ,·ents of 
this description are permitted to take place. 

The PRE:l!IER: If the bribcrv had been 
successful, would the hon. m~mber have· 
taken advanta.ge of it? 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: Absolntdy not. I 
would not vote with t.he hon. member for 
'l'oowoomba if it were to save mv own life. 
(Opposition members: Hear, he~r !) Hon. 
members opposite would have had. a very 
rude shock if that hon. member walked 
over to this side of the Honse to ,-0te. Half 
at m .. if not the whole of us. would have 
walked out rather than ha,ve voted with 
him. (La.ughter.) Hon. member<> opposite 
cannot understand that. 

GovERNMENT MEiiiBEHS : V\r e cannot. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE: It requires a 
certain amount of honour to make a state­
ment of that sort. There is no one who 
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wants to be associated with that member 
over here. 

:\Ir. BREKNAN: Not now. 
Mr. ELPHINS'l'ONE: Nor at any time. 
Mr. BRENNAN : Liar ! Liar! 

The CHAIRMX"< : Order ! 
J\Ir. VOWLES (Dalby) : I ri•.c to a point 

of order. The hon. member for Toowoomba 
rcfen·cd twice to the hon. member for 
OxleJ' as a liar. 

~Ir. BRENNAN: I withdraw, :\Ir. Kirwan. 

Mr. VOWLES: I ask that he apologise 
also. 

The CHAIRMAN:. Order ! I hope that 
neither the leader of the Opposition nor any 
other hon. member will attempt to dictate 
t•> the Chair as to what it shall do. 

~.Ir. VO\VLES: I a.m as mnch entitled as 
the PrcmiN to ask that he should apologise. 
Hon. mombers on the othfr side arc always 
attacking members on this side in that way. 

The CHAIRMAN : Order ! I can assme 
the hon. gentleman that neither he nor any 
other hou. gentleman will ~lictatc . to the 
Chair as long as I occupy this positiOn. 

:VIr. VOWLES: Quite true, Mr. Kirwan; 
but they attempt it. 

The CHAIRMAN: Order! Did I nnder­
sland the hon. member for Toowoomba to 
make the statement complained of? If he 
dicl so, I ask him to withdraw. 

Mr. BRENNAN: The hon. member said 
that he would not associate with me. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS: Withdraw! 
Mr. BREKNAN: l withdraw. 

1\Ir. ELPHINSTONE : This cliscussion 
ha' raised a good deal of passion. I want 
hon. members opposite to understand that 
onr parliamentary honour and integ~·1ty a.re 
our stock-in-trade, and vve are JUSt as 
jealous of it as any one else. Althoui'h we 
support the Government in any desire to 
clean up this unholy mess, we nevertheless 
du object with every po" er we possess to 
this being used for party political purposes, 
a~ it is obyious it is being U''rd at the present 
time. If hon. members opposite have not 
that intention in view, let them give us 
this Roval Commission. \Ve do not care 
who is involved; let the matter be de u1ed 
up for the sake of the honour of Parliament, 
and so as to re-establish in the people outside 
C<Jnfidcnee in what should be a deliberative 
AsPembly. 

Mr. F. A. COOPER (B>·, mer): I would 
like to clear up one little point in reference 
to the amount of money that was found 'in 
the possession of these men. If I have read 
the case correctly, on ono man was found 
£3,000 in bonds, and on the other £200 in 
notes. Statements made bv hon. members 
oil the other side infer tlwt that money 
belongs to the men upon whom it was found, 
and that the judge, in pronouncing sentence, 
sa.id that those men should pay a fine of 
£500 within three months. and, if they did 
not, such and such wonld happen. They 
say that the judge meant that that £500 
fine in each case should be paid from the 
money found upon these men. 

OPPOSITION MEiiiBERS : He said so. 
Mr. F. A. COOPER: I cannot think that 

the judge would make such a statement. 
Mr. VOWLES: They said it was a common 

fund, you know. 

Mr. F. A. COOPER: The reason I say that 
io, that ono man had £3,000 and the other 
£200. The man ·I ho had £200 conld not 
pay his fine, and he would have to serve 
thfl balance of his sentence. If the fine is 
paid from the total amount found on the 
two men, one man woulcl be paying £800 
and the other £200. 

Mr. VOWLES: No. 

Mr. F. A. COOPER: It is ridiculous to 
say that the £500 should be paid from that 
money. It is accusing the judge of not 
knowing the facts of the case. It is accusing 
the jndge of Y. anting to fine one man £800 
and the other £200. I think that the 
Opposition would be well advised to look 
at the matter in that light, and see tha't 
the wishes of the judge a.rc carried out­
i·hat those .vho arc behind the3e men should 
boar the brunt of the expense. Probably it 
is not withiu my province to inquire, but I 
wa,nt to knm1 from what fund do members 
of the Opposition expect that the legal 
expenses will be paid. 

l'.Ir. .!\I oRGAN : \V c don't lmow ltnd _,-o 
don't care. 

l\lr. BEBBINGTO~: W-e had absolutely noth­
ing to do with it. 

Mr. F. A. COOPER: I am rlcased to 
know that they are not concerned about that. 
I >Yant to find out about whom thev are 
concerned. There is the in1pression o~n my 
mind that tlwv are cone rnod about the 
people who are' behind the men who are in 
gaol. The:,- arc not concerned ""bout thf' 
n1en 'vho are in gaoL If th(v" \Yero concerned 
about them, they would be concerned about 
one 1nan pa:ying .£800 and the other paying 
::8200. Frorn the C[!.lm, dispa~sionato spce"h 
of the hon. member for Bulimba-who wound 
up in a white heat-to the speech of the hon. 
tnemb,·r for Oxlcy, the whole of their speeches 
show that thev arc concerned whollv and 
oolclv about the money and the men who 
stand behind the men \vho are now in gaol. 

Mr. BEBBI"'GTON (Drayton): I think w0 
are in a position to prove that this matter 
was practicall:, " framed up " b:- the other 
side. Arrangements were made so that one 
1hing would fit in with another, and tlwy 
kncyc all about it. vVe knew absolutely noth­
ing. There are three things which stand out 
yerv clearly. VVhv ''"as the Prmni:>r so anxious 
to lmow exactlv "when the vote of want of 
confidoncf' 'vas V earning on, if he was not 
anxious to arrange that thc.se arrests ohould 
coincide with thr moYing of that motion? 
Ho wanted tho'o arrests to be made a day 
or two before the "·ant of conftdence motion 
was moyecJ and therefore he was anxious 
to learn tl{e exant date when that motion 
wa, coming forward. \Vithout rrHking ':ny 
direct charge against hon. members opposite, 

there is as much evidence to prove 
[2 p.m.] that it was they who supplied the 

monev as there was to connect the 
leader of the Opposition with what has hap­
pened. The facts show that something had 
been going on. for some time. rrhe want of 
confidence motwn was suggested by some of 
the younger members of our par:ty. The Pre­
mier had cut out the Address m Reply, and 
r.he younger members of our party suggc,ted 
that a want of confidence motion should l;JO 
launched to enable them to discuss ce;tam 
oTievances and certain matters requ1nng 
~ttention in their electorates. Beyon~ that 
we know nothing about what was gomg .to 
happ-en. The facts prove that the Premrer 

Mr. Bebbington.] 
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was doing so1ncthing that was unworthy of 
11in1. The facts aro all againbt the l)ren1icr. 
It was quite evident some months before the 
House met that the Premier was beginning 
to sec that his position V'Yas yery dcs!)Cruto. 
vVe can judge how desperate he was when he 
sent for the hon. member for Xormanbv and 
wanted a. conference with him, but the hon. 
member for Kormanby refused. I belieye that 
the hon. member for Rosewood had leanings 
the ""me wa.:.· as the hon. member for Kor­
manby. It is reported-whether rightly or 
wrongl,y-that the P1·emier promised the hon. 
member for Rosewood that, if he would stay 
where he "as, he (the Premier) would take a 
large number of labourer,-. from other elec­
tm·ates and put them into the Rosewood 
t·lectorate and make the position secure for 
the hon. member roprc~enting that electorate. 
If that was not a bribe, what is? 

Mr. \V. COOPER: I want to say here right 
now that that is a lie. 

C~Ir. BEBBI'\'GTO="f: I am not saying that. 
That was reported to be so. 

Mr. vV. CooPI:R: Did the hon. gentleman 
not tell the hon. member for Normanby to tell 
me not to do anything because he (11r. Beb­
bington) diJ not trust hi.< own party? 

Mr. BEBBING'TO="f: No. 
GoYEm;)rE;.;T ME}IBERS: Ah! Ah! 

Mr. BEBBIXGTON : I will tell th, hon. 
member th_,t when the hon. member for 
Normnnby spoke to me about con1ing oyer 
to this party, I told him not to do it. I do 
not ''ant either of them. I do not want 
the hon. member for Roscwoocl or anyone 
,, lse i o con1e over here. The hen. n1e1nber 
for Ro:'O\Yoocl knowo very >ell that he was 
thinking of earning over" here. 

:VIr. vV. CooPER: You aro a liar if vou say 
ili~. -

The CHAIRMAN: Order! I a~k the 
hon. member for Rosewoocl to ,,-ithdra.w that 
statement. 

l\Ir. W. COOPER: If a man deliberately 
asserts what the hon. member for DraYton 
has said, I ;ay he is a liar; but out of 
deference to you, l\1r. Kirwan, I withdraw 
and apologise. 

Mr. BERBJNGTOX: The hon. member 
shtecl that I sent him word not to come 
over hero. and if I sent him word not to 
con1e over, he n1ust have had some idea of 
COlTling over. Out of hi~~ 0',\11 mouth it has 
been proved. 

Mr. RYAN: You didn't get him. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I told the hon. 
member for Normanbv not to come over, 
and the Premier sent· to the hon. member 
for Xorma.nby for an audience which he 
would not give. It is quite evident that the 
position was getting desperate, and these 
Commissioners had to be used to take 
farmers out of one electorate and put them 
into another. 

The CHAIRMA2\!: Order! Order! I 
hope the hon. member will discuss the reso­
lution before the Committee. I certainly 
am not going to allow the hon. member to 
start a discussion on the redistribution of 
seats. 

Mr. GLEDSON: Kindly tell us where the 
money <'"-me from. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I have got another 
matter to deal with before I get to where 
the money came from. or where it is possible 

[Mr. Bebbington. 

for the money to have come from. I want 
to deal with the Premier's actions and cer­
tftin coincidences that happened. First of 
all. I wi'h to say that the want of confidence 
motion was brougbt for" arc! by the younger 
members of our party, as they wanted an 
opportunity to discuss their grievances 
because thoro was no Address in Reply. 

The PRDJIER: Thev must havo known 
something. · 

l\.Ir. DEDBI:'\GTON: Thw.- said 1vhatever 
tlwy knew. They ,, :tnted an opportunity to 
discuss their gricYances. The l,osition of the 
Premier and his party must haYe been 
de.-pcrato when they had to resort to what 
I ha Ye already stated in order to patch up 
electorates. 

The CHAIRMAX: Ordet·! Order! 
The PRE21IIER: Did those members arrange 

for the want of confidence motion? 

Mr. BEBBI:\GTOX: The Premier's posi­
tion ,,-as desperate. and something had to be 
done to take the attention of the people 
awav from the want of confiuence motion. 
I s~·arcely knew myself when that was 
con1ing on. I knovv 'Yo pa'·~('d a motion at 
a n1eeting. 

The l'REi\IIER: vYho do YOU say initiated 
ili~? - ' 

::\Ir. BEBBI~GTO~: Some of our younger 
members. 

The PRE,IIER : \Vho was it? 
~Ir. BEBBI::\"GTO~: I think the hon. 

n1en1 bcr for ~I usgra vo \V a'' one. 
The PRE:rr>;R: That is a nice innuendo to 

east on one of your o\vn Inombcrs. 

:VIr. BEBBI;\IGTOX: When th<> Premier 
cut cut the Address in Reply and g-ave no 
opportunity to n1embers to discuss grievances, 
it was the rigbt thing to do. I ''as ono who 
wanted it to come on. 

The PRE}l!ER: You said you know nothing 
about it. 

=1Ir. BEBBINGTON: I wao orw who 
\vished it to con10 on, and I am one of 
those who want the public inquiry that 
the lea•1er of the Opposition has asked for. 
The Premier kne1.v, the san1e as ever~ out­
sider knew, that there was a want of con­
fidence motion coming on. He taunted the 
Opposition leauee from his mvn side to say 
11 hen it was going to come on. Not satis­
fied with that, b<'ca use he did not got the 
ansvvcr he wanted, he can1C• oYer here and 
sat down by the leader of the Opposition, 
and wanted him then to tell him when he 
was going to bring on the want of confidence 
motion. I say that the coincidences are 
stronger ag-ainst the Premier than they are 
against the leader of the Opposition. 
Immediatclv the Premier knew when the 
want of confidence motion was going to come 
on, he arranged with the hon. member for 
Toowoomba to tempt these men to offer him 
the money to vote against the Government 
on the want of confidence motion. and 
arranged that the arrest should be made. 

The PREMIER: The jury found that the 
bribery commenced the clay before that. 

Mr. BEBBINGTON: I say that the evi­
dence a.gainst the Premier is very strong. 
The evidence to-day is that immediately the 
Premier knew the want of confidence motion 
was coming on he made arrangements with 
the hon. member for Toowomba to tempt 
those men to offer him a bribe-to put 
temptation in their way-and then he 
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Brranged for the arrest to be made on the 
Monday before the want of confidence motion 
was moved on the Tuesday. I say that all 
the evidence leads to the conclusion that the 
Premier himself had a hand in arranging 
that temptation should be put in the way of 
those men, and also in arranging for the 
arrest to be made on the l\1onday. 

The PRE:\f!ER: How did Mr. Boyce know 
on the Thursday? 

Mr. BEBBINGTOT\: Because you sent for 
him. 

Mr. VowLES: The Premier knew it. 
l\1r. BEBBINGTO:-.i: Becau,e the Premier 

in his desperation sent for Mr. Boyce. Mr. 
Boyce could tell him no more than the public 
outside could tell him. That is another chain 
in the evidence against the Premier-that he 
sent for Mr. Boyce to sec vvhat he could get 
out of hirn. VV e con1o again to the question 
as to whether it was possible for Govern· 
ment members to have got the mon-ey for 
these hvo n1cn. Let me ask ono question : 
Were or were not < ,;rtain members of the 
Government party paid £25 each at the last 
Federal elections to go do··m South on 
clectioueering business, and was not the 
money charged to adYertising? (Government 
laughter.) 

The PRDIIER : It is not true. 

1dr. BEBBINGTOI'\: It is true, and the 
hon. gentleman permitted it. 

The CHAIRMA='i : Order ! The hon. 
member must accept the denial of the 
Prernier. 

l\Ir. BEBBI:'i'GTON: Tho Premier said, 
"'We paid them that money, and sent them 
doT,vn for adYertising." 

The PRnHER: You are wrong. 

Mr. BEBBI:'\GT0:,\1 : \Y as not a certain 
gentleman named Randolph Bedford paid 
£600 to write up a book called ''Socialism 
at Ylork?" 

The CHAIRl\IAK : Order ! I hope the 
hon. member has read the n ;olution before 
the Con.:ni~tee. If he has not, I will read 
it for his special benefit-

" That it, is dc··irable that a Bill be 
introduced to amend the Criminal Cocio 
iu a certain particular.'' 

hopo the hon. mcmlwr will keep to the 
qur-·".bon. 

:\1r. DEBBIXGTO:-.i: 'This resolution deals 
with tho appropriation of a specific sun1 of 
Inone~~, aHd tho question has arisen as to 
whether this side of the House had anything 
tCJ do with finding that money. _\s the ch,uge 
has heLm m a de by the other side, I hope 
,·ou veil! aliow me some little latitude in 
(n·dor to prove that the other side are more 
likdy to be guilty than ''o are. I would 
like to point out that in the past the other 
side haYe appropriated ''Un1s of money and 
offered sums of mone,v. I am going to ask 
the PrPmicr stre.ight out whether £2,500 was 
not offered to the fruitgrower, to get them 
to con1c into the Fruitgro"\vcrs' As~ociation? 

The PRE'\ITER : 1'\ o. 

itlr, BEBBI:'\G'I'O~: The charge has been 
nnde in public, and the hon. gentleman has 
11ot refuted it. 

The PRE~IIER : I will a ,k you a question. 
Is it bribery to offer to give Government 
assistallce to the dairymen? 

Jl.lr. BEBBINGTON: You did not offn 
them any assistance at all; but it is certainly 

bribery if you offer them £2,500 to come into 
a political association. It is bribery and 
corruption of the worst kind, I ,, ant to c,ay 
that that sort of thing is possible, a.nd it has 
!wen done. because an hon. member of this 
IIouse saw tho letter and read it. I-Ic read 
it here, and neither the Premier nor the 
Secretary for Agriculture ever denied it. 

At 2.15 p.m., 
'\lr. POLLOCK (Grr{!ory), one of tho panel 

of Tl'n1porary Chairrnen, relie\-ecl the Chair­
man in the chair. 

Mr. BEBBING'I'ON: What was likdv to 
be done with this monev? vVe know that the 
GoYernment have ap"propriated sums of 
money for political purposes. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order! 

:'clr. BEBBINGTOX: We have been 
charged with appropriating money for that 
purpose, and surely we have the right of 
rPpl:·. 

The TEYJ:PORARY CHAIRMAN: Order! 
Mr. BEBDI:'\GTON: If ,-ou want any 

<'vidence of n1orwy n1isapproPriatecl, I have 
it here (holding up a pamphlet). 

0PPOSITIO;>; ]\fE}JBEHS : Hear, hear ! 

Mr. BEBBE\GTON: If the Government 
clo it in one case, they a.re likely to do it 
in another, 'Thev are more likdv to du it. 
than members on' this side are. " 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRJ\IA:'-1: Order! 
If the hon. munher does not obey my c~ll 
to order, I shall haye to deal with him. 

:\Ir, BEDBIKGTON: I do not ,,ant to 
cauee anv disturb.lnce on the lact dav of the 
:,~':'"ion. VI •~,~ant to discuss thP nuc'stion a.s 
f!Uietly as possible. The circunl~b1nce". how­
('Ycr, are against the Govcnunefit tnore than 
thev are against the Oppocition. All the 
cvi{!ence goes to show that the temptation 
'."a< offered, It was deliberately nlanned. 
The arrc•b WC'l'C deliberately i1laimcd to 
t'"' ke place on the :;}Jonc1a:'.T in Pnlcr to tak(~ 
the public mind away from the \Yant of 
cnnfidcnc>c ntotion. It is auite possib1c for 
that moll<'Y to have come from the Gm crn­
nlE~nt nn the same lines as I have ah·cad_\ 
ll!entionr~d. 

:\lr. COI,LIJ'\S (JJmccn) : ha vc been 
li~tnning to the discnssion. and I ~n1 sorry­
<''Tccdingly sony-that the discussion had to 
t;,ke plac<', 

::VIr. BEBBI;>;GTOX : \Yhy did you make the 
charge again;"t us? 

1\Jr. COLLI:\S: I rerognlsl' ~hat in the 
p:tst the people who controlled the destinies 
of the world used to corrupt mankind, but 
\\ ~ lwvP now rf'achPd a stage jn human 
r·volution vYhen decisions shoul(l be made at 
thR halloi·-box. 

1\fr. BEBBTXGTOX: \Ye have not bccen 
corrupted. Don't infer that. 

"vlr. COLLTNS: I know full \Yell in my own 
n1ind that soclctv is r~sponsib!(~. \Vr~ are 
P.OW diSClF,~ing a 1110tion to amend tho 
Criminal Code. I say again that ~ ocicty is 
n'sponsiblc'. H is the arrogance of wealth 
-and I sav that ach·iserllY-~the "rroganc8 
of vyealth placed in the hands of a few per­
sons, whom hon. members oppo ite represent, 
that js rE'';.;ponsible. There is no getting away 
from that. 

Mr. JV1oRGAN: There is more wealth on 
your side. 

Mr. Gollins.] 
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Mr. COLLINS: The organi.oations hich 
·tand behind this party aro tho political 

Drganisations and industrial unions rcpre­
centing the workers of this Sta.te. \Yhat we 
have got to examinB in discussing this quc.s­
tion is: \V hence came that £3,200? \Yho are 
the organisations who stand behind the hon. 
gentlemen opposite? That is the question 
we haYD got to ask ourselYes to-day. 

Mr. i\IoRGAN : The <~Yidcnco did not show 
whore the money c.ame from. 

:'Y1r. COLLH.:S: 1'ho organisations behind 
hon. members opposite include the Pa.s­
toralist·' As:;or.iation, the L-.-Eitod Graziers' 
Association, the Ratepayers and rraxpayors' 
.._.'\ssociation. The organisations which. I ~ay, 
reprc-~nt the arrogance of wealth failed to 
t!€stroy us at the ballot-box, and they now 
senk tn deotmy us. if they can, by bribery. 
Thev set out to bribe members on this side. 
Th<>:<' set out to accomplish in that way what 
the:,· wuld not accomplish by the yote,, of th<' 
people. The people aro hmwst, and the 
people will stand behind this party, knowing 
that tlwy ''""" an honest part.Y. Now we 
should try to find out whence ca'l'C thi,; 
rnoney. 

Mr. MoRGAN: Did anyone ever offer you 
a bribe? 

Mr. COLLINS : No. 
Mr. ~loRGAN: Exactly. Why did the!· 

not off<'r it to anybody else" 

Mr. COLLI~S: And, if I had a revolver 
i-n my hands, they might suffer for it. 
GoVERN~1ENT ME:o!BERS: n, >lr, hear! 

Mr. COLLINS: I say, at .any rate, all 
honour io the hon. member for Toowoomba 
that he bowled out the bribers and showed 
to this State, to the Commonwealth, and 
10 the world that there is within Queens­
land an organi;ation which is prepared to 
corrupt the public life of the State and 
destroy ite purity. vVe see in this Chamber 
many members \Yho are typical of this 
'"rrog.mce of wealth. I can see the hon. 
memLcr for Oxley-he is typical of it. The 
hoP.. member for Pittsworth is a typical 
example, and the hon. member for Burrum 
is another. All these men, with their patro­
nising style, are typical of it. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: What about the 
Premier-the most arrogant man m ~he 
House? 

Mr. COLLII\S: 'They think that because 
they have controlled Queensland in the past, 
they can control it in the futnre. I listened 
attentively to tho sophistry of the hon. mem­
l,er for Oxley-that form of sophistry which 
destroyed the ancient Greeks .and Romans, 
so that their intelligent fellows uced to pelt 
them with stones and would not listen to 
what they said. But it cannot dcctroy us. 
The hon. member for Oxloy talks about 
honesty and integrity .. We on this side do 
stand for !-tonesty and integrity, but it ill 
"'ecom0s any man to talk aLout honesty and 
. r•tegrity who was elected on a Nationalist 
rlatform and then joined the Country party. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN : Order ! 

Mr. COLLINS: I am replying to the hon. 
member's remarks about honesty and integ­
rity. We want honesty and integrity in our 
public life. Then we have another example 
in the hon. member for Port Curtis-we have 
heard him talk about honesty and integrity-

[ Mr. Collins. 

and another in the hon. member for Nor· 
ntanby~rrwn -who •..vent from one party to 
another and then talk about honesty and 
integrity. \¥hen I w.ts a boy in "M_errie 
l~nrrland" I used somot1n1cS to be 111 a 
m a~kct place and hear the people singing 
ballads, and I want to quote a verse of one 
of them~ 

Mr. J. II. C. RoBERTS: Sing it. 

Mr. COLLINS: 
"Justice is in England, 

This free and happy land; 
Justice is in England, 

I cannot understand ; 
Justice for the rich and poor 

'Tell their different taleco . 
For the rich man alvl ays seems 

To get the balance of the scales." 

All I have to do is to cut out the word 
" Ene·land " and put in the word " Queens­
land ;-; and the ballad is truo of our own land. 
Whe'n I read the sentence in this case I was 
alarmed to think that men, because they 
possessed wealth, would not be reqmrod, to 
serve a centence o± twelve rnonths, but a.Lter 
haYin« served thr0e months, would be able 
to geL free if they had £500 apiece.. There 
we havo the arrog,u1co of \ilealth again. 

Mr. MoRGAN: Do you say they should have 
got "life"? 

}fr. COLLINS: I do not "ay anything of 
tho kincl. ·when we hear hon. members oppo· 
c·ito appc tliug to the Committee about Bnt1sh 
justice, my mind goes back to 1891: ,,;hen 1 
saw my mateo sent to St. Helena tor three 
years without any option of a fine attached to 
their sentence. Yet, I hear hon. members 
opposite talking about the sentence on these 
men as if it were unJust! I say 1t _1s a very 
light >cntencc indeed. I was surprrsed when 
I took up the afternoon paper and saw tha~ 
it was such a lighL scntcnc ". For the:: tned 
to dcstrov, fust oi all, a grPat party-wh10h 
is our [)arty-and tried to corrupt, as 1t 
were the political life of this State. Every 
man' of iutellirrenco in this corrnnuruty knows 
who stand behind them. The organisations 
mentiom'd by me stand behind them. Do I 
want any proof? All I ~avc to do IS to look 
at the reports of the ,dr_fferent mcetmgs of 
the organisations from trme to tune. Look 
at the disclosures made by the hor;:.orary 
Minister for Public \Vorks on ono uccaswn. I 
do not want anything further than that. I am 
satisfied that the sentence was a very hg~t 
one indeed. H.as anyone ever \Yl tnc13scd Ill 

the histon of this St~tte a more deplorable 
affair tha"n the debate on that motwn of 
want of confidence 1 'rhe .leader _of the 
Op'Josition did not ·speak lns full hme on 
thit occasion. \Vhy? Had 'he no case 
against tho Government? \Ve all know the 
rea.;on why he collopsed. We eaw the Oppo­
sition collapse completely on that partJcular 
occasion. It is said that a. gmlty mmd 
requires no accusmg. That 1s the reason 
t.hcv collapsed. Attempts to corrupt the 
Lciislaturc arc' not new in the hlStory _of 
the world. vVealth has alwas,; done rt, 
and, in n1y opin~on, will always attcrnpt 
to do it. I have m my hand a book called 
" Frenzied Finance " written by Thomas. VV. 
La''Tson. lie shows that_ on one. oc.ca;sion, 
imtc· ,d of attempting to bribe an mchvrdual 
m~mher the American Copper Trust bnbod 
the wh~lo Legislature of Massachuset.ts to 
lo"islate in their interests. I have sa1d on 
m~nv occasions that this Labour Govern­
ment is going to be destroyed if the power 
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0f wealth <:an de,troy it, because it is a 
.danger to these peophl, be<:ause it is doinrr 
something in the interests of the mass of th~ 
people. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: iVhom doe' J obn 
·w rcn i•'lpport? 

The TEYIPOR~\RY CHAIR;\fA="!: Order ! 

:3Ir. COLLI::'-TS: How do I know? I do not 
know anything about John \Vrcn. I <ill 

not a frequenter of racccour;cs. 

1fr. J. H. C. ROEERTS: Ho is the greatest 
"' crook " in A_ustra lia. 

Tlw TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order ! 
I ask the hon. member for Pittsworth to 
obey my call to order. If he refuses to 
obe;' it, he will not be given any moro oppor­
tumty of disobeying it. 

Mr. FLETCHER: You mustn't mv anythino· 
about John \Vrcn hero. " o 

Mr .. COLLI:\'S : Then we had .c speech this 
mormng from the hon. member for Burnett 
I had occasion to C>tll him to account, and 
nghtly so. The party on this side of the 
House consists of honest workinO' men 
(Op~lO,ition laughter.) Listen to th~ laugl; 
~ornu1g from l:on. members opposite, ~.Yho· 
havo <:m-rupt mmds. 

Mr. FLEI'CHER: Some of you are. 

Mr. COLLINS: What does Rusk in say 
about that kind of mind? Ho sa vs--

,, Lo_vv thoughts can emanat~ onlv fron1 
low rn1nds.'' ~ 

I say that this party consists of honest work­
Ing 111011. Can hon. n1ernbers oppo~ite prove 
that ;ve arc not honest? Can they prove 
_anything against our hve.:;? If thcv can 
Jet them bring it forward. " ' 

i\fr. l\10RGAN: You aro giving cxpreFsion 
to low thoughts. 

, Mr. COLLINS: I am expressing my 
''!Hll!On of the pooplo who stand bchincl hon. 
gentlemen opposrt.e~n1oneycd pov~'Cr-tho 
lll('ll who pull the strmgs while the puppets 
move at then· bH:Idmg .. It would pay hon. 
~~ntlern~I? to. read Fhis work, " Frenzied 
F_mancc, wntten by an American mil!ion­
niro. IYho VY-as behind the scenes and '~vho 
know >omcthing of the methods which were 
adopted. \Vc have r~ached in Queen-hnd 
the stage whwh the Umted State' had reached 
when th1s book was written. The other nirrnt 
~peaking outside, the hon. member for Albert 
:ca1d that It was no longer a credit to be a 
meJ:Iber of this ~hsembly. \Vhy? Is it 
because we have done wrong things-bcun16e 
·we have done corrupt things? 

2\Ir. BEBBil\GTOl\': Yes. 
1\lr. COLLIXS: No. 
Nh·. BEBB!l\GTON: Y os. 

The TEi\IPORARY CH_URMAX: Order! 

::\!Ir. COLLINS: According to the hon. mem-
ber for Albert. it is no longer a credit to 
bo a member of this Assemblv because of r-ho 
fac~ that a Labour Government is in power. 
If non. members were sitting over here with 
a n1en1l?or:ship of fifty, and \Ye 'vcre over 
there with a membership of twenty-two, we 
would be the most decent follows on the face 
of the earth. It is owing to the fact that we 
have a majority that the dignity of Parlia­
ment IS lowered-becausf' we the workino· 
cl~ss,_ havu taken possession ~f this House~ 
We m tend to retain possC'ssion of it-don't 
forget that-by tho Yotes of the rcoplc, not by 

corrupt methods. If we attempted to retain 
power by corrupt methode, I woul-d say .ve 
ought to be hurled from office. But we 
arc not doing that. I challenge hon. members 
on the other side to connect us in auy way 
whatsoever with the bonds th'lt they talk 
so much about. VV c are in no \Vav con· 
nectcd with them. We stand for a pure 
political life in this State. 

;y1r. FLETCHER: vVhv does the Premier not 
appoint a Hoyal Go,,:;mission '? 

11Ir. COLLINS: The Premier is able to 
take you on one at a time and beat you every 
time. If there were an inquiry, there would 
lJe such revelations that hon. m<'rnbcrs oppo­
sidc would no longer sit in Ptuliament. 

JI.Ir. BEBBINGTOX : Bring it on, then. vVhy 
are you afraid? 

Mr. COLLINS: The people would hurl 
them from Parliament. 

Mr. BEBBIKGTOX: Well, briug it OIL 

The TE:'YIPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order ! 

Mr. BEBBIKGTOX: It should b(e the thing 
you -want. 

:\Ir. COLLINS: I do not intend to quote 
at any length from this particular work, 
'' Frenzied Finance." It is one of thB most 
interesting that has Bver been written. The 
\\Tit er ~, ays- . 

" Shall I be.,·in with the sensational 
bribery of the '&-Iassachusetts Lcgisla t~rf\ 
which occurr"-d within this period, or with 
the epi ode that was the exciting· clima_x 
of that in ten >tl of trial'! About this 
time. too, occurred tho laying of the 
foundation of ' CoppNs' and Amalga­
mated, but that <:ertainly requires a chap­
ter to itself. Ho'' cYer. as all are starry 
examples of what - made ' frenzied 
finance ' po·sible, and as any one _fits 
into my story as wol! ah<'ad as ~ehmd 
the other two, I will tak;, them m the 
SUC'CCS'Sl011 a.boYO SCt down. 

The writer further states-
" It was Yastlv bolder than Tammanv 

and made fe,ve"r cxcusPs for its grab­
bings." 

That was what existed in that country, and 
if we arc not verv curcful lt 'nll exist in 
this country. Not only will there bo an 
attempt to corrupt an incliYidual member, 
but an attempt will be ma,,]e to corrupt the 
whole Legislature. 

Mr. 'I' R. ROBERTS (Erut 1'oowoornba): 
I do not desire to say anything that will 
suggest that any hon. member had anything 
to do with the matter we r,re discu,coing. 

The 0\·idcnce was addnced, the 
[2.30 p.m.] eYidenre for the Crown was 

heard, and counsel for the 
defence was heard, and then the prisoners 
were sentenced. Th" hon. member for 
Brcmer, in spE:aking this n1orning, refcrr~d 
to tho fact that more monev was found on 
ono prisoner than on the other. It appeah 
to me that that question did not er!tcr into 
the judgml'nt at all. The jury fcund the 
pri~oners guilty, and ro-cornrncndc"C1 thein to 
n1crry. r:rh0 judge, in sentencing the 
prif3oner3, said-

" I always try to be as lenient as pos­
sible to men of good character, but I 
cannot give you the benefit n{ section 19, 
and a fine will not come out of your 
pockets." 

It is eYident that the judge hact m his mind 

JJir. T. R. Roberts.] 
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the fact that £1,000 in fines "as going to be 
paid out of the mono:,• found on the pnsoners. 
The judge further stated-

" You ha1·c the bonds and money in 
your po~,,ession." 

That is the only point I am concern0d about. 
The l'RE~IIER: Does the hon. gentleman 

say that the bonds belong to the prisoners? 

:\fr. T B. R0!3ERTS: No. The effect of 
t h0 Bill will be t., make the penalty on those 
men more severe. The ju·dge further said­

" I must inflict some punishment 
beyond a fine.'' 

The judge, in can ying out the rcconunenda­
tion of the jury. ocnienced the prisoners to 
only three rnonth~.' ir11prisonn1ent, and then, 
to my mind, he s< t OLtt to confiscate some 
CJf this rnonoy. I am given to understand 
t.ha t the judge, in inflicting the £500 fine, 
inflicted the maximum penalty. The Attor­
Iley-G€'neral can correct n1e jf I arn wrong. 
As he do<;s not reply, I assume that I am 
correct. I regret that this Bill was not held 
over until the expuation of the time allowed 
in which to appo"l. 

1\lr. PAYXE interjected. 

Mr. T. R. ROLERTS: Here is the hon. 
member for 1V1itchcll giYin::\' information that 
the Attorney-G"neral should give. 

The llil'TORXEY-GEN:RAL: The hon. member 
was not hero when the Premier gave all tho 
inforrnation this morning. He 11.0\V com­
plains because he did not get that informa­
tion. 

Mr. T. B. ROBERTS: As a matter of 
decency, the Dill shoul·d ha Ye been held oyer 
until tlw expiration of the time in which to 
lodge an appeal. I regret that the men who 
are responsible for tho money are not where 
the two prisoners arc. ?\either Connolly nor 
Sleen1an was responsible for finding that 
nlolley. I do not t-:ay that an:,,... ho11. n1crnber 
had an:·thing to do with the finding of that 
money. I ~hall "ery much rcgrL<.: it if all}' 
of the "r: rnen who foHnd the n1oncy get a 
shilling bacl.:::. 

HONOl'RABLE :\1E~IBERS: Hear, hear! 

Mr. HAIC::TLEY (Fit:roy): \Yhen this Bill 
v\·a3 introduced this n~1orning, I experienced 
considerable confusiou of thought a·; tho 
debate proceeded. I want to discuss this 
1natter \Yithout introducing any extraneous 
politil al matters, and withcut imputing 
improper motiycs. There is no doubt that 
the Bill n1ay irl\·oJye a Ycry bjg principle 
that might in the future affect our sy ,tern of 
administcl·ing ju'-ticc. It occurred to me 
this morning that, if I .-otcd in favour of 
the Bill, I would be voting to i~rrcasc· the 
sertcncc on those men. and I would also be 
assisting to revise the, judge'~ decision. 

}ir. BEBDIKGTO:-.;: Quite true. 

J'\lr. HARTLEY: And that I would also 
he inO icting an additional fine of £3,200. I 
listened Yerv attentivclv to hear \Yhat the 
legal mcrr1b:)rs opposit8 would sav, but I 
havf' had to find out for mvsclf \vhat was 
the initial mistake in this matter, and where 
it or!gi11ated. Tho initial mistake originated 
in the sentencing of the prisoners by the 
JUdge. I arn not comincnting in any 
improp r way on the action of the judge. 
If :;ou look into the findings, you will find 
that he brought about an unjustifiable and 
in1proper ronncction bctweea tho prisoner::; 
and the sum of money that is the subject­
matter of this Bill; and in bringing about 

[Mr. T. R. Roberts. 

that improper connection he established a 
certain line of thoug-ht in the minus of the 
men who road the case which it is diffic,llt 
to dissociate one's self from. He said-

" I cannot gi Ye you the benefit of sec­
tion 19, and my power to fine is limited.'' 

Paronthcticallv he said-
" That. "of coarse, will not come out of 

your pock£'t in the en?nl of my inflicting 
a fine, but the people who found that 
rnoncy, whoever they may hP." 

The judge further said-
" You have got thP bm,ds and money 

in your posst'<;;sion. I n1ust inflict some­
punishnient beyond a fine.'' 

In thos<: words he connc:·tod those two 
prisoners with that sum of money. I contend 
that that wa' incorrect. 

Mr. MonGAN: They must be the owner& 
until they are proved not to be. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: You have proved 
that. 

l\1r. HARTLEY: They ca.nnot be the 
ovrn{~rs of it. 

Mr. MORGAN: 'fhere is no evidence to 
pro.-c {)thcrwise. 

:Mr. HARTLEY: The jmy found them 
guilty of bribery because they had a certain 
sum of money in their possession. which they 
refused to go into the witness-box and 
account for. The judge who heard the 
case, and who \vas absolutelv di~.;;ociated 
hom any of the conflicting elements out­
side, also said-

" Tt will not come OLlt of your pockets_ 
You have the bonds and money in your 
IlOssc~sion. '' 

Implying that that fine would be paid out 
of that sum of money: impl:,iug it, with all 
due deference, improperly, because he could 
not think thes<' men, if they were convicted, 
could pay the fine out of that wm of money. 
Thi .. is the way I look at it: Some persons 
a: pr("<,cnt unknoY1'n, in a conversation with 
Connolly and Sleeman, sugg-ested that a, 
member of this party should be approached. 
a.nd thev found. after Yarions transactions, 
a sum of £3.000 in bonds and £200 in cash, 
which they handed to Slecman and Connolly. 

~Lr. ;\loRGAN : All surmi··c. 

Mr. HARTLEY: It is proved. It has 
been adjudicated on by a jury and found 
to be correct on evidence on which the men 
have been sentenced. 

Mr. MORGAN: All surmise. 

:\1r. HARTLEY: It has been pmvcd. You 
must face the facts. Ko one can impeach 
the honesty of that jury. 

Mr. MORGAN: The jury did not decide 
whether that money belongs to those men 
or to someone else. 

Mr. HARTLEY: The jur<' found these 
men guilty of an a.ttompt at bribery. 

Mr. MORGAN: vYe arc dealing with the 
ownership of the money. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order! 
Order! 

Mr. HARTLEY: 'fhe important point of 
this Bill is what the destination of that 
money should finally bo. The minute those 
men accepted that money from the unknown 
owners of it, they became agents carrying 
that money for an illegal purpose. If the­
money had got to its suggested destination, 
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and the recipient of it ha.d made a satis­
factory contract, who would have owned 
it' If it ha·d not been that the sense of 
honour of the hon. member for Toowoomba 
had been so strong, he would have become 
th<' owner, but he repudiated it. There 
are only two people who could possibly be 
thP owners of that money; that is the 
person who handed the money to Sleeman 
and Connolly, or the man to w.hom it was 
oent, a.nd who refused it. 

l\Ir. MORGAK : \Vhy could not the money 
belong to Sleeman and C'onnolly? 

Mr. HARTLEY: Because they were 
agents, The money is in exactly the same 
position as goods that have been confis­
cated by the Government. It was caught 
in transport for an illegal purpose-in 
tnmsport between the principa.ls and the 
111rtn for . whom it was intended, but he 
rduscd rt. and exposed the attempted 
briber:;·. 'l'hat brings me to say that, if the 
judge made a mistake in a'suming that the 
tv.o fines of £500 each would come out of 
this money, and therefore relieve Connolly 
and Sl<•eman of a. large portion of their 
ecntenees, that is his responsibility. I 
cannot worry about that. :My dutv is to 
"';Y what is the right thing, in the {nterests 
o. tlw pubhc, to .do with the money. It 
will be quite simple for th<> owners to 
eotablish their claim if thev like to come 
forward, but they will not" come forward 
and claim it, because, if they did they 
would immedia.tely become liable to a penalty 
flt bw _for an attempted crime; that is, of 
mstigatmg these men to offer a bribe. The 
j nrlge could not for a moment contemplate 
that money being used by either of these 
l\yo agents. Supposing that the money found 
i·I the po&.•ession of these t\YO men was 
operated on b:v them, if it was intended fm· 
'' proper purpose, thev would then immedi­
:~tely become liable "to a. prosecution for 
cmbezz!em0nt; and how could it be assumed 
that, if it was intended for an illegal 
purpose, they could convert it to their own 
n>e? According to the sentence of the 
j ndge, thc:c :nen were pur eh· agents, and 
therefore :t Js quite sound that, JWndinp; 
d1c rr-Yf'ahng of the true O\Yl1t'l"'-hip of the 
lliOIJcy, it. should be impounded bv the State, 
[£ the hon. member for Too·';oomba hacl 
ecccjlted the money and had not 0xposed 
t lw a.ttemvt0d bribery. what would have 
he0n the position? ·would Slecman and 
C':mnolly have gone about with the £3.200 
in their posst·ssion? Not on vour life. The 
11rincipals in this business 1vo~uld have come 
forward and claimed it. Thcrc is another 
Inn tte1: in regard to tho atruosphere and 
tlw hmts and the innuendoes of bribery 
that have bPcn thrown about. The lea.der 
r:f the Oppo.,ition ch>tllcngcd thP PrcmiPl'-· 
on a statement made in " Hansard." that 
he narro1vPd dovn1 to ~uit hi" n1.Yn- Yievv-­
b have a Royal Commission. The Premier 
r0plied offering him a Commission -to 
inquire into all the charges of briben and 
corruption made in this House, It "is no 
good the Ie":dor of th':' Opposition getting 
up and stnkmg an attitude and traducing 
the good name of this Gover~1ment, when he 
himself refused an inquiry after getting an 
1mdertrtbng- from the Prcmic>r. Members 
on this side of the House promised their 
snpport if h0 moved for a Roval Commis­
sion to inquire into his charge that ono 
bookmaker in this city had subscribed to a 
fund to. ind1~ce this Government to suppress 
a. certam Bill. I challenged him then to 

move for the appointment of a Royal Com­
mission. I challenged him on that one 
statement to move for a Royal Commission 
to inquire into the matter-and by the 
unanimous interjectwns from the Govern­
ment benches he was assured of our support 
in that direction. Dut the hon. member 
failed to move for the appointment of that 
Royal Commission, so that I c:w only think 
that his statement and his attitude this 
morning have been so much playing to the 
gallery. 

Mr. DEACON (Cwminyharn): If anything 
wrong has been done in connection with this 
bribery case, it is just as well that we have 
had an opportunity of discussing it. I think 
it is a disgraceful thing that anyone should 
h>tvc attempted to bribe a m~mber of this 
House, and it was very wrong on the part 
of any member of the House to have led 
anyone on, I think it was wrong on the part 
of both the hon. member for Toowoomba 
and the Premier that these men should have 
been led 011. 

The ATTOR~EY-GENERAL: Do you say it is 
wrong to catch a criminal? 

l\Ir. DKACO~: If a man puts temptation 
in the :vay of a flOO!" devil and he takes it, 
what do you think of the man who puts 
1hc temptation in his way? It is often 
,;aid that the man who exposes goods so tha.t 
they can be easily siolen is just as bad as 
those who take them. It is wrong to tempo 
JWoplo and try to make them criminals. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: \Vhat do you say 
about, the men who gave this £3,500 to make 
it possible to have bribery and corrLliJtion 'I 

l\lr. DEACOK: I say that no man should 
tempt anotlwr. 

Mr. F. A. COOPER: What should he have 
done 1 Should he have said, " Get thee 
behind rnc, Set tan?" 

]\!r. DEAC(I~: He should have cut him 
stmight at once. \Vhat would be said of 
me if I left money lying about the street 
waiting for a man to pick it up, and then 
pro·:ecutecl him? 

:\lr. F. A. COOPEH: He did mt le,tve the 
Inoncy there. 

Mr. DEACO:\: Is it right for any hon. 
member to act so as to lt'ad anybody to 
believe that he has no honour at all? Once 
the Premier found out that an attempt to 
b1·ibc had been made, he was quite right in 
prosecuting-, but he went further and sug­
gested that the men should be h cl on, Under 
our s~, sten1 of justice, whatever decision is 
come to, there are certain rig-hts of appeal 
to the higher courts. If a. man is sentenced 
by an::· court, that is suffieiel!t punishment. 
lt i;; clear that thll judge took into account 
when !lning these men that thcv would be 
>lble to pay the fine out of the bonds. 

.. A GovEn:·DlE!\T lVIf::\IBER: No. 
:'vir. Vov.LES: He distinctly said so. 

:'vlr. DEACOX: You cannot mistake the 
statC'mcnt-tho wording is clc'lr. The posi­
tion is that yoLl are prfLctically taking from 
the prisoners the opportunity to pay the fine 
out of the bonds, and you al'G going to 
hold them up to torture w as to make them 
reveal the man who found the moneY. You 
are going to say to these men, " You will 
be imprisoned for nine months," and that 
is a torture', It is a threat, and it is quite 
improper. "'o Minister should ever allow 
that to be done. V\'hen a person has been 
sentenced by a. judge and sent to prison to 

Mr. Deaccn.] 
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ecrve his sentcnc<', all that the Minister has 
to do is to see that he serves it. I quite 
agree that the balance of the mouey, after 
the prisoners' fines have been paid, should 
Le impounded. 

The SECRET.IRY FOR AGR!CUL1'GRE: You 
"nuld allow them to bu v themselves out of 
gaol with other people's money'! 

Mr. DEACO:\T: The judge indicated that 
the fines should be paid out of the bonds. 

Mr. llrORDA~: You are pulling your own 
log. 

!\lr. DEACOC'\: You are going to hold the 
prisoners up to torture and refuse them an 
opportunit:· of paying the fine on purpose to 
give the money to somebody else. You are 
not entitled to make the pric.oners suffer 
because another man bas committed a crime. 
It is an impossible po•·ition for the Crown 
to take up. 

Mr. COLLTXS: They used to get the Thugs 
in Indirt and the Pinkcrtons in the United 
t\tatcs to do such dirty work. 

Mr. DEACON : \Vh;- should YOU make 
thfl thing more disgraceful than it is? The 
hon. member for Fihroy said t.hat, after 
reading the papror, it was plain to his mind 
that tho judge took into account the fact 
that the fine would be paid out of the bonds. 
Yet he said the verdict was insufficient, and 
that we should go further. vVe have no 
right to go further. 

Mr. FoLEY: He never said that. 

The SECRETARY FOR PGBLIO LA"DS: Do you 
say that it \<as their money? 

Mr. DEACO:\T: It does not matter whether 
it was their money Ol' not. It is quite clear 
that the judge took that into account. I sav 
th~t the money •·hould bo impounded, bu't 
you should first take out the prisoners' fine,. 

The ATTORNEY-GEKICRAL: Whv should it be 
impounded if it is their money? 

Mr. DEACO~: The money as there and 
was used for improper purposn. The judge 
took into account tho fact that this monev 
was to be paid. He a:,.surned in his verdict 
that it was not their money, but that it could 
h<' used to p<ty tho fine. I hope that later 
on, when the Government come to deal with 
this case, they will sec where they stand. 
and realise that they have no right to add 
to the sentenoc passed on the prisoners. If 
they can find out the man who offered the 
money and !eel the prisoners on. they should 
u~e every n1eans in their power to punish 
hun. 

A GovEmnrENT MEMBER: \Yh,- did the 
pri1wners not cli:wlosc the name of the person 
who gave them the money? 

Mr. DE.\CO="f: That is for the prisoners 
to say. You cannot torture them to make 
them tdl. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS (Pittszcorth): I 
regret very much that the Minister should 
have brought forward a Bill of this kind at 
this juncture, and I regret that thC'l'e is such 
a nn>y keen desire on the part of hon. mem· 
hers opposite to lead people to believe that 
hon. momb<•rs on this side of the House are 
connected with this famous Sleornan·Connollv 
case. To that I give an emphatic deniaL 
~oi one man on this sido kne·,: anything 
about Sleeman or Connol!y. There is not 
one man on this side who knew anything 
about it or had any knowledge whatever 
that an attempt was to be made to get the 
hem. member for Toowoomba. I do not 
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beli0,·o that there is a man on this side of 
the Roue<> who would sit on the same side 
as the ho11. member for Too woo m ba. 

OPPOSITION MEnfBERS: Hear, hPar! 
::Vlr. BHEXNAC!: l\iot now. 
Mr .. ,J. H. C, ROBE_RTS: I am going to 

·.ay that tho msmuatwns that were made 
were unjpst and absolutely unfounded. There 

is not one man on thr other side 
[3 p.m.l of the House who feels in his 

. heart that he is lwnc"t and ri~ht 
"hen ho says that there rnav be a conr~cc­
tion between the Country ),arty and the 
supposed brib{'ry and corruption cases that 
were recAntly tried. Let me quote.- th<• charge 
proforrDd against Sleeman and Connolly. 
Tho:7 were arrc~ted on 14th A ug·ust, 1922, and 
tho charge against them road-

'· That bdween 7th Aut;u?t and 14th 
August, 1922. at Brisbane, the~-, in order 
to influence Franh: rronison Brcnnan, then 
being a n10rnber of the Legislative 
As·embl,v of Quocmland, in his vote upon 
a certain quC:'st.iorr which was then about 
to ari in the Legislative ~\,.,,ernbly of 
Qneenslanrl. namely. that the Government 
of Queensland doc~s not po~sess the con­
fidc•nco of tlw Legislative ·Assembly 
or of the c]octor.e of Queensland, 
ofl't..~rcd to give Frank Tcni~on Brennan 
a certain sum of monDy, namely, £3,500. 
~'l.nd that, between tho same elates, they 
con,pired together, with di\'Cl'S persons 
unknown to the Solicitor-General, to offer 
to give hin1 a certain sun1 of money, 
namclv. £3.500, in order to influence his 
vote o.n a certain question then a bout to 
arise jn the LBgislative A:-'3cmbl: of 
Queensland, namely, that the Government 
of Queensland Joes not po.:3sc•, i he con­
fidcncC' of the Legislative A;;sembly or of 
the electors of Queensland.'' 

nn Tuesday, the 1st August, the Secretary 
for Public Instruction had charge of tho 
,~gricultuml Ecluc<ttion Bill in Committee. 
and he \Ya·~ defeated on two divisions. lie 
felt then that he was g<>tting into rleep water. 
and he asked pcrmis,ion to withdraw the 
Bill for ih" time being. The Premier on 
thP s~:rnc Pvcnlng rnovcd the t1djonrnn1cnt of 
tlw IIou··' until the following Thnr .day week. 
and that was agreed to. 

2V1r. lJARTLEY: The :'\finistor llDYCl' with· 
drPw thr, Bill. and he ne,·er asked rwrmission 
to >Yithdraw it. 

:\Ir. J. H. C. ROBERTS: I wns just point. 
ing out what hnppened on the night of 
T11esday, 1st August. 

The A'rTORXEY·GEXERAL: You 'hould make 
nccnr,tc statements. You ·1id the lYiinister 
vcithdr0w the BilL 

::VIr. ,J. H. C. ROBERTS: On Wednesday. 
2ud .. Aug·u~t. a. rnceting o£ the Country part;y 
,\·vs hofd. a.t which thcr·e was a VP.r~,T large 
attDndance. In ,·ie\Y of the fact that there 
were no proxy votes at that particular peri'?d· 
and in view of the fact thqt tbc Prermer 
><lwwerl on the Tuesday evening that he was 
hard up against it, we believed that thero 
wae a prospect of defeating the Government. 
\Y c considered we ha cl a chance of clef eating 
tlw Gon:>rnrn{~nt on a vDtc of ".Yant of con~ 
f-idenro. and it was unanimou-:1_'." decided by 
those pr' r-nt at that mr"ting on \Vodn<"·.day. 
2'1d August. that '"e should move a vote of 
want of confid.cnce in the Govcrnnwnt. The 
right person to move that mdion was the 
l< aclcr of the Opposition, Mr. Vowl{'s. It 
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was agreed that that hon. gentlem"n should 
giYc notice of a ·vvant of coulidcnce n1ohon 
<Jn the first possible opportunity and that we 
should submit a want of confidence motion 
within a fortnight. The PrcrniPr seemed to 
think he was making a point \dwn he tricd 
to ascertain if certain rnembers of the 
Country party were present at that meeting. 
\Vhy should they not be present 1 The mem­
bers of the C<mntry party were not cmmccted 
with anything wrong or corrupt, and tliey 
had a right to attend that mec•ting. \Yhy 
the Premier should interject when the hon. 
member for Drayton was speaking and try 
to make some sort of capital out of it by 
asking who \YCre prt-~ont at that particular 
rnecting, I do not know. That \Yas a party 
Jneeting, and everything was fair and above 
bo>trd at that meeting. \Ye l!eYer met to 
discuss an~~thing corrupt or wrong. \Ye met 
bcf·ause of what Of'curred on tho prcwious 
night. \Ye thought we had a rca,onably 
good chance of defeating the Administration. 
and it was our duty to try to defeat them 
o0n every occasion. On the \Y ednhday and 
Thursday most of the Country pcuty mem­
bers left the city. Sleeman and Connolly 
were charged that, between 7th of Augu:;t 
and 14th August, certain suggestions were 
made bY them to the hon. member for 
1J'oov\'OD~1 ba. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRYI \N: Order ! 
I ha Ye allowed the hon. gentl-eman a good 
deal of lutitudc. I may say that a good 
deal of latitude ha been a!lo,; eel during 
the whole of this discu•·sion. The hon. mcm­
bel· might refer in pas·:ing to the position 
of P'trtios in this House while cl ea ling with 
the quo3tion before the Committc•e, hut I am 
afrairl I cannot allow a full-dre•,, debate on 
it. While we are discussing the introduction 
·of " a Bill to amend the Criminal Code in a 
certain partjcular," I ca,nnot allow a full 
c!tbate on every subject. Tho hon. member 
1nay refer in passing to the Ptat'.' of parties, 
but to go into a full discucsion of the ques­
tion. as he has been doing, i., quite out of 
.._nJcr. I have allowed th0 hon. gcntlPinan 
considerable latitude alreadv. 

i\Ir. J. H. C. ROBERTS ·, I do not think 
th~1,t you have allowed me any mor(~ latitude 
thu.ll other hon. members ha vc had. 

The TE11PORARY CIL\IRMAN: Order! 

2\lr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: \Ye can see 
,,·hat took place in this House on lOth Aug·uet 
by referring to page 601 of " liansard." It 
is W{'ll kno,vn that certain act!on \\'as takon 
bv the Premier bc·twoen 7th Angu·,t and the 
16th August. Certain inforrnation W<~s given 
to him by the hon. member for Tomvoomba. 
and we naturallv conclude that the Premier 
PYo]ycd :;:on1C o_,Chcme a.ud decided to take 
some course of action. I will r0ad \vhat the 
Premie1· said in this House on lOth August. 

The TEMPOEARY CHAIR.11A='J: Order ! 
Th<> hon. gentleman is not regarding my call 
to ordnr. In discussing the introduction of 
·'a Bill to amend the Criminal Code." the 
hon. membCl' is entitled to refer to am·thing 
conm·rtcd with it in passing. but not· to go 
into snch detail and discuss it fullv. 'That is 
entirely out of order. The hon. member will 
hr vc .an opportunity of dealing with it m 
som" way on the second reading. but he is 
not in or·dcr in dealing with it so fully at 
this stage. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: I am replying to 
charges that have been made against the 
Country party in this Chamber. 

The TEMPOR\RY CHAIRMAK: Order! 
The hon. gentleman is in order in replying 
and referring to other rna.tt'"'r:3 in passing, 
bc1t 11ot to discuss them fully. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: On lOth August 
charges were rrHtde against the Country part~; 
whit b arc equally applicable to hon. members 
on the Government side. On lOth August the 
Premier Paid that the hon. member tor Too­

. W{)Oinba gave hin!. certain information. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN: Order ! 
I am not going to permit the hon. member 
to discuss that pha.se of the qu<.stion at all, 
and I ask him to respect my call to order. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: Mr. Chairman, 
this is very unfair. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAN : I ask 
the hon. member to withdraw that. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: \Yithdraw what 9 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRJ\IAN: The 
hon. member made the remark that it is yer;­
unfail·. " 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: Of course, I 
will withdraw it, if you say so, but I mean it 
all the same. 

Tlw TE:\IPORJ,.RY CHAIRMAN: Order! 
I ask the hon. member to withdraw uncondi­
tionally. 

The SECRET.UlY FOR R \IL WAYS: And 
a polog;i~JC'. 

The TE:YIPORARY CHAIRMAN: And 
apologi'e to the Chair. 

~Ir. VowLE3: Another in-Jtance of dictation 
to the Chair. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: I withdraw it. 
We know that it is laid down as the founda­
tion of British justice and freedom that 
eYery accmed person shall be tried by his 
fellow countrymen. EYerv man has to b<' 
tried by his i>ecrs. In introducing· this Bill 
the At'ornc':-General has distinctlv shown a 
desire to o~Terrule a judgment g'iven by a 
judge of the Supreme Court on the recom­
mendation of a jury compose-d of the fellow 
citizens of thcee men. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: That is not trLJe 

Mr. J. II. C. ROBERTS: It is true. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It has nothing to 
do with it. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: It has eYel'ything 
to do with it, and I would point to the Pre­
Jnier's desire at ono period to have a rnotio.Ll 
of want of confidence brought on~that he 
practically w _nt down on his knees to the 
leader of the Opposition to got him to moye 
::;uch a tnotion. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: That is not true. 
Mr. BEBBIKG1'0N: It is true. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: It is true, and, 
wlwn th0 leader of thP Opposition gave 
notic • of his motion, the Premier said. " That 
is just what I wanted to get at." Why did 
he want to get at it? It was all part of the 
scheme laid down by the Premier to entrap 
th<'sc men. vVhy did he want to g t that 
definite statement from the leader of the 
Opposition? \Vas it because he wanted some 
charge to lay against certain individuals, who 
have bPen tried and sentenced by a judge 
on the verdict of the jury? ""ow the Attorney­
General is introducing a Bill which is practi­
"allv goin(i to override the verdict of the 
jury a11d tho sentence of the ju-dge. 

The ATTORNEY-GEKERAL: Ko. 

]}Jr. J. H. G. Robcrts.] 
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Mr. J. I-I. C. ROBERTS: The hon. nwm­
ber knows it. 

Mr. BEBBIXGTON: He admitted it. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: You have not seen 

the Bill yet. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: That is what we 
complain about so frequently in this House. 
Seventy-two members are <>leeted to this 
Assembly, and are expected to carry on che 
government of the country; yet we find a 
spectacle of thirty-six members on one side 
knowing all about a Bill and thirtv-five on 
the other side knowing nothing ,;:bout it. 
On the evidence that we will bring forward 
on the second reading-because we are not 
allowed to bring it forward now-it is quite 
possible for us to prove that thie £3,200 which 
was offered to the hon. member for Too­
woomba belonged to the Government, and 
they arc bringing in this Bill so that they 
can got their own mon<>y back. It is quite 
reasonable; and the absolute desire rignt 
through the piece on the part of the Premter 
to secure some admission from the leader 
of the Opposition or some member on thi· 
s.dc of the House that they know something 
or believed they knew something shows me 
that the l'romier was keen to sheet home a 
rhargo against somebody in order to got his 
Government and himself out ot a very awk­
ward predicament. And now, when they 
find that they are in another ,awkward pre­
dicament, they bring forward at the last 
moment a Bill to confiscate the money found 
in the possession of the prisoners. 

The ATTOR!-:EY-GENERAL: To confiscate what 
:: ou '',lY is the Governn1cnt's own money. 

Me. J. H. C. ROBERTS: It is not the 
Attorney-General's money or the Govern­
ment's money. It belongs to the p~oplo of 
Queensland. The Government have devoted 
a good many sums of money to causes of which 
"o do not altogether approve, and why should 
thl'Y not devotee some money to this particular 
cause as well' Thev sav that members on 
this side of the Ho'use 'have taken up an 
attitude of opposition to this Bill, and thcv 
arc surprised at it. vVhy should they bo sm:­
priscd at it? Have they not all along on 
every possible occasion a ttemptecl to connect 
the Country party with this case? The 
Boyco episode with the Premier, the Garbutt 
<'pisocb with the Premier, \•ere all part and 
parcl'l of the scheme. 2\li'. Boyco has dis­
tinctly > 'atocl that he can prove that i he 
Premier raug hin1 up and a;.;kcd hjm to go 
ttp to see him, and Mr. Boyce's Vl'ord is as 
g·ood to me as the word of the Pe·cemier. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIRMAX: Order! 

:\h. J. H. C. ROBERTS: If vou review 
the circwn'2tanres leading up to" this ca.:;c, 
'ou cannot help believing that, after all, the 
Govcrnrru._•nt ar<.:: implicated in smno -,ha pc or 
form. You cannot get away from that fact. 
I bclieYO the evidence would pro.-e to a jury 
that, ut any rate, the:, are far more blamable 
than the Country party. 

The ATTORNEY-GE~ERAL: A jury w1ll s"ltle 
that question-the people of Queensland. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: If the Attorney­
General is prepared to allow the people of 
Queensland to sit as a jury within tho next 
three or· fonr months to decide the question 
whether the Government shall sit on ti!is 
side or on that side of the House, I am pro­
par ·d to guarantoc that they will be on this 
side afterwards. Y on can take it. from me 
that nine out of ten persons of unbiased 
mind who did not look at it from a political 

[J-11·. J. H. C. Rob( rts. 

point of view, or any other point of view 
ot.hPr than that of an ordinary plain citizen 
of upright character and good standmg, would 
sav from the evidence w·e have produced that 
th~ Go.-ernment arc as guilty as anybody 
dse of having brought about a state of affair, 
which is not creditable to the people or them­
scl.-:s. Yet we have our friends on that side 
of the House everlastingly throwing across 
the Chamber innuendoes that members of 
this party know something about where that 
monov came from. We do not know wher·c 
it c~une from. But I would just remind the 
AttorneY-General of the old French proverb, 
" That },e who excus-es himself accuses him­
Eel£." 

The ATTORNEY-GE)!ERAL: \Ve are the accu­
'ers. You have boen excusing yourselves all 
the morning. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: ·wc have taken 
un the stand that the Attorn e. ·-General has 
h:ied on all possible occasions to connect th1s 
matter with some member of one of the par­
ties on this si-do of the Chamber, and show 
that we are implicated in some shape or 
form. 

Th ATTORNEY-GENERAL: You would like to 
know all we know. 

2\lr. J. I-I. C. ROBERTS: I have no desire 
to know all that the Attorney-GenPra) know,s. 
because, after all, I do not suppose It woUld 
be of anv benefit to me. 

:Mr. p;;ASE: You would get a shock. 
:\1r. ,J. H. C. ROBERTS: It would. not 

be any gN'atcr shock than we got on Fndal 
uin·ht \Vhen the Government "gagged 
lh~ough a Bill which is going to have. far­
rpaching effeC'ts in Quecnsla~d, w:tho~t gnr1ng· 
us any pos ible chance of d1scussmg 1t. 

The TE::\1PORARY CHAIR::\1AK: Order ! 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: I just _mention 
that in passing, but I can connect 1~ up ln 

this wav that I feel perfectly certam that, 
if the ~~1\.ttorncy-Goneral knew as much a~ 
he wants ns to believe he _knov .. s, _h9 woul•L' 
" g·ag;" this Bill throng~ without gn·;ng u' a 
chance of talking on tt at all. I\ c know 
vcn· \vel! that no matter how great an lllJUS­
tice m a v be' d~no to indiYidual. the Attorney­
General is prepared to o.-errJde a Jndgment 
whi eh has been given. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: That it not so. 

:VIr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: It is so.. He 
intends, if he possibly. c~n, to OYCITtdo a 
:•cnt·ence impose-d by a Judg·e. , 

Th•., bell indicated that the hon. members 
time had expired. 

Mr. G. P. BAR?'JES (Warwicl.)_: There 
can be no tv;o opinions regarchng th~s 
wretched busines,. So far as I can see, 1t 
is bad from beginning to end. I do not 
know that you can look for one red'?emmg 
side to it. · Ko one can say that th1s con­
spiracy should moot . with. the approval ~f 
an"; n1 an. I cannot nnag1ne any man hciE' 
c.a}:ing that the men who. "'':"'e, J:!Crhaps. 
the cfupes of others, were JUSttfled m what 
they did. No one can say that the men 
,, ho gave considcr.1tion to the m~tter acted 
ns thev sho)lld have acted .. It. ts a great 
misfortune that the time of th1s House ehoul-d 
be taken up with a discussion of this qu_es­
tion. · There is, perhaps, one aspect. wh1ch 
might relieve t~e sitt~ation, and that .'s that 
the wretched thmg miscarned .. Ha? 1t come 
off and had this eide been nctm·wus as a 
r<·';ult we would have had a right to be 
csharried of ourselves at having indirec~ly 
benefited. (Hear, h<,ar !) The opportumty 



Criminal Code [4 OcTOBER.] Amendment Bill. 2157 

has coine, again and again, for someone to 
show tho right and the better way. I feel 
tlmt tho whole of our life is jeopardised by 
what we have witnessed, by there being the 
possibility that any one might succumb to 
a mouetarv lure. Our life is jeopardised by 
the fear that therG might be an interference 
in the carrying out of justice. I do not 
know of anything so umeemly as the com­
munication which >Yas attempted to be con­
n·yed b: the Attorney-GeneraL As Attol'lley­
Gencral he might conYey what he likes, but 
! know nothing more reprehensible than for 
him to have a communication with the Pre­
mier, and to desire that something should be 
com·eyed to the judge as a re<ult of that 
e<Jmnmnication. In any other case, if the 
Governmeut of the day have vindictiYe feel­
ings, are they to acquaint the judgo regard­
ing their feeling·s in order that he might 
nwto out ju~tico, not in such a \.Yay as to 
accord with his own ideas, but in order to 
accord with the ideas of the ruling authority 
for the time being. 

The PRE}IJER: Does the hon. member know 
that in the cloys of the Denham Administra­
tion a circular was sent to police mag·istrates 
calling attention to the frequency of a certain 
":rinw and asking them to irupose a severe 
.sentence? That is the san1e thing. 

J'.Ir. G. P. BARi.\ES: I 6hould condemn 
that as forcibly a' I am condemning this. 
1\vo wrongs never rnake a right. I a1n sure 
that. in the days to come, when the Premier 
looks upon his attitude -in the matter he 
will not be satisfied that he played the i1igh 
and true part that he might have played. 
A groat opportunity came iu a dirty business 
for some one to a&Sert principles that are 
right, true, and good. The opportunity wa6 
not taken, and those principles were not 
assorted. A great deal of condemnation has 
been meted out to the men who may be 
behind this £3,500. That money may have 
been ~ado up of many sums. The men who 
gave 1t 1nay 'have been perfectly ignorant 
of what was going to be done with it. 

The PHEi\!IER: The hon. member cannot 
<leny that the people who uoed the money 
attempted to bribe. They knew Y'here 1t 
came from, and they could reveal where it 
.came fro1n. 

!Vlr. G. P. BARKES: I condemn it from 
beginning to end. I also condemn the hon. 
1l1Clnber's attitude in various ways. It is a 
wrl'lchedly bad bminess, and the only decent 
aspect about it is that no man in this House 
can be charged with being a party to it in 
any way, or with having any s,ympathy with 
the attempt to purchase the vote of any 
man. I hope that this party will remain in 
Opposition for ever if their only road to 
success iB by the purchasing of someone 
else's vote. I hopn that we shall be superior 
to that. The one gratification is that the 
thing miscarried. 

Mr. GREEN (Townsvillr): I support 
strongly the request made by the leader of 
the Opposition for the appointment of a 
Royal Commission to inquire into the whole 
of the circumstances surrounding the charge 
made by the Premier concerning the leader 
,of the Opposition and other hon. members. 

The PREMIER: What charge did I make 
against the leader of the Opposition and 
<Jther hon. members opposite? 

!Vlr. GREEN: It is not in " I-Iansard " 
hut if ;ny memory is correct. I think the 

hon. gentleman linked up the leader of the 
Opposition and several hon. members on this 
side with the charge of bribery. 

The PHEMIER: What I said was that it 
was significant that the hon. member knew. 

Mr. VOWLES: Y QU did not say that. You 
said I was a party to it. 

The PRE}!IER: I said no such thing. 
Mr. GRILEN: I am quite pleased to have 

the Premier's assurance that ho did not 
rnako those ren1arks. 

The PRE:VIIER: I did not make a charge 
against tho leader of the UpposJtion con­
cerning tho attempt at bribery. 

Mr. VowLES: Did I not say that I would 
give you a writ if you did? 

The PRE:VIIER: The hon. member must 
have misunderstood me. Most inexplicably 
the hon. member got into a temper. ;'\<, c•ne 
could unJ.erstand his gettmg into ~uch ::1 

fur.)· 
Mr. GREEN: Attempts have b en made 

to link up hon. members on this side with 
this unfortunate and indefensiblo cnargc 

The ATTOR~EY-GENERAL: It is due larg-el_y 
to their indefensible action in opposin'\· the 
Bill. 

Mr. GREEX: Many things require clcay­
ing up, and they should be cleared up m 
justice, not only to this House, but to the 
pcopil' of Quc·cnsland. "'hoevN is guilty 
should be made to suffer. The Premier 
related certain intorYiC\Vf:.. Tho'-'C interYiews 
:Ylr. l3ovce and :Mr. Gar'butt have absolutely 
denied;' in effect, the"' han, said thac tht• 
Prcrnicr i~ a liar. 

The TEMPORARY CI-lAIRMAl'<: Ordr·r ! 
:Ylr. GREEN: I am nC't saying that; I 

am saying that that is the effect of their 
remarks. 

The TEMPORARY CHAIR:Y1AN: Order! 
That has nothing to do with the que":ion. 
The quc,tion is, the desirability of introducing 
" a .Bill to am0nd the Criminal Code in a 
~ertain particular." Any interview with :iVlr. 
Boy<'e has nothing to do with the Bill. 

Mr. VowLES: The name was mentioned. 

The 1'E}fPORARY CHAIRMAN: Not 
in the course of this debate . 

Mr. BEBBINGTOC! : The Premier mentioned 
it. 

The TEMPORARY CI-IAIR!VlAK: Order ! 
Mr. GR:i!EK: It was mentionNl in the 

course of this debate. The leader of the 
Opposition has asked for the appointment of 
a Royal Commission in connhJtion \v'~th .it. 
I wa.g endeavouring to sho'v why the Pi·em1er 
should grant the appointment of t!.at l{,y&! 
Commission so that these matters n-ight b" 
cleared up. If Mr. Boyce and Mr. Garbmt 
are telling- lies, let us know it. 

The PREMIER: What do you want a Hoya: 
Commission for? 1 made it perfectly cleu 
on the want of conf!·dence n1otion and again 
this aftemoon that I have not connected the 
leader of the Opposition with the eh a l'iJ'O of 
corruption and bribery. 

Mr. GREEN: The hon. gentleman :1racti­
cally charged hon. members on this side witlt 
being linked up with the char-ge. 

The PREMIER: No, the hon. rr.,embCJ' has 
misunderstood me. I said that I was satisfied 
the money came from somewhere, and I 
believe it came from organisations that ordi­
narily 'upport the Opposition. I firmly 
believe that. 

Mr. Green.] 
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Mr. GREEN: I do not think that the hon. 
gentleman is justified in saying that. 

Hon. vV. FORGAN S~ilTH : Who was going 
to o·ot thEJ advantage if the Governme::J.t had 
bec-:; defeated? 

Mr. GREEN: \V c should long .ago have 
rrone to the pcbple of __ Queensland a l!d g'?t 
them to decide the pos1hon of part1cs m thH 
House. 

'The I'REliiiER : 'That does not justify 
attempted bribery. 

Mr. GREEN: Certainly not. !\o one can 
jnstify what has tdcen place: 'Though the 
L'rcrnier claims that he acted m the mterc·.ts 
of justice in d<Jing what ho did, no one 
can justify whllt he did. Is he prepared to 
prm·c, by means of a Royal Commission. that 
those men mado tho,c statements? 

The I'RE~IIER: The hon. member, and every 
other hon. member, know from their own 
evidence that those statements which I 
recorded are true. 

[3.30 p.m.] 
:\Ir. GREEN: Thcec m~n have denied it, 

and thcv have practi<e.ll:- stated that the 
hon. c;mitlcrnan is telling lies. If the hon. 
uentleman can prove that tho:-- ~ n1cn are 
felling lies, I \vish he would do it. 

The I'RE~JIER: I can only proYc it by pro­
ducing the report of the conversations. 

::VIr. GREEN: I think the hon. gentleman 
shoulcl have rnorc eviclenc~~ than that to go 
on. 

The PREMIER: The report of the conversa­
tions is yerv convincinrr~ evidence, ]n that it 
coincide, v,-i'th the knoWled~.r that \YUS in the 
minds of hor.. mpmbcrs opposit". 

Mr. GREE="i: An attempt, has been made 
to link up hon. rnembors on this ide with 
1ho rnattcr. 

'I'lw TE"-lPORAHY CHAIH:i\L\N: OrrlN! 
The Bill is intended to deal \Yith the distri­
bution c.f n.Joncy~ and propert:>.· used for a 
certain purpos('. The convc tf-rttioll between 
l\ir. Bo,::ce and any other gentlernan and 
the Premier has nothing to do with tho Bill. 

1\lr. GREE'\f: On the \Ycdnt "cl y preced­
ing the day when tho charge was made by 
the PrPtnier--the hon. gentle man elain1s t,J 
ha ye n1ade no charge-I asked the lC?ader of 
the Oppo-ition to reque,t that a Royal ()Jm­
mission should bo appointed to inquire into 
the charge regarding a bribe', '0 that hon, 
member>' on this sidCI wo1..[lcl haYc an oppor­
tunit:' of clearing thctnsclYfF). Before any 
paper had commented upon the matter, the 
lo~der of the Opposition said it y;ould not 
be wise. beeausG the case was sub judice. I 
r~peated the rpqur,t the follmYin~· day. ~nd 
I got the same reply. The kader of the 
Opposition has had every intention through­
out the ses:.ion of asking for a Ro•'oJ Con1-
mission. ,so that members of the Countrv 
party would have an Dpportunib· of clearing 
themsel vcs. I am prepared to giYo evidence 
before a Roy:il Commission. 

'Mr. BREKNAN: Tell your electors that. 

;>Ir. PEASE: They know Sl0eman in Towns­
ville. 

Mr. GREEN: I will tell mv electors. 
Thev know cxactlv where I stand,in connec­
tion' with this matter. 

[Mr·. Green. 

:\Ir .. J. JO='JES (11 nned:1): I 
PrPmicr will grant the r;'qll" t of 
of thn Opposition and appoint 
Con1111i~·.;:ion. 

hope the 
the leader 

a Royal 

T'lw PRL\IIER: The hon. gcntlcr::nan has 
nskcd for a Ro: al Conunlssion t.o inquiru 
illto charges that I hayc not made. 

::\1r. .J 0;\IES : Even if charcres ha vc not 
bee ll nHtde, lf~t us haYC a Royut Coll1tni:-;:sion. 
iL .ughtr?.) It see1ns an ( ~::.tracrdinar:.7 thing 
that a L·Lbour Goyc•rnn1l'ii+-. Phould attctlll)" 
to intro-duce lc·gjsla~iou to incrt..-:1 ,c a scntcnl ,_, 
after rhe moL h""c been found guilty by a 
jury a11d sentenced by a judge. 

'rhc ATTOR:~I::Y~GEXERAL: It i.3 not intended 
to incrca:-.~ the .-:::ent~~nce. 

:VIr, J. JO='IES: \\' e ha Ye in the past heard 
of action being tak·,'ll to reduce u sentence. 
but we ncyer expected to see legislation intro­
duced with the object of increasing the sen­
tence, as this Bill will do. The judge, in 
inflicting a fine of £500} had iu 1nind the 
fact that it \Yould be paid out of tho £3,200. 

The l'RE1IIER: \Yherc will Cmmolly get hi 
1nonr·~l to pay the fine? 

::\Ir. J. JO='IES: I have no objccti<m to the 
Bill, so long us it is made to apply to the 
futun~; but it is lik all other ll~gi~latiou by 
this Goyernment-it is retrospective. That is 
not a fair thing. 

Qur ,tion put and passed. 
The House resumed. 
The 'I'Em'ORARY CHAIR:\1AN reported that the 

Con11nittec had cmne to a resolution. 
The r.::·solution v;as ugreeJ to. 

FIRST READEG. 
The :\TTOR:\'EY-GE:'\EHAL (Hon. J. 

::.:nllan, l'Und, ,.B) prhentcd the Bill, and 
lllUYtd-

" That the Bill be now read a first 
ti1ne." 

Question put and p:;u:.>,ed. 

SECO;>;D READING. 

Th" ATTORXEY-GE:\KRAL (Hon. J_ 
}lulbn, Fl'•>dcrs): This is the second occa­
sion during- the pre·-ellt se' Jion on which the 
Goyernment hane found it necessary to amend 
the Criminal Code. The la't amendment 
proYidcc1 for the abolition of c 1pital punish­
ment. To~da v we seek to anH~llll section 60 
of the Code, ;vhich ,deals with the bribcr0• of 
a. rneLlbcr of Parlian1cnt. The section has 
been published in t:w newspapers almoc,t 
c\-ery day for a fortnight, and I am sure 
hon. n1embers arc vvell acquajntc.d 'vith it, 
unfortunately for all concerned. It is pro­
posed to amend that section by adding the 
following paragraph:-

" vYhere a person has been convicted 
(whether before or after the first day of 
Julv, one thousand nine hundred and 
twenty-two) of an offence under this sec­
tion, all property which has been ten­
dered or produced in evidence at the 
trial of the offender, as being- the pro­
pPrty or part of the property which the 
offender in the course of tho commission 
of such offence ga vc, conferred, or pro­
cured, or promised or offered to give, or 
confer or to procure, or attempt to pro­
eure, to. upon, or for a member of the 
Legislative Assembly of Queensland, or 
to, upon, or for any other per,<Jn, shall 
become and be deemed to have become 
forthwith upon such conviction and with-
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out any further judgn1cnt or ordt'l' the 
ab,oluto property of His M<tjesty, whether 
such property is the property of lhc 
ofi'Pnder or of any other person.'' 

The Bill provides for tho forfeiture of pro­
perty uSPll for or in connection with the 
bribing of a mombOJ' of Parlianwnt, >>hich. 
I take it, no n1crnbcr ha. any ~r:rious objec 
tion to. It is a wcll-c tablish. d priJJCi]lle in 
the State law, the FPder::li lcnY. and the 
In1perial law that n101Wy or property u:~ed 
in the ('OIUntif.~ion of a crilDL' is furfl'itcd, 
Ol' is liable to be fMfcited to th,. Crown. Iu 

IJroof of that I will quote sonL' examples. I 
1a ....-o quite a nurn bcr of extracts fro1n the 
Liquor Act of 1912, which '"'-'' prts·.ed by a 
Go,-ernment rPprcsenting the interests :hat 
hou. n1CIT1bcrs opposite represent. In that 
Act then~ aro no lc::s than fiy:-· provisions 
proYiding for fine."> 1 irnprisonnH).nt. and for~ 
feituro of the goods inYoln·d. Then, in the 
Federal arena, under the Federal Cu~ton1s 
Act, a,' ship can be forfeited, and smug-gl0d 
goods to the value of thousands of pounds 
can be forfeited. Section. 241 of thr.' Criminal 
Cor12, dealing· with the adulteration of 
b(~vcrnges, provid0.;; for a pcnnlty of £200 
flnc, L\yo years' in1prj:;:onn1ent .. and the forfei­
ture of the goods. Section 242 of the Code 
prr.wide· that in connection with fraudulent 
land tramactions the offender can be; con­
Yicted and sentenced to in1prisonn1ent ctnd 
rdl his right and title in and to the 
land forfeitcd. The principle of forfeiture 
is -,-,pl] established in State. Fedcml, and 
Imperial law. Tht·ro can be no rcnson why 
a briber of a mcmbcr of Parliament should 
be !rea tcd with greater respect than any 
othe1· kind of criminal. I haYe ~rct to learn 
'" hy he f'hoqld get special (On:::id;ration from 
thi" House, which I hop<' otuncls for tho 
incorruptibility of rarliameJJt. ~o one ould 
argue that the propcrt:.· of land swindlers or 
other criminals whose property is liable to 
forfeiture is lese tainted than the property 
of a briber or of the man >Yho pro,-ided the 
money for a bribe. 'Vhy, therefore, should 
this property be regarded as sacred? If 
wealth" and unscrupulous persons are pro­
parcel to spend huge sums of money--

1\Tr. VowLES : Who prepared the brief for 
you? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: You could 
never prepare any brief. 

Mr. VoWLES: I suppose it was the 
Solicitor-General. 

The ATTORNEY-GE="ERAL: When 
unscrupulous persons are prepo.red to find 
huge sums of money to bribe members of 
Parliament, it is the duty of members of 
Parliament-the men w.ho stand for the 
i12corruptibility and purity of Parliament­
so to amend the la.w as to enable that money 
to be forfeited. With all its imperfections, 
Parliament as we have it is so far the best 
governmental machine created by human 
genius, a.nd any man who do(" anything to 
subvert the authority of Parliament, any 
man who does anything to corrupt Parlia­
ment, is a traitor to Queensland and a 
menace to civilisation. 
GovER~}fENT ME}!BERS: Hear, hear! 

The ATTORNEY·GENERAL: T.bere is 
no mistake about that. I hope that the day 
will never come when the rich men of this 
country will be able to got control of Par­
liament by bribing its members. It will 
be a sorry day for Queensland if that ever 
comes about. I was dealing with an 

abstract amendment dealing with generalities 
fo!' the past, the present, a.nd the future, 
and I had not intended, for obvious reasons, 
t0 refer to a. particular case, seeing that the 
case which has been under discussion to-day 
mav be the subject of appeal. For that reason 
I l;acl not intenclocl to refer to it at all, but, 
tn the amazemPnt of everyone, the Opposi­
tion have openly championed the cause of 
boodlen, and demanded th"t this tainted 
money of the briber' should bo returned to 
th0m or to the owners of the money. 

Mr. KERR: That is not true. 
1\1r. PAYNE: That is the argument. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: We will 
hear who t lho hon. gentlemrtn has to say 
about it later on. Would tho leader of the 
Opposition, the hon. member who is inter­
jecting, or the bon. member for Logan 
get up in any reputable court and argue· 
that the burglM should be handed back hil'­
instruments of crime? 

Mr. KING: Certainly not. 

The ATTOR~EY-GEJ\'ERAL: What you 
are attempting to do is the same thing, 
b(~cansc you are asking tho Government to 
!mud back to boodlors and criminals-to the 
men who have been convicted-the money 
with whirh they committed the crime, in 
order that they might be ablo to commit 
fnrther crime. The money, in their case, is 
their kit of tools. The money was the 
instrument with which they proposed to 
commit the crime, and handing back that 
money would be the same as if wo were to 
hand back to a burglar his kit of tools. 

Mr. KING: Will you say that a criminal 
has any legal right at any time to a kit of 
tools? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Nor has 
the briber at any time a right to have ill­
gotten money in his possession. 

Mr. Kr~G: Ono is legal, the other is not; 
that is the difference. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It has 
been suggested by hon. members opposite, 
seeing that the judge ha·, imposed a fine 
of £500 on these men as an alternative to 
a.n additional nine months' imprisonment, 
that, by passing this Dill, we are imposing 
an additional penalty on these men. The 
thing is absurd. Every man in this House 
knows-no man knows it better than the 
loader of the Opposition-that the men 
behind the bribers dare not refuse to pay 
the £500 fine. 

Mr. VowLES: You seem to know all about 
it. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: You know 
more a bout it than I do. If the fine 
were £10,000, the men behind the bribers 
dare not run the risk of exposure. It shows 
that. when a man wants to commit a wrong, 
ho has to pay the penalty, and those men 
behind the prisoners will haYe to pay the 
penalty, and pay pretty dearly. Make no 
mistake about that. They will pay pretty 
dearly before it is all over. 

Mr. .J. .JONES: Queensland is paying 
pretty dearly for what your Government 
have done. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I am 
amazed that 'l.ny legal member opposite 
should raise the contention that there was 
anything wrong in the action of the 

Hon. J. 1J.lullav.] 
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Solicitor-General, as a representative of the 
Crown, in going into court and stating that 
he had consulted with the Attorney-General, 
who, as " mr1ttcr of right, consulted \Yith the 
Premier, and impressing upon the court the 
gravity of the charge. I am surprised at 
the member for Logan--

Mr. Knw: What legal men are you 
referring to? 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The leader 
o[ the Opposition. 

Mr. KING: \V ell, leave the member for 
Logan out of it. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I thought 
the hon. member for Logan was sustaining 
the attitude of the leader of the Opposition. 

Mr. Knm: The hon. member for Logan 
is able to speak for himself. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I am 
pleased to hear th.1 t he 1s not prepared to 
sustain mch a ridiculous contention. Sup­
pose, instead of being a la,yman, I was a 
barrister, and m my capacity as a 
barristcr--

Mr. VowLE": It is too ridiculous. 

'I'he ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It is not 
su ridiculous as_ the hon. member being the 
leader of the Opposition. What could be 
more ridiculous than that the hon. memuer 
should be the leader of any party? 

1\.lr. VowLES: You arc a "Jumping 
Johnny." 

The AT'rORNEY-GENERAL: No wonder 
wG are in povver, and no wonder we have 
good prospects of remaining in power, when 
there is such a. mediocrity leading the Oppo­
sition. However, I do not wish to be 
personal; but, if the hon. member wishe, 
b be pereonal, he will get all he wants. If 
I were a profece.ional Attorney-General, I 
could, as a matter of privilege, go into 
court and prosecute. I would be the prose­
cuting coun-se 1. 

Mr. VOWLEG: You prosecute! You will 
never prosecute anybody. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Beyond a 
tinpot bush lawyer's job ;rou will never get 
anything. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! Order ! 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The hon. 
member is looking for it. In my capacity 
as professional Attorney-General I would 
have had undisputed rig.ht to pro,ecute, and 
that right would not deprive me of the right 
to consult the other members of the Cabinet. 
I would have had the right, as Attorney­
General, to point out to the judge the gra.Yity 
of the charge, and surely no man suggests 
that it \vas not a gra.vc charge? 

Mr. G. P. BARNES: The judge resented 
yDur action. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: It is one 
of the gravest crimes against the Constitu­
tion of this country that was ever committed, 
yet we have hon. members on the other side 
treating it in rather a light vein. I certainly 
stand solid against any interference with the 
judiciary, but when the previous Administra­
tion-an anti-Labour Government-were in 
power, the Attorney-General of the day sent 
out an instruction to the police magistrates of 
Queensland that they would have to exercise 

[Hon. J. Mttllan. 

greater severity against men guilty of 
pilfering cargo. That is on record, and can 
b' investigat<!d by hon. members opposite 
i' they want to make inquiriccc about these 
things. \Ve have had the sorry spectacle 
to-day of an Opposition, tha-t should be 
standing for the purity of Parliament, 
making a claim for the cash of the boodlers. 

Mr. l'viORGAN: No. Against victimisation. 

The ATTOR:\'EY-GEXER\L: No, it does 
not affect the n1cn one t'.ropenny stamp, but 
it does affect tlw men behind them to the 
extent of £3,200 and that is the pinch. 

Mr. ConsER: That is the pinch ,yjth you 
fellows; you want to get it back, 

Tlw ATTORNEY-GENERAL: That brings 
me to a statement of the hon. member 
fm· Oxlcy. \\-hen he was epcaking a while 
ago he "aid that if the hon_ member for 
Too\\'oomba hnd gono over to their side, hA 
and others would have left the party. 
0PPO~ITION ME~IBERS : Hear, hear ! 

The ATTOH.'\TEY-GEXERAL: \Vhy did 
the hon. member not leave the party when 
the hon, member for :0Tormanbv went over? 

Th1r. ELPHI~STONE: 1.,.. ou arc not going to 
compare the n1cn~ are you? 

The ATTOR:.JEY-GE;\"ERAL: Why did 
he not leave the party when the hon. member 
for Port Cm·tis went OYer? "Why did he 
not hang himself when he went over him­
self from the :\ationoJist to the Country 
part·:? Here is a. man who has boon a J ucla.s 
to his own party and now ta.lks like this. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! 

The A'I'TOit:\EY-GE~ER_\L: The hon. 
member for Dulimba laid down the dictum 
in the House the other day that no man 
had the right to leave au:- party without 
consulting the electors, and then this man, 
above all others, lectures the House upon 
politi< ,] morality. 

:\lr. ELPHIKST02':E: You need a lecture on 
the subj< et. 

The ATTOI-cNEY-GENERAL: 'The hon. 
member should learn something about 
JlOlitical morality before he preaches it. 

The SPK\KER : Order ! I hope the 
A ttorncY-General will withdraw the word 
"JudaS:" as applied to the hon. member 
for Oxley. 

Tbo ATTOR:'i'EY-GE;\"ERAL: I withdraw 
the word, as Judas would refuse to ass=iate 
with the hon. member. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 

The ATTOR:\EY-GEJ'<ER~\L: Everybody 
knows that for a long time this party has 
been beset with big difficulties in the way 
of fighting the " boodlers" outside. Ever 
since the time when I exposed the 
Employers' Federation-(Opposition laugh­
ter)--

Mr. VOWLES: Stolen documentr, 

The ATTOR:;'EY-GE"'JERAL: Ever since 
the hon, member for Bremer exposed another 
organisation connected with the party 
opposite--

Mr. VowLES: More stolen documents. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Ever since 
the Minister for Works exposed the JilR·J­
ployers' Federation in connection with 
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m10ther matter, there has been a conspiracy 
nt "ork to beat this party-not at the polls, 
but by unfair moans. 

;\Ir. U. l'. BAR~ES: You were beaten at 
t\Jc polb. 

The ATTOR::-<EY-GENER\L: The party 
£>pposite, in the name of political purity, 
comes along and sPeks to have the bonds­
the instruments of political corruption-used 
in payment of the fines. Hor1. members 
-opposite sePk to condone the Jasbrrdly acts 
already committed. I hopo that hon. mem­
lwrs on this side will never stand for that. 
l'ersonu.ll-:, I v.-ould rath:r leave political 
life to-mi,l'l'ow than stand for anything of 
,the sort. 

Mr. ,J. Jo:-;Es: You will leave it pretty 
early. 

The ATTOIC\EY-GE::--iEHAL: I will leave 
it when the electors decide. I am sure the 
hon. n1prnber \vlll lcavo it long· before nw, 
.although it is a bad thing to be a prophet 
in politics. (Laughter.) I think I have 
-c•xplocled the arguments raisccl by hon. 
m cm l:>crs a.gainst the Bill. (Opposition 
laughter.) 

:'11r. ELPHn:STOXE: Abuse is not argument. 

The ATTOR::--iEY-GE:-.JERAL: I meet 
abuse with abuse. I never allow the hon. 
member to come along in his supercilious 
"ay and insult the mc·mbcrs of this part,,·. 
Deforc condudinp-, I want to gin~ an 
f'nlllhatic dcniai to the statement that has 
bcc:n made that the Bill proposes to increase 
the sentence- of the men who have been 
found guilty. 

An 0PPOSITIOX ::\IDIBER: It must do so if 
they cannot find the money. 

The ATTOR::--iEY-GE:\ER\L: It is not 
the intention of the Govorrnncnt to do any­
thing of the kinJ. In no "· a_v cfln this Bill 
mean that it is the intention of tho Govern­
ment to increase the penalty imposed on these 
rn.en. I move~ 

'' That the Bill be noYc rod a second 
tjme." 

GOVERN>Ic]>;"T ?11niBERS: Hear, hear ! 

Mr. VO\VLES (DaliJ"): The attack which 
was made by the Attorney-General on mem­
bers on this side shows that he is just about 
as big in mentality as he is in stature. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 

Mr. VOWLES: I notice that when inter­
jections have been coming across from the 
Dther side, the members making them were 
not called to order; but when I propose to 
reply to some of the things that have been 
said, I am called to order. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! I called the 
_.1, ttorney-General to order. 

Mr. VO\VLES: I have an idea that I 
heard some whisper from the oth<>r side t.hat 
I was a political mediocrity, and I noticed 
that you did not call the Attorney-General 
to order for that. However, those are my 
sentiments. \Vhen we find that attitude 
being adopted hy a Minister of the Crown, 
we really Y;onder whether the days of the 
Inquisition are gone. What do the Govern­
ment tell us they are going to do? They 
are going to apply the thumbscrew to those 
.mm-to keep them in gaol until such time 
as they squeal and give information to the 
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Crown which is wanted. Those are the prin­
ciples by which hon. members opposite are 
actuated. It is going back a good many 
centuries in civilisatjon. 

Mr. WINSTANLEY: That is what your 
Government tried to do. 

:'\Lr. VOWLES: That is what the Govern­
ment tell us they are going to try to do. 
\Yhen a 1nan is convicted by a jul'y, ¥YC accep"G 
the decision, and we accept the verdict that 
these men were guilt:,-. 'l'hen the next stage 
is that the judge deals with the case, as he 
i-; in a position to do on account of his 
particular lmmdedge through having to deal 
'' i th matter; of this sort, and he inflicts 
what he considers to be a just sentence-a 
punishment to fit the crime'. \Yhat did the 
juJgo do in this case? He said he could not 
apply sec:.ion 19 of the Code anJ allow these 
rncn out uuder rocognisances, as he thought 
that imprisonment would be nee£ -sary. He 
told the prisoners, when an appeal on their 
behalf was made for mercy b}- counsel-and 
I would like it to be remembered that the 
foreman of the jury s<tid the jury recom­
mended them to the mere:. of the judge-that 
he could not accept the recommendation. I 
do not \Yant to criticise the attitude of the 
Attorney-Gcnend or of the Pren1ier in trying 
to interfere with the judg-e; but if any 
instructions were sent bY the Premier to the 
Solicitor-General-and ~omething transpired 
in that direction-the judge refused to hear 
the Solicitor-GeneraL 

The AT1'0RXEY-GEXERAL: Do you dispute 
my right to consult with the Solicitor­
General? 

Mr. •; 0\YLES: I do not dispute it. but 
it is a rernarkai:>le thing that Mr. Macrossan 
did not make those suggc·otions to the judge. 
It was left to the Solicitor-General-an 
employee of the Crown-to m:tke the sugges­
tions to the judge, and the judge told him 
that he diu not want to hear thorn. 

The ATTORXEY-GEXERAL: Ho was the right 
man to make the suggestions. 

I\lr. VOWLES: The judge, knowing that 
they had po"ii:>ly not money to pay the 
fines themse!Ycs, decided they coulcl be taken 
from the fund. There was sufficient in money 
and bonds to pay the fmeo.. The judge 
inflicted his sentence on the condition that 
tho fine should be taken from the fund, and 
the men conld be lot off nine months of the 
sentence. r_rhat is reported in the news­
papers. The Government al'e going to get 
behind the sentence of the judge; they are 
going to rub the salt in. They are not satis­
fied. The judge ignored the instructions 
from the Premier and the Attorncv-Gcncral, 
and as a result. the Governmon t 'arc going 
to have their pound of flesh, and are going 
to keep thc<e rnen in gaol for t·.,·elve months 
:tnd forfeit the money which, so far as we 
know, was their property. I hold no brief 
for these men. I say that the criminal law 
is one of the thin:;s we do not want to 
monkey with. But why should we make 
the Bill retrospective and extend it to cases 
which have boon already dealt with by 
juJges? If you are going to place this Bill 
on the statute-book and make it apply to 
the future only ; if you delete the words-

" (whether before or after the first day 
of July, one thousand nine hundred and 
twenty-two)"-

I will support the 
no more argument. 

Bill, and there will be 
(Government laughter.) 

Mr. Morgan.] 
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\Ve have no right to put measures on the 
statute-book which are going to be retro­
spective and apply the law to particular 
iudividuals. 

'The AT1'0RKEY-GE~ER.\L: You are prepared 
to app!l· it to anyucdy but Sleeman and 
Connolly? 

4 p.m. 

Mr. VO\YLES: I do not care \Yho it ic 
say that is not the principle of the criminal 

Ltw. The criminal law is not to be applic•d 
to suit particular cas·cs and overcome deci­
sions which are unsatisfactorv to the Govc.·n­
ment. There arc 'ome things in the Bill to 
,,-hich I take exc~ption, and I would like 
the Attornc~·-General and the parliamentary 
clraftsman to take notice of it. It sttys here-

,. ·where a person has been convicted 
of an offence under thi<:. s_·chon." 

It makes reference to the question of whether 
the offence occurred before or aftor the 1st 
July, and then goes on-

" All property which has been tendered 
or produced in evidence at the trial of 
the offender, . shall become the 
property of His Majesty." 

I draw attention to the fact that it refers to 
" All propert;: tendered or produced in evi­
deuce." It might be prope1·ty not actually 
t0ndored in evidence, yet it can be confiscated. 
There is something imperfect about that, and 
J draw the Attorney-General's attention t<J 
the -.my in which it is drawn. 

The ATTOR:-!EY-GENERAL: It means property 
u~.cd in the cour -.e of the commission <Jf 
the offence~ 

Mr. VOWLES: It does not say so. The 
fact that any property is produced or ten­
dered makes it eonfiscat<Jry. 

The ATTOR::\EY-GENERAL: It is tainted pro­
perty. 

11:r. YOWLES: Whether it is tainted or not. 
it shm!ld not be confiscated unless it is ten­
dered in evidence. There are certain docu­
ments which were found in the possession of 
the prisoners, and which were referred to 
in the Police Court. If they had been ten­
. dered in evidence in the Supreme C<Jurt, the:· 
could be confiscated under this Bill. 

Mr. BRENNA);: What was the value of those 
documents? Nothing! 

Mr. VOWLES : Thm··e was something 111 

one of them. I want the Attorney-General 
to notice that the wording of the Bill is 
imperfect. Documents or anything else mtty 
be confiscated, whether they are produced or 
tendered. Suppose portion of the floor of the 
house of the hon. member for Toowoomba 
had been tendered as <>vidence, is that going 
to be confiscated by the Crown? 

Mr. GLEDSON: Yes, if it was given for the 
purpose of bribery. 

Mr. VOWLES: Any documents produced 
o' tendered may be confiscated without being 
actually receivable in evidence. That should 
be am~nded. I would like to refer to a state­
ment made by the Premier this afternoon 
in draling with another matter·. He sai-d 
that he did not make certain statements. 

The PREMIER: I said that I made no charge 
against you. 

Mr. VOWLES : I refer the hon. gentle­
man to page 966 of " Hansard," "hen I was 
speaking in Committee of Supply. I know it 
is not in order to quote from " Hansard," but 
I am quite prepared to write it <JUt and read 

f .il1 r V owles. 

from writing to put it in order, if necessary, 
but I -do not want to \Yastr~ tin1e. This is 
'"'hat appears in " IIansard "-

" :Yir. VOWLES: And secret stC'nograph­
crs, and cvcrythjng tl1at is ]o\Y and rncaiJ. 
\Ve_ arc consenting to the employment of 
mdrvrduals who are compelled to do these 
things against their better judgment, and 
Jt rs the Premrer of Qucemland who is the 
man who places them in the invidious and 
miscmblo position of having to play the 
part that they play by being behind the 
door. 

"The Premier: vVho gave the briber 
the :rnoney? 

"Mr. VoWLES: vVhich briber? 
''The Prerr1icr: The hon. men1ber 

krwws. IIe knows all about it. 
"Mr. VOWLES: Is the hon. g·cntleman 

prepared to substantiate his statement? 
" The Premier : Yes. In due course I 

will do it. 
" Mr. VowLES : I challenge the hon. 

gcntkman to do it. 
·' The Premier: Never fear; it will be 

done." 

I ask the Premier again for a Roval Com­
mission to 1n·oyc the insir1uation l1o 1nade 
there. I state that he is unable to associatec 
me with the bribery in any way. 

Th o P;m;mER: I did not associate you. I 
said that you knew about it. 

Mr. VOWLES : I say that I did not know 
about it. 

The PRE:-IIER: I say you did, because you 
mentioned it on the racecource at Ascot. 

Mr. VOWLES : There you arc going back 
to the samt' <J]d thing. You arc like a dingo. 
once he is corn crcd, the wa v he comes back 
at you again. V 

The l'llE)!IER: You stated that the hon. 
111C'n1ber for Toowoornba was going to vote for 
the Opposition. 

:\h. VO\YLES: You are a squib. I demand 
an inquiry int<J that statement to prove 
whether I v, as connected with this busin'sS 
111 an~c· v~ ay . 

The SPEAKER: The hon. gentleman will 
have to v ithdraw the statement that the 
Premier is a squib. (Opposition laughter.) 

Mr. VOWLES : Do I understand that that 
is unparliamentary? Very well, I withdraw 
it. 

Mr. J. JoxES: He is a big squib. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 
:Mr. J. JoNES: I withdraw. (Laughter.) 

The PREMIER CHon. E. G. Theodore, 
C'h-illagoc): I do not want to take any notice 
of the small fry of the Country part~.·, or I 
might say something ab<Jut the hon. member 
that would make him uncomfortable. 

Mr. J. JoNES: Say it. I dare you to say 
it ! I challenge you to say it ! 

The PRE"viiER: The leadE>r of the Oppo­
sition demanded a Royal Commission to 
inquire into a certain specific point which 
he rea-d out this morning. N<Jw he changes 
his mind. He wants a Roval Commi_;sF' c 
now bee a use he says I was 'not justifrf,d ir. 
saying that he knew that the hon. member 
for Toowoomba was going to vote for the 
want of confidencG m<Jtion. There is no neces­
sity for a Royal Commission. because the 
words of the hon. member hirn,olf are quite 
sufficient evidence to show thM he did know. 
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l1e knew all about it a week before he moYed 
his want of confidence motion, bc"nause the 
briber approached one of the members of this 
p<-l ,_~ty a. Wl'-l:' k before the notice of rnotlon 
\'ta:-:i gi\~fm. The hon. mernber gave no~ico on 
the Fricky. On the Thursday a member of 
the politic'tl organisation which the hon. 
gcntlema n lea<ls in Parliament was able to 
' ll me that the hon. member for Toowoomba 
had been approached with a bribe to 'otc 
for the want of confidence motion. JY1r. Bo: ce 
told me that. 

:VIr. VoWLE8: Mr. Boycc dcnic;, that. 

The l'HEMIER: He may deny it. opt 
I wa, able to indicate that I knew befure 
the leatler of the Opposition gave notice of 
hi., motion-that was on the Tlnu,da• before 
his motion carne on~that the hon. nY'lllber for 
Tuowoomba had been approached. The lca·ckr 
o± the Opposition gayo notice of n1otion on 
Friday, an-d on Saturday, ".Vhen h("' \V'a.S at the 
ntcPc·our,,e at ~\scat, he told a certain g·rntlc­
man down th re that they would urry the 
w-ant of confidence motion because the hem. 
mcn1ber for Too,voomba was going to vote 
for it. 

:\!r. VOWLES: Nothing cf the kind. Will 
you produc .· that gentleman' 

The PREMIEH: I don't know about that. 
.\Ir. VowLES: Because yoc1 cannot. 
}lr. BRE:-iNAX: I will give you his name. 

It was :\!lick O'Sullivan of ToowoomLa. 

::vlr. VoWLES: Is Mick O'Sullivan prepared 
to suppurt the statement that I said the hon. 
nlcinber for Toowoornba would vote for it? 

The l'RE:CVIIER: I <lid not mention }1r. 
O'Sulli' an's narne. 

:\Ir. VoWLES: Your friend did. 

Tho PRE.:\1IER: When I first mentioned 
the fact that vou made this statement on 
the' rac::conrse at Ascot, you diJ net deny it. 
To-day, the leatler of the Opposition has 
made an attempt to sidetrack the issue by 
saying that everyone knew that the hou. 
111C111ber for Toowoomba was goint; to vote 
for the want of confidence motion. 'Ve first 
heard about the want of confidence motion 
from a prominent member of the Primary 
Producers' Union. \V e heard horn him that 
they were getting the hon. member for 
Toowoomba. 

Mr. VOWLES (Da.lby): I rise to a point 
of order. I have alreadY denied the statement 
made by the Premier. "He said that I knew 
that we w.crc getting hold of the hon. member 
for Toowoornba. I say that I knew absolutely 
nothing of the kind. (Government laug·hter.) 

The PRE:I!IIER: You admitted it. 
Mr. Vowr.Es: No. Do you say that I 

told Mick O'SulliYan that I knew the hon. 
member for Toowoomba was going to yote 
for the motion? I did not. 

The SPEAKER: I hope the Pr('mier will 
accopt the hon. member's denial. 

The PREMIER: I will accept it. When 
I mentioned the conversation that took place 
at Ascot, the hon. member, in cxplanqtion of 
this conversation, sa.id that everybody talked 
about the hon. member for Toowoomba voting 
for the motion. 

11r. Vowr.Es: I said that it was rumoured 
that the hon. member for Too·voomba wa..s 
coming over, bnt I would believe it when I 
saw it. 

The PREMIER: You state it wa.s 
Hunourcd. It was rumoured by those who 

arran!'Cd it. I have not charged the hon. 
rnmnbcr with being jn1plicated in an.v wa:y 
in the attempt at bribery, but I ><IY that he 
knc"\v-ho rnu."Jt have kuowu from his own 
statement made at Ascot-of what was mov­
ing. I do not say ho was responsible fm· it. 
\Vhat I have said. and \\'hat I reiterate now, 
i,; that it was evidently arranged by influen­
tial men in the Country party organisation 
outsiclc-thcv arranged the thing, they sot 
the s.tugo, "they engaged the bribcrs~thc 
" tools "-'m cl they arranged the want of 
<'OnfidPlJCC' n1otion; and the hon. member 
moved it. 

:Hr. T.AYLOR (Windsor): I am •·are that 
a.nv member who listened to tho Attornev­
Ge~neral this afternoon nraking his reckles~s, 
wilcl charge~ that hon. n1ernbC>rs on thjs 
si eh: arc a nartv who encoura o:c 111-cn to bribe 
members of Parliament. must haYCl felt 
ashamred. I challenge the Attorney-General 
to find one statmnent. b ,. arn Illf m her on 
this side which would s~Jbsta'ntiate such a 
charge. It is quite untrue, antl nobody knows 
that bett 'r than the hon. gentlemrm. The 
main point \Yhich wo ha,·e made during this 
di,cussion has been that these men were tried 
before a judge of the Supreme Court, with a 
jury. A ccrta.in sentence was pvssed on those 
n1en, including imprisonE1cmt and a fin-e, and 
now the Government come along· with this 
Bill to punich someb~<ly dill further­
evidentlY these men. I claim that the whole 
of the ;noney found on those men belongs 
to them until the contrary can be proved. 
(Government dissent.) 

The PHE1IIER: Th.e hon. member is over­
looking the fact that at the trial their 
counsel said that they had not 3,000 pence, 
let alone £3,000. 

:';lr. TAYLOR: He may have said tha.t. 
but no evidence wa ~ produced to show that 
those men did not own the money. 

Mr. CORS~R: The judge said they had the 
money. 

:JV1r. TA YLOR : 'Vhat we have been con­
tending the whole day is that the Premier 
anJ the Solicitor-General consulted together 
after the men were found guilty to see in 
what way they could have a heavier. penalty 
inflictcJ on them. That. wo cla1m, was 
unfair and un-British. and it is not to the 
credit of the Premier to have anything to do 
with proceedings of that character. Until 
sm11e eyidenco has been produN~d in court 
to show that that money belonged to some 
Tom, Dick. or Harry outside, those men 
have a perfect right to take from tha.t £3.200 
the f\nu of £1,000 inflicted on them. It is 
part of their property, unless the Crown 
proves otherwise. The Attorney-General has 
said that the £500 fine impmed on each man 
will be paid. He does not know that, and 
I do not know it. Ho thinks it may bo so. 

The ATTORKEY-GENERAL: \Vhat Is your 
candid opinion? 

Mr. TAYLOR: I will not give a "quid" 
nor half a sovereign towards it. 

The PRn!IER: Hear, hear ! 
Mr. 'rAYLOR: Not .a "bob" would I 

give to holp to pay the fin<Js of those n;en. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: The fines Will he 

paid. 
Mr. TA YLOR: I say that they are 

absolutely entitled to have those fines paid 
on their behalf from that money. It has been 
an unfortunate business, and we on this side 

'Mr. Taylor.] 
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of tho Chamber do not stand for anything 
of the kind. vVe want to seo Parliament 
what it ought to be, the highest tribunal in 
the land; but I would rcmincl the Attorney­
General, who talks about the dignity of 
Parliament being maintained unstained, that 
even Parlia1ncnt makes la.\vs which the courts 
.decide are ultra vires and not in accordance 
with justice, and that Parliament thu1 has 
to repeal them. \Ve repealed one yeccuday. 
\Vo arc not the aqua pura that the hon. 
mcmb0r would like us to believe \VC arc. 
But it should be the aim and object of 
every member of Parliament to sec that 
l")arliarncnt is kept a;:; pure as it can be 
kept. There are four clasJC:J of l1Crsons in 
the cotnn1nnity \Yhom I n.on:r forgivn when 
they com::_nit offcnces-clcrgyrnf'n, doctors, 
lawycr:3, and nwn1ber~" of l)arlla,lnent. In 
i hose four clas&es the people place thoir trust 
and confidence, and anything which would 
tend to break that trust or destrov that con­
fidence in any shape or form is to be deplored 
and deprecated. I certainh- think that in 
this Bill proYision should be nm.dC' that the 
fines should be paid out of the money in 
pOSSC~'SiOil of the pri~OlE'I -'. • 

Mr. :V10RGAY (Jiurilh): Kotwith, tanding 
all that the A ttornoy-General has oaid, I am 
still of opinion that the Bill has been brought 
forwanl for tho purpo:-c of incr:'asing the 
sentence' in1posed on these rnen. There was 
not one particle of CYidcnco to prov that the 
money did not belong to SlPcn1an or Con­
nollv or both. Mention \Yas made of the 
stat;'ment that th" money \Yas got together 
fo1· the purpo'o of buying a certain journal. 
(Lallghtc1·.) The Premier laughs. That is 
just as important as the statement \Yhich he 
alleged \Yas made by :VIr. Fcez. that the 
priso11er:; did not po~ :;ess 3,000 P'-'nce. It \\as 
not a lTlattPr of evidence. The hon. 1ncmber 
for Fitzrov en de a vourcd to ,. how that this 
Rill was t'B.lablishing a precedent which might 
b•c us0d by some other Government to affect 
somP other case in \vhich hen. rnember"' 110\Y 
forming the Gm-crnment mrty be interested. 
I say it is a wrong principle. The Premie1· 
:in a very weak spee~~h-an ox·:ept]onally \veak 
speech in ('Ornparison with ·what .,..,. 0 e3;::p-ect 
from the hon. gcntleman-ondcavonred to 
show a similarity between the bonds or 
mone7 found on these prisoners and the kit 
of a burglar or an illicit still. I v.-onld 
point Dut that the posse:-·3ion of burglar'.; 
tools or an illicit still, whether the porsoil 
is u~ing thcn1 or not, i..:, an offence, but it is 
not an offence to have bonds or money in 
your possoseion. The PremiE'r urged that the 
money should be taken awav from these men 
-ad~itting thereby that "to some extent 
they possessed the money-because they might 
use it again for a similar purpose-to bribe 
some other member of his partv. If that 
is not a rc,flection on the members of his 
own party, I do not know what is. I dt'l 
not know how members opposite can allow 
him to cast such a reflection or slur upon 
thPm. 

A GOVERC'<:\IEXT ME:\!BER: \Vhat for? 

Mr. MORGA~: What for? Have you got 
" bide like .a rhinoceros? The Premier said 
that, if the money was not confiscated. the 
men woul-d have it in their posshsion when 
they came out of gaol for the purpose of 
dtempting to bribe another member of the 
Government party. That was a sign of weak­
ne•ss on the part of the Premier. I look upon 
this Bill as part of the scheme-or the trap, 
;f you like so to call it-which was engineered 

[jlir. Taylor. 

and set on foot by the Premier. I regard 
the Premier as having sufficient brams to 
engineer and set in rnotion a trap of this 
dr·scription. Up to the present time, in con­
nection with any charge of this description 
if n1oncy '\Yere found in the poBsec:sion of anY 
indiYidual which it was intended to use for 
the purpose of bribery, that money could not 
be interfemd with. The man cot!ld be sen· 
tcnced for .a long tenn of irnprisonn1ont and 
fined up to £500-thc maximum · penalty 
imposed upon those p1·isoners. 

The ATTOHKEY-GENERAL: The maximum 
penalty is seven years with hard labour 

Mr. MORGA:N: I am glad to have that 
iderj ection. That is the reason for the 
introduction 9f thiS Bill. If they had got 
that sentence, this Bill would not have been 
introduced. In the report of the trial we road 
tlwt when the hon. member for TomYoornba. 
was approached, he immediately consulted 
the Premier. Thero .are rurnours going about 
~they were not brought font ard in evidence 
~tl;tat it ,,-as the bon. member for Tomvoomba 
who approached these men originally. (Ironi-
cal Government laug·hter.) · 

The PHE:\IIER: You know that that is not 
true. You have no foundation for such a 
statenu:nt. 

Mr . .YIORGA='!: I ha Ye as much foundation 
f>Jl' rnaking it as the hon. gcntlc-.;.lan had for 
accusing this party of being connected with 
the matter_ \Ve have asked the hon. gentle­
man for a Royal C0111mission. Why does he 
not g1vc 1t to us? He has made certain 
statements in connection with this party which 
he ~annat substantiate in any shape or form. 
He becomes anno.0·ed because I state what is 
reported. Go \Yhen you like, I honestly 
think that the general report is that the hon. 
m,_.mber for Toowoomba was tho first to 
.alJPrQach those 111011. 

::\1r. l3REXxAN: You would like to believe 
it. 

1.1r. :VIORG \N : It may not be true. 
::\Ir. BnEXxAN: You know it is not true. 

Mr. :VIORGAN: It was not brought out 
in evidence. 

:Vlr. BRExxAx: \Vhy was it not brought out 
in evidence? 

The SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem­
ber's. reflection on the hon. member for Too­
woomL3. must be withdrawn. 

Mr. l\lORGAN: I said it is rumoured out­
side. If it is again~t the Standing Orders, 
I withdraw it. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! The hon. mcwl­
ber did it by imputation, and he is out of 
order. 

Mr. MORGAN: Kot m:· own nnputation­
I wish that to be thoroughly understood. It 
is the general impression outside. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! The hon. mom­
ber is now repeating the offence. 

Mr. MORGAN: The Premier made impu­
tations against this party which were a 
reflection on every member of this party, and 
yet no withdrawal was called for. 

The SPEAKER: Order! '.rhe hon. mem­
ber is now reflecting on the Chair. I would 
point out that an imputation concerning a 
party is quite .a different matter to an 
imputation concerning an hon. member. 
Much greater latitude is allowed in referring 
to a party than in referring to an hon. mem­
ber. I hope the hon. member will bear that 
in mind. 
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Mr. M ORGAN: T would not like tD cast 
n reflection upon the Chair; I would be the 
last in this Chamber to do so. Nevertheless, 
the Premier has made certain charges, and 
we have asked him to appoint a Royal Com­
mrsslon. I remember that when the hon. 
member for Dalby made certain charges in 
connection with another case, it was not a 
matter of asking for a Royal Commission. 
The leader of the Government immediately 
jumped at the chance and ,appointed a Royal 
Cmnmi-sion knowmg that he had the hon. 
member for Dalby at a disadvantage owing 
to the sickness of the most important witness. 
The hon. member for Fitzrov asks the leader 
of the Opposition to move 'for the appoint­
ment of a Royal Commission in connection 
with a certain statement he made. It is not 
the duty of a leader of the Opposition to 
move in that direction. 

Mr. HARTLEY: It is. He is the only man 
who has evidence, and he should come for­
ward and substantiate it. 

2\1r. M ORGAN: This Bill appears tD be 
'> part of the trap originally arnmged by 
the Premier. The hon. member for Too­
woomba approached the Premier and told 
hi1n certain things on Monday morning. It 
was arranged to trap these men, and the 
detecti v0' were called in to assist. 

J\1 r. BRENNAN : We exposed the plot. 

Mr. MORGAN: The hon. member for 
Toowoomba allowed hirmelf to be used as a 
" pimp " in connection v. ith this particular 
matter. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! I call on the 
hon. member to withdraw that. 

. Mr. :'IIORGAN: Certainly. If "pimp " 
IS out of order, I 'vithdraw it. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! 

Mr. MORGAK: Wo will get on \vith the 
plot. The Premicer called in detectives to 
ac,sist. Part Df the plot, according to the 
evtdence adduced, was that those men should 
be c~ticod to have in their possession on a 
certain date as rnuch n1oney as possible. 

Mr. BHEi':NAN: To get the " spondulix " 
on them. 

Mr. :M ORGAN: And this Bill is going to 
collar those '' spondulix." 

Mr. 13RENNAN: That is \Yhat is hurting 
you. 

Mr. MORGA~: There is the whole plot. 
It was desired that these men should be 
posse'Sed of as much money as po,siblo so 
that it could be foulld in their possession. 
The Premier had in mind ,all the time the 
introduction of this Bill for tho purpose of 
collaring that money. 

The PRE1!IER: ·whose money was it? 

Mr. i>IOHGAN: So far as I know so 
far as the public know, so far as the J~dge 
or anyone else kno" s, that money belongs 
to the men in whose possession it was found. 
An.v property found in the possession of a 
man at the time of his arrest, no matter 
what he might be accused of, must be 
returned to that man unless it can be proved 
that it does nDt belong· to him. 

Mr. BREXNAN: To the police they admitted 
that it as not theirs. 

Mr. MORGAN : There is not the slig·htest 
evidence of that. Under the existing law 
those men have a right to claim that money 
a.:-i belonging to them. 

Mr. BREXNAN: The money is tainted. 

::\1r. MORGAN: They had a right to have 
it returned to them. If they make an appli­
cation for it, and say that it belongs to thr1n, 
and it is not returned, we shall be commit­
ing an offence. By this Bill we are legalis­
ing what might bo termed absolute robbery 
so far a' those men are concerned. A man 
might commit an offence and be sentence-d; 
but the moment he has served his sentence 
and comes out of gaol, ho has a rignt to be 
g'iven every opportunity to got an honest 
Jiving and become a useful citizen. It is 
a well known fact that there is honour even 
among thieYes. There is evidently no 
honour in the hon. member for Toowoomba. 
Thieves will not " pimp " upon ono another, 
or give one another a\vay. 

Mr. BRENNAN: Do you eay that they are 
thieves? 

Mr. MORGAN : :0ro. I said there was 
honour amongst thieves. These men have 
been convicted of a worse offence than thiev­
ing. These men say that that money 
be,longs to them, and they have a rigJ:tt to 
get it. In sentencing n1en for certain crimes, 
iP. cases in which the law allows the con­
[~iscation of property fDund in the possession 
of the prisoner, if the value of the prDperty 
is great, the ju·dge generally reduces the 
penalty. If the Jury had known that th.rs 
Bill was going to be introduced, which will 
have the effect of confiscating the £3,200 
found on the prisoners, most likely the jury 
would ha Ye broug·ht in a verdict of " nDt 
euiltv." It was not until the jury had been 
lockeod up for six and a-half hours that they 
hrou"'ht in a verdict of "guilt.v." There 
was ~vidently some doubt in their minds . 

INTERRUPTION OF BUSINESS. 

At 4.30 p.m., 
The SPEAKER: Order! Under the 

Sessional Order agreed to by the House '?n 
30th August, the business of the House wrll 
now be interrupted for the purpos~ of 
dealing \Yith questions and formal busmess. 

Q"CESTIOKS. 
liiR. T. R. HALL'S hiPRESSIOXS 0'' RAILWAY 

TRAYELLING IN THE "[;XITED STATJ-:S OF 

A3rERJC\. 

Mr. DUNSTAN (Gympic) asked the Secre· 
tat·v for Hailwavs-

0 " 1. Has his attention been called to a 
report published in the )3risbane.' 'Tele­
graph ' recently contannng the ~mpr~s­
sions of :Ylr. T. R. Hall of h1s tnp 
through the l:nited States of America 1 

"2. If so, has ho noted the following 
statement made by Mr. Hall:-' !'fe 
found that the sleeping accommodatiOn 
on tho trains in the United States W'L& 

not nearly so gcorl as on the. Queensland 
railways and that the ra1lway fares 
generally aro much higher .. Although not 
so fast, rail-way travclh~g IS more cor,;;; 
fortable and agrocable m Queen,land. 

The· SECRETARY FOR RAILWAYR 
(Hon. ,J. Larcombc, Il rzlpcl) replied-

" 1. Yes, I read 2\ir. Hall's excellent 
statement of the impressions he formt>d 
as a result of his trip through the United 
States. 

" 2. I also road with inten't and 
appreciation Mr. Hall's refetence to the 
favonrable comparison which Queenslancl 
bears to the United States in the matter 
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of train accommodation and farce;. For­
tunately, the grea.t majority of Queens­
land travellers recognise 9ueensland's 
favourable position. There are, however, 
a few bilious croakers and ddamers to 
whom I recommend :Mr. Hall's valuable 
corn parif"Oll.'' 

ALLEGED ~MONOPOLY TO TAKE SHELL GRIT AT 
CALOUNDRA. 

Mr. WARREN (Jiurrumbcr) asked the 
Troasurcr-

" l. Is he aw;nc that a license to take 
shells and shell grit at Caloundra has 
been granted to one person to the exclu­
sion of all other persons, aYJd that. in 
comequence of this, the price of this 
marine product has been incre>ased from 
2s. to 3s. per bag? 

" 2. 'Was such license granted on thP 
recommendation of departme-ntal officers? 
What \vero the reasons for the g-ranting 
of such exclusive license, and for what 
term wa' it granted? 

"3. \Vas any public notification given 
prior to the granting of this license? 

"4. \Vill he have inquiries made into 
this matter, vvith a yiew of such nrtjon 
bt'ing- taken as will allow other re,i-dents 
of C'1>loundra taking part in this indus­
try?" 

The TREAST!RER (I-Ion. J~. G. Theodore. 
Chilreqnr) replied-

" 1. Four licenses have been i·'sued 
granting' the 0xclusive right to remove 
shell grit from certain dennPd areas. It 
is open to any person to obtain a !icons" 
for ·-uch purpose. 

"2. The action taken WfU reccmmended 
hT the ·department in order that thE' forc­
shoros could be protected arainst damage 
which might be caused bv the indiscrimi­
nate removal of grit. The license is for 
a term of twelve months. 

"3. No publlc notification was ncces­
·<Hy. The license provides that the use 
of the beach bv residents and vi•·,itors is 
unrestricted, as' formerly. 

" 4. Provided no damag-<' will rc'st!lt to 
tlw foreshore. an exclusive license to 
r0n1ove shell grit from a par.ticular sec­
tion n1.a;._, be obt~incd by an~T person upon 
application to the PortmaPter and pay· 
ment of the prescribe-d fee.'' 

INTE:-!TIO:«S IN RE Il\TRODUCTTON oF C'o-OPERA-
TIYE AGRKFLTrRAL PRODUCTION AcT 
AMEND11E:-/T BILL. 

Mr. W ARRE~ (3funumba), in the absence 
of Mr. Costello (Carnarvon). asked the Secre­
tary for Agriculture and Stock-

" 1. Is it intended to introduce thi' 
~E'ssjon tho Co-opHrativo Agricultural 
Production Act Amendment Bill' 

" 2. If not. in view of the fact that 
this is the third measurp mer1tionel in 
the GoYcrnor's Opcnintr, Speech, why is 
it not being proceeded ,,cith ?'' 

'I'he SECRETARY FOR AGRICl~LTURE 
AKD STOCK (Hon. W. N. Gillies, Bacham\ 
replied--

" 1 and 2. It was the intention of the 
GoYernment to present this amendment 
Bill to Parliccrnent this ~0··sion. but the 
dcYclopments that have arisen during the 
preparation of it will nee( ssitate the post­
ponement of the improved measure until 
next session." 

PROHIBITIOl\ oF CuLTIVATION oF CoTTO:\ AxD 
OTHER CROPS ON GRAZIKG FARMS. 

Mr. CLAYTO~ (Wirlr Hay), in the absence 
of Mr. Edwards (_Yanango), asked the Secre­
tary for Public Lands-

" 1. Do the lca~es of grazing solections 
restrain the hol·ders of such selections 

. fron1 using their land for cotton-growin~? 

" 2. In the event of the holders of 
g-razing selections using· thBir land for 
such purpose, will they be liable to have 
their leases forfeited, or to any other 
penalty'! 

"3. If liable to any penalty, will he. 
in Yiew of the present importance of 
cotton-growing to this Statr-. give a guar­
antee that no penalty will be imposed in 
such cases?" 

The SECRETARY FOR YCBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. J. H. Coyne, H'arrrgo) replied-

" l. The leases of grazing selections are 
granted for grazing purpo -es only. 

" 2. N at withstanding the restriction in 
their ]pascs, the departmert allo" s lessees 
of grazing selertjon"' to rultivatc for cot­
ton an an~ a not exceeding 50 acres of 
each selection. 

"3. Sec anstYcr to Ko. 2."' 

LDIITAT!OK 0]' GUARANTEE TO COTTON 
GROWERS. 

Mr. CLAYTON (Wide Bay), in the absence 
oi Mr. Edwards (.Ymwngo), asked the Secre­
tary for Agriculture and Stock-

" 1. Is it a fact that only growers of 
not more than 50 acres of cotton will be 
covered by the Government's guarantee 
of 5~d. per lb.? 

" 2. In the case of growers of more 
than 50 acres of cott.on, will a propor­
tionate part of their crop be covered by 
the guar<>ntee ?" 

'I'he SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
AND STOCK replied-

" 1. ~o; not until after 1st August, 
1923. ~ 

'' 2. Yes." 

LIFE ASSlTRA:-!CE COMPAKY DEPOSITS WITH 
TREASURY. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS (Pittsuwrth) 
asked t,he Treasurer-

" 1. Have the Queensland Probate 
Insurance Company, Limited, the Aus­
tralian Probate and General Assurance 
Corporation, Limited. and the Citizens 
and Graziers' Life Assnr<>nce Company, 
Limited, yet paid their deposits of 
£10,000, as required by the Life Assur­
ance Companies Act of 1901? 

"2. If not, seeing that the two first­
named companies havo been registered 
for more than three months. can they 
legally transact life assurance business 
in Queensland? 

" 3. In view of the fact th<>t three 
more life assurance companies are about 
to commence business in Queensland, 
will the Treasurer insist upon all future 
companies making their full deposit of 
£10.000 before the expiration of three 
months from the date of their respective 
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registrations, so that the provisions of 
the Life Assurance Companies Act, 
which were intended for the protection 
of the general public, may be given full 
effect to?" 

'rhe TREASURER replied-
" 1 and 2. It was agreed to ~ccept the 

deposits of these companies 111 instal­
ments. and to date each has lodged 
£5,000. 

" 3. No further concessions will be 
granted." 

SALE OF VICTORIAN BUTTER IN QUEEKSLAND. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS (Pittsworth) 
asked the Secretary for Agriculture and 
Stock-

" 1. Has he been advised that Vic­
torian butter is being sold in Queens­
land to-day at 5d. per lb. under locally 
manufactured butter? 

" 2. Vvill he have full inquiries made 
and a report made public as to how such 
a condition of affairs can exist'!" 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
AND STOCK replied-

" 1 and 2. I understand that several 
Brisbn,ne firms, including Barnes and 
Company, are being enabled. through 
want of unity amongst Southern dairy­
ltlcn, and section 92 of the Federal Con­
stitution, to purchase Victorian butter 
and import it into Queensland at a price 
considerably below our local prices." 

REPORTS OF CO:IIMISSIONER FOR TRADE AND 
AuDITOR-GENERAL ON STATE ExTERPRISES. 
Mr. LOGAN (LockyeT) asked the 

Premier-
" 1. \Vhen may the report of the Com­

missioner for Trade on State Enterprises 
be expectPd? Also, the Auditor-General's 
report thereon? 

" 2. If these reports are not tabled 
bdore the end of this session, will they 
be made available for distribution to 
members as soon as they are completed?" 

HoK. W. FORGAN S:YliTH (Jlackay) 
replied-

" 1. The Trade Commissioner advises 
that his report will be ready as soon as 
the audits have been completed, and 
this is expected within a few days. 

"2. There will be no unavoidable 
delay in distributing these reports to 
members as soon as they are completed." 

PROSPECTS OF OnTAIXING I'ETROLEc~r IX 
QUEENSLAND. 

2'vlr. ELPHINSTO:"JE (O.rley) asked the 
Secretary for Mines-

" .._L\s tho session is dra1"< ing to a close, 
and the question of the discoven· of oil 
in Queensland is a matter of such vital 
irnportauce, \vill he state~-

1. (a) ·what are the prospects of 
achieving success in the opcTations at 
Roma? (b) Is he quite satisfied that 
those operations have not at anv time 
been interfered with from outside 
sources? 

2. Is the Beaudescrt area looked upon 
with any favour in regard to oil? 

3. Are there any other areas that 
show signs of succe•·•;ful boring? " 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. 
A. J. Jone,, Paddington) replied-

" 1, 2, and 3. I refer the honourable 
member to the various reports which 
have been published from time to time." 

WHEAT CROP Ol!" 1920-1921. 

Mr. G. P. BARNES (TVa1"tL·irL) asked the 
Secretary for Agriculture and Stock-

" 1. ·what was the total quantity of 
wheat received by the \Nhcat Board on 
account of the 1920-1921 wheat crop­
viz., No. 1 Milling, ?'io. 2 Milling, :\o. 3 
Milling, '!'io. 1 Red, ='Jo. 2 Red, Scented, 
:\o. 1 Feed, and No. 2 Feed? 

" 2. What quantity of each of these 
respective grades has been sold?" 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
A:\D STOCK (Hon. W. X Gillies, Bacham) 
replied-

" 1 and 2. Inquiry will be made." 

CosT oF CoxsTRUCTIKG MAIN H.OADS BY J\lAIN 
ROADS BOARD. 

Mr. BEBBI~GTO~ (Dmyion), 
notice, a',ked the Secretary for 
Lands-

without 
Public 

" 1. Has he 1nade any inquiries frOJ?­
the ;\Iain Roads Board Office th1s 
mornin~ as the result of the statements 
made l~~t night, in connection with the 
cost of construction o£ n1ain roads? 

" 2. Has he ascertained whether the 
Main Roads Board is compelled to take 
the labour from the labour bureau:;, and 
is the Board compelled to take the first 
on the list, irrespective of whether they 
are suitable for the work? 

" 3. Is it intended to carry out the 
work by day labour?" 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LA~DS 
(Hon. J. H. Coyne, Warreyo) replied-

" I have not made such inquiries, 
because of the irresponsible, exaggerated 
misstatements made by the hon. member 
in connection with the matter." 

BALANCE-SHEET IN RE 1920-1921 \\"HEAT CROP. 

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Wancick), without 
notice asked the Secretarv for Agriculture 
and Stock- , 

"Is he able to give any further reply 
to a question which I asked yester?ay 
to which the hon. gentleman rephe~, 
' Inquiry will be made?' The matter IS 

of great irnportance, because t~ .. -;-o y~ars 
ago those people commenced harvestmg, 
a·nd thcv want to know what has become 
of the ~v heat or the money?" 

'l'he SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
A);D STOCK (Hon. W. N. Gillies, Eachnm) 
replied-

" I am afraid that the hon. gentleman 
does not really appreciate the busy 
nature of the work of Ministers at the 
pre~ent time. 'The matter referred to 
is a matter entrusted to the \Vhea t 
Board, and, consequently, inquiries will 
have to be made at Too·•.-oomba. I can­
not give the hon. gentleman any infor­
mation at present." 
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PAPERS. 
The following pav:rs were laid on the 

table, and ordered to be printed:­
Despatch respecting permission to Mr. 

Edmund Han·is Thornburgh Plant to 
retain the title of "Honourable." 

Return of all schools in operation on 
the 30th June, 1922, with the attend­
ance of pupils and the status and 
emoluments of the teachers employed. 

The following paper was laid on the table­
Orders in Council under the Supreme 

Court Act of 1921. 

CRIYHNAL CODE Ai\1ENDMENT BILL. 

SECOND READING-RESUMPTION OF DEBATE. 

Mr. MORGAN (Murilla): The hon. mem­
ber for Toowoomba stated that if the 
prisoners had said where they got the money, 
they would not have been sentenced at all. 

Mr. BRENNAN : Their principals would have 
been arrested. 

Mr. MORGAN: If they had been arrested, 
the men who took part in the commission 
of the crime would have been released. 

Mr. BRENNA).[: Exactly. 

Mr. MORGAN: That is an admission that 
the men were approached to turn King's 
evidence in order to put their principals in 
the cell. 

Mr. BRENNAN: Thov could have done that. 
I caid that ill the witness-box. 

Mr MOR(}AN: That is a most important 
admission for the hon. member to make. It 
appears that he was rwt only the prosecuting 
witness, but he vvas prosecutor as "\o:ell. F'rorn 
the remarks of the judge, it appears that he 
"'' ,, not prepared to allow the Premier or 
the hon. member for Toowoomba to dictate 
to him w;re,t the sc·lltence should bo. 

The. ATTORXEY-GEXEllAL: He said llothing of 
the kmd. 

1h. MORGAN: He did. Ho prurticallv 
sa id he would not he dictated to hv Lhc 
Premier, and all honour to the judge. I 
am Yery pleased to krrow that ",, have some 
judges who will not be -dictated to by lhe 
Prerni -,r. ' 

At 4.40 p.m., 
The CHA!H3IAN OF CmrMITTE!:S Pir. Ilirwan, 

!Jrisi)(ln,) relieved the Speaker in the chair. 

Mr. POLLOCK (Orcqory): The hon. mem­
ber for Mm·illa "aid that, until it is proved 
to the contra1·~,~, the :money in question belong.:; 
to tho n1en on whon1 it was found. I take 
it that it has been proven to the contrary 
by the judge and the jury, and the eYidenco 
of th0 \YhoL case goes to provo tl1at the money 
found on these men did not belong to them. 

Mr. lHonGAN: Roa-d the evidence. 

Mr. POLLOCK: His honour, in his sum­
Ining up, said-

" The man behind these men has offered 
thcn1 monry." 

Mr. FcPz, counsel for the accused, said-
" If the object of the prosecution was 

to deter that class of cri,ne. then those 
responsible should be mad-2 to suffer. 
There "as no doubt there was someone in 
a financial position behind the accused." 

Their own counsel said that. In another 
portion of his address he said-

' Neither of the defendants would be 
able to find 3,000 pence, let alone £3,000." 

[1l1r. JYiorgan. 

His honour later on, in summing up, said-
" It is quite clear that there is some­

body behind you as to money. N eithe,­
of you is in a financial position to find 
£3,000 in bonds and £200 in cash." 

The whole of the circumstances connected with 
the case prove that these men were not 
attempting bribery with their own mon<ey, and 
for that reason I believe that the Crown is jus­
tified in estreating this money and all tho 
other moneys in the future raised for a like 
purpose. The jury proved that the'e men wer<:> 
guilty of attempted bribery. There is no doubt 
on that score. They had a fair trial, .and 
it as deGnitely proven against them. On 
the que .tion as to whether this fine should 
be paid out of the money that was found on 
them, I would again like to emphasise the, 
point that was so ably demonstrated by the 
hon. member for Bremer when hP. said one of 
tho accused had £3,000 and the other only had 
£200, and. if the judge intended that the 
fine c.hould be paid out of tlw money found 
on thorn and out of the'e bonde, then ono of 
the defendants would have been unable to 
pay the fine. 

Y!r. F. A. CooPER: While I was spc.cking 
the leader of the Opposition interjected that 
it y, as a common fund. Hov, does he kno>'­
that it was a common fund? 

II'Ir. VoWLES: The judge said it was. 

:Y1r. POLLOCK: Kot only did the judge 
sac· so. but the jury thought so; and wh<;n 
the judge decided that these men were nr 
po.-,.-.;e~~.:iion of a con1mon fund, it is quit,p 
obvious that the monev should be cstrE'ated 
by the Crown, otherwisiJ one rn"n "·onld have 
to serve the whole of the twrlvo months and 
thr other one \Vould get off with three months, 
although there is no daub• both men werl' 
equally culpable. There is no danger. that 
these men will have to sene the adcht10nal 
ni!le' months' sf'nt·~nco because this monc~v is. 
!wing '"·b·oated. \Ve know very well that 

o rne>n v;.~ho arc acting as agents for a 
certtLin orgnni~ation in a big fina_ncial vva;; 
ar(' in n pos1t~on, 1,1,·hen they rf'CCIVC a "''Il­

tence of this kind, to "blow the gaff "-to 
use a con1n1on expression--~upon the n1en 
behind the1n. Doc 1j an; one b0li ve for a 
mom: nt that the perso;1,, who found the 
o£3,2CO to pay these agents for thu commission 
of a crinw ~·wh as thi~ arc go1n~ to baulk 
at another £1.000 in order to meet this finr '? 
Doe' a nyonc suppose that. these men-who 
ar0 C'Yidcntly in a big 'yay ii.nanc1all:·-arc 
going to take the chance of twin,;; arrest ·cl 
for conspiracy (because that is''· hat it mean-.) 
for t:ho cakr of a paltry £1,000-Jecs tha.n 
one-third of the orig-inal sum provided? So 
that the argument the t those men ar likely 
to ,,,crve an a.dditional nine months' "'cntence 
lwcause of the forfeitm·o of this rnonec' does 
not hold '\a to,·. The men b2hind these men 
arc app .rently feeling very uncomfortable. 
If anvonc in this Chamber wao b0hmd a 
mattf'~ such as this, he would nhturally feel 
very uncomfortable until the whole affair 
was over. Then there is a side issue to this 
ar,umont-that these men were trapped. 
H~w else would it be pos,,ible to deted a 
briber? Is it likely that m on guilt,- of 
attempted bribery would come along and tell 
the public generally, and tell the court, that 
thev w0re going to commit tho offence'? 
The onlv way to catch these men is to cntch 
them rorl-harided by a trap. In the or-dinary 
way it would not 'be possible to bring those 
men to book. and the hon. m ern ber for Too­
woomba, instead of being sneered at by the 
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Oppo,ition and the newspapers, should be 
congratulated upon the stand ho has taken. 
Bribery and corruption is either wrong or it 
is right. vVo and our laws hold that it is 
wrong. If that is the case, should we not 
svmpathisc with. the man who has to go into 
c;mrt and who has the '':hole of his iife 
rakc•d up for the inspection of the public 
and oYory attempt made to damage his charac­
tr r, nnd ha Ye things brought up that never 
existed? Is it not better that we should 
sympathise with a man of this kind and 
encourage him in the stand he has taken 
ag:ti11st this practice than that we should 
sneer at him and attempt to belittle him 
in evot·y \\·ay 1 I say that the ne"·~papers have 
tcrkcn up a very dang··rous attitude, and 
one that no right-thinking man can stand 
for. Yet the hon. member for Munlla 
artomptocl to make capital out of this ques­
tion of trapping men who w·ere guilty of 
attempted bribery. It is practically on the 
"'me principle as the burglar objecting to 
the watchman. \Yhy should they not be 
trapped 9 If the offence is a crime-if there 
is only one way of preventing the spread of 
this sort of thing-every hon. member opposite 
has said that he does not want to see 1 t 
spread-if there is only one way of preventing 
the sprcacl of this crime why should we not 
compliment the man who is r<"·ponsiblc for 
preventing this sort of thing in future? I 
sav \\ ithout anv fear of contradiction that 
<'ithcr hon. members opposite are talking with 
tlwir tongues in their cheeks or else th,oy are 
raking a very nnsound stand in connection 
with this matter. The most astonishing argu­
n:ent of all, and one which has been used 
by almost every hon. member opposite, is 
that the estreating of funds such as this 
should only take place in regard to future 
rases. Why? If it is a sound thing to apply 
to future cases the principle of confiscation 
of money such as this, it must be equally 

m:1d to apply it to cases that haVe· occurred 
in the past. Not only that, but their reason, 
in my opinion-I take it the public will take 
tlw f:.anw stand as I an1 taking-thejr reason 
f, applying it to future funds is because they 
know there will be no future cases of this 
kind. This case has effectually squelched all 
attempts at bribery for the future. 

\Yhcn they ask that it bo applied only to 
future ceses, they take up an attitude that is 
not oasilv understandable or consistent with 
honestY. " Wh:. apply it only to future rases? 
Is it not bee mse they we,nt to safeguard the 
mone,- that is already lying in the Supreme 
Court., 'l'!tcy !wow very well that "n"' futuro 
mon<'y c,·m1ing from. the men behind them 
will never come into the possession of the 
Supreme Court agnin. It is obvious that 
every man guilty of brib0ry in the future is 
going to look under the table, and there arc 
going to be no futurP cases of confiscation 
of moncv ,vhich has to be used in a case of 
attempt,;'d bribery. I hope that the people 
of Queensland are going- to ask-they will 
])"Ob'_,.b!y be a:-king to-lTIOlTOW n1orning-tvhy 
thoro is all this anxiety on the part of the 
Opposition about safeguarding this £3,200. 
\Yh~re is the necessity for it? Everybody 
kumvs that it is money used for the purpqse 
of attempting to commit bribery. Then why 
i"' thNe a.ny necessity to return it to the 
defendants? Why all those pitiful arguments 
for having it returned to the defendants? 

Mr. ::'liORGA:>;: Became the law is against 
you. 

Mr. POLLOCK: \Ve are here to see that 
the law is applied to this matte,·-to sec 
that this money is estrcated, and the thing 
effectually stopped. When "e attempt to 
do it the hon. member for l\1urilla says the 
law is against us. \'Vhat are we here for? 
Are we n(lt here to make laws for the good 
conduct of the State? 

Mr. MoRGAN: Evidently not, when you 
override the judge's sentence. 

Mr. POLLOCK: If those laws are not 
carried out, are we going to be worthy of 
the name of legislators who are here to pro­
tect the interests of the peori1e of Queens­
land? Tho caso is a most Uflb.:lvoury one. 
It does not reflect credit on the Opposition 
when they attempt to get from under the 
responsibility of being a< cessories and 
come back again with an attempt to safe­
guard the funds that are the property of 
these bribers behind their agents. The 
thing is illogical and absurd, and the people 
of Queensla.nd will estimate at their tn1e 
value the statements of hon. members oppo­
site. 

HoN. W. H. 13ARNES ilJillimua): The 
hon. member who has just resumed his seat 
tried, like other members on the other side 
to-day, to dodge the ,·eal issue in connection 
with this matter. The real is-.ue is some­
thing like this: These men wore brought 
before a jury, which heard the evidence and 
brought in a verdict of guilty. No member 
of this :House oan in any ''ay justify a 
wrong, and I want to be very emphatic on 
that point. It does not m·ttter who does 
that wrong. 

The PREMIER : \V as this a wroug? 

HoN. W. H. 13ARNES: The vNdict was 
brought in and the judge pronounced sen­
tence, and apparently the Government arc 
not satisfied with the sentence. 

l\Ir. 1fORGAN: That is the sore point. 

Ho!<:. W. H. BARNES: They arc trying 
now to rrct at the back of the sentence. Is 
that British justice and what we stand for 
in this House? 

11r. CoLLINS: You ought not to talk about 
justice. 

HoN. W. H. 13ARNES: W" stand for 
putting clown anything improper;. but . a.t 
the same tim.P \V8 stand for n1a1ntaunng 
intact the findings of those wbo are plac_ed 
in the position which judg:s are placed m. 
I et us look at the pos1bou fall'ly and 
s~uarely. What re,.Jly happened'? Is ~t 
not a recorded fact that the Prenncr of th1s 
great State C\'idcntl:y had a dorumc_n' wr~tten 
that was to be dchvercd to the JUdge . I 
"ould like to ask if that document has hrc8Il 
forthcoming. Has anyone seen it? 

The PRE>l1EH: You are a champion side­
tracker. 

HoN. \V. H. BARNES: I ask what was 
the object of it. The object Wf1S to try and 
influerico the decision of the jndgc, so far 
as the penalty was concerned. Tha! ic reall_y 
what happened. \'V o find the PremJCr of th1s 
great Statc doing this, and I congratulate 
the judge, who said. " I a.1;1 h~"·c to 
admini, ter justice, not to rcce1ve mstruc­
tions frorrL a gentleman, even fl1though _he 
mfly be the Premier of the State." He smd, 
" I am not going to be influenced." 

The PREMIER : You are inYenting yyor·ds. 

Hon. W. H. Barnes.] 
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Hox. W. H. BARNES: If the Premier 
would only carry out his office in the same 
way, it v,ould be better for this State than 
to do what he is doing. 

The PREMIER: You a,re a, sidetracker. 

l-IoN. W. H. BARNES: No one could be 
a sidetracker equal to what the Premier is. 

Mr. POLLOCK: I will read from the paper 
what the judge said. He said-

" I cannot go into that." 

IIoN. W. H. BARNES: I am quoting from 
thu " Observer. n 

l\lr. PoLLOCK: I am quoting from the 
"Courier." (Laughter.) 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: The ·'Observer" 
states-

" :Mr. Webb said tha,t, after the verdict 
the previous evening, he consulted the 
~ttorr:cy.Geneml, a,nd he subsequently 
mtervwwed the Premier. 

" His Hor•our : I do not wish to hear 
the views of the Premier. I v ant only 
to hear you." 

:\Jr. PoLLOCK: That is not what you said. 

IIoN. W. H. BARNES: I said that it was 
<'YH1ent .t.hat a .~oeument was prepared, .aft-er 
con~ultatiOn With the Premier, which the 
~.ohcitor·G:neral was going to quote from. 
.l he Premier had the audacity to interfere 
With the course of justice. and because he 
did not get his way, he brings 'in a Bill of 
th1s natun•. I want to be absolutely clear so 
far . as my action is concerned. "I repeat 
agam that any men who do a dishonourable 
thing have a right to be punished; but, when 
tlwo: have been before a Brit:sh court of 
JU"tJCo, no Premier has the right, because 
he wants to got at them and to victimise 
tlw1:', to go behind and seek to influence 
JUstice. 

The PRE}!IER: Go behind what 1 

I-Iox. W. H. BARNES: To got at the 
judge's verdict. 

The PREMIER: That is a most unscrupulous 
statement. 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: It is recorded 
that there was an interview between the 
people I !la ve mentioned, and that the 
PromJer tned . to get his views before the 
Judge. The pomt I want to make is that any 
ondence . that could be introduced prior to 
the ve1:rhct. of " guilty " being brought in 
"as qmtc nght, and should have been intro­
duced.; but, one~ ~he verdict was given, no 
Premier. no mrhvidual had a right to get 
behind the verdict. ' 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order! I 
undor~tand the hon. member to say· that the 
Pronuer was trymg to get behind the Yordict 
of the court. That is imputing improper 
:YJotivcs, which is unparlimontarv. and I ask 
the hon. member to withdraw the statement. 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: I withdrctw the 
~tatoment in accordance with your wiqh, but 
1t 1s recorded that the Premier--

The DEP1!TY SPEAKER : Order ! 

HoN. \Y. H. BARNES: That the Premier 
did certain thinge, which are recorded in the 
Pn~~s. 

A GovERNMENT MEil!llER: 2\'ot even 
recorded. 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: The judge himself 
eommented upon it. 

The PnE}fiER: What did he sa;7 1 
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HoN. W. H. BARNES: He said that he 
was gain;~ to listen to what the Solicitor· 
General had to say, but he was not gomg 
to listen to what the Premier h:·:,d to say. 

The PREMIIlll: That is a different thing 
to what you said bofDre. 

HoN. W. H. BARNES: The hon. gentle­
man is trying to dodge the position-that the 
Government were not satisfied with the 
verdict brought in by the jury, and arc now 
trying to go one better and sec if the>y cannot 
further ponaJiso those men. Ll'! me ,ay that 
I have no sympathy with the men who 
perpetrated such a, crime. I have no sym· 
path:v \Ylth anyone, \vhatever his na1ne 1nay 
he, who att~mpts to do anything of that 
kind. 

The PnEoliER: You want the money to go 
back into your political party funds.· 

Hox. \V. H. TIAENES: I take the sta.nd 
!hat once a verdict has been given by " jury, 
the judge should be untrammelled and per­
fectly free from outside influence. 

Mr. PAYNE (J!litchel 7): Memb!"rs of ~he 
Opposition who have spoken on this questiOn 
to-da:,-more particularly the. hon. member 
for Bulimba-on every occaswn have gone 
to a lot of trouble to assure the House that 

they had no hand or part in 
[5 p.m.] this bribery case. We have 

spent the whole of one sitting 
and part of another sitting in discussing this 
question, ~tnd during the whole time hon. 
members opposite have been, as it were, 
ehcdding crocodile tears at the hard sentences 
imposed upon the two men, Sleeman and 
Connollv. 

Mr. 1\ronGAN: No. We never complained 
about the sentence at alL You are abso­
lutely wrong. The Government want to 
impose another sentence. 

Mr. P A YNE: The only excuse that hon. 
members opposite offer for opposing this 
motion is that the Government are increas­
ing the sentence on those two men. I a.sk 
anybody if twelYe months' imprlsonrnrnt i a 
severe sentence-oven if they carry out the 
whole twelve months-for a crime of this 
character. During the whole of the <lis· 
cussion on this Bill the Opposition have 
proved to me beyond any doubt t.hat their 
sympathies are more or less with the men 
who committed this crime. 

Mr. MORGAX: Our sympathies are with 
British fairpla.y. 

Mr. P A YNE : A wrong must be a wrong, 
and you ca,nnot say anything to justify 
wrong. Nearly every member of the Oppo­
Aition who spoke on this queFtion talked 
about a thing being ·wrong, and said thi11-
wo must not pollute the public lifo of thi' 
State; yet in the next breath they show 
their sympathy by condoning the actions of 
the men who actually committed the wrong. 
'What position is any member of the House 
in who sih hero and listens to such argu­
nwnts 1 First they say it is '· rong, ~tnd 
then thev bke six or seven hours in con­
doning it". Even if the men serYe the whole 
twelve months, it is not a severe sentence 
fer this crime. 

Mr. MoRGAN: They are not going to 
serve it. 

;\'lr. P A YNE : I know they are not going 
to serve the whole twelve months. I am 
quite satisfied that, when the three months 
are up, the source from which the other 
money came will provide the £1,000 to pity 
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the fines. Yet we have a section of the 
Opposition supporting the men who supplied 
the money, and trying to protect the money· 
bags who supplied the £3,200, and save 
them from having to put up another £1,000. 
T.hat is the whole thing. 

I am not going to say whether members 
of the Opposition ha·d any hand in supply­
ing the money or not, but I will say that 
men have been hanged on less circum­
stantiai evidence than we have got that 
the Oppoeition knew that this was going on. 
My mind is carried back to the vear 1891. 
Hon. members opposite now object to a,n 
amendment of the Cl'iminal Code, but what 
did supporters of the party do in 1891? 
They rusl1ed legislation through this Home, 
and wont back to the days of Gom·ge IV. 
to dig up a statute to use against men in 
Central Queensland. They took the most 
honoured men in Central Queensland, 
removed thorn to another district, rivht away 
from their o"n centre, tried them hefom a. 
special jur;•. and sent them to gaol. 

Mr. COLLI~S: Don't forget that they 
chained them to logs, too. 

Mr. P A YNE : They chained them together 
as well. The late President of the Legis­
lative Council. the late Mr. William 
Hamilton, was a specimen of the men whom 
they took away in chains and tried before 
a special jury in Central Queensland, and 
then sent them to gaol. They were amongst 
the most honoured men in Central Queens­
land. Yet hon. members opposite talk about 
the unkindness of this Government. I 
remember seeing those men being- marched 
in chains through the streets of Barcaldine. 
They were driven along like wild beasts. 
Men were swept off the street at Barcaldine, 
and put into gaol for months without having 
a. trial at all. Yet we have hon. members 
opposite standing up for the money-bags. 
They are not concerned about the two men 
who have been convicted. All their concern 
is about the men who have to find the monev. 
Their whole sympathies are with the men 
who found the mon<>v to try and bribe t.he 
hon. mcmlwr for 'f'onwoomba. end not with 
the two men who have bNm sent to gaol. 

Mr. F. ~\. COOPER (Rrerna): I heard 
llw leader of tho Opposition, by interjection, 
state that the £3,000 bond and £200 cash 
came from a common fund--

Mr. VOWLES: The judge said that. 
1\fr. F. A. COOPER : I cannot find m the 

evidence where the judge said that. 
Mr. VowLES: He said the money could 

be a pp! ied to the purpose of the fine. 
Mr. F. A. COOPER: According to hon. 

mcmbc'rs opposite, this is what the judge 
said-

" The bond and the monev are vours." 
According to the Pro'S, the judge said-

" The bond and the money come from 
a con1mon fund." 

Wha,t are they trying to make out? They 
evidently have a knowledge of a "common 
fund." That is one thing I draw attention 
to which was mentioned by the hon. member. 
'I'he hon. member for Murilla and other 
members opposite made the statement over 
and over again that this Bill was an attempt 
to override the verdict of the judge. The 
judge found these men guiltv of a crime, 
a.nd the members of the Opposition say 
that this is what the judge said-

" I find you guilty of a crime. I also 
find you guilty of having £3,200 in your 

possession. I am going to fine you £50·l 
each. That will leave £2,200. After 
you come out of gaol, in three months' 
time, I will present you with £1,100 
each to cover the period of your 
incarceration.'' 

That is what hon. members opposite say that 
the judge said. I cannot conceive of any 
such thing being in the judge's mind at all. 
It could not have been in his mind that 
these men should get £1,100 each when they 
come out of gaol. The thing that was in 
his mind, as was pointed out by the hon. 
member for Fitzroy, was that they were 
merely agents handling trust funds, and, if 
they were successful in their mission, the 
trust funds would pay. If they were not 
sncce,sful, the money would be paid back 
!cl the people who ga,ve the money. It would 
not go to the men who were handling the 
money, because that would be a misuse of 
trust funds. The money had to go to the 
pcreG!!. fer ..,_ .. ,~hem. it ;7r~u.z i~t~~dcd cL oloo 
g·.l back to the people from whom it came. 
That is quite clear to anyone who looks at 
it clearly and calmly. There is no question 
about it that that was in the judge's mind. 
We have now arrived at this stage of the 
question. There is an unexplainable desire 
on the part of the Opposition to defend the 
money. The hon. member for Bulimba 
said, "I will speak calmly and quietly," 
vet he ended his speech with fire in his 
eves and froth in his whiskers. There is an 
;,";ordinate desire on the part of the Oppo­
sition to save the money. Above all things, 
save the money! Hon. members on the other 
side. in the course of their business, always 
think about saving the money. It reminds 
me of another oceasion when a gentleman, 
1·inging on the telephone, said, " I told you 
right from the start that you should not 
trust a man by the name of Gilligan." When 
thev makP mistakes the" always endeavour 
to cget out of them, but all the time they 
want to save the money. Hon. members 
opposite say, ''This is no concern of ours, 
but let us save the bonds." 

Hon. members opposite are evidently 
readers of Shalce~peare. The!· all say, "·I 
want mv bond "-that is the whole position. 
T rlo h~pc that this House will amend the 
Criminal Code in the direction in·dicatcd, if 
for no other reason than that stated by 
the hon. member for Gregory--that !t !s a 
good thing for the future .. A:'d if 1~ 1s a 
~ood thinrr for the future, It JS certamly a 
;ood thin; for the past; and if it is a good 
t"hin~· for the futur0 and the past, it ought 
to be a good thing for the present. 

Mr. G. P. BARNES (War1rick): I am sure 
that the remarks of the hon. member for 
Bremer will not carry much weight. \Vhat 
do we c<Lre for the amount of £3.200? 

A GoYER~nmxT ME:I!BER: \Vhat arc you 
arguing about? 

Mr. G. P. BARNES: We are arguing 
against the establicdiment of a new principle 
of mrting out double punishment to people. 
Hon. me;,bers opposite are not c,atisficd with 
the yerdict of the court. Thov come to a 
hic,hcr court-the sphere wherec tho laws of 
th~ land are made-and thPv say, in effect, 
that what thev have failed to accomplish in 
one direetion ·they will use their powers to 
achieve in another and mete out the justice 
which thev think these people should have 
l{iYen the~. The whole of this business will 
be settled if the Attorney-General will place 
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on the table of the Houoe the document which 
he andressed to the Solicitor-General on the 
occasion of the verdict. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: There was no docu­
ment at all. 

Mr. G. P. BAR::'-JES: It was indicated that 
there was a document. 

The ATTORKEY-GENF,RAL: I had the right to 
discuss the case with him as Attorney-General. 

Mr. G. P. BARNER: If tlwre was not 
a document, we will accept the verbal state­
ment of the hon. member. At an~- rate, he 
attempted to do something that the judge 
imme-cliatelv dismissed. It was such a knock 
back to the Premier and the Attorney­
General as has never been witnessed before. 
and certain! v both of them should hide their 
heads. • 

Surely there is room for some further 
explann.tion regarding this matter! Ha' it 
come to this-that this is to be a precedent 
of the future and that, in the event of the 
courts of the land failing to satisfy the ideas 
of the Government in the matter of punish­
ment, this House is to be compelled to pass 
a Bill retrospocti vely imposin?; judgment 
accordmg to their ideas? If the whole of 
that money had been forfeited by the court, 
or rf the sentence had becm heavier, I would 
have said nothing; but I do object to this 
House being asked to mete ont a super­
pumshment or a second punishment. That 
IS where we stand. \Ve do not condone the 
offence. I would sticrmatisc it with the 
fiercest of language t could <ommand. I 
think it vvas a rno;;;t rc:pn~hcn:-:iblr act frorn 
bcginnir:g to end; but the Govcrn1nont an' 
not addm_g to their dignity or increasing the 
g-ood feclmg which shculd exist in the com­
munity when they seek to override a judg­
ment of the court. 

The ATTORXEY-GDiERAL: That is not true. 

Mr. G. P. BARNES: Well, then. lav c,n 
the table of the House a statement 'of \dwt 
tmmpirecl b<'tween yom·self and the Solicitor­
Gcn('ral. and we will dPcidc as to \Yhe-th0r 
the failure to ·w:;cecd with the judge in thP 
matter of carrymg out the Government's 
bohc•t' was right or wrong. If we find that 
th0r(; is any colour a bJe signific a nee in what 
the hon. gentleman wished to indicate to the 
judg~, this Bill should pasc•. and we will say 
that It IS yot a •·econd JUdgment; but unqucs­
hona b]~~ 1.t 1s D: YC~'Y serious thing to attcrnpt 
to admmrstn· JUStice by Act of l'al'liamcnt. 

. :Vlr. :wEIR (JiocyboroHgl·): It is very 
Interesting to contrast the attitude of hon. 
ln~rnbt't.J'~ oppof'itn in regard to these bond::; 
wrth the attitude their friends took on a 
caeo in New South \Yales, to ,vhich we must 
take our minds back .. \Ye have the Oppo­
sition .railing and roanng because this -.en­
tcncc rs too hea,-y. A little while ago we 
had the same cro\vd railing· nnd roarinrr 
because the I.\V.\V. prisoner- in Svdnev di~ 
not get more than _fifteen years. ·I d; not 
take much sahsfactwn out of the fact that 
two men of my class have to spend eveu 
three months in g·a ol. 

:Mr .• J. J O~ES: They may spend two! vc. 

. ::\Ir. \VEIR: They might spend thrir ]i,-es 
If ther were fools enough to serve that 
crowd. \Vhat_ do they care so long as men 
hkc the··e pnsoners do their dirty work' 
Here they are with £3.200 behind them for 
a .certain purpose~ and, in order to ~~avo their 
hrdes, hon. members opposite want the 
Government to pay their fines out of the 
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:noney. They arc not big enough to stand 
up to the collar and take their punishment 
and g-i ,-c the men the amount of their fines 
as well. I venture to say that one of the 
prisoners is a fairly longheadcd gentleman. 
and right now he is demanding an annuity 
of £500 for the rest of his natural life-and 
he is going to gLt it. At anr rate. I have 
enough confidence in him to believe he 
will get it, and I have enough confidence in 
both of thoce gentlemen to believe that thev 
will not ·do twelve months in gaol. Twelve 
months in gaol if thc3· do not find £500 
apiece> ! Perish the thought ! :\Ion who can 
find £3.200 to bribe a politician can surely 
find £500 to clear their friends. If these 
men will send along· their dirty tools to burst 
up the Labour party-if they will send along 
men of mv class who arc so devoid of intclli­
l'encc that the:; wiil lend th<>mselves to the 
designs of thcs~ people, and if they will give 
them £3,200 fo~· their purpos0, in common 
decency they wrll find C'nough to get them 
out of gaol. My belief is that, if it will cost 
£1,500,000 to got them out thev will find it. 
so much are the:<· involved: They got 
"Bill:v" Hu?;hrs out of trouble to the tune 
of £25.000. They will get these fellows out, 
too. Fanc,· the absurdity of the position! 
Hon. members opposite arc trvino- to make 
out that these men "·ill ha:ve ·to ~do twelve 
months because the:v have not got £1,000 to 
pa: their fines. I have got a tickt•t on one 
of them, anyway-I do not knov the other 
fellow-and if he stays in gaol he is not the 
,-isc head I think he is. I give the·e gentle­
men credit for knowing more than that. 
'Cnlese tlw one I know finds that his wife and 
"kiddieJ" and hi·• people are prm·idcd for 
n nd he gets a retainer for himself, he will 
''blow the gaff"-and "up ~ocs the monkey.'~ 
If he threatens to " blow the gaff" thev will 
run like "billy-oh." · 

J\Ir. Vowr.Es: \Vho arc "they"? 

Mr. \YEIR: The hon. member for Bm·nett 
ma?e a clumsy, but fairly shrewd attempt­
whrch one would expect of thP hon. member 
-to change the venue and to associate this 
party with the finding of the money. V, as 
there e:ver anything more clumsy i I do n9t 
want to run a man to earth ; nothing is 
further from my mind than to be a blood­
houpJ, so I do not \Vant to nso the n1an's 
name. They arc only suffering punishnwnt 
for being fools-aftee all, that is all they 
are. One of the-,c men, on his own admi~­
swn in the court, has had an eternal grouch 
ag·ainst the Home Secretarv person>tlh- and 
against this part,-a man w'ho would do any­
thing, according to the admiseion of his 
counsel, to get even with this Go,-ernmcnt. 
vYho does not know the other man? vYho 
does not know the Yiews he has expressed 
in the Press regarding this pa.rtv? He was 
the pub] icitY agent for the :\T orthern 
Country party at the last election. Nobody 
\Yould associate those men with this party. 
\V c were told to-day by a shrewd " mug" 
that we lent these men money to get them 
iuto trouble. Imagine these men Jun-ing 
this party in the palms of their hands! 
lrnagine those n1en \vith this Goyprruncnt 
in the palms of their hands ! Imag-ine 
these men being able to say. '· Those ar0 
the 'blokes' who gave us the 'dough.' " 
\Ye "ould be up Queer street, as sure as 
<'gg··. \Ye are not, but they are. They have 
~ricd everything possible, and they will try 
1t again. LPt us make no lnist-ake as to ho'v 
far they will go. They ha YC usc>d eYer:v 
endeavour in the past; they have used alL 
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the dirty work they are capable of against 
Governments and against indh·idual mem· 
bers of Governments that have dared to 
challenge their class interests. Lot us lnok 
at how those class interests work out. Let 
us look at the set of circumstances that 
found men in this State committing one of 
the n1ost grieYous crimes a 1nan can con1mit. 
According to tho Criminal Code, one of the 
n1ost infarnous crirncs is to contaminate the 
Legislature of the country. Everybody knows 
that. once he is in this Chamber, if thoro 
is ono thing more prominently brought homo 
to him than anything else, it is tho fact that 
it is T\OCf ,"ary to keep the Legislature 
roasonabJy cJcan ~o far as suspicion is con­
cerned. Onc0 the public get an idea that 
the Legislat:1rc is contaminatcd~-

:\Ir. YowLF'': It reflects on everybody. 

l\Ir. WEIR: Of course, it does. There is 
:not a n1an in this Hou:3o v.d1o does not recog­
nise that. lf that is so-and I am taking it 
as an accepted axion1-if it is necessary to 
kPcp this place clean, surel:; to goodne~s tne 
vunislnncnt for contarnina ting -it ought to be 
'l'YC'l' :. Is not that logical'? 

l\Ir. VoWLES: That is a matter for the 
j ndgc .. :;urcly. 

::Yir. \\' EIH: The punishment ought to be 
"''Yerc. I am not concerned about the judge. 
{;}a8s -interest display·~· it-.elf right away. 
J.ook at \vhat was done to my friends in 
:'\ew South \Vales-the I.\V."W.c men. I do 
not w<tnt to run awttY from my responsibili­
ties. ......\uy rnan in this ·working-class move­
n1cnt-\Yhcther he disagrees with mn on 
details does not matter-is a friend of 
mine. _These people say it is the judge's 
l'espons1b1l1ty tu giYe a 1nan three n1onths for 
<Contaminating the Legislature. It wus the 
judge's responsibility, on the recommendation 
uf their friends in ="ew South ~Wales to give 
a n1<111 life for an offence they neYe{· proved 
against hi1n. Judge's rospon3ibilit:. ! \Yhy, 
bless my soul, :'\ew South \Yaln rose up in 
a.rrns again~t this sort of thing; yet here we 
fmd men getting three months, and the 
Opposition f'quenJing that it is too n1uch! 

Mr. VowLES : \V e are not sqm aling about 
it at all. 

Mr. IYEIR: I held quite a different view. 
I thought. in their dccenc::, they were. I 
can see that thev are not prepared to go 
that iar. Thoy ;;,re not concerned one iota 
about tho men; their trouble is that their 
:· dough" is involved, and they want to get 
It out. 

:'\Lr. VOWLES: Do vou say that our 
"dough" is involved? " 

ThG ATTORXEY·GENERAL : He said " their 
'dough.'" 

Mr,- \V,EIR: I waRt to say again that the 
}JOSitJOn Is that. when " dous-h " is involved, 
these people rise up in their wrath· but 
when hu'!lan ,life is involved, they cl~ not 
care a tmker s curse. It only shows the 
absurdity of thcv;e poor fools who are locked 
up lending themselves to this class. On the 
day of the trial certain people in the street 
said .to l,~r\ "Are you goin_g to the court?" 
I said, No, I am not gomg to the court. 
I cannot gL t any pleasure out of going to 
any court where a member of my class gets 
~hree months, _six months, or twenty :years; 
rt does not grvo mo any satisfaction." I 
think the same now; I get no satisfaction 
~out of these unfortunate fellows going to 
gaol. I am conscious of the fact that per-

haps both of them have families. Those who 
got them into trouble should keep their 
families. 'l'hcso miserable cads would run 
a way because it is going to cost them £3.200. 
They tell us Oli the floor of this House that 
if we d~re to confiscate this money-which I 
say we are justified in doing-those men 
will remain in gaol another nine months. 
Did you over hear anything more con­
tern ptible? After using them they drop them 
and leave them in gaol. There is only one 
thing which will stop them leaving them in 
gaol, and that is tho fact that both of these 
men wot~ld squeal and put tho show away 
1f they d1d not get this £500 a year. I hope 
to goodness they will get it. 

J\Ir. S\VAY:'\E (Jliraui): I protest against 
the mann01' in which this Bill is being made 
a medium for the abuse of hon. members 
on this side of the HousP. I listened to the 
hon. member for 1\laryborough, and I do not 
think he made one single reference to the 
Bill or to thP principles contained therein. 
His speech vras just concentrated, venomous 
e.buse of hon. membor,; sitting on this side. 
There are very grave principles involved in 
this Bill. A perusal of it cctn give you only 
one impression. and that is that it is a 
vindictive, revengeful attack upon men who 
have already beon punished by the law. The 
more fact that it was in the judge's power 
to in1pose a sentence of soven ~'ears and he 
r:ave only three months, sho" s that tlwre is 
'•e>mething i o be said on the other side. 
Such practices as \\'Ne indulgc,d in by these 
nlPll ar0 just as abhorrcnt-perhDps more 
abhorrent-to mPrnbors on this side than to 
members on the other side. ~What we object 
to is t!1.1t, after sentence has boon passcd, 
special legislation is brought in to supplement 
that sentenC<". 

The ATTOR);EY-GEXER.\L: That is untrue. 

Mr. S\VAYNE: \Ye are initiating a most 
vicious princirle, and are simply degrading 
Parliament. 

The DEPUTY SPK\KER: Order! The 
hon. rucmhcr is not jusH!Jcd in passing n 
reflection like that on Parliament. I ask 
him to withdraw. The hon~ member has 
been long enough in this Cha1nbcr to kno\y 
that in reflecting on Parliament he is reflect­
ing on himsdf as a member of Parliament. 

Mr. SW A Y":'\E: There was no application 
to hon. members on this side. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER: Order 1 I ask 
the hon. member to withdraw. 

1\lr. SWAVNE: I withdraw. \\'hat I have 
said is not a reflection on hon. members on 
this side, because the action to which I have 
alluded cam0 from the other side, and if anv 
harm has bc0n done to the ,,tanding o'f 
Parliament, it has been done by hon. 
members on the other side. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKER , Order ! 
Mr. SWAYNE: What it means, in plain 

English, is that it is simply turning Parlia­
ment into~-

The DEPUTY SPEAKER : Order ! I 
hase told the hon. member in very plain 
language that he is not justified in reflecting 
on Parliament. The hon. member withdrew 
the statement. He ought to know that that 
closed the incident. I hope that he will 
discuss ihe principles of the Bill, and set an 
example. 

Mr. SW AYNE: The Bill is not passed 
yet. I was pointing out that, if it is passed 
it simply brings Parliament down to th~ 

Mr. Swayne.l 
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leYel of being a registering machine to carry 
out the pany or porso;;al roYonge of hon. 
mc1nbers ou the other side. 

The DEPUTY SPEAKEll: Order! 

:\lr. SW A Y:'\E : I am certain that that IS 
what will happen. 

The DEFCTY SPEAKER: Order! I 
thought l had made it phtin to the hon. 
membor that he is not justilied in making 
reflections upon Parliament. He still per­
sists in repeating those r<·flecbons. lf tho 
hon. member disobeys my ruling again, I 
shall haye to deal with him. 

l\lr. SW A Y]';E : The fact of the matter is 
thut \Ye arc dealing with crirninals \vho have 
been sentenced, and it seems to me to be most 
uujust that they should be singled out to be 
affected by retrospective legislation {)f this 
kind. Fortunately for Queensland, I think 
that this is the first case of its kind. If it is 
found that the legislation on the statute­
book does not go sufficiently far and is 
inapplicable to the position, the proper thing 
to do is to pass legislation dealing with the 
future. I object to the rctrospectiYe pro­
Yisions which we sec in the legislation which 
is brought forward by this party. This goes 
back six weeks. Why should it not go back 
six years and pick out somebody who 
h~tppens to have offended hon. members? 

Mr. DuxSTAN : There has not been a case 
of this kind before. 

Mr. SW A YNE: The principle is exactly 
the same. It is simply making Parliament 
a m0dium for carrying out the personal 
vengeance and spite of hon. members on 
the other side, or of the party which they 
represent. I am pleased that, notwithstand­
ing· the efforts that have been made to 
implicate hon. members on this side, the 
attempt has been ab,,,]utely unsuccessful. 
I was pleased to h0ar the leader of the 
Opposition invite the Premier to appoint a 
Roycd Commission to inquire into this matter. 
The fact that the Premier does not see fit to 
appoint a Royal Commission proYes that 
hon. members on this side are not in any 
way implicated. Tnis is a despicable action 
on the part of the Goyernment, and tl10y are 
attempting to get another dig at men who 
haYe been already punished. 

At 5.30 p.m., 
The SPEAKER resumed the chair. 
Question-That the Bill be now read a 

second time-put and passed. 

Co:-.rMITTEE. 
(Jlr. Iiirwan, Brisbnne, in the chnir.) 
Clause 1--" Short title nnd constr1tction of 

Act"-put and passed. 
Clause 2-" A rncndment of section 60-

Bribery of members of Pnrliament "-

Mr. YOWLES (Dnlby): I beg to move the 
omission on lines 10, 11, and 12, of the 
words-

" (whether before or after the first day 
of July, one thousand nine hundred and 
twenty-two.)" 

I think the reason is very patent why this 
is being moved. 

The PREMIER: H is patent why the amend­
ment is being moYe-d. 

~fr. VOWLES: Yes. If you want to 
create new princ1ples for the future. it is 
all right; but we shoul·d not interfere with 
the cases of the past. The object of the 

[Mr. Swayne. 

Bill is to empower the Government uo 
estreat certain n1oney now in the possession 
of the police, and to pay 1t into the con­
solidated rc\'enue. A judge appointed by 
law dealt with the case, and he has inflicted 
a sentence providing for a tern1 of imprison­
ment for three months and a fine of £500, 
-,,·hich he considered was inadequate. '\Ye 
can only assurne, vvhen there is no othe1~ 
charge against these per;:;ons of being unlaw­
fully in possession of certam bonds and cash 
that they had on them \\'hen they were 
arrested, that they were lawfully in posses­
sion of the bonUs and rnonev, and \VCre 

entitled to them. · 

The Arron:.<EY-GENERAL: Can the hon. 
gentlen1an assume that? 

Mr. VO\VLES: Yes. Otherwise, why has 
110 action been taken agaiust thcu1 in respect 
of another charge 1 The judge iu sentencing 
the prisoners delinitcly said that the case 
was not a suitable one to Le dealt with 
under section 19 of the Criminal Code. That. 
section pro\'i.des that under certain circum­
stances a penalty need not be imposed; and 
he " as relying on the fact that, although 
they had been convicted of a very seriow;. 
charge, the jury had added a rider to their 
verdict that there were extenuating circum­
ctancos and that mercy should bo shown to 
the prisoners. A judge is a person who. 
b_y law, is put in the position to say what 
punishment shall be meted out for certain 
crimes. He has .decided the punic hment in 
this case. He told the prisoners distinctly 
that the fines of £500 could be taken from 
the bonds and money which v.ere impounded. 
The hon. member for Bremer tried to make 
political capital out of the matter, and sug­
g( ~wd that it was a •· common fund." The 
judge did not say it was a ''common fund." 

:Ylr. F. A. CooPER: The hon. gentleman 
did. 

Mr. VOWLES: The judge was of the 
opinion that, as the men \Vere jointly con­
Yided, they could pay the sum of £1.000 
out of the money. I think we can ,,afely 
a~,stnne that it \va~ a "con1n1on fund" to, 
w hi eh the prisoners had recourse to the 
extent of their fines. 

Mr. F. A. COOPER: You are putting it on 
the judge now. 

::\J:r. YO\YLES: I am not. I never takP 
advant-age of my position in Parliament to. 
attack a judge. 

The ATTOHl\'EY-GExERAL: Whv .does t.he 
hon. ge-ntleman assume that it \\~as :1 " com­
n1on fund"? 

Mr. VOWLES: Because the judge told 
the prisoners they could take the fines from 
the money. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: Ho did not say 
that. 

The PHEiviiEH: Who owns the £3,200? 

Mr. VO\YLES: I do not know. 

The ATTOHNEY GENERAL : You said a 
minute ago that we had the right to assume 
that the prisoners owned it. 

Mr. VOWLES: It has not been proved 
that they came by the money unlawfully. 
The judge told the prisoners that they could 
take the fines from the money. 

The PRE:'>IIEH: He also told them that the 
fines would not be paid by them, but would 
be paid by the people behind them. 
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111r. VOWLES: The judge committed .a 
very grave error if he said that. (Govern­
ment laughter.) If that was the conclusion 
he came to, then he wa•- misled by tho 
<:iirertions from the Premier and the Attor­
nov-Gcneral throu~h the Solicitor-General. 
\VC are bringing ·in special lcgi:da tion to 
dr<tl with special criminal cases. These men 
have been convicted, and they are incarcera­
ted at the present time. We are going to 
alte1· the condit.iono of their sentence. and 
1 c arc gojng to rnake it irnpos.-qb\(' for th-:rn 
to take advantage of certain things wl .. ch 
would reduce their sentence by nine months. 
By doing what is suggested here, we are 
taking ftway their fund which will aliow 
them to obtain their libcrtv after three 
months. • 

The SECRETARY FOR MI:-IES : The hon. 
gentleman puts up a bigg·er fight for the 
bribers than he put up for the farmers. 

Mr. VO\VLES: I am astonished that t}.e 
hon. .;·entleman should be asoociai"'d with 
this Bill. I did not think th<Lt Caucus or 
the authority which decided that the punish­
ment inflicted was imufficient would be able 
to reflect its powers in this Chamber so as 
to over-ride the decision of a judge, and 
compel men to sufl"er more than it was 
intended they should suffer. I do not think 
hon. members opposite realise what is being 
done. We are told that the Bill is intended 
to compel the m•cn to remain in gaol in 
order that the thumbscrew or the rack mav 
be applied to them to compel them to squeal 
and incriminate their principals. 

The PREMIER: ="Jobody said that. 

Mr. VOWLES: It has been said. They 
are the methods oi the dark ages. We are 
told that the object of the Bill is to make 
these men squeaL Who is prepared to take 
the evidence of those co11victed on an~,­
charge in an endeavour to better their own 
position? 

The PRE~UER: Everyone knows that they 
are the tools of others. 

?dr. VO\VLES : The principle of the Bill 
is wrong. \Ve are dealing with the criminal 
law. \Yhcn we amend it we should make it 
apply to future and not to past cases. Thoro 
has been a tendency on occasions to legislate 
in respect to individual cases. I do not mind 
the Gov 'rnment altuing the civil law or 
the criminal law so long as it is to be applied 
to the future. In the past an attempt '"""s 
1nade to upset a decision of the Arbitration 
Court. The Government are not playing the 
game when they seek to inflict further penal­
ties on men who have already been punished. 
I ask the hon. gentleman to realise that it 
is not a fair thing to include these men in a 
clause like this, and I ask him to give it his 
serious consideration and even at the eleventh 
hour to consent to the omission of these words. 
If he does so, there will be no objection to 
th _ rest of the Bill. If a man does anything 
that is illegal, then he has to take w·hat is 
coming to him. 

::'1-Ir. GLBDSON: That is after he is found out. 

Mr. VOWLES: That applies in every case. 
ThF hon. gentlemo n says we are out to pro­
tect the boodl-ers-the people who are behind 
thc·'e unfortunate men who have been convic 
ted. We are now dealing with g·eneral prm­
ciples, becaus-e, if we consent to a principle 
such as this in respect of these individuals, we 

do not know what we may be asked to do in 
the future. 'l'his may be pointed to as a pre­
c 'dent, and we shall be told that we consented 
to it on one occasion. I do not believe in 
ntrospective legislation of any kind. \Ve 
l Lve had a lot of that kind of legislation 
in the past, and now tbo Govorn1nent an~ 
introducing a Bill to deal with ullfortunate 
men who aro in gaol, and who are down and 
ollt. The hon. gentleman c ays this fund 
belongs to other persons. J uot let him cast 
that out o£ his mind and as ume for one 
moment that it belongs to the 1 wo accused, 
and that that is the only means they have 
of keeping their wives and children. Are 
you going to take the risk of doing an 
injustice under thooe conditions? 

-Mr. DuNSTAN: Do you mean to say that that 
money would be used for the upkeep of their 
wives and children? 

Mr. VOWLES: What I say is that the 
money is there, and that it could be used 
for that purpose. 

JYir. WEIR: You will look after their 
" kiddics." 

Mr. VOWLES: ·That is another dirty insinu­
ation. Tho hon. member is not game to say 
things straight out. It is his dirty way of 
pulling things. He is not prepared to make 
a definite statement. The whole time the 
hon. member was speaking he was too cunning 
to make a definite statement. The Premier 
should realise the danger of what he is assent­
ing to as a principle in criminal n1atters, and 
how far-reaching it may be. He has in his 
mind that this fund may helong to someone 
cise ; I ask him to assume for ono moment 
that it belongs to these two men. 

The PREMIER : The facts are otherwise. 

Mr. VOWLES: If you have ~he proof of 
those facts, why do you not prosecute the 
individual you say yon can prosecute? 

The PREMIER: I think the real culprits 
will be brought to justice. 

Mr. VOWLES: The sooner that is done 
then the sooner will the stain which the hon. 
member attempted to put on the Opposition 
disappear. The hon. gentleman cannot con­
nect any member of the Country party with 
this matter. I have given good reasons why 
we should omit these words, and I have very 
much pleasure in submitting the amendment 
to the Committee. 

Qu("stion-That the word·, proposed to be 
omitted (Mr. Fowles's amendment) stand part 
of the clause-put; and the Committee divi­
ded:-

~Ir. Barber 
Bertram 
Brennan 
Bulcock 
Collins 

, Cooper, F. A. 
Cooper, W. 
Coyne 
Dash 
Dunstan 
Ferricks 
Foley 
For de 
Gilday 
Gillies 
Gledson 
Hartley 

AYES, 34. 

Mr. Huxham 
, .Tones, A. J. 
., Land 
, Larcombe 
, ~Iullan 
, Payne 
, Pease 
, Pollock 
,, Hiorcl.an 
, Hyan 
,, Smith 
., Stopford 
,, Theodore 
, \Yeir 
, \V elUngton 

Wi!son 
, \Yinstan!cy 

Tellers: Mr. Brennan and Mr. R;yan. 

Mr. Vowles.] 
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NoEs, 28. 
}fr. Barncs, G. P. 

, Barnes, V\T. H. 
, Bebbington 

mr. King 

, Bell 
Brand 

, CattermuP 
,. Clayton 
,, Corser 

Deacon 
, Elphinstone 
, Eletcher 
,, Green 
, .Tones. J. 
, Kerr 

,, Logan 
2\iaegrcgor 
Jfaxwcll 
l\ioore 
::\iorgan 
;\ott 
Petrie 
Roberts, .T. H. C. 
Holwrts, T. R. 
s ..... -ayne 
'fa-·lor 
Yo\Ylcs 

\.Yarren 
'Pellers: Mr. Deacon antl }lr. Le::~; an. 

PAIR. 

Aye-}[r. :McCormack. Xo-J\ir. Sizer. 

Resol' ~·cl in the affirmative. 
l\lr. VOWLES (Dalbp): I have another 

amendment I "· ould like the Minister to take 
into consideration. I suggest the insertion, 
after the word "property," on line 13, of 
the words-

" lawfully seized ar..d." 
It is quite possible-in fact, it is a very 
common thing-for various articles to be ten­
dered during a trial, but not to be actually 
mado exhibits, and they do not become part 
of the case 

l\lr. BRENNAK: 'Who would get them'' 

1Ir. VO\YLES: If you tender something 
which is not entitled to bo t •ndered, and it 
is refused by the ju,dge and has no right to 
be used as an exhibit, then under this clause 
it can br· retained. 

Mr. BREKNAN: If it is part of the bribery, 
it •·hould be. 

l\Ir. VOWLES: How c>Ln it be part of the 
bribery if the judge rduses to receive it in 
the case? There is frequent tendering of 
documents and other thin~ ; w hi eh the j udgc 
does not accept. If the judge does \10' 

accept them they are not part of the subject~ 
matter of the action. 

Mr. BRENNA:-1: They arc sci7.ed. 

Mr. VO\YLES: If they are seized, and 
they arc not lawfully subject-matter to be 
received in evidence, wh:: should they be 
retained'! 

]\Ir. GLEDF<JN: To tell them to attempt no 
more bribery. 

Mr. VO\VLES: Vve are not dealing now 
with a case of bribery-we arc making J,.,\\ s. 
So far as Sleeman and Connolly are con­
cerned, we have done with them. 

Mr. PEASE: You are washing your hands 
of them. 

Mr. VOvVLES: I would like to kmw 
whether the Minister will accept the sug­
ge·"tcd amendment. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL: I have not the 
slightt<st intention of accepting it. 

Mr. VOWLES: If that is so, I will not 
waste any time over it. 

Clause 2 put and passed. 
The House resumed. 
The CHAIRMAN reported the Bill without 

amendment. 

THIRD READING. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 

Mullan, J?linclers) : I beg to move-
" That the Bill be .now read a thiro 

tin1e." 
Question put and passed. 

[Mr. ·vawles. 

MATRIMONIAL CAUSES ACTS AMEND­
MENT l3ILL. 

SECOND READIKG. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. 

A. J. Jones, Prul!7 ington): It doc•s not follow, 
because the Bill ,deals with the most solemn 
contr;1ct of life, that there is any attempt to 
encourage any breach o£ the marriage tic. 
\Yhilc the Bill may give gn ~t pmYer in the 
way of securing dissolution of marriage, it 
is in no \V ay intended to fucilit 1to divrJrce 
The> motive is rather to do justice to both 
parties to this rnost solemn contract. .As is 
well known to hon. n1cmbcr~. as th ~ law no'tv 
stands. while a husband may petition the 
court for the diHolution of his marriage on 
the ground o£ his wife'-; adultorv~ the wif8 
has to provP, not only adultery: but some 
oth0r offcnc3, such as crueltY or desertion. 
\Ve intc 1d in this Bill to am"end the Act in 
such a wav that both husband and wife shall 
be eqtwl ~n this respect; and as adnltery is 
a ground for djyorcc so far as the vvife is 
concerned, it will ulm be a ground for divorce 
f'O far a.i the htt"band is concerned. This is 
no new principlc. In \Y cshrn Australia, 
New Zealand, and Victoria they havc Acts 
with similar provisions, but not in New South 
vVales. The New Zealand Act provides-

" Any married person "·ho at the time 
of the institution of the suit or other 
proceeding is domiciled in New Zealand 
for two years rna.y pre.· cnt a petition to 
the court praying, on one or rnor, of the 
ground mt ntioncd in thjs section, that 
his or her rna.rriago with the ref!rJondont 
may be dir,~:olved-

On the ground that the respondent 
has, since the celebration of the mar" 
riage, and after the first day of June, 
one thousand eight hundred and ninety­
nine (being the date of the coming into 
operation of the DiYorco Act, 1898), 
been guilty of adultery." 

The same proYJsJOn, differently worded, 
obtains in the \Vest Australian "\et. and a!' J 

in the Victorian ~~et. 

'There is another provision in the Bill which 
pnnidu that a petition may be made to the 
court for dissolution of marriage on :he 
ground of insanity. The Dill states that, if 
a hu~'band or wife is an inmate of a lunatic 
as0·lum for fiye ycarf or npwards, whether 
before or after tho first day of ~January, 
1923, or partly before and partly after that 
date, it will be sufficient ground to approach 
the court for diseolution of marriage. 

This Bill provides that either a husband 
m' a wife may present a petition to the 
court on the ground of insanity for a period 
of not less in the aggregate than five years 
within six years immediately preceding the 
filing of the petition, and whether bdore or 
after 1st January, 1923, or partly before and 
partly after that date where the patient 
is unlikelY to recover from such lunacY. 
I will quote the law in this regard in New 
Zealand, West Australia, and Yictoria. 
The New Zealand Act, in regard to lunacy, 
roads-

" On the ground that the respondent 
i• a lunatic or person of unsound mind, 
and has been confined as such in any 
asv I um or other institution or house in 
accordance with the provisions of the 
Lunatics Act, 1908, for a period or 
periods not less in the aggregate than 
ten years within twelve years imme-
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diately preceding the filing of the 
petition, and is unlikely to recover from 
such lunacy or unsoundness of mind." 

The \V est Amtralian Act reads-
" On the ground that the respondent 

is a lunatic or per5on of unsound mind, 
and has been confined as such in any 
asylum or other institution in accord­
ance with the provisions of the Lunacy 
Act, 1903, for a period or periods not 
less in the aggregate than five years 
within six years immediately preceding 
the filing of the petition, and is unlikely 
to recover from such lunacy or unsound­
ness of mind." 

The Victorian Act reads-
" On the ground that the respondent 

is a lunatic or pen;on of unsound 1nind, 
and has (whether before or after tho 
commencement of this Act) heen received 
into and detained in any hospital for the 
insane, or received into and detained in 
two or more of such hospitals for a, 
period m periods not less in the aggre­
gate than five years within six years 
immediately preceding the filing of the 
petition, and is unlikely to recover from 
the lunacy or unsoundness of mind." 

I have read those sections to verify the 
statements I made previously. \Ve are not 
introducing anything new in this Bill, or 
something that does not obtain in some of 
the other States. As a matter of fact, in 
1913 an ,Jttemnt was made to make the 
1natrimDnial la ~vs a Comrnonwealth 1natter, 
so that there could bo uniformity throughout 
the whole of the States. l think that would 
b.; a good idea, especially ""Then we are 
dealing with tho question of domicile, which 
is a very important one. '\Ve are also forti­
tied in the introduction of this Bill bv the 
findings of a very important Comm~ssion 
which was appointed in Great Britain to 
inquire into 1natrin1onial causes, in Novmn~ 
ber, 1909. Certainly, that is a, few years 
back, but I would like, eyen at the expense 
of wearying the House, to quote a few 
extracts from the findings of the Commis­
sion. First of all, I would like to say that 
the personnel of the Commission comprised-

" Baron Gorell (chairman, late presi· 
dent of the Probate, DiYorce, and Admir­
alty Division of the High Court), the 
A1'c.hbishop of York, the Earl of Derby, 
Lady Fra.nces Balfour, 'rhomas Burt, 
Esq.; C. ,J. Guthrie, Esq. (a senator 
of the College of Justice in ·Scotland); 
Sir William Reynell Anson, Sir Lewis 
T. Dibdin (judge of the Arches Court 
of Canterbury and of the Chancery 
Court of York). Sir George White, Henry 
T. Atkinson, Esq. (a judge of County 
Courts in England) ; Mro. M. E. Ten­
nant, Rufus D. Isaacs, Esq.; Edgar 
Brierley, Esq. (Barrister-at-Law, Stipen­
diary Magistrate of the City of Man· 
chester); John A Spender, Esq." 

Among the questions submitted were these-
"Should the law be amended so as to 

place the two sexes on an equal footing 
as regards the grounds upon which 
divorce may be obtained? 

" Should the law he amended so as to 
permit of divorce being obtained on any, 
and if any, what grounds other than 
those at present allowed?" 

The Commission went very fully into this 
matter and voluminous evidence was taken, 
but the findings may be summed up very 

1922-6 s 

briefly. It is true that there was a minority 
report from three Commissioners, but they 
were all at one on the question of lunacy, 
with which we arc dealing just now. Their 
recommendations on these points read-

" That the law should be amended so 
as to place the two sexes on an equal 
footing as regards the grounds on ·which 
divorce mav be obtaine·d. 

" That th,c law should be amended so 
as to permit oi di vorcc being ohtained 
on the following grounds :-

" (1) Adultery; 
" (2) Desertion for three years and 

upwards; 
" (3) Cruelty; 
" (4) Incurable insanity after five 

years' confinm11cnt; 
" (5) Habitual dnmkcnnE''l found 

incurable after three years from first 
order of separation; 

" (6) Irnprisonn1ent under conunutcU 
death sentence.' 

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: Can you say how far 
those recommendations have been carried 
out? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I do 
not know how much or how little of the 
findings of the Commission have been 
adopted hy the legislature. 

The PRE:VllER : Thf y ha vo carried out most 
of the recommendations. They pa)oed an 
Act last year. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I do 
know that the findings of the Commission, 
~ftcr exhaustive inquiry, arc ycry sound. It 
IS true that there waJ a minoritv report 
\Yhich reads- ~ ' 

"\Ve concur in the recommendations 
of the majority report as to costs and 
generally as to procedure and practice, 
both as to di;-orce in the High Court 
and as to rnagistratc5' Drclcrs under the 
Summary Jurisdiction ("\larried Women) 
Ac'. 1895 and the Licewing Act, 1902, 
cxcPpt so far as those recornnH~ndations 
contemplate the substitution of divorce 
for rncre separation in certain cases 
\\'here magistrates' orders have been 
made. 

" \Ve concur in the recommendation of 
the majority report with regard to 
nullity of marriage in cases of-

(a) "Gmound mind; 
(b) Epilepsy and recunent insanity; 
(c) V cncreaJ disease ; 
(d) '\Vhen the woman is pregnant at 

the time of marriage by a man other 
than the hmband, who is ignorant of 
the fact; and 

(e) Of wilful refusal to consummate 
the marriage. 
"\Ye concur in the recommendation of 

the majority report with regard to ' pre­
sumption of death.' 

" \Ye concur in the recommendation 
of the majority report that, whatever 
grounds are permitted to the husband 
for obtaining a divorce from his wife, 
the same grounds should be available for 
a wife in a suit against her husband." 

Our provision as to lunacy being a ground 
in a petition for dissolution of marriage is 
based largely on the finding of ·that important 
Commission, on the law in New Zcaland­
although the number of years in New Zea-

H on. A. J. J ones.] 
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land is ten-on the law in \Vestorn Australia, 
a_nd !he law in Victoria. I think the provi­
sHJn m vVeotcrn Australia and Victoria is the 
same "' we haYe in this Bill-five ,-ears in 
the aggregate out of six y-ears pri~r to a 
certain date. I think it wonld be a good 
thing in Australia if the whole of the States 
had a uniform law in this regard. 

We provide in the Bill that a husband or 
wife may present a petition for divorce on 
the ground of dP,ertion continuouslY for five 
years or upwards, whether bdoro~ or after 
the first day of January, 1923. I will not 
quote again from thP laws of the other States, 
but in Victoria-speaking from memory-the 
period is three years, and in \Vestcrn Aus­
tralia, Now South vVales, and New Zealand 
five y-ears. 

That brings me again to the question of 
domicile, It is proposed to deal with the 
question of domicile in this Bill. The general 
law of domicile is that the wife's domicile is 
the domicile of her husband. This has caused 
a good deal of trouble and expense to those 
who could ill afford the expense. A wife may 
wish to get a diyorco, and may have good 
grounds for getting a divorce from her 
husband, but, if she is in Queensland and 
her husband is in \Vc"tern Australia, her 
domicile under the existing law is the domi­
cile of her husband. The last clause of this 
Bill removes that disability. If a woman is 
socking a divorce from her husband, who is 
in some other State or in wme other foreign 
place, her domicile will, under this Bill, 
not nec0ssarily be his domicile; she may be 
in Que0mland and will be able to petition 
for divorce. That difficulty, at loaot, will bo 
overcome. 

I recognise that this is a somewhat imp<Jrt. 
ant Bill. I feel that we are doing the right 
thing-not in giving greater facility for 
the dissolution of marriage, but rather in 
giving an extra ground, based on common 
justice, and a. greater power under our 
Matrimonial Causes Acts. There was a time 
when divercc became a remedy fer the rich, 
and the poor were driven to cJmmit bigamy. 
I will quote from the Encyc:opaedia 
Britannica an address delivered by Mr. 
Justice Maule in England in 1845, to a 
prisoner who had been convicted of bigamy. 
This satirical adJresJ caused the amendment 
of the divorce laws in Great Britain. The 
man had been conYicted of bigamy and thB 
absurclities ef the existing law were thus 
pointed out by the judge in his ironical 
address-

" The prisoner's wife had deserted him 
with her paramour, and he had married 
again during her lifetime. He was 
indicted for bigamy, and convicted; and 
Mr. Justice Maulo sentenced him in the 
following words:-' Prisoner at the bar: 
You have been convicted of the offence 
of bigamy, that is to say, of marrying 
a woman while you had a wife still alive, 
thou!!h it is true that she has deserted 
you and is living in adultery with another 
man. You have. therefore, committed a 
crime against the laws of your country, 
and you have also acted undBr a very 
serious misapnrehension ef the course 
which vou ought to have pursued. You 
should· hove gone to the Ecdesiastical 
Co,1rt and there obtaineJ ag-fLinst your 
wife a decree a mensa et thoro. You 
should then have brought an action in 
the Courts of Common Law and 
recovered, as no doubt you would have 
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recovered, damages against your wife's 
paramour. Armed with those decrees, 
you shoulcl ha ye approached the Legisla­
tur0- and obtained an Act of Parliament 
which would haYe rendered you free and 
legaily cempetcnt to marry the person 
whom you have taken on yourself to 
marry with no such sanction. It is quite 
true that thf'so proceedings would have 
cost you many hundreds of pounds, 
wherea'· you probably have not as many 
penc·e. But the law knows no distinction 
between rich and poor. The sentence of 
the court upon you, therefero, is that you 
be imprisoned for one clay, which period 
has already been exceeded, as you have 
bc:oen in C'Jetodv since the commencement 
of tho a· ;;;izcs. ,~, 

No less a church dignitary than the Arch­
bishop of York stated that he approved oi 
marnago being declared void if, within a 
!i111itcd period, either of the . parties was 
found to be surfering from ~insamty, epilepsy, 
or certain discasee. There are many other 
matters that ono could deal with. One or 
two very sad cases have come under my 
notice and I have received letters on the 
quc3ti~n since the introduction of this Bill 
a few days ago. It is not poJsib:e_ to alter 
the law under this Bill to deal w1th those 
cases, and I will not discuss them; but I 
am in hopes that in the near future some­
thing will be done to help people who are 
tied to persons who are suffenng from aln:ost 
unmentionable diseases. At the present time 
those persDns have little or no redress. I 
beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read a second 
time." 

:M:r. VOWLES (Dcrlby): In dealing with 
the second reading of this Bill, it strikes one 
as being rather a pity that there is not 
uniformity in the laws of the Commonwealth 
in respect of matrimonial matters, and that 
the Premiers of the various States do. not 
make some effort to bring about that umfor­
mit". For some time pa't the conditions have 
bec:1 very different in other States to what 
they have h?en in Queensland ":Jth regard. to 
a man's right under the la~v 1n connectron 
with the discolution of marnago. However, 
we are makino- a move in the direction of 
the other Stat~s now, and in this Bill equal 
rirrhts are given to the wife and the husband. 

?rh ere is a novelty in making lunacy. under 
certain conditions a ground for d1vorce. 
When we are dealing with the lunacy laws 
ono has to be very guarded, because they 
arc so open to abuse. rr:he histor:v: of l?nacy 
in the past-not so much 111 Australia as 111 the 
old country-sho"Cs that there have been 
glaring cases of injustice and abuse. so far 
as people who are mentally defective a_re 
concerned and we should put all the satc­
o-uards w~ can in this Bill in order to see 
that that provision cannot be abused. It 
strikes me that, when :you rr:ake provision 
that a claim for d1ssolubon may be 
based en the fact that during six years 
proviouslv the wife or husband-as th~ 
case may~ be-has been insane for five years, 
there is an opportunity for abuse creep­
ing in. ~When a man has lucid interYals and 
becomes sane for one year in six years, that 
case may not be alt<:>gether hopeless, in spite 
of anv medical certificates, and we ~hould 
provide that the pers.on should b~ ":sane 
for a definite period w1thout apy lu01d. mtTr­
val before it can become a cla1m for d!SSC>U· 
tion of marriage. 
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The question of desertion, too, is a now 
one so far as wo are concerned. Where there 
!ut~ been continuous descrtiop_ for five _years, 
1t 1s to be a ground for petJtwn for dissolu­
tion of nlarriag~'. Provision is also made in 
regard to collusion, and in casl~s where the 
desertion has been condoned the Court shall 
dis1niss the petition. 

I think the provision with reo-ard to domi­
cile is very doslrable, because, if

0

a 1nan de& rts 
a \Yornan and goes and live"\ in another Sta'te 
the very fact of his deserting her for that 
time possibly means that she will not be in 
a pecuniary position to claim the right to 
'vhich she is entitled. This is a non-party 
measure. I have not discussed it with the 
members of my party. Personally, I am going 
to support the B1ll, but I wouid ask the 
Minister to give consideration to the amend­
ments that will be brought forward, becauo 
there are some directions in which the Bill 
might be made a better measure. 

Jl.lr. TAYLOR (Windsor); I cannot say that 
I am prepared to give the Bill my blessing, 
notwithstanding wha.t the Minister has told 
us with regard to the law in Western Austra­
lia, Victoria, and New Zealand. The Bill 
we h_avc before us to-night is one which, in 
my Judgment, affects more the women of 
the State than the men. They probably are 
the ones v.ho may suffer ruore, or who may 
secure greater benefits from it. There are 
one Ol' two amendments t.hat 've propose to 
move in Committee, which I hope will be 
accepted. I should have been giad if the 
Minister,_ when introducing the Bill, had given 
us some mdJCat.Jon as to the number of cases 
of lunacy which would have been aff0cbd 
both in regard to men and women for the last 
year or two. We all know that in the mental 
institutions in Australia improved methods 
are being adopted for the treatment of per»ons 
who suffer from mental troubles. I would 
like to have had from the Minister some 
statistics to guide us as to whether the number 
of cures effected in our asylums in recent years 
is increasing or not. I would like to know 
the length of time for which the patients 
have beon confined in these institutions, and 
the longest period patimts have been detained 
before being di,charged as cured. I suppose 
the measure will be safeguarded to a certam 
extent, but there is a possibility of men or 
women who hav-e children being detained in 
mental institutions for over five years and 
the old relationships being subsequently 
broken up under a measure like this. \Ye 
know that desertion is something which occurs 
every day. I would like to know whether 
the Ministn can give us the number of 
divorce cases within the last three or five 
y."ars in '\Yestern Australia or Victoria, so 
that we can compare them with the divorce, 
which have taken place in States where there 
is no similar measure in operation to that 
which we arc now considering. I do not like 
the Bill, although I recognise the hardships 
which arc inflieted on many innocent people 
in having to live for five years under unsatis­
factory conditions. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : 'fhere ar-e a few 
very sad cases in Queensland. 

Mr. TA YLOR: I have no doubt about 
that. If I were asked which of the two or 
three matters me,-,tioned in the Bill I would 
prefer giving relief to, I should say venereal 
disease every time. I would favour relief 
being given in that direction, because it is 
a crime for anyone who is af!Iicted with that 
disease to be married. T have a couple of 

reasonable amendments which I hope the 
Minister will favourably consider. One i' 
,,·ith regard to the extension of the time. 
IV c ;;re told that it is ten years in New 
Zealand, and that in '\Vestern Australia and 
Victori:1. the period is the san1o as is men­
tioned in the Bill. 

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS (East 1'oowoomba): 
Though this Bill is a very short one, it is 
certainly very important, and will have con­
siderable consequence. This is the end of a 
strenuous s~ssion, and it is Ino::;t unreasonable 
and unfair to bring such a measure as this 
before us in the closing hours of the session. 
The .Minister referred to the report of ;;he 
Hoyal Commission on divorce and matrimo­
nial causes in the old country, and I quite 
admit the exhaustive inquiry which the 
members of that Commis-ion held. There 
were also ladies on that Royal Commission 
of twelve members. The Premier said that 
some of those rccoinn1endations were given 
effect to in 1921. It would have strengthened 
the J\Iinistcr's argument in favour of the 
Bill if he had made himself familiar with 
the recommendations of the .Royal Commis­
sion which the House of Commom has since 
given effect to. Ho told us that there were 
nine members of the Commission m favour 
of certain recommendations, but he has not 
told J.!S exactly what the Home of Commons 
has put into effect. As the leader of the 
N atio mlist party has said, we all know some­
thing of the statistics there will be wh<m this 
law is altered. 

I went through that report hurriedly -at 
the week-end after I found that the Minister 
had g-iven notice of iPtroduction of the Bill. 
We find that AmPrica is the countrv where 
the most easy method• for obtaining' divorce 

prevail. On looking through the 
[7.30 p.m.] report I found that in 1867 the 

nu,nber of divorces ·in America. 
was twenty-seven per 100,000. Owing to the 
greater facilities since provided for obtain­
ing divorce I find that in 1900 the number· 
had increas'e-d to seventy-three per 100,000. 
'rhe corresponding rate in England and 
Wales for 1900 was 2 per 100.000 population. 
I find that the number increased in 1906 to 
eighty-six per 100,000, and I notice from the 
report that that number is only exceeded in 
one country, and that is Japan. I am 
sure that no one wants to emulate the 
standard adopted in that countr.v. Under 
the circumstances, I regret that we find our· 
selves in the position we are in to-njght, that 
we cannot go mto that question more fully, 
as I understand t!oat it is the desire of the 
Government to close the session to-night. 

The Commission went fully into the evi­
dence in regard to desertion. It was aston· 
ishing to sco the evi-dence that was adduced 
in regn.rd to desertion, which proved that 
divorce on that grcund was not warranted. 
A number of stipendiary magistrate<' from 
the various districts around London gave 
evidence, and none can doubt the authen· 
ticity of the figures which they gave. One 
magistrate did not look upon the matri­
monial law as very binding, and was inclined 
tn regard desertion very lightly. As a result, 
considerably more divorces were granted 
because of desertwn. When a new stipen­
diary magistrate was appointed, he adopted 
a different method of dealing with cases of 
desertion. He brought the men and worn<',-, 
together. with the result that there waA -. 
falling-off in the number of applications. 
In fact, the nun,ber of applications for 
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divorce became almost nil. Those are one 
or two points that I hurriedly gathered from 
the report. I regret that we find ourselves 
rushing through a measure whose con,e­
qucnccs zre so far-reaching. \Ve can only 
tell by experience what will be the result, 
and I have indicated the results in America, 
where divorce has been made easier for a 
number of years•. There is no doubt that 
some hardship exists, but that applies to 
other things too. I quite agree in regard 
to divorce that the privileges which are 
given to men should also be given to women. 
vY e should treat both alike. I do not think 
nnvone will differ with the Government on 
that point. There is also the question of 
~cheapening the la.\v where a person has a 
grievance. ·we wili not differ there either. 
Generally speakjng, I, pci".0onally, regret 
that the Bill has been introduced. 

Hox. W. H. BARNES (Bulimba) : I think 
the House is indebted to the hon. member 
for Ea et 'Too woo m ba for the very full way 
in which he has dealt with the Bill. I quite 
agree with the Minister that the woman 
should have exactly the same pri viloo-es as 
the man. 'rhe Minister said there ,;as no 
attempt to cause any breach of the marriage 
tic. I am sure, when the Minister said that 
he meant it; but it seems to me that th~ 
Bill has been hurriedly introduced as an 
attempt to overcome eome of the cases he 
has incidently referred to. No doubt, there 
are n1any casos whore 1narrwd bfe has not 
turned out as the parties in their early 
stages intended. We know that people are 
not always happily mated. At any rate, if 
I am alone in opposing the Bill in son1e 
directions. then I am going to stand alone. 
I do not agree that we should make divorce 
easy. I am refernng more particularly to 
the question of Juuacy and one other clause 
in the Bill. If you make divorce oasv then 
} ou are going to open the door to a lo'o'seno'e 
in the community. No doubt, the Minister 
is right wbcn he sac·s that there arc some 
hard cases, but that also ,applies in other 
directions and in other walks of life. I do 
not know why this Bill should be introduced 
at t~1e end 01 a sess1on. 1:\t .any rate, by 
n-:;along ~unacy a ground for dnrorcc, I con­
sider that \V8 are taking a retrograde step. 
The experience in the other States has been 
that where it has been made easy to get a 
dis~olution of marriage you have more appli­
catiOns than you would have under other 
conditions. Before people get married they 
should sit down and consider the responsibili­
ties they are undertaking, and find out all 
the responeibili"t.ies that are attache,d ~o 
married life. I arr> certainly opposed to the 
second reading of the Bill. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Oxley): This is a 
subject that, under ordinary circumstances, 
we would take a long time to debate, 
because it opens up a most important phase 
of our social life and upon which a great 
deal of argument can be applied. \Ve know 
quite well ;,hat it is the intention of the Go­
vernment to close the session to-night, and 
that rather curtails our opportunities for 
debating what is a most important question. 

Mr. HARTLEY: lL is in your own hands 
whetller \-Ve wose or not. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE : 'rhe Minister in 
c.harge of the Bill is, unfortunately, reliev­
ing another Minister who is suffering from 
illness. We fully appreciate the work which 
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has been thrown upon the hon. gentleman, 
and we also appreciate the disadvanta-ge 
under which he is labouring, in that he 
cannot give us the data which the original 
Minister might have placed at our disposal 

The SECRETARY FOR l\1INES : There IS a 
number of hard cases. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE : There may be a 
number of disaetrous cases that are suffer­
ing through the law which applies to 
divorce, yet on the other hand we have to 
be most ca,reful not to interfere with the 
sanctity of marriage or let our hearts run 
away with our heads. It is a matter which 
involves the whole of our social fabric, 
a,nd if the Minister had had more time 
at his disposal he mig·ht have been ablB 
to givo us dBtailed statistic' and more corn· 
plete information. Personally, I take a very 
broad view of this question, because I do not 
believe that it ie desirable in a large number 
of cases to compel people to Jive with one 
another under conditions which make both 
lives miserable. That is quite unnece#sary. 
On the other hand, we have to take care, as 
I said before, that our hearts do not run 
away with our heads. 

'l.'hero is just one point on w.hich I wish to 
touch. It affects lunacy as a ground for 
divorce. In such cases, no doubt, many 
harrowing circumstances may be brought to 
the light of day, and I would like the 
Minister to see between now and the Com­
mi ttec stage if some provision cannot be 
made for the hearing of such cases in camera. 
\Vc want to avoi-d the circumstances of 
domestic unhappiness being exposed before 
the world, particularly when neither pa.rty 
is an offender. vVhere one party ie an 
offe11der, of course, the position is quite 
different, and the fact that certain details 
come before the public acts as a deterrent, 
because publicity does in a largo rnoasure 
operate in that wa.y. Where lunacy is 
advanced as a cause for divorce, ncithPr 
party has committed an offence, and I do 
not see why all the circumstances should be 
published to the world. 

I was muc.h amused to herrr the J\J:inister's 
quotations from the remarks of a judge 
iu pa.ssing sentence in 1845. He might also 
very properly have told us of the Brahmin 
who a.-,ked for cntra.nce to Paradi,;c. but, 
when he said that he had been married twice, 
was told that there were no fools in Para· 
dise. (Laughter.) Here we are opening 
the door for people to marry twice, and, 
a.lthoug,h, as I say, it is not our desire to 
place any undue restriction against any 
pronounced demand there may he for facili­
ties for divorcP under special circumstances, 
and to enable people to get rid of matri­
monial burdens-as the;-" may turn out to be­
nevertheless we need to see that we do not 
make divorce too easy. I suppose most 
hon. members are well aware tha.t in the 
United States -divorce is almo<t a farce. 
There are •ome States. I believe, wrere a man 
can take up his residence for three weBks 
and become privileged to take advantage 
of the lax divorce laws of th't State. We 
do not want in any way to approach that 
state of affairs, and, furt.her than that, we 
ought not to make our laws so much easier 
tran those of other States that people will 
come here and acquire a domicile in order 
that they may take advantage of them. In 
mv opinion, if this should not be a Federal 
m~tter-because that woul-d whittle away 
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the right of the States-it is a, matter for 
those frequent Premiers' Conferences that 
take place. 

The PREMIER : I asked the Premiers to 
come here this year, but they did not seem 
to like the idea. (Laughter.) 

Mr. ELPHINS'l'ONE : I wonder if it was 
our company they would not like, or whether 
the company of certain members opposite 
is obnoxious to a certain section of them. 
(Laug.hter.) I think the Premiers of the 
various States could profitably confer on 
this matter, so tha,t we could arrive at some 
uniformity throughout Australia. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES : This is a step 
towards uniformity. 

Mr. ELPHI="STONE : It certainly is. I 
recognise that, because I listened to the 
remarks of the Minister fairly carefully, 
and I think we are bringing ourselves into 
line with West Australia and Victoria. But 
there are still three other States, and, if we 
had uniformity, it would be for the benefit of 
the people of the Commomvea,lth. 

Mr. MOORE (Aubigny): I look upon this 
measure as a most important one, and I 
dJ not agree with all of its provisions. I 
do not think the grounds for divorce should 
bu made ea:::.ier. 

The PREMIER: Do you not think that a, 
wife should have equal rights with her 
husband? 

Mr. MOORE: I quite believe that they 
should be made equal, but I do not think 
it is a good thing to make divorce ca.;y for 
anybody. People should think well before 
they enter into the contract of marriage. 
because it is not a' if the husbands and 
wives only are going to suffer i•1 the event of 
trouble. In ma,ny cases there arc familiPs to 
be considered. and it does not make for the 
betterment of those families when their 
parents are divorced. vVe all recognise that 
there are hard cases, but there is an old 
maxim that "hard cas0s make bad laws," 
and we must bo very careful that we do not 
make divorce too easv. I have here the 
Commonwealth "Year" l3ook" '"hich gives 
the following comparison ' between the 
divorces in different States in 1915 and 
1919:-

1Dl5. I 1919. 
I 

Divorc·os in ] Divorces in 

________ , _____ ! ____ _ 

New South Wales 
Victoria 
Queensland 

36~ 
~18 

28 

And below they make this remark-

4.C7 
346 

25 

" The bulk of the divorcee> and judicial 
separations refer, as the table shows, to 
New South vVa,les and Victoria, the Acts 
of 1899 and 1889 in the re,poctive States 
having made the separation of the 
marriage-tic comparatively easy." 

Mr. CoLLINS : Mostly amongst the wealthy 
classP<::.. 

Mr. MOORE: It does not matter whether 
those divorces wore amongst the wealthy 
claSSPS or not. vVe know that there are 
millions of people who have scruples in 
regard to obtaining divorce at all, and I do 
not think it is a good principle to make 
divorce too eacy. Thov undertake serious 
obligations and make important vows when 

thev enter into marriage, and I do not thmk 
those vows should be broken merely because 
they find they have made a mistake. The 
parties should fully consider the position 
before they enter into the contract. because 
they have not only themselns to think of­
they h>tve their children and, po,·ibly. their 
grandchildren to consider. This Bill is cer­
tainly going to facilitate divorce, and. there­
fore, perhaps encourage rnarriago bet\veen 
people who run into it in an unthinking way. 
For my own part, I look upon the marriage­
tie as extremely binding. I consider that the 
vows should not be broken under any con­
sideration-at least unless there arc very 
adequate grounds. I am sorry to see the 
experience of New South ·walr·c. and Victoria 
commented upon in the "Year l3ook," and 
that the breaking of the marriage contract 
is made so easy there as to increase the 
number of divorces very greatly. I certainly 
would not like to sec Queensland or Australia 
in the position of some of the States of 
America, because, to my mind, that condi­
tion of things converts marriage from a 
sacred tie in which the pm·ties make binding 
vows into something in the nature of conveni­
ence for a time. I do not think that is an 
objective which we ought to seek in any way 
whatever. There are FDnle hard cases, and if 
we can ff1cilitate them b:;- keeping the divorce 
laws comparatively strict, all the better. I 
do not think that those cases should cause 
us to rush into making the ln.w comparatively 
easy. After all, it will be comparatively 
easy for people to get divorce. \V e know 
that very often collusion enters into the 
question of deocrtion. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRIC1:LTCRE: Do you 
not think that desertion should be a sufficient 
ground? 

Mr. MOORE: In some cases desertion is 
a sufficient ground, but we know perfectly· 
well that there is desertion in which there is 
collusion. 

The PREMIER : That destroys the ground. 
::\1r. ::\IOORE: If you can prove it: but it 

is a very difficult thing to prove it. The law 
prevent~ it at the present time, but there is 
plentv of collusion. Our laws should make 
it difficult to procure divorce. I trust that 
the Minister \Yill look upon this as a non­
party measure, and not push it through a,s 
it is simply because he wants to bring the 
law into lino with the law in some other 
State. 

Mr. W .. \RREN Piurrurnba): I think it is 
a terrible crime for anybody to bo tied to a, 
lunatic. I think that the woman should 
stand in exactly the same po.,ition as a, man 
in regard to obtaining a divorce, therefore 
I am prepared to support the Bill. I hope 
that it will not have the effect of encourag­
ing ,divorC'c; but the present systcn1 causes 
more corruption than will be rendered pos­
sible b:/ the pas~age of this measure. I knovv 
of one case where the wife of a man who is 
in a lunatic asylum is li.-ing with another 
man, and I fool quite sure that thoro arc 
many such case'· It would be far be1ttor for 
the law to ··oparate those two than that they 
should continue to live under those condi­
tions. The question of offspring has l'ecn 
mentiomd. \Yhat would be the position of 
the offspring in a ca"e like that? My sym­
pathy is with the person who is in that 
unfortunate position, and I do not think the 
law should compel it. If Parliament makes 
divorce easier, it will bo doing a v0ry s0rious 
thing. Some people may think that this is 
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the thin end of th<> wedge to make things as 
they arc in America; .but I hope tho admi_n· 
istration of the law will be such that It will 
relieve, not aggravate, the offence. 

Question-That the Bill be no": .read a 
Becond time--put; and tho House <hnded:-

AYES, 40. 
Mr. Barber 

Brennan 
Bulcock 

, Clayton 
Collins 

~· Cooper, F. A. 
, Cooper, W. 
H Coyne 

Dash 
DPacon 
Dunstan 

, FerTicks 
, Foley 
,, Forde 
, Gilday 

Gillies 
, Gledson 
, Hartley 
, Huxham 
, ~Tones, A . • T. 

Mr .• T onf's, J. 
Kirwun 
I. and 
Larcombc 

, 1Iorgan 
lVlullan 
Pavne 
PefLse 
PPt!'ie 
.Pollock 
Biordan 

, Hyan 
f-lmith 

,. ~topford 
, TheJdore 
, Yowles 

i.reir 
,. \Yr>llington 

Wilson 
, , \Y instanley 

Tellers: Mr. Pease and ]Jr. Hiordan. 

]fr. Barnes, G. P. 
, Barnes, W. H. 
, King 
, Macgregor 

NoEs, 8. 

1Jr. )!axwell 
..Yioorc 

, Hoherts, T. H. 
Taylor 

Tellers: Mr. King and Mr. l\faxwell. 
PAIR, 

Aye-Mr. McCormack. No-:Mr. S:izrr. 

RHoh·ed in th<· affirmative. 

CO:\DHTTEE. 
(J1r. Kirwan, Brisbane, in the chair.) 

Clause 1-" Short title and construction of 
Act "-put and passed. 
(8 p.m.] 

Clause 2-'~ Amendme,Jt of section 21-Dis­
-solution of martiage "-

Mr. T. R. ROBERTS (Rrrst Toowoomba): 
Dn the second reading of the Bill I was 

dealing with the question of 
[8 p.m.] insanity as a ground for divorce. 

I would like to refer to the 
,gpinion {)£ Sir George Savage, an eminent 
medical man. Dealing with the question of 
insanity as a ground for divorce, he states-

" There is no doubt of the individual 
hardship that I have felt. I entered upon 
it with a feeling, I must say. rather in 
favour of the divorce, but the more I 
ha vo considered the individual reports 
from these people, and tho more I have 
considered my own fort.v years' experi­
ence, I cannot help thinking that there 
is not ground enough to justify the 
alteration." 

At one time in the United States insanitv 
,._as a ground for divorc 0 • In dealing· with 
~.hat matter Sir Geor·go Savage states-

" It will not be forgotten that the pro· 
posed uniform divorce law for the 
l'nited States does not contain insanitv 
as a ground for divorce, and that during 
the last few years several States where 
this ground was recognised have, bv 
exprws legislation, effected its abolition/' 

In thos0 States where they had insanity as a 
gTound for divorce they found, after experi. 
ence, that it was necessarv to abolish that 
provision. L 

[llir. Warren. 

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): I beg to move 
the omission, in lines 10 and 11, page 2, of 
the words-

" or periods not less in the aggregate 
than fivo vears within six yoars''-

with a view t~ inserting the words-
" of not less than se\·cn yPars." 

\Ye a re bringing forward legislation o~ a 
very serious character, The Mimstcr has 
pointed OtJt that in K e\~ Zealand the perH?d 
is ten years. Tlns B1ll IS oxp~nment~l legis­
lation in Queensland, and It IS expenmental 
legislation that I do not appreciate ... We 
have had no information from the l'-'lmJster 
with regard to the experience of places. where 
insanity is a ground for dnorce. Durmg: the 
past few years more cures of ment<;l patients 
have been effected than was previously the 
case. On that ground we are justified in 
askiniT the Minister to make the penod seven 
years~ The amendment is a reasonable one, 
and I hope it will be accepted. 

The SECRETARY FOR ME\ES (Hon. 
A. J. J ones, Paddington) : I regret that the 
hon. member has moved the amendment. ~t 
is no good tinkering with the Bill. . This 
clause was drafted after mature considera­
tion and it follows the finding of the Com­
mis~ion in Great Britain. In Victoria and 
Western Australia the period is five years, 
and that was brought about when those States 
\\ere not governed by a Labour Government. 
If there is anything in the argument of the 
hon. member for Oxley, we want to brm;s 
about uniforn1ity with regard to our matri­
monial laws, and, in the absence of any 
action bv the Commonwealth Government, 
we are ·doiniT somcthiHg in that direction. 
Much as I ~ould like to oblige the hon. 
gentleman, I do not feel inclined to accept 
the amendment. 

Amendment (Mr. l'aylor) p11t and nega­
tived. 

]VIr. MOORE (1lubigny): I beg to move 
the imertion, aftc'r the word " mind," on 
line 17, of the words-

" provided that on the hearing of the 
petition such lunacy or unsoundn~ss ~f 
mind shall be certified by the ora1 evi· 
donee of the medical superintendmt of 
such asylum or institution and supported 
bv the oral evidence of at least two duly 
q;,alified medical practitioners." 

In applications for the ?issolution of mar­
riag·e on the ground of .msamty, we should 
see that no injustice i~ going to be coinmlt.ted. 
I think that oral evidence should be g-Iven 
by the medical superintendent and by two 
duly qualified me-dical practitioners. 

lHr. HARTLEY: Does the hon. gentleman's 
an1endn1t,nt require evidence to be given by 
two doctors in addition to the medica,! officer 
of the asylum? 

Mr. 1\IOORE: Yes. I am not particularly 
keen on huving two other doctors. If the 
}1inistcr is prepared to accept the amend­
ment after altering the words " two duly 
qualified medical practitioners" to "ono 
duly qualified medical practitioner" ~ am 
prepared to accept that. I want to g1v~ a 
full opportunity to cross-examine the me<lwal 
officer bdore a divorce is granted. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. 
A. J. Jones, Paddington): I would like to 
point out that this measure is not introduced 
to make divorce easier. \Vo are simply 
creating additional grounds for divorce, The 
amendment is not acceptable, for the reason 
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that it will hamper the court, and I do not 
want to include in this Bill any provisions 
that will hamper the court. -:\o judge will 
grant a dissolution of marriage on the ground 
<lf insanity unless he is satisfied that the 
party is incurably insane. Before a person 
Is adjudged insane, two doctors must 
declare that they are satisfied that he is 
insane. I am satisfied that the hon. member 
i.3 unnecessarily alarmed, and he can well 
leaYe this matt.er to the court. 

Mr. HARTLEY (Ji'itzroy): I am sorry the 
Minister is not inclined to accept the amend­
ment, because I am strongly of the opinion 
that it is a wise safeguard to have in a mea­
sure of this sort. The Lunacy Act itself 
demands that, before anyone can be com­
mitted to an asylum, two independent medi­
cal experts must !tgree as to the ins!tnity of 
the patient. Many people know quite well 
that in our asvlums to-day !tre to be found 
men and \\omen who shoLild not be confined 
in an asylum. That has been my experience 
in Brisbane, and I am quite sure that if 
other hon. members will think over their 
experience, they will be able to call to mind 
cases where men have been pronounced bv 
medical men to be insane ''hen such has no"t 
been the case. Possibly, at tho precise time 
when they were examined they were not 
altogether normal, but when the worry and 
anxiety from which they were suffering at 
the tnne were removed, they have been 
demonstrated to be quile sane. Yet I have 
known at least one case in reg:n-d to which 
the medical man was not prepared to be 
<:onvinced in the matter, and it took a great 
deal of persuasion before the person con­
<:erncd was released. That man has been 
free for !' very long time, and thoro has 
been no recurrence of any n1ental irregularity 
at alL I hope the MinistEr will reconsider 
the question. Ono of lhe great safeguards 
in regard to the incarceration of a lunatic is 
the open examination of medical expert 
opinion. That is why the Lunacy Act was 
franwd as it is at present, and if such a 
provision is important in that connection, 
it is also important in this matter, seeing 
the impcrtaJJt issues invoh·ed. It will not 
only affect the man or woman whose men­
tality is called into quc,stion, but will also 
·affect the issue of the marriage. I intend 
to support the amendment, and hope the 
Minister will think it over and make it man­
datory that at least one other medical man, 
in addition to the medical superintendent of 
the asylum, shall certify that the man or 
woman in question is insane and is not likelv 
to recover. That is the important part of 
the matter, and that is why the verv best 
medical opinion should be obtained. " 

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): I desire to sup­
port the amendment. As has been pointed 
out, this is simply providing for an additional 
Fafeguard. I suppose there aro no cases 
that come under the notice of doctors where 
there is so much difference of opinion as 
there is in regard to mental case,. The 
Minister told us that the doctor would not 
do certain things. 

The SECRETARY FOR lliiiXES : I said the 
judge. 

Mr. TAYLOR: It must be within his 
knowledge that within the last twelve or 
eighteen months there was a good deal of 
trouble in connection 'vith some '"oman vrho 
came from New 7:ealand to S·:dnev. I 
cannot imagine anything more dreadful than 
for a sane person to be confined in an insane 

asylum. That would be one of the most 
dreadful punishments possible to anv sane 
person, and, knowing the dif!icuity of 
diagno:3ing rnental cases, this safeguard is 
one that the Minister might well accept. It 
will give greater safety to persons suffering 
from mental troubles, and it will make it 
more difficult for those persons who try to 
take advantage of this provision. 

The SECREHRY FOR MINES: Why not leave 
it to the court? 

Mr. TA YLOR : If you accept the amend­
ment, there is an end of it. 

The SECRETARY FOR JI.1INES: The partv may 
be in an asylum in Western Australia." 

Mr. TAYLOR: It does not matter whether 
they are in an asvlum in \Yestern Australia 
or in anv other ·state thev are entitled to 
all the safeguards WC can give them. 

Mr. P A YKE (Jiitthell) : I am not opposed 
to any extra safeguards in regard to any 
:nan or wm_nan who may be adjudged 
msane; but It does appear to me that this 
Bill is pretty well safeguarded, as it makt·s 
provision that, before anyone can apply for 
a dn·orce on the ground of insanity the 
por~o.il concerned must have been insan'e for 
at least live years out of the six, which 
will be a good test. 

Mr. MDRGAN: Under the amendment two 
doctors would have to certify that. 

Mr. PAYNE: Is it suggested that a man 
who has been in a lunatic asylum for five 
y<Jars is not insane? I have heard state­
ments made that men who are insanB have 
normal periods, and I quite believe it. I 
had a letter only the other week from a 
man in Goodna Asylum whom I have known 
for forty years. He spoke of things which 
happened thirty years ago just as accurately 
ao If they ha·d only happened ten minutes 
before,_ and then he went straight off to 
somethmg else. He said that it was a dis­
grace to keep him there, as he was the 
greatest inventor in the world. I have 
visited Goodna a good deal, and some of 
the men there seem just as sensible as 
anyone here. (Laughter.) The doctor 
explained to me that patients have normal 
times as well as insane periods. I am not 
very particular as to whet.her the Minister 
accepts the amendment or not. I think the 
Bill sufficiently provides that there shall be 
ne. undue hardship to men or women who 
are in an insane asylum, and there is no 
necessity to load it with amendments. 

Mr. KING (Logan) : I hope the Minister 
will accept the amendment. We must bear 
in mind that, before a patient is admitted 
to a lunatic asylum, it is necessary to get 
the certificate of two medical men. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That is pro­
vided for in the Insanity Act. 

Mr. KING: Yes; that is in the case of 
a patient who may be merely temporarily 
insane, but we are dealing here with far 
more serious matters. A man may not be 
five years continuously in an asylum; the 
Bill provides for an aggregate period o t 
five voars. We know that in connection 
with "certain diseases there arc periods of 
insanity-for instance, puerperal insanity in 
the case of women; yet the Bill provides 
that, if the period of lunacy extends for an 
aggregate of five years out of six, it will be 
a ground for a divorce. The point which 
we must consider as of the most importance 
is that the patient must be incurable before 

Mr. J[ing.] 
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there is ground for a. divorce. I am quite 
prepared to a.drnit that n1Pdical progno~1s 
with regard to lunacy is reduced to a fine 
art. and medical men can almost say 
definitely whether a patient is incurable 
or otherwise; but down South, where 
divorce is so easy to get, a. judge will get 
through forty or fifty cases in a day. I say 
that where judges get through so many 
cases they are not very particular about 
analysing the evidence ir_ the way they 
should do. It is very easy to come before 
a judge and make a,n allegation that a 
petson is insnne and has been in a lunatic 
asylum for five years; yet that person may 
b'J curable. The judge must be satisfied, 
but, as a protection to the judge, there is 
no harm in ha viug tlw evidence of t.he 
medical superintendent a,nd other medical 
evidence in support. In a case down South 
recentlY there were numbers of men on both 
sides \vho differed as to whether a patient 
\vas incurable. Ho·w can a judge, with conM 
flicting opinions of that sort before him, 
come to a definite conclusion as to whether 
a patient is incurable or not? I do not 
want to throw an obsta.cle in the way of a 
divorce where a patient can be proved beyond 
a shadow of donbt to be alY,olutely incurable; 
but it is a question for the judge, who should 
examino verv 1ninutelv tho evidence as to 
whet,her t;ho p~:tient" is incurable. But, 
when cases come along at the rate of forty 
or fifty a day, as they do. how is t.he judge 
to satisfy himself about the matter? 

Mr. T. R. RO'BERTS (East 1'oo1eoomba): 
I have in my mind a debate which took place 
i'l the House in 1914, when the Labour party 
were in opposition. There were two speech•"~ 
made on that occasion, one by Mr. Fihelly, 
the pres<'nt Agent-General. who took up t.he 
CMe of certain individuals at the time in 
Goodna. I want to quote another case 
which was braught up, \vhich sho\VS how 
necessarv it is to deal verv carcfullv with 
medical" rcnorts. Mr. Fihclh referred to a 
ca:-H~ lrhere~ a rnan in an Rsvlum in New 
Zeala.ncl escaped to Auckland.· where he v, '" 
again confine-cl. He then escaped from Auck­
land to S·-clncv, where he joined the Sea­
men's Umon. " He afterwards went bad<: 
to Kew Zealand and fought his case, and 
proved that he was not insam'. Mr. Fihdlv 
is reported on p:.2:e 1038 of "Hansa.rd" foi· 
1914. 2\Tr. Theodnre. in th ·_. same debate, 
IS reported on page 1939, to han' said-

" Ho had jonrncyed to Goodna with 
the hon. membr.'r for Padding-ton, and 
saw Thompson, who complained that he 
"as kept there by the> powers that be. 
He scem<'d to be a cloarlv rationa.l 
person. It seemed to him th.~t 'l'homp­
son would not bo in Goodna had he not 
associat<•Cl himself \Yith meetings that 
were being· held in Brisbanp some time 
ago to get free speech. He h<td the 
misfortune to bo sentenced to a month's 
ln1pri~onmcnt, and .dnring his term of 
incarncrntion ho was snn1nwrilv removed 
to Goodna. He understood tha.t three 
medical officers certified to his madness, 
but he thought that probably in one or 
two of !ho-e cases tho certificates "ere 
formalities. In his opinion. Thompson 
was not a lunatic \\ho ,-as likelv to 
cause great danger to himself or" the 
public. and he was not a fit subject for 
detention in Goorlna. Tlw.t \Vas his 
dispassionate opinion about him." 

will not further quote from the speech, 

[Mr. King. 

but the Premier devoted a considerable time 
to showing that this man was wrongly 
detained at Goodna. I think that is suffi­
cient to show that mistakes may be made. 
and that \Ye a,re justified in asking the 
Minister to give serious consideration to the 
amendment. 

The SECRETARY FOH MINES (Hon. 
A. J. Jones, Paddington): I am still of the 
opinion that matters may be left to the 
judge, and it seems to me that the amend­
ment is unnecessMv, but I am willing to· 
mcf't the hon. gentleman b:v a compromise. 
I think that will meet with the wishes of 
the: Committee. 

HONOVRABLE l\IEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 

The SECRE'l'ARY FOR MINES: I still 
say that it is quite unnecessary, because 
patients must be confined as lunatics five 
vcars out of six, but I will move the 
amendment if the hon. member for Aubigny 
will accept it. I would be very sorry if a 
mistake "'as ma-de, and a person suffered 
in. consequence. 

Mr. MooRE: I will withdraw my amend­
ment. 

Amendment, by leave, withdrawn. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: I 
move the insertion, after the word " mind." 
on line 17, of the following words:-

" as proven by the oral testimony of not 
less than two lega,lly qualified medical 
practitioners. one of whom shall be a, 
medical oflicer of the institution in 
which the respondent is confined." 

Amendment (Jfr A. J. Join>) agreed to. 

Mr. ELPHINSTONE (Oxlry): I would like 
the J\Iinistcr to give some reply tO the point 
I raised in the second reading in regard to 
c~scs where lunacy is accepted as a ground 
for cli,-orco. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. A, 
tT .. JmJt :1, Pmld/ngton): I have looked up that 
matter. and. for the information of the hon. 
~0ntloman. I can s.ay that in thP principa,l 
Act thC'rc is po1Yer to deal ·with thcso casos in 
ca1nera. 

Mr. VO\YLES (Da/by): I \Yotdd like to 
n~k jf tho future nutintenn nco of a woman 
who has been divorced can bo mado a subject 
matter for inquiry by the court? 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: That is entirely 
a matter for the court. 

:'Ylr. VO\YLES: There is nothing in the 
Bill to say so. The leg-al obligation rs still 
there. 

The SErRET.iRY FOR MINES: Alimony may 
be granted. 

;\lr. VO'vYLES: If tho Minister is satisfied 
that snffic]C'nt provision is n1ade for the court 
to deal with the matter, and if the husband 
i; in the po~iHon to pay maintcLanec, then 
it is all right. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINF.S (Hon .. A, 
,J. Jones. ,J'addinqton): For the information 
of the hon. gcnticman, I can tell him that 
a judge can order. per~nn:nt alimony, and 
it is provided for rn this Brll. 

Clau'c' 2, as amen<;led, put and passed. 
Clause 3-" Dismissal or gmnting of petition 

founded on d, se 1·tion; Domirile of deserted 
1L"i/c "-put and passed. 

The House resumed. 
The CruiRi\lAN reported the Bill with "n 

amendment. 
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THIRD READING. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. A. 

J. Jones, Paddington): I beg to move-
" That the Bill be now read a third 

time." 
Question put and passed. 

HAWKERS LICENSES AMENDMENT 
BILL. 

SECOND READING. 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. A. 

J. Jones, Paddington): I do not anticipate 
that there will be any discussion on this 
Bill. It amends the Hawkers Licenses 
Amendment Act of 1869 in a certe.in particu­
lar. Strange to relate, that Act has not 
been amended since 1869, before many of us 
were born. The original Act was passed in 
1849, and it fix.ed the different fees to be 
charged for different classes of merchandise. 
The 1869 Act fixed the fee of £10 for all 
forms of hawking. This Bill provides that 
in any particular case the Home Secretary 
may do certain things. It provides that the 
Home Secretary-

" (a) May authorise the grant of such 
license for any specified period less 
than twelve months upon payment 
of such smaller sum than ten pounds 
as he may flx; or 

"(b) May reduce the amount payable 
in respect of such license for a full 
period of twelve months to such sum 
as he may fix." 

That moans that the Home S·ecretary will 
have power to issue licenses for any period. 
The justification for the Bill is that in cer­
tain periods a man may be able to make a 
living by hawking goods. ManufacturP'"" ~nay 
manufacture sor,w goods and th:'y may wiRh 
to place them before the public. They can 
adveTtise them by employing men to hawk the 
goods round and sell thorn. There is only one 
rninciple in the Bill, and I am sure every 
hon. mom bcr is in favour of it. I beg to 
rnove-

" That the Bill be now read a second 
time.'' 

Question-put and passed. 

CoMl\IITTEE. 
(Mr. Kirwan, Brisbane·, in the chair.) 

Clause 1-" Short title "-put and passed. 
Clause 2-" Am,,,,dment of section 8-Fee 

for personal license "-

l\Lr. T. R. ROBERTS (liJast Toowoomba): 
I would liko to know if the Minister moans 
to differentiate between two or tlu.ce people 
hawking for the same firm. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES: No. 
Mr. T. R. ROBERTS: You will charge 

only one fee? 
The SECRETARY FOR MINES: Y<?3, only one 

fee. 
Claus' 2 put and passed. 
The House resumed. 
The CHAIRliiAN renorted the Bill without 

amendment. 

THIRD READING. 
The SECRETARY FOR MI~ES (Hon. A. 

J. Jones, Paddington): I beg to move-
" That the Bill be now read a third 

tin1e.'' 
Question put and passed. 

LAND ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
THIRD READING. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. J. H. Coyne, Wan·ego): I beg to 
n1ove-

" That the Bill be now read a third 
time." 

Question put and passed. 

IRRIGATION BILL. 
THIRD READING. 

The TREASURER (Hon. E. G. Theodore, 
C'hillagoe): I beg Lo move-

" That the Bill be now read a thiro 
time." 

Question put and passed. 

LEGISLATIVE ASSEMBLY ACT 
AMENDMENT ACT OF 1921 REPEAL 
BILL. 

THIRD READING. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 

Mullan, Flindrrs) : I beg to move-
" That the Bill be now read a third 

time.'' 
Question put and passed. 

ELECTORAL DISTRICTS BILL. 
THIRD READING. 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 
Mullan, Flinders) : I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read a third 
tin1e.'' 

Question put and passed. 

MACKAY, MARYBOROUGH, AND 
ROCKHAMPTON SI-IOW GROUNDS 
MORTGAGES BILL. 

THIRD READING. 
The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 

Mullan, F'linders) : I beg to move-
" That the Bill be now read .a third 

time.'' 
Question put and passed. 

AUCTIONEERS AND COMMISSION 
AGENTS BILL. 
THIRD READING. 

The AT'rORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 
Mullan, Plinders): I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read .a third 
, time." 
Question put and passed. 

l\IAIN ROADS ACT AMENDMENT BILL, 
'l'Hnm Rr\DING. 

The SECRETARY FOR PUBLIC LANDS 
(Hon. J. H. Coyne, lVarrego): I beg to 
move-

" That the Bill be now read a third 
time." 

Question put and passed. 

CITY ELECTRIC LIGHT COMPANY 
LIMITED BRISBANE FORESHU!.m 
LEASE BILL. 

THIRD READING. 
The TREASURER (Hon. E. G. Theodore, 

Chillagoe): I beg to move-
" That the Bill be now read a third 

time." 
Question put and passed. 
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HARBOUR BOARDS ACTS AMEND­
MENT BILL. 

THIRD READING. 

The TREASURER [Hon. E. G. Theodorc, 
Chillagoe): I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read .a third 
time." 

Question put and passed. 

LOCAL AUTHORITIES ACTS AMEND­
MENT BILL. 

THIRD READING. 

The SECRETARY FOR MINES [Hon. 
A. J. Jonos, Paddington): I beg to move--

" That the Bill be now road a third 
tin1e.'' 

Question put and passed. 

SUGAR WORKS BILL. 
THIRD READING. 

The TREASURER (Hon. E. G. Theodore, 
Chillagoe) : I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now rPad a third 
tin1e." 

Question put and passed. 

OFFICIALS IN r ARLI.\MENT 
AMENDMENT BILL. 

THIRD READING. 

ACT 

The ATTORNEY-GENERAL (Hon. J. 
Mullan, Jilindcrs): I bog to move-

" That the Bill be now read a third 
time." 

Quc;tion put; and the Hou,e divided:-

Mr. Barber 
Brennan 
Bulcock 
Col! ins 

, Cooper1 F. A. 
, Cooper, \V. 
, Coyne 

Dash 
Dunstan 
Ferricks 

, Foley 
, Forde 
, Gilday 

Gillies 
, Gledson 
, Hartley 
., Huxham 

AYI;o<, 34. 
Mr. ,Tones, A. J. 

Kinvnn 
,. Land 

};arcomhe 
,. Mullan 
., Payne 

Pease 
l'ollock 
Hiordan 
Hyan 
:-imith 

, ktopfcrd 
'' rrheodore 

Weir 
,, 'Vr-llington 
.. Wilson 

Tellers: Mr. Forde 
. . W instanley 

t1nd Mr. Hartley. 

Mr. Barnes, G. P. 
., Barnes, \V. H. 
, Bebbington 
, Bell 
, Brand 
, Cattermull 

Clayton 
,, Corser 
" nf'acon 
., Elphinstone 
, Fleteher 
, Fry 
., Green 
, .Tones, J. 

Kerr 

NOES, 29. 

Mr. King 
., Logan 
,, l'~Iacgregor 
, MaxwPll 
, Moore 
,, Morgan 
, l\ott 
.. Prtrie 
, Hoberts, .T. H. C . 
, Hoherts, T. H. 
,, Swayne 
. Tavlor 
;: \~5'~v1C's 
, \.) arren 

Tellers: Mr. Logan and 1\Ir. Nott. 
PAin. 

Aye-Mr. McCormack. No-Mr. Slzer. 

Hesolved in the affirmative. 

PUBLIC SERVICE BILL. 
THIRD READING. 

The PREMIER [Hon. E. G. Theodore. 
Chillagoe): I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read a third 
time.'' 

Mr. G. P. BARNES (Warwick): I take 
this opportunity to point ·out the very signal 
disparity that exists in regard to salaries 
paid in connection with the State Advances 
Department. The maximum salary in that 
department is £320, whilst in the State 
Taxa,tion Department it is £450 and 
allowances. If we go to another State, we 
f'tnd that inspectors engaged in the State 
Advances Department receive £550 and 
allowances. I mention this because the 
anomal~· is so great as to demand the 
&ttention of the Treasurer. 

Tho PRE~IIER: I will have the matter 
looked into. 

Question put and pa..osed. 

INCOME TAX ACT AMENDMENT BILL. 
THIRD Rnm:m. 

The PREMIER (Hon. E. G. Theodore, 
Chillagoc) : I beg to move-

" That the Bill be now read a third 
tin1e." 

Question put and passed. 

t:NE:VIPLOYED WORKERS INSURANCE 
BILL. 

THIRD READil\G. 

HoN. W. FORGAN SMITH (Jlacka;v): 
I beg to mo\·c-

'· That the Bill be now read a third 
tin1e." 

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby): This Bill was 
reported to the House from Committee -after 
the " gag " had been applied many times. 
Manv members on this side were .deprived 
of a-u opportunity of discussing the Bil1. 
Mauy important principles .did not receive 
the consideration that they should have 
received. 

The PRE}IIER: The matter was discussed 
until 1 o'clock in the morning. 

Mr. VOWLES: Certain principles in the 
early part of the Bill occupied a good deal 
of time, but when we < :tme to the most 
important principles-especially the dragnet 
cl a use-the Pre]Jlior seemed to prevent us 
deliberately from discussing matters of very 

groat importaEce. There were 
[9 p.m.J many novel principles in the 

Bill. The dragnet clause con,­
tained powers that should not be given to 
anv GoYernment at all. It was the moot 
objectionable clause in the Bill. The Go­
vernor in Council are given po\Yer under that 
clause to do whatever thev liked. So far as 
I can see, they ca!l pass' all the legislation 
that is required for the next twenty years. 

Another important matter W'l' the queo­
tion of labour farms. \Ve do not know 
where they are going to be, or how they are 
going to Le carried on. In order to put 
unemployed men and women on those farms, 
a tremendous amount of money will be spent 
on the initial stages. It will be an experi­
ment, and there will be a loss right from 
the beginning. It may be cheaper to have 
the people living at Dunwich. \Ve know 
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what Dunwich is costing, but we do not 
know what this scheme will cost. Provision 
i, made in the Bill to deal with the unem­
ployable. I strongly object to the " gag " 
being applied on these important principles. 

Mr. TAYLOR (Windsor): I want to voice 
my protest against the way the Bill was 
carried through Committee last Friday night. 

Hon. "\V. FORGAN SMITH: The matter was 
discussed for nine and a-half hours in Com­
mittee. 

Mr. TAYLOR: Seven hours or eight hours 
were occupied by hon. members opposite. 
\Vhen hon. memben on this side desired to 
ffiove amendments the "gag" was applierl, 
and when the leader of the Oppositi.an 
moved " That the question be now put "­
which he had a perfect right to do-he was 
ignored. 

Mr. KIRWAN: Why spoil the end of a 
perfect day? (Laughter.) 

Mr. TAYLOR: My idea of a perfect day 
is not the same as the hon. member's. v.; e 
have not had a perfect session; it has been 
a most disgraceful session. \Ve have given 
power now to the Government to be able 
to compel local authorities and employers 
to do certain things. "\Ve shall now have 
shiploads and trainloads of unemployed 
coming to Queensland to be maintained and 
supported by the employers of this State. 

Question-That the Bill be new read a 
third time-put; and the Home divided:­

AYEs, 3·:!. 

Mr. Barber 
Brennan 
Bulcock 
Collins 

, Cooper, F. A. 
Cooper, "\V. 

,, Coyne 
Dash 
Dunstan 
Ferricks 
Foley 
Forde 
Gilday 
Gillies 
Gledeon 
Hartley 
Huxham 

Mr .. Tones, A. J. 
Kir"an 
Land 

, Larcombe 
}iu!lan 
Pavn•"' rcase­
Pollock 
Hiordan 
i!ynn 

, Pmith 
, ~topford 
, Theodore 

Woir 
, Wellington 
, \Vilson 

Tellers: Mr. Dash 
, \Vinstnn1ev 
and Mr. Fol;y. 

1\Ir. Barnes, G. P. 
, Earnes, \V. H. 

Bebbington 
Bell 
Brand 
Cattermull 

,. Clayton 
Corser 
Deacon 
Elphinstone 
Fletcher 
Fry 
Green 
.Tones, J. 
Kerr 
Tellers: Mr. 

NoEs, 29. 
ll!r. King 

, Lognn 
, l\facgrf'gor 
,, ::tiaxwcll 
, :1\'Ioorc 
,. _\forgan 
,. :'iott 

Pc·tric: 
, Hoherts, .T. H. C. 
, Hoberts, T. ll. 
,, ~,;wa~·ne 

, Taylor 
, Yowlps 
,, "' arren 

Clayton and Mr. Nott. 
PAIR. 

Aye-~fr. McCormack. No-Mr. Sizer. 
Resolved in the affirmative. 

HEALTH ACTS AMENDMENT BILL. 
THIRD RE•,mo:G. 

'I'he SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hen A 
J. J ones, Paddington): I beg to move-· · 

" That the Bill be now read a. third 
time." 

Mr .. KI!'JG (Logan): Dur_ing the passage 
,of tlus Brll through Cormmttee I raised a 

question in connection with tho pretection of 
propricters of proprietary medicines. I said 
then that there were certain cl a uses of the 
Act which clashed, and, if vou will look at 
clause 39, which deals with regulations, it will 
be seen that the clause provides that the 
Commissioner may make regulations. but no 
regulation under the Act shall provide--

" That the owners O" proprietors of 
proprietary "?edicines shall deposit, dis­
close, or publrsh the formulre or ingredi­
ents of any such proprietary medicines." 

In section 139 of the principal Act it is pro­
vided-

" Nothing in this Act shall be con­
struPd as requiring proprietors or Inanu­
facturers of proprietary foods which con­
tain no unwholesome added ingredient 
to disclose their trade formul!B, except 
in so far as this Act may require to 
secure freedom from adulteration or false 
description." 

Then in clause 41 of the Bill it is proposed 
to insert the words " or drugs" after the 
word " foods" in section 139 of the principal 
Act, thus bringing dru[';S within the opera­
tions of that section. This appears to be 
inconsistent with clause 39 of the Bill, and I 
ask the Minister if the proprietors of pro· 
prictary medicines are protected. 

Question put and passed. 

TITLE. 

'I'he SECRETARY FOR MINES (Hon. 
A. J. Jones, Paddington): I beg to move­

" That the title of the Bill be ' A Bill 
to amend the Health Act·;, 1900 to 1917' 
in certain particulars.' " 

I may be permitted to reply now to the 
question asked by the hon. member for 
Logan. 

I stated, when the Bill was in the Com­
mittee stage, that the object of section 
139 is to prevent the proprietors of trade 
secrets from losing the benefits of such secrets 
bv thei1· being stated in the trade descrip­
tion. Where patent medicines contain any­
thing which may be injurious, such as 
opium, the Fooci and Drugs regulations 
require the fact to be stated in a trade 
description. Subclause (ix.) of clause 39 of 
the Bill reads-

" But no regulation undAr this Act 
shall provide that the owners or pro­
prietors of proprietary medicines shall 
deposit, disclose, or publish the formulre 
or ingredients of any such proprietary 
medicines." 

I think that meets what the hon. member 
wants, and I think I conveyed that assurance 
t0 him in Committee. The amendment made 
gives additional protection to that already 
given in clause 39. I can give the hon. 
member the assurance that he requires. 

Mr. KIXG (Logan): I thank the Minister 
for his courtesy. 

Question put and passed. 

PERSONAL EXPLA~ATION. 
HoN. W, I-I. BARNES ( TJulimba): I rise 

to ask if I may ha\ e the privilege of making 
a personal explanation. 

The SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the 
House that the hon. member for Bulimba 
be allowed to make a personal explanation? 

HONOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 

Hon. W. H. Barnes.! 
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HoN. W. H. BARNES: This afternoon a 
question was answered by the Secretary for 
Agriculture, in reply to the hon. member 
for Pittsworth, and the :Minister's anshcr 
read-

" I understand that several Brisbane 
firms, including Barnes and Company, 
are being enabled, through want of unity 
amongst Southern dairymen and section 
92 of the Federal Constitution, to pur­
chase Victorian butter and import it into 
Queensland at a price considerably below 
our local prices." 

So far as Barnes and Company, Limited, of 
which I am the manager, arc concerned we 
have not imported an ounce of butter 'into 
Queensland from the South. I wish further 
to say, on behalf of Barnes, Limited, that I 
hold in my hand the following sworn 
declaration signed by the secretary of the 
company:-

" Quecnsland-To Wit. 
" I John Richard Lend rum of Brisbane 

in the State of Queensland company 
secretary do solemnly and sincerely 
declare-

" 1. I am secretary to Barnes Limited 
a company carrying on at Wickham 
street V alley Brisbane aforesaid the 
business of general merchants. 

" 2. I know of my own knowledge that 
Barnes Limited has not at any time 
since its incorporation either imported 
or otherwise brought into the State of 
Queensland any butter whatever that had 
been made or manufactured outside the 
said State. 

" 3. I am duly authorised by my said 
company to make this declaration. 

"And I make this solemn declaration 
conscientiously believing the same to be 
true and by virtue of the provisions of 
the Oaths Act of 1867. 

" JOHN R. LEXDR1:1,L 
"Made and declared by the above­

named declarant at Brisbane in the said 
State this fourth day of October 1922 
before me- · 

"F. G. SHORTT, J.P., 
' A Justice of the Peace." 

9.30 p.m. 
i\lr. J. H. C. RoBERTS: Then the Minister IS 
a liar. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE 
(Hon. W. N. Gillics, Eaclwm): I desire to 
make a per.,onal explanation. 

The SPEAKER: Is it th- pleasure of the 
House that the Secretary for Agriculture be 
allowed to mr,ke a personal explanation? 

HoNOURABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: 
B0fore I proceed to make my personal 
explanation I would like to a,k you, Mr. 
Speaker, to cull upon the hon. momber for 
Pitbworth to withdraw an expression he used 
ju,t now. He said I was a liar. 

The SPEAKER : I ask the hon. member 
for Pittsworth to withdraw that expression. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS fPittsworth): I 
will witbdra w the expression that he was a 
liar, but I cannot help thinking that he is 
a perverter of the truth. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! I hope the hon. 
member will withdraw without any qualifi­
cation. 

[Hon. W. H. Barnes. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: After the letter 
r-ead out by the hon. member for Bulimba I 
do not think that I would be justified in 
withdrawing it. 

The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE: You are a 
mean contemptible skunk, anyhow. 

The SPEAKER: I hope the hon. membe1· 
for Pittsworth will withdraw the expression 
ho used, without qualification. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: Out of respect 
for you, 1.1r. Speaker, I will withdraw it, 
but not out of respect for the Minister. 

Tho SPEAKER: I hope the hon. member 
will withdraw it without any qualification. 

Mr. J. H. C. ROBERTS: I will withdraw 
it. I also ask that the Minister be made to 
withdraw the word. He said I was a mean 
contemptible skunk. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! 
The SECRETARY FOR AGRICULTURE, 

By way of personal explanation, I would 
like to say that the answer I gave to the 
question this afternoon was in accordance Wl th 
information supplied to me by my d0part­
ment. That being so, and after hearing the 
personal explanation made by the hon. mem­
ber for Bulimba to-night, I can only say 
that the department furnished me with infor­
mation based on false premises. 

SPECIAL ADJOURNMENT. 

The PREMIER (Hon. E. G. Theodore_. 
Chilla{foP·): I beg to move-

" That the House, at its rising do 
adjourn until Tuesday, 24th October.'' 

Question put and passed. 

VALEDICTORY. 

The PREMIER : I beg to move-
" That the House do now adjourn." 

As Parliament will not assemble again this 
year I desire to take this opportunity of 
thanking the officers of the House, including 
the " Hansard " staff and members of the 
Pre."s also, for their very efficient services 
during the session. The session has been a 
very arduous one. 

HoNOURABLE l\fEMBERS: Hear, hear ! 
The PREMIER : It has been a very arduous 

session "specially for the members of the 
" Hansard " staff and the Press, because 
they have had to attend here for long hours 
every day. 

Mr. KERR: There v;as plenty of" gagging.'' 
The PREMIER : We put through a large­

yolume of business during the ses3ion. I 
think our thanks are due to the officers of tbe 
House, and we can sympathise with them for 
the long hours that they have had to work 
during the session. They will get some resp1te 
from their par!iamentarv duties now that the· 
session is closing, and "r hope that will be 
some compensation to them for the extra 
hours that they had to work during the 
session. 

Mr. VOWLES (Dalby) : It is always cus­
tomarv on these occasions to make valedictDry 
remarb. I join with tho Premier in w·ishing 
the staff a well-earned rest. \Ve have been 
working on some occasions up to sixteen 
hours a day and we haV•' inflicted-at least, 
I should say the Premier has inflicted-a lot 
of discomfort on the officers. We have to 
realise that there are other p-eople in th1s 
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buikling besides members of Parliament. 
ThBre are the clerks, the reporting •.taff and 
other officials, and they have all had to ~uffer 
too. ·we can all understand their discomfort 
during the session. \V e have been carrying 
<:>n business in a way that it should not have 
been carried on. It was not a fair thin" to 
the employees in Parliament House. \Ve have 
not treated them in a way in which they 
should have been treated. The Premier cannot 
expect to g·et the best work out of Parliament 
when men are working fourteen and sixteen 
hours a day. Complaints have frequently 
been made m the past by our judges about 
faulty legislation when we had two Chambers, 
and when measures which went from here 
wore reviewed in anothet: place, while a good 
<lea! o~ tune was occupwd and opportunity 
was grven to re-read measures which had 
gone tbrough this Chamber. \Vc hav·e had­
as we had yesterday-twelve Bills going 
throu;;h Parliament as through a sausage 
machme. 

Mr. KERB: Shame ! 

Mr. VOWLES : What results can 
·expect under conditions such as that 'I 

Mr. KmwAN : Who was turning 
handle? 

you 

the 

. Mr. VOWLES: Here yoa have legislation. 
1ll-d_rgosted, wrthout c<Jnsideration being given 
to rt, many clauses madequately ,Jiscussed, 
and I say that that can hav•e onlv o11e result 
~nd that our judges will bo again complain: 
mg that our legislation is not >Yhat it ought 
to be. 

The history of this sessio11 is rather remark. 
,,ble, because it is the first session in an 
Australian Parliament in which \Ye have had 
a unicameral system. 

The PREMIER: A very successful sesswn. 

Mr. VO,VLES: One w<Ju!d naturallv think 
that, when the whole of the work was beinO' 
thrown on one Chamber, sufficient time would 
b0 given for the mature consiclcration which 
i.-; necessary to enable the Opposition at least 
to read Bills, let alone comprehend '"hat is 
in them. I can assure you that during the 
last fortnight, as lBador of this party, I 
have. been supposed to be in touch with every 
detar! of every measure going through thr; 
House,. and I have not had the opportunity 
·Of seemg what was really in some of them. 

The PREMIER : Some of your partv should 
have relieved you. " 

Mr. VOWLES: That is not the point. I 
endeavour to give to every Bill the attention 
which every mBmber is supposed to give to 
all measures introduced hero. Every member 
on either side of the House is sufJposed to 
bo thoroughly convBrsant with every detail 
of every Bill that comes before us ; and, 
"hen measures are going through under the 
" gag " and no consideration is given to 
them-either to the principles or the details­
what can you expect from your legislation? 
'V c started off the session by amending our 
Standing Orders. 

The SPEAKER : Order ! 

M1·. VOWLES: I understand that this is 
the time at which WB customarily have the 
opportunity of referring to these matters. I 
am not going to waste much of your valuable 
time, Mr. Speaker, or the valuable time of 
the House, but I just want to put mv 
objections before the Chamber and the publi~. 

The SPEAKER: The hon. member may 
ask questions at this stage. 

Mr. VOWLES: A good deal of latitude 
has always been allowed. I can quite under­
stancl why the rBmarks of the Premier have 
been brief. Possibly he would like mine to 
be brief, too, but they are not going t<J be 
any briefer than you compel them to be. 

The PREMIER : Is n<Jt this the season of 
goodwill'! (Laughter.) 

Mr. VOWLES : Probably if that considera­
tion had been given to the measures which 
have come before us which should have been 
given, we would have been approaching that 
season of goodwilL I have had some parti­
culars taken out of the doings of the session 
and I would like to remind the HousD-- ' 

The PRE:l1IER : You are starting an arg-u­
ment. 

. 2\oir. VOW_LES: I. am not. I am going to 
gn·e some mformatwn to the public. The 
" gag " was applied here forty-one times. 

Mr. KERR: Shame ! 

Mr. VOWLES: Of those forty-one times 
it w_as applied twolvB times without any dis­
cusswn, erght hmes after one Opposition 
speaker had spoken, four times after two 
Oppositi<Jn speakers, once aftDr three Opposi­
tion speakers, four times after four Opposi­
tion speakers, five times alter live Opposi­
tion speakers, and seven tim-es after n1ore 
than five Opposition speakers. 

The PRE3IIER: One member came under the 
operation of tho " gag " on most occasions. 

Mr. VOWLES: The Premier admits that 
one Opposition member frequently came 
under the operation of the " gag." Why 
should that be? \Vhy should there be any 
discrimination? I find that the Speaker 
gave a casting vote nine time5 in favour of 
the Government, but did not vote on any 
occasion with the Opposition. 

Tho PREMIER : That shows his good sense. 

:Mr. VOWLES: But, Mr. Speaker, you 
clid not get the re<::ord. The Chairman beat 
you easily. He gave a casting vote fifteen 
times with the Govornment and not at all 
with the Opposition The Premier, by virtue 
of the new proxy voting law, recorded 121 
votes during this seseion in addition t<J his 
own vote. (Laughter.) 

Mr. J. H. C. RonERTS: And he is the 
rnan who talks about one man one vote. 

Mr. VOWLES: During the session, thirty­
nine Bills were dio.cussed, and the time 
actually allowed for their discussion-initia­
tion, second reading, Corrnnittee stage, and 
third reading-was 184 h<Jurs, and the aver­
age time for each Bill-and there were some 
very big- and important Bills-did n<Jt 
amount to more than four and three-quarter 
hours. 

A good deal of reference has been made at 
different times to happenings in the past. 
On the Mines Regulation Bill, when it was 
before the House some years ago, there 
were ten Labour speakers on the second 
reading, and the " gag " was not used at 

all. In the Committee stage, 
[9.30 p.m.] clauses 30 to 71 were put through, 

after two full day's discussion, 
under the Standing Orders commonly known 
as the " guillotine." The then Premier, Mr. 

Mr. Vowles.] 
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Kidston, offered tho Labour party an extra 
day, which was refused. We did the whole 
of our work on Biils in four hours, yet these 
gentlemen opposite complained on that occa­
sion that they did not ha vo sufficient time 
to do the same work. 

On the second reading of the Industrial 
Peace Bili there were forty-four Labour 
speakers, and the " gag " was not used at 
all. On thP Committee stage, the discussion 
was limited to eleven days. Yet, we put 
through twelve Acts of l'ariiament in one 
day! 

The l'REi\IlER: That was a Yery efficient 
Opposition. 

:Mr. VOWLES: The session in 1910 lasted 
from 12th July to 23rd December, and in 
1912 from 2nd July to 17th December-five 
months in each case. This sl'• si on has lasted 
only three months, yet we have a record in 
every directwu. more particularly as far as 
the objectiOnable portiOns of the Standing 
Orders «re concerned. We began the session 
with an amendment of the Standing Orders. 
\Vhen those Stauding Orders were .amended 
and the Address in Keply was curtailed, pro­
mises were made by the Premier that all 
our rights would be preserved, and that 
every member would have an opportunity 
of expressing himself on other occasions. 

The l'REliHER: 1.hey had the opportunity. 

Mr. VOWLES: The Premier broke that 
pro1nise, and on every occa~ion deprived 
some hon. members of their undoubted l'ight 
to express the wishes of their electors. lt 
has been a most unsatisfactory session so far 
as the Oppositwn are concerned. \Ve have 
not rcce1 ved rrom the G-overnment that 
courtesy to which we are enti tlod. ·we ha vo 
not been aHo\ved to devote to the various 
measures the consideration that thev war­
rJnted. I would like to point out "to the 
Prernicr that quite recently, 11r. Speaker, 

the l;c;untry party sent him a letter askmg 
hin1 to g1vc consideration to certain rnatters 
\cl11ch have been agreed to by the House. 

The SPEAKEH,: Order! I cannot allow 
the hon. member to proceed in that way. 

Mr. VO\VLES: I submit that I am en­
titled to do this. 

The SPEAKER: Order ! No one know; 
better than the leader of the Opposition that 
he is not entitled to do it. 

Mr. VOvVLES : It is always customary on 
these occasions to review the doings of the 
SLSsion. I have a very lively recollection of 
what took place at the termination of the 
last sev;ion. A lot of things were done 
and said. I do not intend to ,-ay or do 
anything now, because, as the House is 
rising for the session, it could not be followed 
up to-morrow. I want to ask the Premier 
why he did not accede to the request of the 
Country party when he was asked some 
time ago to meet a deputation from that 
part.'" with a view to considering certain 
matters, more particularly the motion of the 
hon. member for Drayton in connection 
with the voting power in country elec­
torates, the motion of the hon. m em her for 
Mirani urging the desirability of rendering 
assistflnce to co-operative groups of farmers 
in the construction of tramlines .and for 
estflblishing motor-lorry services, the motion 
of the hon. member for Drayton with respect 
to the rendering of assistance to co-opera­
tive groups of workers in the establishment 
of factorie!>, and the motion of the hon. 

[llir. Vowles. 

member for Mirani of last session asking 
the Commonwealth to join in an inquiry as 
t•J the possibility of lowering the cost of 
production in the manufacture of mill 
white sugar. 

Hon. vV. H. BARXES: 'fhere might have 
been someone under the table. (Laughter.) 

Mr. VOWLES: We would have taken 
very good care to see that there was not. 
Why this unduo haste to adjourn the 
House? 

The PRE:IJIER : The sessional programme is 
finished. 

Mr. VOWLES' In what way has it been 
finished 1 Why could not that deputation 
have been received 1 Why could not these 
important matters, which have been agreed 
t•> by the House, have been taken into con­
sideration by the Premier, with a view to 
passing legislation during this session 1 If 
the Premier was in earnest in respect to 
some of the matters to which I have referred, 
and which were agreed to by the House, he 
would at least have met a deputation, with 
a view to passing the necessary legislation. 
That is all I have to say. \Ve are leaving 
this House with matters in a very unsatis­
factory condition. Many important ques­
tions hflve not been thoroughly considered. 
The session has been brought to a hurried 
conclusion at the expense of hon. members 
on this sirle, who were deprived of their 
nght to speak and to ventilate matters 
appertaining to their electorates. 

OPPOSITION ME~TBERS : Hear, hear ! 

Yir. TAYLOR (TVindsor): I desire to 
thank the officers of the House a.nd the 
" Hansard" stafi for the kindness and 
assistanc(• we ha.ve received from them 
during this session. The session has been 
a very troublous one-unsatisfactory from 
many points of view. I have two Bills 
which we have considered, ono containing 
fiftv-five amendments, and the other forty 
amendments, and. outside the Jl,;linister in 
charge of the Bills, I challenge any hon. 
member to know what we really amended. 
I asked the Premier in presenting Bills to 
this House, when t.he Government are 
amending Bills, to put in one column the 
amendments intended and in another column 
the section that it is proposed to amend. 
l\'othing has been done in that direction. 
If we are going to legislac · in the best 
interest~ of Queensla.nd, wo shall have to 
carry on differently than we have done in 
the last three months. We have been 
sitting all das· for about five weeks. I do 
not mind doing a bit of work, and I have 
attended as we~! as anv hon. member; but, 
if we desire Queensland to pro<rress, it will 
b-J necessary at fl ve.-y early date to repeal 
a lot of the legislation we have passed. 

OPPOSITION MEMBERS : Hea.r, hear ! 

The SPEAKER: I desire, on behalf of 
myself, the Chairman of Committees, and the 
~tafi, to th~nk hon. members for tiheir 
a,ppreciation of the work done by the staff. 
The session has been a very strenuous one, 
and the offioia.ls of the House have been 
called upon to perform what has been almost 
a phvsieal and mental impossibility. I hope 
that ·ban. members will bear that in mind 
later on. 

HONOt:RABLE MEMBERS: Hear, hear! 
Question put and passed. 
The House adjourned at 9.39 p.m. 



As.,c,!l to Bills. (4 OCTOBER.] Pro1'ogation. 2191 

BILLS ASSENTED TO AT CLOSE OF 
SESSIOK 

Gazettes Extraordinary were issued notify­
ing the assent of His Excel!eJocy the Governor 
to the following Bills:-

(Fr'i<lay, 6th October)-

Officials in Parliament Act Amendment 
Bill. 

(Tuesday, lOth October)-

Legislative As,embly Act Amendment 
Act of 1921 Repeal Bill. 

(Jl onday, lGth Octaber)-

Criminal Code Act Amendment Bill, 
No. 2. 

( '/'uesday, 11th October)-

Bri,bane Tramway Trust Bill; 

Factories 2.nd Shops Acts Amendment 
Bill; 

Cairns H7dro-Electric Power Investiga­
tion Board Bill; 

Agricultural Education Bill; 
University of Queensland Act Amend-

ment Bill; 
University Site Bill; 
Water Power Bill; 
'Workers' Homes Act Amendment Bill; 
Maternity Bill; 
Electoral Districts Dill; 
Main Roads Act Amendment Bill; 

City Electric Light Company Limited 
Brisbane Foreshore Lease Bill; 

:Mackay, Maryborough, and Rockhamp­
ton Show Grounds Mortgages Bill. 

(1 hursday, 19th Octobcr)-
Auctioneers and Commission Agents 

Bill; 
Unemployed Workers Insuranee Bill; 

Irrigation _Bill ; 
Sugar Works Bill; 
Public Service Bill; 
Income Tax Act Amendment Bill ; 
Health Acts Amendment Bill; 
Land Acts Amendment Bill; 
Harbour Boards Acts Amendment Bill; 
Local Authorities Acts Amendment Bill; 
Hawkers Licenses Amendment BilL 

BILL RESERVED FOR ROYAL ASSENT. 
On Thursday, 19th October, a Gazette 

Extra01·dinary was issued notifying and 
declaring that His Excellency the Governor, 
"acting in conformity with the provisions 
of paragraph (1) of Clause VIL of ' The 
Instructions passed under the Royal Sign 
Manual :wd Signet, to the Governor of the 
State of Queensland and its Dependencies, 
i!e the Commonwealth of Australia' "­
'· reserved . . . . for the sig'nification of 
His Majesty's pleasure thereon"-

" ,1 Bill to amend ' 'l'he Jfatrimonial 
Causes Acts, 1864 to 1897,' by making 
further provision for Dissolution of 
Jfarriage, and for· otha consequential 
purposes." 

[PlWHOGATfO~.j 

Parliament prorogued by following Proclamation in Gazette Extraordinary, 'l'hur.•day, 
19th Octobn·, 1922:-

A PROCLHIATION by His Exccl!cncy the Right Honourable Sir MATTHEW NATHAN, Major on 
the Retired List of His Majesty's Corps of Royal Engineers, having the Brevet Rank of 
Lieutenant-Colonel in Hi< Majesty's Army, Knight Grand Cror,; of the Most Dis­
tinguishe.d Order of St. )Iichael and St. George, Governor of the State of Queensland 
and its Dependencies, in the Commonwealth of Australia. 

[L.s.] 
MATTHEW NATHAN, 

Gorerrwr. 

IN pursuance of the power and authority yested in me as Governor of the ·Stat0 aforesaid, 
I, Sir MA'IIHEW NATHA;;, do. by this my Proclamation, Prorogue the Parlia,ment of 
Queensland to Tuesday, the Fifth day of December, 1922. 

GiYcn under mv Hand and. Seal at Government House, Brisbane, this Nineteenth day of 
October, in. the yBar of our Lord one thousand nine hundred and twenty-two, and in 
the thirteenth year of His Majesty's reign. 

By Comma,n.d, 
EDWARD G. THEODORE. 

Gon SAVE THE Knw! 




