
.the Banana Industry Protection Acts,
1929 to 1937.

The Fauna Conservation Act of 1952.
The Milk Supply Act of 1952.
The Poultry Industry Acts, 1946 to

1950.
The Primary Producers' Organisation

and Marketing Acts, 1926 to 1955.
The Sugar Experiment Stations Acts,

1900 to 1954.

Regulations under-
The Agricultural Standards Act of

1952.
The Brands Acts, 1915 to 1945.
The Fruit Marketing Organisation Acts,

1923 to 1945.
The Milk Supply Act of 1952.
The Native Plants Protection Act of

1930.
The Poultry Industry Acts, 1946 to

1950.
The Primary Producers' Organisation

and Marketing Acts, 1926 to 1955.
The Slaughtering Act of 1951.
The Stock Acts, 1915 to 1954.
The Sugar Experiment Stations Acts,

1900 to 1954.

Regulation under the Health Acts, 1937 to
1949, amending the Food and Drug
Regulations, 1939.

By-law under the Dental Acts, 3902 to
1953.

Regulations under the Medical Acts, 1939
to 1955.

By-law under the Medical Acts, 1939 to
1955.

Proclamation under the Health Acts
Amendment Act of 1955.

The Islanders Regulations, 1956, under
the Torres Strait Islanders Acts, 1939 to
1946, and the Aboriginals Preservation
and Protection Acts, 1939 to 1946.

Orders in Council under-
The Landlord and Tenant Acts, 1948

to 1954.
The Supreme Court Act of 1921.
The Purchasers of Homes Relief Acts,

1930 to 1932.
The Lessees' Relief Acts, 1931 to 1932.
The Mortgagors and Other Persons Relief

Acts, 1931 to 1943.
The Financial Emergency Act of 1931.

The Profiteering Prevention Acts, 1948
to 1954.

The Elections Acts, 1915 to 1952.

Proclamation under the Justices Acts, 1886
to 1949.

Regulations under-
The Public Curator Acts, 1915 to 1954.
The Liquor Acts, 1912 to 1954.

Seventy-first Annual Report and Balance-
sheet of the Union Trustee Company of
Australia Limited.

Acts, 1933 to 1934.

Proclamation under the Mining on Private
Land Acts, 1909 to 1954.

Regulations under the Inspection of
Machinery Acts, 1951 to 1954.

Proclamation under the Mining Acts, 1898
to 1955.

Order in Council under the Mining Acts,
1898 to 1955.

Regulation under the Coal Industry
(Control) Acts, 1948 to 1954.

Regulations under the Traffic Acts, 1949
to 1953.

Orders in Council under the Labour and
Industry Acts, 1946 to 1952.

Regulation under the Statistical Returns
Acts, 1896 to 1935.

Orders in Council under the Police Acts,
1937 to 1955.

Amendments to Rules under the Police
Acts, 1937 to 1955.

Orders in Council under the Irrigation
Areas (Land Settlement) Acts, 1933 to
1954.

Orders in Council under the Rural Fires
Acts, 1946 to 1955.

Order in Council under the Stock Routes
and Rural Lands Protection Acts, 1944
to 1951.

MR. VIVIAN ROGERS CREIGHTON.

CAUSE OF SUSPENSION.

Hon. P. J. R. HILTON (Carnarvon-
Secretary for Public Lands and Irrigation) :
I lay upon the table of the House a state-
ment of the cause of the suspension of Vivian
Rogers Creighton from the office of Chairman
of the Land Administration Board, and I
move that the statement be printed.

Motion agreed to.

Mr. NICIILIN (Landsborough-Leader
of the Opposition), without notice, asked

the Secretary for Public Lands and

Irrigation-
"When will the reasons in the motion

on Mr. Creighton be printed and when will
they be available to hon. members for
discussion?"

Hon. P. J. R. HILTON (Carnarvon)
replied-

" The House has already approved that
the document in question be printed, and it
will be circulated to hon. members
immediately."
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CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTEES.
APPOINTMENT OF MR. JAMES CLARK.

Hon. V. C. LAIR ( South Brisbane-
Premier ) : I move-

'' That Mr. James Clark be appointed
Chairman of Committees of the Whole
House. "

Motion agreed to.

REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE,
RAILWAY DEPARTMENT.

ORDER FOR RETURN.

Mr. NICKLIN (Landsborough-Leader of
the Opposition) : I move-

'' That there be laid on the table of
the House a return showing (a) the
revenue, and (b) the expenditure of the
Railway Department for the Southern,
Central and Northern Divisions of the
State for the year 1955-1956."

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERIAL EXPENSES.
ORDER FOR RETURN.

Mr. MORRIS (Mt. Coot-tha) : I move-
"That there be laid on the table of

the House a return, in the usual form, of
expenses of Ministers for the year

1955-1956. "

Motion agreed to.

VOTING AT STATE ELECTIONS.

ORDER FOR RETURN.

Mr. SPARKES (Aubigny ) : I move-
"That there be laid on the table of

the House a return, in the usual form,
giving details of the voting at the last
State elections."

Motion agreed to.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES.
ORDER FOR RETURN.

Mr. CHALK (Lockyer) : I move-
" That there be laid on the table of

the House a return, in the usual form,
showing the number of Government
employees at 30 June, 1939 and at 30 June,
1956 (all departments), paid from

Consolidated Revenue, Trust Funds, and
Loan Fund, respectively."

Motion agreed to.

OVERTIME PAID IN GOVERNMENT
DEPARTMENTS.

ORDER FOR RETURN.

Mr. PIZZEY (Isis ) : I move-
"That there be laid upon the table of

the House a return showing the amount of
overtime paid in each Government Depart-
ment (all funds) in 1955-1956."

Motion agreed to.

ATTACHMENT 1S

MR. VIVIAN ROGERS CREIGHTON.

MOTION FOR REMOVAL FROM OFFICE.

Mr. SPEAKER: Before calling on the
Secretary for Public Lands and Irrigation,
Mr. Hilton, to move the motion standing in
his name, I wish to inform hon. members
that a letter addressed to Mr. V. R. Creighton
setting out the terms of the Resolution
agreed to by the House on 1 August, was
delivered to him personally yesterday after-
noon. Mr. Creighton has intimated that he
will avail himself of the privilege which has
been accorded to him by the House.

Hon. P. J. R. HILTON (Carnarvon-
Secretary for Public Lands and Irrigation)
(11.34 a.m.) : I move-

111. That, pursuant to Section 15 of the
Land Acts Amendment Act of 1931 as sub-
sequently amended, this House declares that
Vivian Rogers Creighton ought to be
removed from the Office of Chairman of
the Land Administration Board for mis-
behaviour as set out in the Statement of
the Cause of Suspension of the said
Vivian Rogers Creighton from that Office
tabled in this House on the first day of
August, 1956.

"2. That Mr. Speaker convey to the
Secretary for Public Lands and Irrigation,
for submission to His Excellency the
Governor in Council, this resolution."

I wish to state, and state emphatically, that
this motion is not moved in a spirit of
malevolence. It arises because of the pain-
ful and stern duty which confronts this
Government. It is unique in the history
of this Parliament. A careful and dispas-
sionate study of the report of the Royal
Commission which lead to this action reveals
that there is ample evidence to justify the
action the Government propose to take. I
assure the House and the people of Queens-
land that such course of action was decided
upon after long and careful consideration of
all factors.

Mr. Aikens : Whom do you think you
are kidding?

Mr. HILTON: May I make this observa-
tion at this stage : this is a most important
motion and through you, Mr. Speaker, I ask
all hon. members to refrain from entirely
unnecessary and, shall I say, childish inter-
ruptions.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I shall endeavour
to stop any childish interruptions, but the
Minister should be able to answer any that
are relevant. I think the Minister might
withdraw his remark about childish inter-
ruptions.

Mr. Aikens: You would not expect any-
thing better from him. -

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I warn the hon.
member for Mundingburra that if he con-
tinues to interrupt, I will deal with him.
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11Ir. HILTON: In this motion I am
dealing only with Mr. Creighton's particular
and regretful part in the unfortunate hap-
pening. Certain leading articles, mainly
in the metropolitan Press, have, I think,
placed this matter in an entirely false per-
spective. After reading those articles, I
wondered if the persons responsible for them
had perused all the evidence tendered and
the exhibits placed before the Royal Com-
mission. If they had, I regret to say that
the Press has ignored the most important
aspects and has adopted a role net in accord
with the ethics of responsible journalism. A
study of all relevant matter reinforces the
charge of misbehaviour that the Government
now make against Mr. Vivian Rogers
Creighton.

I now propose to outline very briefly the
circumstances leading to this motion . Vivian
Rogers Creighton first joined the administra-
tion of the Department of Public Lands in
December , 1923. He served in various parts
of the State , and was first appointed to the
Land Administration Board in 1952 in the
room of Mr . McLean, who vacated the chair-
manship of the Board to take office as a
member of the Land Court . Mr. Creighton's
appointment then was as a member and not as
Chairman of the Land Administration Board.
It was probationary as from 14 February,
1952, and permanent as from 14 February,
1953. Mr. Creighton succeeded IMMr. Lucy as
Chairman when the latter in turn vacated
that office to go to the Land Court. His
appointment as Chairman dated from
9 November, 1953.

At this stage I direct the attention of hon.
members to Section 15 of the Land Acts
Amendment Act of 1931, the provisions of
which are as follows:-

"The members of the Board shall hold
office during good behaviour , and shall not
be removed therefrom unless an address
shall be presented to the Governor by the
Legislative Assembly praying for such
removal on the ground of proved mis-
behaviour or incapacity:

"Provided that at any time when Parlia-
nment is not sitting the Governor in Council
may suspend any member of the Board from
his office for inability or misbehaviour, in
which case a statement of the cause of sus-
pension shall be laid before Parliament
within seven days after the commencement
of the next session thereof.

"The member so suspended shall be
restored rto office unless the Legislative
Assembly, within twenty-one days from the
time when such statement has been laid
before it, declares by resolution that the
member ought to be removed from office,
and if within the said time the Legislative
Assembly so declares the member shall be
removed by the Governor in Council
accordingly.-

As I have mentioned , Mr. Creighton's
permanent appointment as a Board member
took place on 14 February , 1953 and his
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appointment as Chairman dated from
9 November, 1953. Thus it will be seen that
from 14 February, 1953 he enjoyed the
greatest possible protection in the security of
his position that Parliament could afford him.
That is a very important point to bear in
mind. Mr. Creighton remained singularly
silent about his charges of corruption for
a long time. On his own evidence he made
no complaint until August 1954 despite the
fact that at any time during the preceding
17 months he could have made complaints
through any of the avenues set out in the
paper giving the cause of his suspension,
which I tabled in the House yesterday. r

I think it is right, too, that at this stage
I should mention that the matters on which
the Commissioner made his findings had
occurred before Mr. Creighton's permanent
appointment to the Board and that no findings
were made on any matters raised by Mr.
Creighton that occurred subsequent to his
appointment as either a Board member or as
Chairman of the Board. Consequent on a
series of articles reflecting on the
administration of the Department of Public
Lands published in "The Worker"
newspaper during the year 1955 and
allegations partly based on those articles
made in the Federal Senate, the Government
appointed a Royal Commission of Inquiry on
24 February last. It was proved in
evidence before that Royal Commission that
the "Worker"Worker" articles were based on
information given and complaints made
clandestinely by Mr. Creighton to a Mr.
Williams, the Northern District secretary of
the Australian Workers' Union. That union,
of course, owns "The Worker" newspaper.

As this stage of my speech is directed to
the circumstances leading to the motion, I do
not propose at the moment to reflect upon
Mr. Creighton's conduct except to say that,
in relation to his office, it was without doubt
misbehaviour by him. In support of the charge
of misbehaviour, I direct the attention of
hon. members to the Commissioner's comment
in Section 8 of his report, which reads-

" As I early said I am not concerned
with Mr. Creighton's conduct unless it
was corrupt conduct and, however mis-
guided, however extravagant, or however
wrong his correspondence and conduct may
have been, I cannot persuade myself that
it amounted to corrupt conduct in respect
to any dealings with Crown leaseholds."

On 11 April this year the Governor in
Council suspended Mr. Creighton from office.
This action was taken pursuant to Section 15
of the Land Acts Amendment Act of 1931
and, in accordance with the requirements of
that section, a statement of the cause of
Mr. Creighton's suspension was tabled by
me on 1 August, 1956, a date within seven
days after the commencement of the
Parliamentary session next following his
suspension, All hon. members have been
provided with a copy of that statement and
Mr. Creighton was given a copy in ample
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time for him to take steps to have such
representations as he desires or is advised
to make, put before the House during the
present debate. I point out that Mr.
Creighton's suspension resulted from a
course of conduct which was not only
premeditated but also deliberately planned
by him with Mr. Williams.

It commenced in January, 1955, when Mr.
Williams, who was then in Brisbane on
union affairs, met Mr. Creighton. As far as
is known that was the first time that Mr.
Creighton made allegations to Mr. Williams
about the Lands Department. Then Mr.
Williams proceeded from Brisbane to Sydney
and he and Mr. Creighton agreed that when
Mr. Williams returned from Sydney Mr.
Creighton would reveal more. However, they
had to change their plan because Mr. Williams
was unable to break his air journey when
returning from Sydney to Townsville where
his union employs him. The changed plan
made in February, 1955, was for Mr.
Creighton to deal with Mr. Williams by
medium of the anonymous letter, with changes
in style of writing and deliberate errors on
unimportant facts aimed at concealing the
writer's identity in the event of one of these
anonymous letters straying into the wrong
hands.

The agreed-upon purpose of the anonymous
correspondence was the furnishing of matter
for disclosure to the Townsville A.L.P. or
for publication in ' ° The Worker" newspaper,
or for both such disclosure and publication.

No purpose would be served by my
traversing in detail all the anonymous letters
written by Mr. Creighton to Mr. Williams,
but later on I do propose to read at least
one of these extraordinary documents.
There were at least eight of these letters
produced and proved before the recent Royal
Commission.

As well as the meeting in January, 1955,
when the scheme was initiated, they laid their
plans for the anonymous letters by telephone
in February that year. They met again in
July, 1955, when further information on
lands matters was passed. A matter of
more than passing interest was the clash
between their respective testimonies before
the Royal Commission as to what Mr.
Creighton told Mr. Williams at this meeting.
I point out that the Commissioner, an
experienced Supreme Court Judge, said he
believed Mr. William's version.

The fourth meeting relative to the motion
upon which I am speaking occurred in
Townsville about the middle of November,
1955. At present I do not propose to further
elaborate the details of the cause of Mr.
Creighton's suspension. All hon. members,
and indeed the public of Queensland,
generally know full well what transpired
between these two persons concerning the
administration of the Department of Public
Lands. I will therefore refer to the details
only to the extent necessary for me to inform
Parliament, and through Parliament the

people of Queensland, why in the opinion of
the Government the cause of his suspension
was such that Mr. Creighton ought to be
removed from office.

I submit that the primary considerations
are the duties of the office of Chairman 'of
the Land Administration Board and to whom
these duties are owed. The Land Adminis-
tration Board consists of three members,
the chairman and two others. It is the
permanent authority which, subject to
ministerial control, has the statutory duty
of administering the Department of Public
Lands and the sub-Department of Forestry.
It is also the Prickly-pear Land Commission.

I emphasise that the Land Acts Amend-
ment Act of 1931, whereby this Board as it
now stands was constituted, charges it by
Section 17 (1) with, amongst other duties,
the proper and effective administration of
Crown lands, prickly-pear lands, State forests
and national parks. I emphasise that the
Chairman and other members of the Board
are neither appointed nor liable to dismissal
as ordinary Crown servants. The 1931 Act
not only requires the Governor in Council to
appoint them by commission signed by His
Excellency and sealed with the State's Public
Seal, but also prohibits their dismissal from
office without the sanction of Parliament.
By attaching these safeguards to member-
ship of the Land Administration Board the
Parliament has recognised that such member-
ship carries with it responsibilities and duties,
beyond those usually attaching to service
under the Crown. I put it to this House
'advisedly that the converse to that is also
true: namely, that members of this Board
owe to their employer, the Crown, a responsi-
bility and a duty greater than the liability
of the general run -of its servants. It is,
Mr. Speaker, I submit, above and beyond
dispute that the Crown and the Chairman or
the other members of this Board stand in the
relationship of master and servant and conse-
quently the Chairman and other members
each owes to the Crown as far as his conduct
and actions in the discharge of his office
are concerned, the duty owed by a servant
to his master. The basic rule attaching to
that relationship is that the servant must not
be guilty of any act or conduct inconsistent
with the due and faithful discharge by the
servant of the duties for which he is engaged.
Abuse of the master's confidence, in matters
appertaining to his service has always been
held to be improper conduct on the part
of the servant, conduct for which the servant
may be dismissed, Mr. Creighton was not
a menial employee of the Crown; he was
an officer of very high standing and,
accordingly, a Crown servant whom the
Government were entitled to expect, and
did in fact expect would behave under any
and every circumstance according to the best
standards of loyalty and integrity. Not only
did the Government impose the utmost confi-
dence in Mr. Creighton but they imposed that
confidence unreservedly. But what did
Mr. Creighton do?
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fir. IUley: Do you present that as an
absolute argument?

gr. HILTON: I am presenting the whole

of my case as an absolute argument. I ask

the lion. member to listen patiently and
appreciate the order and the sequence of the
points that I make. What did Mr. Creighton
do with respect to this confidence that was
unreservedly placed in him? In the first

place, very obviously he formed a personal
antagonism to his ministerial head. He was
prepared, it can be said that he was more
than prepared he was anxious to believe evil
of his Minister. Any slander. against his
Minister, no matter how improbable the sub-
ject matter or how fantastic its source,
was accepted by him with glee and dis-
seminated by him with gusto. It can be said
that lie became in relation to his office an
over-the-fence suburban backyard gossip of the
traditional vaudeville type. But additionally

to his spleen against his Minister, his
behaviour was obviously motivated by other
antagonisms. I propose to pursue this aspect
no further at this stage. In reply I may
be obliged to do so in order to refute claims
that may be made as to the motives which
activated Mr. Creighton. Regrettably the
Press has made strenuous efforts to prejudge
the case by attributing to him the most
altruistic of motives.

Mr. Creighton had, of course, completed
his series of anonymous letters before the
Press, so to speak, came on the scene. What
this House is really concerned with is
whether Mr. Creighton ought to be removed
from office for what he did, that is to say,
for ,giving; information and making com-
plaints to Mr. C. W. E. Williams concerning
the administration of the Department of
Public Lands; and, furthermore, this House
must, I submit, be concerned regarding the
manner in which such complaints were made
and the language used in the making of
those complaints.

Without repeating details, I point out the
following: Mr. Creighton first met Mr.
Williams in 1951 on the occasion of both
being members of a royal commission; they
became friendly during the course of that
royal commission and continued their friend-
ship after its termination; when they met
and at all times subsequently, Mr. Williams
was the Northern District Secretary of the
Australian Workers' Union; he had no
concern in that office or otherwise with the
administration of the Department of Public
Lands, except insofar as that administration
Concerned him personally or his union.

It follows that Mr. Creighton not only
had no authority to give Mr. Williams, but
indeed was obligated by the duties of his
office not to give Mr. Williams, information
concerning matters of departmental adminis-
tration, in which neither Mr. Williams nor
the A.W.U. had an interest.

By way of amplification, I wish to state
that by interest I mean something in the

nature of a right as distinct from an opinion
of what should be done or curiosity concern-
ing what had been done.

I assert confidently that, irrespective of
political affiliations, every hon. member who
gives unbiased consideration to this matter
must concede that neither Mr. Williams nor
the A.W.U. had any legitimate right what-
soever which would provide even a shadow
of justification for what Mr. Creighton did.
Every hon. member must also concede that
what Mr. Creighton did was down to the
smallest detail calculated, deliberate, and
done with the full knowledge and apprecia-
tion that it contravened the duties of his
office. For proof of that you need go no
further than the arrangements made in
February for Mr. Creighton to furnish Mr.
Williams with written information anony-
mously. This anonymity was to meet the
contingency of the correspondence going
astray. Right from its inception the arrange-
ment between these two was clandestine. Mr.
Creighton's official conduct both when "The
Worker" newspaper published his informa-
tion and complaints to Mr. Williams and
when the royal commission resulting there-
from was constituted is further proof, if
such be needed, of his duplicity and under-
handedness. He played the role which his
office required of him in the departmental
reply to "The Worker" and in departmental
conferences with legal advisers which
preceded the opening of the royal commis-
sion. I take no objection to the fact that he
played his official role in these matters, but
I do criticise as being most derogatory of him
his playing that role in a manner calculated
to represent that he refuted the allegations,
suggestions and inferences which in fact he
and no-one else had made. Does that fact,
a clearly established fact, indicate honesty
of purpose?

Was this behaviour that of a man burning
to have wrongs corrected and evils rectified?
How much less was it calculated to attain
those objectives in the proper manner? Is
it not extraordinary, Mr. Speaker, that a
man who now assumes or seeks to appear in
the role of a rightful crusader should, in
conjunction with his Minister, prepare argu-
ments and produce evidence from depart-
mental files in reply to allegations made
knowing full well that all the time he was
the very man that had caused such allega-
tions to be made.

31r. Aikens: That is not true.

Mr. HILTON: I repeat that in moving
this motion I am dealing only with Mr.
Creighton's part in the whole matter. I
say without reservation that Mr. Creighton
was not a reformer or crusader but a con-
spirator working under the cloak of
anonymity. Even at the bitter end he did
not step out into the open. He was forced
out. I think that all lion, members in this
Chamber know how he was forced out from
under his cloak of anonymity. He was forced
out because his name was written on a piece
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of paper and handed to the Royal Commis-
sioner. It was then, and only then, that the
cloak of anonymity was destroyed.

Mr. Morris: It is not true.

Mr. HILTON : It is perfectly true,
Mr. Speaker. The anonymous letters he wrote
to Mr. Williams reveal an overall picture of
a man motivated by bitter prejudices, labour-
ing not to bring somebody to justice but to
destroy a number of persons simply because
he disliked their views and beliefs. Refer-
ence to some extracts from these letters is
contained in the Commissioner's report. The
derogatory and insulting terms and expres-
sions used in these communications reveal
the real nature of his conspiracy, and I regret
to say, his extraordinary mentality. Can we
honestly believe, as the daily Press of this
city and other people would have us believe,
that this man engaged in a righteous crusade?
This highly placed public servant sitting in
his privileged and protected position knew
the constitutional avenues of approach to
His Excellency the Governor, the Cabinet and
the Premier-

Opposition Members interjected.

Mr. HILTON: I appreciate the fact that
there are other people than the unintelligent
hon. members who are interjecting who
might like to get the information I am
making available. I repeat that this highly
placed public servant sitting in his privileged
and protected positions, and who knew the
constitutional avenues of approach to His
Excellency the Governor, the Cabinet, the
Premier and the Parliament of the State,
but under the cunningly devised cloak
of anonymity issued numerous false
and scurrilous accusations against so
many people. Mr. Creighton also included
the Opposition in this Parliament in'his cam-
paign of slander. Perhaps, after I read
certain letters, as I propose to do, hon.
members opposite might not be so vociferous
in their protestations by way of indignation.
In support of the statement I make that he
included the Opposition in this Parliament
in his campaign of slander, I propose to read
a letter which is Exhiibt 63 in the documents
tendered to the commission. There are many
of these letters; I do not propose to read
them all. Whilst the subject matter might
vary the main theme of the letters is the same
and reveals that extraordinary mentality
which I regret to say Mr. Creighton has
displayed.

Let me now read Exhibit 63, which was
placed before the Royal Commissioner. I
propose to read it slowly and deliberately,
and I appeal to those hon. members who wish
to have an intelligent appreciation of this
important matter to ponder on the statements
made in it and all the implications associated
therewith. The letter is addressed to G'E for
Energy. "

Mr. Riley : Is there a date to it?

Mr. HILTON : If the hon. member will
refer to the Royal Commissioner's report, he
will find that all the exhibits are referenced.

Mr. Riley : What exhibit is it?

Mr. HILTON: I have already said that
it is Exhibit 63. It reads-

I ' I The Worker' article was a damp
squib and Tom lifted his tail as he was
fearing something-now he is taking
Bucketo on by publicising his previous
letter to him. You can take it from me
that they are going on with this thing
regardless and your deputation to Gair
has not frightened them a bit. That is
no exaggeration. I KNOW. The drill
will be this. Cameron applies for lease
extensions-probably has. The stooge
recommends to Tom who takes it to Cabinet
on a Tuesday goes through Executive Coun-
cil on Thursday. The law says the offer
is then made and the lessee has 3 months
to accept. But Cameron will be on the
doorstep accept at once and from the
quarter day following acceptance the thing
is binding and CAN'T be upset. Now if
the offer is made and taken just before
the quarter day even the Department staff
won't know and there will be no time for
protests or anything. Home on the bit.
Mr. Deficiency now knows all this and his
expert summing up is-money has already
passed. I believe him but the thing is
your deadline is 30th September next. They
could let it ride to December and put the
thing through after all the members have
dispersed for Christmas and when there
could be no party meeting for a time but
my opinion is, and it's guided by things
I see and hear is-they will do it soon and
brazen it out. There will be no effective
opposition from the Opposition if as I hear
Corkscrew Jack has done his work with
Sparkes. And any M.P. who goes out of
line then will not get Cabinet support and
Cabinet will have the dough. Now the
only fly in the ointment is P. H. but
deficiency says the A.W.U. is likely to pleb
him anyhow. Which shows which side he is
on. But they could get rid of Paul by

• putting him in the Land Court when
Payne's term expires on fifth september.
He's eligible for reappointment for 5 years
and that was put up to Cabinet by Tom
but there was opposition from the
WRECKER and the matter is deferred till
Gair comes back. If he is NOT reappointed
it is odds on Paul will be pushed out that
door. You can take this too; no politician
will fight this Cameron business hard."

May I emphasise those words? The letter
says that no politician, not even the hon.
member for Mundingburra, will fight this
Cameron business hard.

Mr. Muller: He referred to Cabinet
members. They -Were the only people in
the know.
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11r. HILTON: He referred to the
Opposition, as I have said.

Opposition Members interjected.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I ask hon.
members to allow the Minister to deliver his
speech without interruption and so that every-

one will have a knowledge of what he is
saying.

llir, Morris interjected.

,qr. SPEAKER: Order! If the hon.
member does not wish to hear what the
Minister has to say, I suggest that he go to
the library and engage in some other occupa-

tion. The Minister is trying to enlighten the
Ilouse. I will take steps to deal with any
how. member who disregards the authority of

the Chair.

Mr. HILTON: Thank you, Mr. Speaker.
I shall continue to read his remarks. He
aaia-

"You can take this, too; no politician
will fight this Cameron business hard. If
it was put to the party it would be knocked,
but it won't go to the party and they'll
take it because if they don't they won't get
any lolly. I've seen one after the othei
reckon they could stop this thing. You
people are the last left but if you want to
stop it you will need to move fast and
strong. There is not much time left. Your
personal visit idea is the best and if you
can break C. down you will get the whole
dirty story and have the lot where you want
them. If they win they will never heed
A.W.U. again. P.S. If you want another
titbit use Woolerina. Cabinet approved
resumption in 1953. After I/C. inspected,
Winter (lessee) saw Tom who counter-
manded Cabinet order early in 1954."

As I said, there are many of those letters,
which have been proved before the royal com-
mission.

Mr. Aikens: Did you say he specifically
mentioned me in one of his lettersI

Mr. HILTON: No, I did not say that,
other than that he said, "no politician." 1
have, referred briefly to only a few salient
points, with any implications associated there-
with. I think that if we are to give honest,
unbiased and deliberate thought to the mat-
ter, remembering that it involves not only
the conveying of information but also the
manner in which it was conveyed, we should
take the terms used very deeply into consid-
eration. This letter impugns not merely the
Government as a whole but also me person-
ally. It impugns my reputation. Although
Mr. Creighton agreed that I would be opposed
to such a proposal, he said I would be con-
tent to sell out my conscience by receiving an
appointment to the presidency of the Land
Court, a position that any intelligent man
would know I have neither the experience nor
the qualifications to Ml. That filthy sug-
gestion comes from a man in a highly-placed
office. I want those remarks to sink into the
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minds of those who want to gain a correct,
dispassionate and fair appreciation of this
very regrettable matter.

Mr. Nicholson: That statement is con-
trary to the findings of the Commissioner.

A Government Member: You have not
read the report.

Mr. HILTON: That interjection is really
pathetic. To continue, it is obvious that in
his dealings with Mr. Williams-

1. Mr. Creighton acted largely from
improper personal, as distinct from proper
official, motives;

2. He was more concerned with promoting
his private animosities than with pursuing
his official duty of securing the rectification
of any maladministration there might be in
his department; and

3. To the extent to which he had any
genuine belief, that there was such mal-
administration, he perverted his duty to his
private animosities-
(Time, on motion of Mr. Gunn, extended.)

Mr. HILTON: I thank hon. members
for granting me the extension. I will not
detain them any longer than is reasonable and
necessary for the case I am stating. To con-
tinue-

3. To the extent to which he had any
genuine belief that there was such mal-
administration, he perverted his duty to his
private animosities by using the matter of
that belief to promote those animosities
instead of taking steps through the proper
and recognised official channels to correct
such maladministration.

The derogatory and insulting nature of the
terms and expressions used in these remark-
able communications reveals the true nature
of his conspiracy and his extraordinary
mentality. Can we honestly believe, as the
daily Press and some people would have us
believe, that this man engaged in a righteous
crusade? Here was a highly-placed public
servant, sitting in his privileged and pro-
tected position who ignored the constitutional
avenues of approach to His Excellency the
Governor, Cabinet, the Premier, and the
Parliament of the State and in a cunning
way of anonymity issued numerous false
and scurrilous accusations against so many
people. These things must be taken into
consideration.

There is another important aspect of the
matter that we should take some cognisance
of. The Public Service of the State has
built up an excellent tradition of loyalty and
integrity in implementing the legislation
passed by Parliament and in administering
policies expressed by Governments in their
legislation.

I feel sure that most members of the Public
Service view with great distaste the actions
of this highly-placed officer in his position
of trust. Can we believe that duplicity and
honesty of purpose go hand in hand?

1
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Obviously not. They know, and we know,
that they are diametrically opposed. The
role of duplicity, apart from the other things,
has been clearly established in this
regrettable matter.

Certain newspapers have endeavoured
through their columns to place Mr.
Creighton's conduct in an entirely false
perspective. I feel quite sure that no news-
paper company nor any other responsible
body of people would continue to retain in
office a person who was guilty of the
duplicity and treachery which the weight of
evidence places upon Mr. Creighton Is
shoulders. Would the Leader of the
Opposition or any other hon. member
opposite who had the responsibility of
ministerial office choose to continue employing
in such an important and confidential post
a man who has been, irrespective of any
genuine ideas that might have crossed his
mind, guilty of such duplicity and treachery?
I leave the answer to them.

In conclusion I say with all sincerity that
there is no malevolence on the part of the
Government in bringing forward the motion
for the consideration of hon. members.
Every right-thinking person must experience
feelings of regret when persons in high office
abuse the trust and confidence reposed in
them. As I said at the outset, a stern duty
confronts the Government and the Govern-
ment in turn would be recreant to their
trust if they did not pursue the only course
-and I emphasise that, the only course-
open to them in dealing with this deplorable
behaviour.

Icon. A. JONES (Charters Towers
Secretary for Labour and Industry) .(12.20
p.m.) : At the outset I make no apology at
all for seconding this motion. I think every
hon. member who has not already made
himself conversant with the record and the
eight letters put in as exhibits should make
himself conversant with those matters. I
do not think that any commonsense man,
having read those letters would suggest that
Mr. Creighton is a fit and proper person to fill
the position of Chairman of the Land
Administration Board. When the Secretary
for Public Lands and Irrigation read a letter
a few moments ago a few hon. members,
particularly Opposition Members, appeared to
be surprised as though they had not heard of
it before. (Opposition interjections.) The
fact remains that he attempted to tie up
the Opposition with the Government. Let
hon. members read the letter. It is plain
if you read it yourself. What hon. members
in this House, having read those letters,
would feel happy in the position of Secretary
for Public Lands and Irrigation with Mr.
Creighton as the permanent head? I have
had some experience in that department-a
very happy experience-and I would not like
to work with Mr. Creighton, knowing what
I know now. This man was prepared to
make available information from documents
and files in the department to an outside

person, knowing that it was going into a
newspaper. Questions on those articles were
asked in this House and he was the man who
prepared the replies for the Minister. This
is the same man who gave out the information
which appeared in the newspapers. You find
this duplicity all along the line. You find
him with Mr. Foley and his barristers advising
them in connection with his defence. Is not
this duplicity of the worst kind. Is not
there a moral obligation on us to do some-
thing in such a matter? He has outraged
every principle of the ordinary public servant.

What is this position of Chairman of the
Land Administration Board? It was created
in 1927, by a Labour Government. Initially
it was set up temporarily with the object, as
expressed in the Act creating it, of providing
for-

' `the better carrying out of the provisions
of the Land Acts and in particular for
assisting the Minister in granting drought
relief to grazing selectors."

The 1927 Act which established the Board
also covered the matter of such drought
relief. Provision was made for a Board of
three persons to be appointed by the Governor
in Council. At this stage I do suggest that
the Labour Government of 1927 had a very
clear and correct appreciation of the essen-
tial nature of its new creation. What it
wanted and what it established was an
administrative authority responsible to the
Executive Government. The next step was
taken by the anti-Labour Government of
Mr. Moore in 1931. It was to establish the
Land Administration Board on a permanent
basis. Very interestingly, "Hansard," Vol.
160, page 2199, records the following
questions and answers during the course of
the introductory debate upon the Bill for the
1931 amending Act. Mr. George Pollock
was a member of the Opposition and he asked
Mr. W. Deacon, the then Secretary for Public
Lands the question that I shall read. The
answer given indicates that when the amend-
ment was passed Mr. Deacon was of the
opinion that the ordinary Public Service
Regulations would apply to the Chairman of
the Land Administration Board.

The question and answer read as follows:-
"Question-Is there any power given

you to dismiss the Board if it is not
carrying out its work satisfacotrily?

"Answer: No more than is given to
dismiss any other public servant. Any
public servant is liable to dismissal for
misbehaviour."

Mr. Pollock asked, "What is the machinery
in this case?" Mr. Deacon replied, "The
usual machinery. " He did not actually know
what he was saying or doing at that time,
as is clearly indicated by those replies. They
show an extraordinary state of mind in the
Minister at that particular time. Mr. Deacon
was obviously labouring under the misappre-
hension that the Government were merely
placing on a permanent footing an admini-
strative authority within the public service.
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In other words, as far as the Land Admini-

stration Board was concerned, Mr. Deacon
did not know what he was doing at that time.
A very fair inference is that, if Mr. Deacon
did not know, probably the Government did
not know. The truth is that, as distinct
from the ordinary public service machinery,
extraordinary provision was made in the
1931 Bill both in regard to the appointment
and the dismissal of members of the Land
Administration Board.

Icily present speech is not so much concerned
with why and how the provision got into
the Bill without the knowledge or under-
standing of the Government of the day; my
present concern is the effect of what
Mr. Deacon did.

In passing, I say that I do hope hon,
members opposite will appreciate or approach
the issue which is involved under the 1931
legislative enactment with some understanding
and knowledge of its real implications. The
true effect of the 1931 Act was to place
members of the Land Administration Board
in a very privileged position. It made them
creatures of this Parliament and, when I
say creatures, I am not being derogatory,
but merely using the term in the correct
sense as meaning that as members of that
Board they have been created by this Parlia-
meat. Not only has Parliament created them,
but it has made them responsible for their
behaviour to Parliament and Parliament
alone. Parliament granted very high privi-
liges to members of the Board. A principle
of our form of Government is that the
higher the privilege the greater the responsi-
bilities of office. I think that is most
important. I have noticed in newspaper
articles, particularly "The Sunday Mail" of
last Sunday that Mr. Creighton referred to
the fact that he was not a public servant
and could not be treated as such. Of course,
that is correct, but the fact that he said
he Ives in the same category as judges of the
Supreme Court, the Auditor-General and so
on does not make him any less liable in the
matter of his conduct. As a matter of fact,
I think it would be exactly the opposite-
the higher the position the higher the
responsibility to set an example to some-
one else, because after all he was holding
a very high office as Chairman of the Land
Administration Board. I do not think there
arc very many more important administrative
positions in the Public Service than that
particular office. It is a most important
job, because that office deals with matters
affecting vast sums of Government money.
From ray experience of the departments in
which I have served since I have been a
member of Cabinet, I do not know of a
more important department from that point
of view than the Department of Public
Lands. The very fact that provision was
made whereby he was responsible to the
Executive Government only is proof of that.

Adverting to Mr. Creighton, who is the
subject of the motion now under discussion,
let us consider who he was and what he

did. He was at all material times to this
motion the Chairman of the Land Admini-
stration Board and the permanent Public
Service head of the Lands Department and
the Sub-Department of Forestry. As that
permanent head he was the arbiter of the
conduct of a very large number of public
servants, none of whom enjoyed his privileged
position. Among other things his conduct
leads me to reflect as to his temperamental
suitability to be in charge of other officers.
When I mention his temperamental suita-
bility, I refer to that correspondence to which
I adverted in my opening remarks. I think
it is most important that hon. members
should make themselves conversant with that,
and then judge for themselves whether they
think a man with a mind such as that who
puts stuff such as that on paper is fitted
for this position. I am satisfied, of course,
that he never believed at any time that these
letters would be made public. I am fairly
sure of that.

Mr. A. JONES: There is no doubt of
that. One only has to refer to some of the
letters and it is obvious from the language
used that he never thought that they would
see the light of day, or obviously he would
not have used it. Take for instance the
dealings with the Town of Broadbeach, and
what I am about to read is contained in
Exhibit 69, being a letter from Mr. Creighton
to Mr. Williams dated 2 November, 1955 in
which he said-

"There was a bit of dirty work done
over Lemons Hotel at Broadbeach-the
Hotel got extra land after the license was
granted-they are paying for it of course
but the area was considerably increased and
it could be asked what is the Premier's
interest in this place which he is going to
open soon. Only the bar and a cafe will
be finished then-no accommodation-and
in any case it won't be any worker's hostel
when it is finished."

In a postscript he added-
"You can keep the Lennons Hotel and

Paradise Island jobs till after I see you."

And then I refer to Exhibit 58, a letter
from Mr. Creighton to Mr. Williams dated
1 June, 1955, and this extract-

"Though no judge of political respon-
siveness on the part of the electors it is
obvious from conversation with a wide
section of persons that a patched up peace
will not win the Party an election. After
the passage of. . . "

and he then refers to a union official, but the
letter goes on to say-

". . the intelligent vote will not follow
Gair and Co. No one can or would believe
them. There must be a purge if Labour
is to live. Gair, Walsh, Power, Moore, and
others have had it and can only lead their
party into the mulga."



40 ] Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton. [ASSEMBLY.] Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton.

What would be the position if it mentioned
Messrs. Nicklin, Muller and Sparkes? Would
the hon. members of the Opposition sit back
and take it? Of course they would not.

Mr. Aikens: Are you objecting to the
fact that he wrote in the vernacular?

Mr. A. JONES: I am taking the position
and applying it to hon. members opposite and
I say that I do not think any public servant
would be considered to be doing the right
thing in making such observations relating
to any member of this House, let alone
Cabinet ministers.

Mr. Evans : Didn't he approach you?

Mr. A. JONES: I shall tell the hon.
member all about it before I sit down. I
am only quoting extracts from these letters
and I now refer to Exhibit 68, which is a
letter dated 21 October, 1955 from "V for
Victory." It says-

"Will keep you posted but if you can
be in Townsville on afternoon of 14th
would very much like to see you. Have a
nice little scandal and would like a talk
in general. If it is likely you would be
home that day I would wire you before
leaving. Lay off the phone but it is safe
to wire or write me."

Hon. members will see the deception. He did
not want to have anything, brought out, He
concluded by saying-

"In the meantime, good luck, and keep
off the grog."

It is not my intention to read all these
letters but what I have read gives a picture
of the mentality of this individual, parti-
cularly when he is prepared to put that
sort of stuff into writing knowing full well
that it was being used by a newspaper. Those
are facts that we have to keep before us all
the while. Mr. Creighton suggested, in the
Press, that his going to Mr. Williams was to
get intervention by the Australian Workers'
Union because that was a union most influen-
tial in Labour Government affairs. It may
be a coincidence, Mr. Speaker, that he went to
the A.W.U. just about the time there was a
little rift between the Parliamentary Labour
Party and the A.W.U. Is there any coinci-
dence in that? What was his motive in going
to the A.W.U.? Again why, having regard
to the motives he claims for going to the
A.W.U., did he neglect no opportunity to
asperse members of the political Labour
Party? Let me revert to his anonymous
correspondence. I would pass up the ridi-
culous and self-humiliating resort by Mr.
Creighton to the pen-name of "V for Vic-
tory," except for one thing. It shows the
mentality of the man. In his arrogance he
branded (as a fool or knave anyone who
crossed him.

Again, his letters reveal him as not merely
a purveyor of information, but also as a
manufacturer of information. If he was not
a manufacturer of information, we have the

remarkable coincidence that he obtained
anonymously information that he conveyed
anonymously. The Royal Commission had
strong evidence that Mr. Creighton manufac-
tured information. For example, there was
the matter of the ten £10 notes. He made
a direct allegation to Mr. Williams concern-
ing that matter, but when challenged on oath
he took refuge behind an anonymous inform-
ant. He made other serious allegations to Mr.
Williams and again, when pressed by the Com-
missioner, said that the information came
from an anonymous informant. He could not
give the Commissioner the information that he
was seeking.

Some of Mr. Creighton's allegations were
typical of the bad-tempered reaction of a
small child when thwarted. Take, for
example, the case of Paradise Island. It is
freehold property and not ordinarily the con-
cern of the Department of Public Lands.
However, Mr. Creighton wanted the owner to
surrender a substantial esplanade. The owner,
as he was quite entitled to do, refused to
surrender, and Mr. Creighton reacted ruth-
lessly and violently. Not only did he distort
the facts, but he engaged in what can be
classed only as deliberate untruths to suggest
something nefarious. Mr. Justice Townley,
after reciting the proved facts relating to
Paradise Island, said this at page 128 of his
report-

"The point is, however, how could those
facts be made the basis for suggesting that
there were some 'secret negotiations'
between the registered proprietor and the
Government or between the former and the
Minister or between any persons whatsoever
as to a lease or purchase of the Island? The
asking of these questions in an article, one
of a series of articles about Crown lease-
holds, quite apart from the actual wording
of the questions themselves, seems to imply
that something was going on in relation to
Paradise Island in which the Government or
the Minister was concerned and which
required investigation or explanation. The
'negotiations' had been with Mr. Creighton
himself and, on the evidence, with no other
person, and why they should be character-
ised as 'secret' I cannot imagine. Surely
it is not to be suggested that ordinary
business negotiations of the nature in ques-
tion between the Crown and an individual
should normally be made public. There is
a vast difference between 'private' and
'secret'."

Again, Mr. Creighton paid scant respect to
Parliament's requirement that, as Chairman
of the Land Administration Board, he should
function as one of a board of three members.
As has already been pointed out, the Land
Administration Board consists of three
persons, and the working of the Board is that
the Chairman calls it together from time to
time to deal with various matters. The mem-
bers of the Board make various decisions and
perhaps submit proposals to Cabinet. How-
ever, my information is that since Mr.

Creigh
at no
Board.

Mr.
that p,

Mr.

Mr.
Commie
it.

Mr. .
not wo
consequ

SIr.
was to c
a claim
tion:
that if
own, it
policy.

I not
passage
on page

with a
action
seeks
only.

" Th

opinioi
the Ci
Crown
object.

Again, of
" Th

all in
Ministe
r,nyone
to obt,
thinks
wrong
in his
have no
That ie
alteratic
work w:
who hai
old pol
stress tl
to subs
consider,
before ^

At page 9

('As
so reas(
alaplicati
is may
)core In
vli g 1 hE
himself.
not subs
for Land
Minister
assist hij



ighton.

he obtained
t he conveyed
)mmission had
;hton manufac-
iple, there was
tes. He made
lliams concern-
lenged on oath
lymous inform-
egations to Mr.
ed by the Com-
)rmation came

He could not
.1mation that he

[legations were
reaction of a

Take, for
Island. It is

narily the con-
Public Lands.
d the owner to
le. The owner,
do, refused to

reacted ruth-
did ha distort
wli an be

iths, aggest
stice Townley,
sts relating to
age 128 of his

ow could those
suggesting that

negotiations'
rietor and the
former and the
ons whatsoever
se Island? The
an article, one
t Crown lease-
actual wording
seems to imply
in relation to

Government or
;d and which
lanation. The
Mr. Creighton
with no other

-be character
agir Surely
tha dinary
nature in ques-
an individual

blic. There is
'private' and

ant respect to
as Chairman

ard, he should
three members.
out, the Land
;ts of three
Board is that
from time to

rs. The mem-
decisions and

abinet. How-
at since Mr.

Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton. [2 AUGIIST.] Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton. 41

Creighton has been Chairman of the Board,

at uo time has he called a meeting of the

Board. He has made his own decisions.

11ir. Riley: Is he charged in that regard?

Mr. A. JONES : No, I am merely making
that point.

Mr. Riley : What is the relevance of it?

Mr. A. JONES : It came out in the
Commission . There is no harm in mentioning

it.
Mr. Gair: He did not like Bergin.

Mr. A. JONES : That is so . He would
not work with Mr. Bergin , apparently, and
consequently the Board did not meet.

Mr. Creighton has claimed that his object
was to carry out policy with devotion and zeal,
a claim that leads to the very pertinent ques-
tion : "What policy ?" I say deliberately

that if Mr. Creighton 's policy was not his
own, it was a queer perversion of Government
policy.

I now draw attention to the following
passage from the Royal Commissioner 's report
on page 81-

"To my mind there is nothing wrong
with a lessee deciding to take or taking such
action for its own benefit , so long as it
seeks to attain its end by legitimate means
only.

II There is no reason whatsoever, in my
opinion, why a lessee should not approach
the Crown or any representative of the
Crown in an endeavour to achieve its
object."

Again, on page 96, he said-
" There is, to my mind, nothing wrong at

all in a Crown lessee approaching any
Minister, or Member of Parliament, or
anyone else in authority in an endeavour
to obtain some concession to which he
thinks he is entitled . There is nothing
wrong with it even though it may result
in his receiving treatment which others
have not had the opportunity of receiving.
That is a question of policy and every
alteration of policy must to some extent
work what may seem injustice to persons
who have altered their position under the
old policy . But I cannot too strongly
stress that it is the right of every person
to submit his case and have his case
considered and, if necessary, investigated
before decision."

At page 99 , he said-
"As I have previously indicated, I see

110 reason why a lessee who has made
application under the 1952 Amendment
Act may not change his mind at any time
before his final election and seek something
which he considers more advantageous to
himself. There is no reason why he should
not submit any proposal to the Minister
for Lands or, for that matter, to any other
Minister or person who he conceives may
assist him to attain his end. There is

no reason why any Minister or person to
whom any such proposal is submitted
should not investigate it or have it
investigated. The facts that the proposi-
tion is unsound, insupportable or even
unjust to others do not prevent its being
made and investigated. Indeed, unless it
is palpably absurd or objectionable, the
objections to it may not appear unless and
until it is investigated."

But what were Mr. Creighton's views on
persons who made representations, such as
were referred to by His Honour Mr. Justice
Townley? Mr. Creighton could not and would
not tolerate such things. To Mr. Creighton
the mere making of a representation that
did not accord with his views of what was
fit and proper necessarily branded its maker
as some sort of criminal. He could not take
away the lives or liberty of persons who so
offended him but he was willing to the point
of extreme anxiety to take away their
reputations and he left no stone unturned in
his endeavour to do so.

While the Secretary for Public Lands and
Irrigation was speaking and, I think, a
moment ago an hon. member interjected and
said "Creighton saw you ! " He did. Mr.
Creighton saw me but he made no complaint
to me about any of these matters or about
any matter involved in the findings of the
Commissioner. For the information of hon.
members I shall read a short letter I wrote
to the Commissioner in reply to the first
communication I received from him. At the
end of his letter he said-

"I should be grateful if, in order that it
may be determined whether you can give
relevant evidence or information, you would
supply me with a statement setting out
your recollection of any conversation you
had with Mr. V. R. Creighton, Chairman
of the Land Administration Board, or
The Honourable the Premier, upon the
subject of any dealing or proposed or
suggested dealing with any Crown lease-
hold. Would you also please set out in
the statement any other evidence or
information you may have which might be
of assistance to the Commission?

"I should appreciatq a reply at your
early convenience.

"YoursYours faithfully,

(Sgd.) K. R. TOWNLEY,

Commissioner."

Mr. Aikens : Why didn't you go in the
box?

Mr. A. JONES: I wrote to him. He
could have called me if he so desired. He
asked me to make a statement, which I did,
and this is it, as a matter of fact, dated
1 May and addressed to Mr. Justice K. R.
Townley. It reads-

"Your Honour,

"I have to acknowledge receipt of your
letter of the 27th ultimo to which I have
given my earnest consideration. 4
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"Mr. Creighton interviewed me during
Exhibition Week, 1954. I am fairly certain
it was a half -staff day . He arrived about
12.40 p.m. and the interview lasted about
ten minutes . The appointment was made
for me to see him by Mr. McLean, a
member of the Land Court , through my
Private Secretary.

" The only matter discussed was the
question of the extension of leases of the
grazing properties known as `Lundavra',
which he informed me were owned by the
Cameron family.

"Mr. Creighton asked me whether I
had heard any rumours in connection with
the extension of any of these leases. I
told him I had never heard of `Lundavra,'
though I did know Mr. Cameron who had
called on me when I was Minister for
Lands, in connection with his property
known as 'Bullamon Plains', and that he
had asked me to inspect it if I were at any
time in the district, but that I had not
done so.

"He then proceeded to explain to me
his opposition to any extension of these
leases, and after listening to him I
suggested that, for greater accuracy, he
give me his views in writing . I informed
him that before any extension of leases
could be granted the matter would have
to be decided by Cabinet. He agreed that
this was so . I then said that if he gave
me his views in writing I would be in a
position to know the case for and against
the 'extensions , if these matters ever came
before Cabinet . I received his views in
writing, through my private secretary, a
few days later.

" I have seen a copy of part of Exhibit
96, which is enclosed herewith , containing
those views, and to the best of my
recollection I understand these views were
left with my private secretary and given
to me by the latter a few days after my
interview with Mr. Creighton . I do not
remember seeing the Schedules forming
the balance of Exhibit 96.

"I did not treat the matter as of any
moment. Some short time after I did
mention the matter of Mr . Creighton's
visit to Mr . Hilton."

I asked him if he had heard anything
about it.

My letter continues-
"I also briefly mentioned to the

Premier in passing that there was a
rumour that Cameron was to get an
extension of the 'Lundavra ' leases. We
had no further conversation concerning
the matter . I did not tell the Premier that
Mr. Creighton was the source of the
rumour until after Mr. Creighton went into
the witness box.

"No unsavoury rumours were mentioned
to me by Mr . Creighton . I cannot give
any other evidence or information which
might be of assistance to the Commission."

That accurately sets out the position. The-
only matter mentioned to me by Mr.
Creighton when he came over to see me was
the Lundavra leases. Later he asked had
I heard rumours. I said that I had heard
nothing. I told him that I had not even
heard of the property. He explained the
details of it and I just said that I had
heard nothing. For greater accuracy I took
the precaution of asking him to put it in
writing. Than at least I would have some-
thing to go on should the matter be raised
later on. He sent over some unsigned
information giving details of the property
and what he thought the extensions would be
worth. That is all that happened from my
point of view.

I noticed that in the Press Mr. Creighton
made a great song about his seeing Mr.
Jones and Mr. Hilton. There is not much
in that. Had I known what he had come for
I probably would not have found time to
see him. He came just before lunch. I
represent an area with a fair number of
pastoral properties and from time to time
I have dealings with the Land Administra-
tion Board. When he came I thought that
possibly he wanted to discuss some matter
with me that I had taken up with the Board.
I did not treat it seriously. Had I done so
I would have made some reference to it in
Cabinet.

I believe that Mr. Creighton in divulging
the contents of official files and documents
to the outside public has proved himself a
person unfitted to carry on the office of
Chairman of the Land Administration
Board and I have pleasure in seconding the
motion.

Mr. SPEAKER: Pursuant to the
resolution agreed to by the House yesterday
I propose to allow Vivian Rogers Creighton
to appear in person, or by his counsel, at the
Bar of the House, and to address
the House in relation to the cause of his--
suspension. As the time is almost 10
minutes to 1, and Mr. Creighton will want
half an hour or more to state his case, I
propose to call him at 2.15 p.m.

MR. VIVIAN ROGERS CREIGHTON.

LEAVE TO APPEAR BEFORE BAR OF Housx.

2.15 p.m.:

Air. SPEAKER: Hon. members, I wish
to repeat a statement I made before the
luncheon adjournment that in pursuance of
the resolution agreed to by the House yester-
day, I now propose to allow Mr. Vivian Rogers
Creighton to appear in person or by his
counsel at the Bar of the House and to
address the House in relation to the cause of
his suspension.

Before doing so, I wish to inform the House
that in order to ensure greater accuracy in
the reporting of the address I have directed
the members of the "Hansard" staff to take
their notes at the lower end of the table of
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I understand that Mr. Creighton speaks in

a low tone.
Vivian Rogers Creighton was introduced at

the Bar of the House by the Sergeant-at-

Arms-

,)Ir. SPEAKER: Vivian Rogers Creigh-
ton, the Legislative Assembly has given you
leave to appear in person or by counsel at
the Bar of the House and address the House
in relation to the cause of your suspension.
The time allowed for such address is not to
exceed 70 minutes. Do you, yourself, desire

to address the House or be represented by
counsel I

Mr. CREIGHTON: I desire to address
the House in person.

lir. SPEAKER: You may now proceed
with your address.

Mr. CREIGHTON: Mr. Speaker and
Honourable Members,

firstly, I would like to place on record my
appreciation to Parliament for allowing me
the opportunity of coming before the Bar of
the House to address Parliament.

At the outset, I wish to state that, in my
opinion, no good purpose would be served
by my discussing in detail the evidence given
by me in the recent royal commission, nor in
detailing the findings by His Honour, Mr.
Justice Townley of such commission, par-
ticulars of which are well known to you all.

I now intend to state as briefly as possible
first niy reasons for acting as I did in com-
munieating with Mr. Williams of the A.W.U.
and then to refute this charge of mis-
behaviour.

I have been employed by the Lands Depart-
ment since 1923, when I was appointed as an
acting land ranger. In 1944, I was appointed
a Land. Commissioner but did not immedi-
ately take up duties as such as I was on war
service with the A.I.F. On my discharge from
the A.F.F. in 1945. I was appointed to Head
Office, Lands Department, Brisbane, as Land
Commissioner, In 1949, I was appointed Chief
Assessor and Inspector in the Lands Depart-
ment which duties I carried out until 1952,
when I was appointed a member of the Land
Administration Board. In November 1953, I
was appointed chairman of that board.

The Land Administration Board was con-
stitutcd by Part III. of the Lands Act
Amendment Act of 1931 for the better
administration of the land laws and the more
effective control of land settlement. The
board ie the paramount authority subject to
the Minister charged with the administration
of all leasehold lands in Queensland. The
Chairne mn. is for all purposes the,permanent
head of the Department of Public Lands.
furthermore, pursuant to Section 17 of The
Aniendecl Land Act of 1931, it is the duty
e^ the Land Administration Board to advise
the Minister on matters of land administra-
tion generally. Those are the purposes for

which meetings of the board would be called.
In practice, each member of the board has
separate duties and at their informal
meetings it is rarely necessary to record
proceedings in minutes. Neither the Minister
nor myself called formal meetings of the
board during niy period of office; it never
appeared necessary to do so.

As Chairman of the Land Administration
Board, it has always been my conviction that
by reason of the terms of my appointment
pursuant to the Lands Act, I have a duty
transcending that of persons appointed under
the Public Service Acts. As Parliament is
aware, I, as Chairman of the Land
Administration Board, am not subject to The
Public Service Acts but I am appointed to
my position by commission and am responsible
to Parliament itself.

Of course, I realise that I am responsible
to the Minister for Public Lands as immedi:
ate representative to Parliament, but I feel
and have always felt that I at no time owed a
duty to the Minister for Public Lands when
I was satisfied that his conduct was contrary
to public interest and good.

My reason for this was that I felt that,
as Chairman, I owed a duty to the. Crown to
uphold in all cases that which I thought right
and proper and I carried out my duties at
all times to the best of my ability to ensure
proper administration in the control of public
lands, pursuant to the terms and conditions
of the Act and the policy of the Government
as laid down by it.

From the time of my appointment to the
Board, I heard numerous rumours in regard
to certain irregularities in the then Minister
for Lands' dealings with certain Crown lease-
holds and I became very alarmed and dis-
tressed at certain events which occurred in
the Department.

As Parliament is aware, both the Minister
and also the Board to a certain extent are
allowed a great deal of discretion under the
Act and I felt without doubt that preferences
were either given or were to be given which
would be against the interest of the public
as a whole and which in fact were against
the policy as laid down by the Government.

As time progressed, my opinions became
stronger and I felt that not only would the
reputation of the Government be impugned
but that preferences to certain lessees, if
given, would be greatly against both public
interest and good and also the policy of the
Government.

I would point out at this juncture that,
in my position, I felt that I owed a duty to
effect the policy of the Government in power
from time to time.

In view of the events which had occurred,
and which I considered may occur, I decided
after much thought that it was my responsi-
bility to bring into the open such matters in
order that the whole position could be cleared.
In this regard, I decided that there was no
duty upon me to give blind personal loyalty
to my Minister.
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Of course, I will concede as I have
previously briefly stated that, in ordinary
circumstances, I owe, as head of my Depart-
ment, to my Minister both loyalty and
discretion. But it was impossible for me to
abide by this loyalty and discretion if I was
to attempt to bring these matters into the
open. After much consideration, I decided
upon this course as it was obvious that there
may come a time when these virtues could be
a cloak, not merely for corruption, but for
even more serious derelictions of duty.
Surely, no one would suggest that a public
officer should close his eyes for example to
treason or sedition out of personal loyalty
to any particular person or body.

My decision to depart from the ordinary
principle of loyalty which was, in the circum-
stances, no longer applicable, was essentially
personal and in my case it was made after
long and careful consideration and after I
had satisfied myself that my first duty, under
the circumstances, was to the public as a
whole.

So much for the reasons for my decision to
oppose and to expose the conduct of the
former Minister for Lands, since found
guilty of corrupt conduct.

It was then necessary for me to decide
what method I should take in an endeavour
to bring my suspicions into the open,
especially as I did not have any positive
evidence, in the legal sense, of any improper
practices.

I now reach the second step in my state-
ment, that is, the refutation of the charge
that has been made against me.

The facts alleged to constitute my mis-
behaviour are not in dispute in that I did
communicate to Mr. Williams information
which came to my knowledge by virtue of
my office, but I do deny that part of the
charge which says that I was not entitled to
communicate to him the kind of information
which I did.

In the circumstances of this matter I
claim not merely that I was entitled to do
what I did but that it was my duty to do so.
Parliament must, however, understand that
the nature of the information I gave to
Williams was not of a designated secret
character. I came to know Mr. Williams
when we were both. members of a royal
commission appointed by the Government to
inquire into this very matter of pastoral
lands settlement. The Government saw fit
to have the A.W.U. represented on that
commission and Mr. Williams was the
A.W.U. representative. The findings of that
royal commission subsequently became in
major part the lands settlement policy of
this Government and it was surely not
unnatural in those circumstances to go to
Mr. Williams when I thought that the policy
of the Government was being departed from
or was about to be departed from.

Apart from the actual information com-
municated by me to Mr. Williams, the great

part of my statements to him consisted of
opinions and suspicions held by me and of
inferences I drew from such information.

The other particulars of my alleged
misbehaviour include the charge that I
made complaints in a clandestine manner,
concerning the administration of the
Department of Public Lands, whereas my
complaint should have been made to-

(t) His Excellency the Governor; and/or
(ii) The Cabinet; and/or
(iii.) The Honourable the Premier; and/or
(iv.) Parliament by way of a report.

The conduct so charged against me is
then summarised into the charge that I
"systematically deceived the Government
and Parliament and failed in (my) duty of
loyalty to Her Majesty and Her Advisers."
It is then claimed in the statement of the
cause of my suspension that the facts and
inferences therein charged 'established that
I was guilty of a breach of the trust and
confidence reposed in me as permanent head
of My Department and of treachery to Her
Majesty's Ministers and that generally in
relation to my office my conduct was
unconscionable and unjustifiable.

Before dealing with the substance of these
charges, I am bound to observe that they
are framed in language which can only be
described as consisting of abusive epithets.

The essence of the charge made against
me is that the failure of me in the discharge
of my duty consists of my not reporting my
opinions and suspicions to either the
Executive Government or to Parliament.
This is the charge which I am concerned to
deny most emphatically and which I so
reject.

If Parliament condemns me for a breach
of my duty because of my failure to report
these matters to either the Government or
Parliament its verdict will inescapably
condemn also the Honourable the Premier
and the mover and seconder of the motion
for my dismissal, all of whom were
undoubtedly aware either of part or of the
whole of the matters which formed the
subject of my correspondence with Mr.
Williams, and none of whom reported them
to this Parliament.

It was proved in evidence before the Royal
Commission and not denied in any particular
by the Honourable the Premier that in
July, 1955 he was fully informed by the
full executive of the A.W.U. of the matters
which I had discussed with Mr. Williams.
The undisputed evidence of Mr. Bukowski
and Mr. Williams is that he expressed
concern at the matters so reported to him
and promised a top level enquiry. Parliament
also knows that, immediately after
speaking in such strong terms to the A.W.U.
Executive, he told the former Minister foi
Lands that there was nothing in their com-
plaints and that they consisted only of bar-
room gossip.
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Parliament also knows that the Premier
did not, in fact, take any steps whatever to
have the matters properly investigated and,
moreover, that in the following month, when

they were the subject of debate in this
House, he dismissed them as baseless, and
malicious gossip. Not only did he do that

but Parliament also knows that he
corroborated and supported Mr. Foley in his

false statement to the House that no
application had been made by the lessee of

Luudavra" for concession under the Land

Act.

It was proved before the Royal Commis-
sion by the very documents themselves that
such an, application had been made by the
lessee and that it was the Premier himself
who brought this application up to Cabinet
and set in motion the investigation of such
claims for special consideration.

None of these facts can be refuted and the
inescapable conclusion therefore is that if I
failed in my duty to report these matters
to Parliament, not only is the Premier guilty
of the same offence, but also the further
offence of giving false information to the
House and of deceiving it.

It is not unworthy of comment at this
stage that, although invited to enter the
witness box at the Royal Commission, where
ho would have been subjected to cross-
examination, the Premier did not avail him-
self of the opportunity.

So far as the mover and seconder of this
motion are concerned, it is equally clear from
their own written statements to the Royal
Commission that I did communicate to them
my grave suspicions of the course of conduct
in which Mr. Foley was engaged in relation
to "Lundavra" and that I did this in the
latter part of 1954, before communicating
with Mr. Williams or taking any other action
whatever in the discharge of my duty. Their
own written statements prove that they
received my complaints without adverse com-
ment so far as I was concerned and that they
subsequently reported the information to the
Honourable the Premier.

It is also proved beyond doubt that the
Honourable the Premier took no action upon
the receipt of this information.

From these undisputed facts, it emerges
clearly that the Premier and two Cabinet
Ministers were made aware as a result of
my action in 1954 of my opinions and sus-
picious concerning one of the major matters,
the subject of my later correspondence with
Mr. Williams, and that, at a later date, the
Honourable the Premier was made aware of
the substance of the other matters involved
in that correspondence.

Two conclusions are to be drawn from
this-firstly, that there was no necessity for
illy directly reporting the same matters to
the Executive Government since they were
already aware of them, and, secondly, that
if I did report them, the result would have
been exactly the same in that the information

which I would have been able to lay before
the Government would have been, at that
time, no more factual than what the A.W.U,
Executive was able to lay before the Premier.

Therefore, to attempt to base my guilt upon
my alleged failure to report these matters to
the Executive Government is exposed as a
sham and hypocritical attempt to justify the
Government's desire to liquidate me.

The attempt to declare me guilty of my
failure to report to Parliament is equally
insincere. In the existing state of my know-
ledge at that time I could not have put before
Parliament any facts or any evidence in the
legal sense which would have supported my
opinions and suspicions.

Placed in the situation in which I was, I
am certain that all reasonable members will
agree that any attempt by me to directly
report these matters to either the Govern-
ment or Parliament would have had no other
result than that the action now being taken
against me would have been taken then.

If anybody is guilty of deceiving this
Parliament in these matters it is the Honour-
able the Premier and the former Minister for
Lands. I exempt from this charge the mover
and the seconder of the motion, since they
did communicate the information they had
received from me to the Honourable the
Premier. Whatever my duty to report these
matters to Parliament and whatever my duty
of loyalty to Her Majesty may be, it cannot
be denied that the Premier was under an even
greater and higher duty.

I did not convey, as has been alleged here,
that I thought that the present Minister for
Lands could be purchased by appointment
to the Land Court. Had he resigned from
the Government, as he said he would if certain
of my suspicions came to pass, it would not
be the first time that a member of Parliament
had been appointed to the Land Court.

I do not expect that my defence here
will succeed but I am absolutely certain that
it will succeed in the eyes of the public.

I pass now to refuting the charge of
treachery to Her Majesty's Ministers and of
unconscionable and unjustifiable conduct, and
in doing so I simply reiterate the statement
made by me earlier in this speech that there
is a time when the virtue of loyalty to Her
Majesty's Ministers can be a cloak not merely
for corruption but for more serious derelic-
tion of duty.

In the circumstances as known to me at
the time, and as subsequently proved before
the royal commission, I acknowledge that
that time had passed before I communicated
any information to Mr. Williams. Find me
guilty of treachery to Her Majesty's
Ministers if you will, but neither that nor
anything you may do will make me guilty of
any breach of the higher loyalty which I
at all times owed to the public of this State.

I dispute the allegation that I should have
made my complaints to His Excellency the
Governor by pointing out simply that as a
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constitutional Governor, His Excellency's duty
would have been simply to refer my charges
back to the Executive Government so my
defence to that charge is covered by my
defence to the charge based upon my alleged
default in relation to reporting to the Execu-
tive Government. In fact, the head of that
Government was at all times aware of these
matters and it is farcical in the highest
degree to suggest that if he had heard them
from me directly instead of indirectly his
reaction would have been different in any
way at all.

I have already been condemned without a
hearing by the majority of the members of
this Parliament. In those circumstances, and
being aware as I am that the vote for my
dismissal will be made on Party lines, I
recognise the futility of my appearence here.

By the vote of that majority of the Mem-
bers, I know that I will be discharged from
my office. By so voting, Parliament will not
dishonour me but will dishonour itself.

Opposition Members : Hear, hear!

fUr. SPEAKER: You may retire.

MR. VIVIAN ROGERS CREIGHTON.

MOTION FOR REMOVAL FROM OFFICE-

RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Mr. NICKLIN (Landsborough-Leader
of the Opposition) (2.39 p.m.) : As the
Secretary for Public Lands and Irrigation
said when introducing this motion-the hap-
penings in Parliament today are unpre-
cedented in its history. They are also parti-
cularly significant because we have Parlia-
ment carrying out one of its functions under
the Constitution. And that function should
be carried out in the proper manner. We as
individual members of this Chamber are
sitting here in a judicial capacity on one of
the officers of the Crown; that being so, any
decision we may make should not be on party
lines.

Every hon. member should vote and speak
according to his judgment and his conscience.
That is the only way in which fair considera-
tion can be given to the question before us
today. Judging by what has appeared in
the Press and evidenced in this Chamber
.today, this question is not going to be
decided on that basis. It is going to be
decided on a Party basis. More shame on
this Parliament for doing that!

Government Members interjected.

Mr. NICKLIN: The interjections from
hon. members opposite show that they have
made up their minds. The bringing to the
Bar of the House today of Mr. Creighton
is nothing but a political farce. Labour has
been responsible for many political farces,
.but no farce as callous or as indecent as we
have witnessed today has ever been staged
before.

Let us look at the facts. Cabinet decided
to dismiss Creighton, and that decision was
endorsed by Caucus. There was only one

solitary dissentient with the moral courage
to obey, his own conscience. This in itself
indicates just how restricted is the freedom
of expression within the Labour Party. It
demonstrates the soul-destroying fear tactics
that permeate the whole of the Labour Party
structure in both the political and industrial
sphere, and, I venture to say that there are
many lion. members opposite who, if they
did not fear retaliation or vilification as
"traitors" or "scabs," would cross the floor
of the House on this motion. After the
Caucus decision there was intense and hostile
public reaction.

Opposition Members-interjected.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I am sure
the Leader of the Opposition does not desire
any assistance from hon. members on my
left. Out of respect for their Leader they
should allow him to make his speech without
interruption. I also ask hon. members on my
right to assist me.

Mr. NICKLIN: After the Caucus
decision, there was intense and hostile public
reaction which must have caused some alarm
even to our self-styled Labour gods. So they
proceeded to dispense justice in the Labour
fashion. They decided to bring Mr. Creighton
to the Bar of the House to state the case in
his own defence.

Mr. Walsh: We did not decide to bring
him here. You are wrong there. He was
invited.

Mr. NICKLIN: Mr. Creighton would
never have come to the Bar of the House to
address us unless the Government had issued
the invitation to him to come here. If we
on this side of the House had moved the
motion to bring Mr. Creighton to the Bar,
we would not have found the Government
members supporting the motion. Do not let
the Government deny that Creighton was
brought here.

Indeed a laudable act of an institution
professing to uphold the principles of British
justice if, and I repeat "if," the adjudi-
cators were approaching the case with an
open mind, but unfortunately this matter is
not going to be approached with an open
mind, particularly by the majority of hon.
members on the opposite side. The Premier
has said that there is no reason why the vote
should be on other than Party lines. It gives
an indication of the attitude adopted by hon.
members opposite. The matter has been
decided in Caucus. The hon. member for
Hinchinbrook in his own inimitable fashion
made a rather staggering statement a night
or two ago when he said, "Let him" refer-
ring to Mr. Creighton, "state his case on
Thursday; he will get the sack." That is
what the hon. member for Hinchinbrook
said, and it typifies the attitude of lion.
members opposite. Mr. Creighton has been
prejudged and foredoomed as evidenced by
his appearance at the Bar of the House today
and instead of being, as it should be, a great
example to the world of the dignity and
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scrupulous equity of British justice, it was

nothing more than a shameful farce, a
mockery of British justice, and an eternal

},lot on the record of this Government.

Mr. Speaker, the Secretary for Public
Lands and Irrigation in initiating his motion

this morning introduced all sorts of irrelevant
arguments in an endeavour to bolster up the
case he was making against Mr. Creighton,
and he even had the audacity to endeavour
to tie the Opposition with shameful affairs in
regard to land leases of this State. He
intimated that we apparently had some know-
ledge of the matter. The Minister must not
forget that we on this side of the House tried
hard on many occasions to bring this thing
to a head and have it dealt with by this
Parliament. However, the Government
appointed a Royal Commission. The Minister
did not add to his stature by introducing
his arguments to pin on the Opposition-

Mr. Hilton : It was a fact , and you
know it.

Mr. NICKLIN : That is a lot of nonsense.
If the Minister can bring any evidence into
this chamber that will tend in any way to dis-
credit the Opposition it is his duty to do so,
and in fact, I invite him to do so.

Mr. Hilton : You cannot interpret the
facts I gave. I did not do it, Mr. Creighton
did.

Mr. NICKLIN : The Minister cannot get
out of it by remarks like that. His twisting
and turning will not do him any good. If
he has anything on any member on this side
of the House let him produce it.

Mr. HILTON : I rise to a point of
order. At no stage this morning did I impute
the slightest degree of dishonesty to any hon.
member opposite. I refute the charge the
Leader of the Opposition now makes against
ma, All I intended to convey was the
duplorable attack without foundation, on hon.
members of the Opposition as well as members
of this Government. It is to be regretted that
the Leader of the Opposition did not under-
stand my meaning.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order! I hope the
Leader of the Opposition will accept the denial
of the Minister.

Hr. NICKLIN: I would be glad to accept
his explanation, but it is entirely different
from what I and other hon. members heard
him say.

Mr. WALSH: I rise to a point of order.
You, Mr. Speaker, definitely asked the Leader
of the Opposition to accept the denial of the
Minister but he has refrained from doing so.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I ask the
11011. gentleman to accept the Minister's
explanation; I ask him now to accept his
denial.

Mr. NICKLIN: I thought the Minister's
remarks were in explanation, but if they were
a denial, I accept his denial, but I challenge

the Minister to justify the imputation he made
this morning against members of the Opposi-
tion.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! He denied he
made any accusations. I ask the Leader of
the Opposition to accept his denial.

Mr. NICKLIN : I do.
Let us now examine the whole of the

circumstances surrounding this motion. I
propose to examine them from all angles,
which is the only way any hon. member can
arrive at a conclusion before casting his
vote.

Mr. Walsh: I fully agree with that.

Mr. NICKLIN-_Then why does not the
Treasurer vote according to his conscience
instead of as his party dictates?

Let me first refer to the relevant portions
of the Acts covering this matter, which led
to Mr. Creighton's being brought before the
Bar of the House.

Mr. Walsh: He was not brought before
the Bar of the House.

Mr. NICKLIN: He got there, anyhow,
irrespective of whether he was brought there
or came there.

In the Lands Acts Amendment Act of
1931-

Mr. Walsh : That was introduced during
the Moore Government's time.

Mr. NICKLIN: More credit to them!

Under that Act the Land Administration
Board was set up. It consisted of three
persons, one of whom was Chairman. In
due course, Mr. Creighton was appointed
Chairman of that Board. Section 15 of the
Act deals with the conditions attached to
the holding of office by the members of the
Board. It says that they shall hold office
during good behaviour and shall not be
removed therefrom unless an address shall
be presented to the Governor by the
Legislative Assembly. That is the action
that is being taken here today. The section
says further that the ground for such
removal shall be proved misbehaviour or
incapacity. I emphasise the words, "proved
misbehaviour or incapacity." Before we cast
our votes we must decide whether Mr.
Creighton has been proved to have
misbehaved himself or to have been
incapable of holding his office. The Minister
admitted that the Public Service Acts do
not apply to Mr. Creighton, or to the other
members of the Land Administration Board,
in the same way as to ordinary public
servants. That is one thing on which the
Minister and I agree.

The Minister referred to the action to be
taken by the Legislative Assembly before
any member of the Board can bo 3ealt with.
It is the responsibility of this Parliament
to deal with any member of the Land
Administration Board who has been proved
guilty of misbehaviour or incapacity.
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The Government, after long consideration,
as the Minister said this morning, have come
to the conclusion that Mr. Creighton has
been guilty of a misdemeanour. However,
is it a proved misdemeanour? In examining
that, it is necessary to refer to the state-
ment of the cause of Mr. Creighton's
suspension, which the Minister tabled
yesterday.

It is abundantly clear that the suspension,
or removal from office, of a member of the
Land Administration Board can be effected
only when one or both of the grounds
provided by the 1931 amending Act is or
are existent. These grounds of dismissal
are proved misbehaviour or incapacity.
In this case I think there is no question of
Mr. Creighton's capacity or ability. He was
suspended from office on 11 April this year
on the ground of misbehaviour. In accord-
ance with the statement of suspension
delivered to him and the cause of suspension
laid before the House, it is incumbent on
the Government to make an address to the
Governor through the House for the
dismissal of Mr. Creighton on the ground of
misbehaviour. That has been done and the
motion is now being debated.

After deep consideration I give it as my
firm conviction that Mr. Creighton is now
being viciously victimised by the Government
because he had the audacity to break-
through their code of fear and intimidation
and take action to expose a corrupt member
of their fold. That was the result of Mr.
Creighton's action. He brought to light
corruption of a Minister for the Crown,
corruption in the high circles of Government.
In such circumstances surely any
indiscretions of his should be overlooked
and, instead of being dismissed, he should
be given credit for bringing to light some-
thing unsavoury and unsatisfactory in the
official affairs of the State.

The Minister made much of ethics this
morning. True, Creighton's actions may
not have been in accord with the accepted
ethics of his and like offices, but do they
amount to misbehaviour sufficient to warrant
the savage penalty that the Government now
seek to impose on him? I say definitely
not.

Members of the Land Administration
Board hold office during "good behaviour"
and are liable to dismissal for ''mis-
behaviour." When does good behaviour
cease and misbehaviour begin? Obviously,
by Labour reasoning, good behaviour exists
while servility and blind obedience exist,
but misbehaviour commences when any act
is committed which, however right in the
ultimate, or however much in the best
interests of the State and the people, is
nevertheless of such a nature as to place the
Labour Government in political danger.
That is an important consideration. That
is Creighton's crime and he is to meet his
punishment at the hands of a malevolent
Government, which includes the member
exposed as corrupt and which itself stands

condemned as a Government which condones
corruption or permits it to flourish unchecked.
The hon, member who was found guilty took
his place in Caucus when the charge against
Mr. Creighton was being discussed. He is
not present today and should not be.

Where, by all the standards of decency,
is the justice in this state of affairs? Let
me remind hon. members opposite of the
simple but telling biblical quotation-

"He that is without sin, let him first
cast a stone."
Similar circumstances exist today. In the

first instance, the accusers, being themselves
smitten with conscience as to their own sins,
melted away so that none remained to pursue
their accusations. Of course, that will not
happen here. The hon. members of the
Government, aware as they must be of their
own sins of omission or commission, are
utterly devoid of conscience and are appar-
ently today bent on perpetrating a deed
which will befoul the records of our Parlia-
mentary system for all time. That is what\
will happen if they carry the motion to sack
Creighton. What are Creighton's so-called
sins, his motives for committing them, and
their outcome as they affect society as a
whole? He carried on a correspondence,
thought by him to be in the strictest
confidence, with Mr. Cecil Wallace Edgar
Williams, a northern union official of the
A.W.U., about departmental matters. As
Mr. Creighton said at the Bar of the House,
he had been associated with Mr. Williams on
that royal commission which largely formu-
lated the basis of Government land policy
today. That correspondence was entered into
by Creighton, I believe, with the idea of
endeavouring to clean up something that was
unsavoury in the administration of the
Department of Public Lands. In that
correspondence he said many things about the
actions of the then Minister, the hon. member
for Belyando. It can be said, possibly with
some justification, that such divulgence of
information to a person outside the depart-
ment, the Government and Parliament, consti-
tuted a serious breach of the code of ethics
pertaining to the office of Chairman of the
Land Administration Board. I say "code
of ethics" in the sense that a person holding
Creighton's position is not bound by the
same statutory rules of behaviour as apply
to public servants. To judge whether these
actions amounted to "misbehaviour" in the
terms of the 1931 Amending Act the elements
of motive and result must be considered.

Mr. Creighton has been suspended from
office on the ground of misbehaviour but no
details of alleged misbehaviour were supplied
to him until the last day or so.

Mr. Walsh: Would that not be correct
procedure?

Mr. NICKLIN: When you suspend a
person for misbehaviour surely he is entitled
to know exactly what was the misbehaviour
he was guilty of, particularly when he holds
a high and important post under the Crown.
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Mr. Walsh: You overlook the fact that
parliament is the only authority to deal with
the situation.

Mr. NICKLIN : I do not overlook that.

Mr. Walsh : Apparently you do.

Mfr. NICKLIN : I do not overlook that.

Mr. Walsh : What right would we have
to hand out a statement to Creighton about
his offence?

Mr. NICKLIN : It is rather strange to
hear the Treasurer referring to the rights of
Parliament . I say Parliament should exercise

its full rights in this case but the Govern-
ment have done so because they prejudged
him. The Party prejudged him. If he is
sacked it is not through the vote of the hon.
members of the Chamber. He is going to be
sacked on a Party vote . I guarantee that
there are many hon . members on the Gov-
ernment side who will vote the Party line
with a great deal of reluctance , but unfortu-
nately the iron rule of Labour is such that
they have to do as they are told or get out.
Many hon. members opposite will be very
unhappy when they cast their votes.
Let me continue . His duties, in the words of
the statute were to administer the land laws
and effectively control matters relating to
land settlement , prickly-pear lands, State
forests, and national parks. Has he, by his
actions, failed in these duties , and thereby
been guilty of misbehaviour ? There can, I
venture to say, be no question of Creighton's
capability, nor, in fact, is this questioned by
the motion before the House. It can , there-
fore, be assumed that Creighton at all times
was perfectly efficient in the performance of
his duties as dictated by the statute. His
failing, if such it can be called, was this: He
servecl under a Minister of the Crown whose
actions he had good cause to believe were
biased, contrary to the professed policy of the
Covernment of the day, and of such a nature
as to confer benefit on certain persons or
bodies to the detriment of others or to the
detriment of the Crown estate. Creighton was
faced with this dilemma: He believed his
ministerial superior to be corrupt. What
should he do?

III". Moore : His belief was wrong for
a start.

Mr. NICKLIN: The Minister has
evidently not read the findings of the Royal
Commissioner.

I confess that I believe that Creighton's
thoughts were principally for the good of the
Labour Party and its preservation in office as
the Government of this State. I have reason
to believe that, because of the method he
adopted in endeavouring to expose the cor-
ruption that he believed existed-that is
through Labour Party channels. However
rudely his illusions must have been shattered,
it must be conceded that the motives prompt-
ing his actions were for the maintenance of
honest government be it Labour or any other.

What avenues were open to Creighton to dis-
close what he honestly believed to be-and I
credit him with honest belief-blatant cor-
ruption on the part of his Minister? To any
person who has followed in the Press or read
the actual transcript of the evidence of the
commission, it is evident that Creighton's
loyalty to the Minister must have been
strained to the breaking point. What could
he do?

Mr. Walsh : Can the hon. gentleman
honestly say that he has read all the evidence f

Mr. NICKLIN: No. Has anybody read
read all the evidence?

Mr. Walsh : Yes, I can state that I
have read every line of it.

Mr. NICKLIN: I have read the report.
It is impossible to read all the evidence taken
before a royal commission. (Government
interjections.)

Mr. SPEAKER : Order!

hMr. NICKLIN: In order to discuss t is
matter properly one has to read the commis-
sion's report. It is not necessary to read
every word of the evidence taken during
weeks of sittings. I should think that very
few not connected with the case have read the
evidence.

Mr. Walsh: I was prepared to read it.

Mr. NICKLIN: It must never be for-
gotten that Creighton took these steps to
communicate his suspicions of the Minister
and to endeavour to have the matter
rectified-

1. He approached two members of the
Land Court, Messrs. Lucy and McLean, to
voice his suspicions; and

2. Furthermore, and more important, he
communicated his suspicions of the Min-
ister to two members of the Government
and Ministers of the Crown.

Mr. Gair: On one case only.

Mr. NICKLIN: That was one case.

Mr. Gair: What did the Commissioner
say about that case in his report? Have you
read that?

Mr. NICKLIN: It must be admitted that
Mr. Creighton communicated with two Min-
isters, and the Ministers admitted that this
morning. The Secretary for Labour and
Industry read his submissions to the Com-
mission. From Creighton's interview with
these persons, he quite reasonably concluded
that they were in sympathy with his convic-
tions regarding the Minister, but what
eventuated from these approaches?

Mr. Hilton: That is not correct.

Mr. NICKLIN: That is what he said.

Mr. Hilton : He did not even say that.

Mr. NICKLIN: He communicated his
suspicions to two Ministers of the Crown,
and he was told to put his suspicions in
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writing for investigation. He would naturally
conclude that some notice was taken of what
he said, as he, a high officer of the Crown,
was pointing out something that he did not
think was right in regard to a very impor-
tant phase of Government activity.

From his interviews with these persons
what eventuated? Exactly nothing. Having
taken the course of action in communicating
with these persons to no avail whatever, what
other courses were reasonably open to
Creighton I

I now turn to the Statement of the Cause
of Suspension which states that "any com-
plaints which he desired to make should have
been made to-

(i) His Excellency the Governor; and/or
(ii) The Cabinet; and/or

(iii) The Honourable the Premier; and/or
(iv) Parliament by way of a report."

Let us examine those avenues by which it is
suggested Mr. Creighton should have com-
municated his suspicions.

What would have been the outcome if Mr.
Creighton had approached His Excellency the
Governor? It is quite obvious that that
would have been fruitless, as His Excellency,
the head of a Sovereign State, must act on
advice only.

l1Ir. Walsh: He is not bound to act on
advice only.

Mr. NICKLIN: It would have been
referred immediately by His Excellency to
either the Premier or Creighton's minister.

Mr. Walsh: He is not bound to act on
advice only.

Mr. NICKLIN: The inquiry or reference
by His Excellency would have met with the
same plausible and glib answers given by the
Premier and the hon. member for Belyando
on previous occasions, and the result would
have been no action against the Minister,
but proceed forthwith to lop the head off that
impertinent upstart, Creighton, who dares to
question the questionable integrity of the
Labour Government and its hon. ministers.

Mr. Walsh: That is a direct reflection
on His Excellency the Governor.

Mr. NICKLIN: If the Treasurer thinks
that is a reflection on the Governor, he can
take action against me.

Mr. Walsh: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion ought to have more sense.

Mr. NICKLIN: I am stating facts and I
am adopting a reasoned attitude in regard
to this matter. That, I submit, would have
been the result of any approach to His
Excellency.

Let us look at the second course of action
it is suggested was open to him, that he
could have approached the Premier personally.
Keeping in mind the futile nature of
Creighton 's previous approaches to the
Secretary for Labour and Industry, the

Secretary for Public Works and Housing
and Messrs. Lucy and McLean, what could he
have reasonably anticipated would have been
the outcome of his approach to the Premier?
Hon. members should also bear in mind that
it was the Premier who, on 12 July, 1954, in
Cabinet, raised the issue whether the special
consideration requested by Mr. Cameron of
Lundavra should be given.

Mr. Gair : I did not.

Mr. NICKLIN: That will be found in
the evidence before the Royal Commission.
The Premier quoted Mr. Foley on this
subject with evident approval when he said
in this House on 15 September, 1955, "The
Minister has already told the House that
up to the present no application in regard to
that lease has been received." Hon.
members will find that on page 349 of
` `Hansard. "

Mr. Gair : It is still all right.

Mr. NICKLIN: Here is the Premier on
12 July, 1954, requesting special considera-
tion for an application by a Crown lessee,
and just over one year later, when the
matter is questioned, maintains that no
application was made.

Mr. Gair: It is untrue.

Mr. NICKLIN: Hon. members are well
aware-

Mr. LAIR: I rise to a point of order.
It is evident that the Leader of the
Opposition is speaking from a brief away
from the facts of the case. It is not true
that I asked for any special consideration
for Cameron at all, and to -say so is a
deliberate lie.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. gentle-
man will have to withdraw the term
"deliberate lie."

Mr. GAIR: All right, I will withdraw.
It is a deliberate untruth and only a
reiteration of a statement that has been
made by Mr. Creighton himself. All I did
was to take a letter I had received from
Mr. Cameron-it was not an application but
a letter-complaining that he should receive
some special consideration in view of the
fact that he had spent a good deal of
money in the development of his lease.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The Leader of
the Opposition will accept the denial of the
Premier in regard to that statement.

Mr. NICKLIN: I will accept the
Premier's denial but I wish to quote the
relevant evidence and I quote from page 95
of the report of the Royal Commission and
refer to these words-

"The matter was raised in Cabinet and
Exhibit 90 was the result. That document
is as follows-'Cabinet-12th July, 1954:
Discussion was raised by the Hon. the
Premier on the question of whether
special consideration requested by Mr.
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K. B. Cameron regarding his aggregation
of leases, should be given because of
developmental work of an unusual
quantity with high value, commenced some
years ago and still proceeding at
"Bullamon Plains" and "Lundavra ".' "

That is exactly what I said. I am not
speaking from any brief which is not
correct, but a brief that can be verified by
the evidence before the Royal Commission.

Mr. Gair: You admitted you had not
read the transcript of evidence.

Mr. NICKLIN: Let me proceed. Hon.
members are all well aware of the intense
ill-feeling created by the prospect of the
granting of Cameron's application and I
put it to you, Mr. Speaker, in all
seriousness, that the Premier's conduct in
this regard clearly indicates that the
Premier was highly desirous of hiding
something, and that that something was a
definite irregularity of which he was well
aware concerning Cameron's application.

(Time, on motion of Mr. V. E. Jones,
extended.)

Mr. NICKLIN: I thank the hon. member
for Callide and the House for the courtesy
extended to me. I am cognisant of the fact
that the Commissioner found nothing corrupt
in the dealings with Lundavra on the
evidence offered to him, but I can in no
way excuse the conduct of the Premier and
the Minister in this regard. I repeat that
I consider that the Premier had something
to hide when, with the full knowledge of
this recommendation for special considera-
tion of an application by Cameron in regard
to Lundavra he virtually denied in
this House that such application had been
made. He merely repeated the Minister's
denial. Furthermore, how did the Premier
treat the deputation from the A.W.U. and
the allegation /made by them concerning the
Minister? -He treated these matters with
utter disdain and as of no importance,
although they were in fact allegations of
the greatest seriousness, not only from their
very nature, but also because they were
brought before him by a body that is a
powerful force, both politically and
financially, in the Labour movement. He
did not seriously confront the Minister with
the allegations made by the A.W.U. but,
according to the transcript of the evidence,
privately told him, 'All they have is bar-
room gossip."

That was exactly the attitude that the
Premier so arrogantly displayed in the
]louse when, on 15 September, 1955, he
airily disposed of an Opposition motion to
bring Dlr. Bukowski before the Bar of the
house for examination on allegations that
he had made in "The Worker." On that
occasion the Premier went so far as to
La cure me of misusing the privileges of
Parliament in bringing such an important
matter before the House. However, the

action of the Opposition on that occasion
has been more than justified by the findings
of the royal commission.

Mr. Hilton : You would not have debated
your motion had the Premier not called ' Not
formal." He made you debate it.

Mr. NICKLIN: He did not make me
debate it.

Mr. Gair: I made you debate it.

Mr. NICKLIN : The Premier did not
make me debate it. He should have been
pleased to have the matter cleaned up. If
the Premier wanted a debate, he certainly
got it.

Mr. Gair: You did not want it.

Mr. NICKLIN: I did want it. That is
why I moved the motion. I wanted the
thing cleaned up and that was the quickest
way to clean it up. As I say, the action
taken by the Opposition at that time has
been more than justified by what has
happened since.

The Premier had had relayed to him the
information given by Creighton to the hon.
members for Charters Towers and
Carnarvon, but what did he do in the face
of information given by two responsible
members of his Cabinet? He did nothing
whatever. As a matter of fact, he continued
the hon. member for Belyando as a member
of his Cabinet, and also refrained from
mentioning to him that two responsible
members of the Cabinet had given him
information seriously reflecting on the
honesty and integrity of the Minister. Is
that not a remarkable course of conduct on
the part of a Premier of a State? Was
he shielding a Minister whom he knew to
be corrupt, for the very simple reason that
the Minister's conduct paid handsome
dividends for the Labour Party and
assisted materially in keeping the Labour
Government in power?

All these questions and probabilities must
have activated Creighton's mind. As a
public servant of long standing, he must
have realised what would be the fate of an
officer who dared openly to endeavour to
raise some matter that was likely to bring
the Labour Government into disrepute. He
must have realised that he would have been
ground underfoot by the ruthless political
machine of the present-day Labour Party.
There can be little doubt that, if Creighton
had taken the venturesome step of com-
municating his suspicions of the Minister
to the Premier, his representations would
have met with exactly the same fate as those
of the A.W.U. delegation. He would have
been warned and told in no uncertain
language to keep his place and to mind his
own business. The only effect of such
an approach by Creighton to the Premier
would have been, as he said to-day, that he
would have had his head chopped off then
instead of now, which is undoubtedly what
will happen as a result of the vote today.
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It must be conceded that, in his personal
interests, Creighton's mind would have
repulsed the notion of approaching the
Premier on the Minister's abuses and
dereliction of duty. The third method of
approach was to the Cabinet. The only
means of doing that would have been
through his Minister, who was the person
suspect and that would have been impractic-
able. Moreover, the communication of his
suspicion to two Cabinet Ministers bore no
fruit, so that course may be ruled out.

It is suggested that Creighton could have
approached Parliament by way of a report.
Presumably he should have voiced his com-
plaint in the annual report of the Department
of Public Lands or in a personal report. The
annual report to Parliament is signed by the
three members of the Land Administration
Board and submitted by them to the Minister,
who tables it. In the first place, it must be
remembered that the report is submitted by
the board and not by the Chairman individu-
ally. Regulations under the Land Acts
Amendment Act of 1931, which constituted
the board, were published in the "Government
Gazette" of 19 March, 1932. They included
this provision-

"The decision or recommendation of the
majority shall be the decision or recom-
mendation of the board."

Hence the embodiment of Creighton's com-
plaints and suspicions in such a report would
have necessitated the concurrence of the other
two members of the board, and I ask hon.
members to reflect on the ppssibility of that
event. As we all know fr m the evidence,
there was considerable friction between the
members of the board. Creighton seems to
have regarded Mr. Bergin as an incompetent
"stooge." There would have been no possi-
bility whatever of gaining the consent of the
other members of the board to the inclusion
of such matter in the annual report. Equally
improbable is the notion that Creighton
would even have put the matter to them.

In the second place, any such report must
be submitted to the Minister to be endorsed
by him before being tabled in Parliament.
Would any matter of complaint or suspicion
have passed the keen eye of the Minister con-
cerned? Certainly not!

If any other form of individual report is
contemplated the question must be asked:
how could Creighton legitimately get such a
report through to Parliament? That was not
explained by the Minister when he gave his
reasons today. There would have been no
avenue whatever except through his Minister.

Mr. Aikens: It wouldn't have hit the
ground.

Mr. NICKLIN: As the hon. member
interjected, it would not have hit the deck.
Nothing further need be said on that point.

In all cases in which it has been contended
that Creighton should have employed methods
other than the one he adopted, it must be

remembered that he had nothing but a firm
conviction in his heart that the Minister was
dishonest, a conviction engendered by the
highly suspicious conduct of the Minister over
a long period and subsequently proved to
be well founded. There is no doubt in my
mind that if Creighton had pursued any of the
other avenues suggested he would never have
been given the opportunity to prove his sus-
picions. The plausible tongue of the Minister
and the ready, sympathetic ears of his
Cabinet and Government colleagues would
have ensured that.

It might be suggested that Creighton should
have approached the Opposition Parties, but
what would have been the fate of such a
move? The Opposition Parties would have
been accused of playing polities and their
representations, however sound, would have
been ridiculed as political propaganda. We
have already been reminded of what hap-
pened when we tried to clean this matter up
before. We moved a motion that Bukowski
be brought before the Bar of the House.

Mr. Hilton: And you were not prepared
to debate it.

Mr. NICKLIN : Not wishing to play
politics, we were willing to let that motion go
through without debate and this afternoon we
are accused of having been frightened to
debate it. I quote that as an instance of
what would have happened if Creighton had
made any approach to the Opposition.
Imagine what pressure would have been
brought against him personally as an out-
come. Sooner or later he would have been
placed in the position he is in today. There-
fore we cannot support that contention either.

After considering the four methods of
approach contained in the tabled statement of
the cause of suspension it will be seen that
it would have been completely futile for
Creighton to use any of these avenues. Where
could Creighton or any reasonable man in his
shoes turn? He had a personal friend who
was a member of the powerful A.W.U., an
organisation rapidly gaining ascendency in
Labour political circles. I believe that
Creighton was concerned about the future of
the Labour Party when he made the approach
through Williams. What has he got for his
concern for the Labour Party? Nothing but
the axe. In approaching Williams he thought
that the Labour Party would seize on the
opportunity to purge from the Government
ranks not only those not politically desirable
but also those morally corrupt. This was the
beginning of the correspondence with
Williams which has featured so much in the
charges. In taking this action Creighton had
the political element in mind. I am firmly
convinced that the prime activating motive
in his mind was to prevent further violation
of the land laws in which he was steeped and
to which he displayed a most profound
devotion. He wished t-o prevent the use of
the Crown estate for corrupt purposes.
Nobody could say that he was not a man
wedded to his job. He endeavoured to carry
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out to the letter the policy laid down in the
land laws of the State. We can easily
imagine his reaction when he saw these land

laws being brushed to one side by the
Minister's acting corruptly.

At page 129 of his report the Royal Com-
missioner said-

"As I early said I am not concerned
with Mr. Creighton's conduct unless it was
corrupt conduct and, however misguided,
however extravagant, or however wrong his
correspondence and conduct may have been,
I cannot persuade myself that it amounted
to corrupt conduct in respect to any deal-
ings with Crown leaseholds."

Therefore Creighton has been found guilty
of no offence but, at the most, merely of some
form of indiscreet conduct.

I believe that primarily he was activated
by a desire to do good and the methods he
employed were not in breach of any statute,
but however indiscreet they were this was out-
4vcighed by the results of his endeavours which
disclosed corruption at ministerial level. In
the final analysis Creighton's actions have
benefited the people of the State and it is
deplorable to contemplate that the representa-
tivcs of those who have so benefited should
display such inhuman vindictiveness as is con-
templated today.

In all the circumstances I cannot do other
than vote against the motion.

Mr. AIKENS (Mundingburra) (3.35
p.m.) So that history will have a complete
record of this shocking business I propose
to deal first of all with the circumstances that
led up to the disgraceful scene *e witnessed
here this afternoon with honourable members
of the Government almost openly jeering at
Mr. Creighton as he stood at the Bar of the
House putting his case. And I want to say
this: most of the people of Queensland with
me are sickened at the slobbering hypocrisy
that runs like a broad red streak through
the whole of the proceedings that led up to
the dismissal of Mr. Creighton--because he
has already been dismissed. The carriage of
this motion by Parliament with the Labour
Government majority will be a mere formality.

Let us go back and find out what led up
to his dismissal. I am not going to digress too
far, Mr. Speaker, or try your patience or
tolerance. We all know that some time
ago there occurred in the Labour Party a
particularly violent and vicious open split
between the Grouper faction of the Labour
Party and the Anti-Grouper faction, or, as
Mr. Creighton aptly termed them, the
"Santis" and the "Antis." We know
that the Groupers for some time were led
in Queensland by Joseph Bukowski who is
now the State Secretary of the
A.W.U. We know that subsequently Mr.
Bukowski somersaulted and became an anti-
Grouper, consequently he was eager to get as
nianv members of the Queensland Central
Executive to vote with him on what is
known as the Anti-Grouper line. After the

Hobart conference when the Honourable the
Premier and the Hon. the Treasurer and other
members of the Queensland Central Executive
did not conform to the anti-Grouper line,
Mr. Bukowski decided to have with him on
the Q.C.E. as many members of the Labour
Party as possible, to get these delegates and
others to toe the anti-Grouper line.
The hon. member for Belyando who
was then Secretary for Public Lands and
Irrigation was the representative of the
Labour Party on the Q.C.E. The screw was
put on Mr. Foley-if I may use his name-
to vote with the Bukowski section on the
Q.C.E., particularly on the motion dealing
with the lack of confidence in the Premier
and his co-delegates to the Hobart conference.
But Mr. Foley decided to remain with the
"Santis." So by the most fortuitous circum-
stances Mr. Bukowski ascertained that Mr.
Williams, the District Secretary of the
A.W.U. in Townsville, and Mr. Creighton,
were good friends; and of course to apply
the screw harder, he took advantage of the
information that Mr. Creighton was giving to
Williams. He used it in leading articles in
"The Worker," not for the purpose of
clearing up any corruption that might exist
in high places in the Labour Party, as he so
unctuously and hypocritically told the Com-
mission, but purely for the purpose of putting
the screw on the then Minister in order to
get him to toe the anti line on the Q.C.E.
Had Foley decided to toe the Bukowski line
on the Q.C.E., those articles would have auto-
matically ceased. Let there be no mistake
about that. The first instance of slobbering
hypocrisy came from Mr. Bukowski at the
royal commission when he said he was
interested in exposing and crushing these
allegations and rumours of graft and corrup-
tion in high places within the Labour Party.
Imagine Bukowski of all people being con-
cerned with allegations of gross corruption!
For years we have heard and read in the
Press allegations of graft and corruption in
the matter of tickets and ballots, against
high officials of the A.W.U.-

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. AIKENS : = and against Mr.
Bukowski.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order l I have allowed
the hon. member to lead up to this case, but
the hon. member is not in order in making
remarks about Mr. Bukowski and Mr. Foley.
I ask the hon. member to get on with the
case of Mr. Creighton and not make allega-
tions against any member or body.

Mr. AIKENS : I had been dealing with
matters that occurred before he entered the
witness box at the royal commission. Never
until then had I heard Bukowski ever express
concern about allegations of corruption and
graft against anyone either in the A.W.U.
or the Government. I think that perhaps
the most despicable, detestable and contempt-
ible statement that ever emanated from a
human throat emanated from Mr. Bukowski
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when Mr. Williams informed him that he had
been subpoenaed to give evidence before the
royal commission, and Mr. Williams told
Mr. Bukowski he was reluctant to disclose
the name of his informant. I think
we all believe that Mr. Bukowski
knew the name before that. It is apparent
that Williams wanted to be loyal to Creighton.
Williams wanted to respect Creighton's
confidence. He did not want to betray
Creighton, but Bukowski made what I have
described as the most despicable, contempt-
ible and detestable statement that ever
emanated from the human throat, "Never
mind about Creighton. Think only about
the A.W.U. and yourself." Acting on that
advice from his superior officer, Williams went
into the witness box and disclosed for the
first time to the outside world that this
informant was Mr. Creighton and that the
leading articles in "The Worker" were based
on the information that Mr. Creighton was
passing on to him.

Up in North Queensland where men call a
spade a spade, they no longer talk about
one man topping off another man or pimping
on another man. They now say, "He did
an 'Edgar Williams' on him." If one man
is going to top off another man, he states,
P'I will do an 'Edgar Williams' on you."

Mr. SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. AIKENS : Bukowski and Williams
have gone down in history besmirched and
besmattered by their betrayal of Creighton.

Mr. Gair: What about Carey?

Mr. AIKENS : Jim Carey was a gentle-
man compared with Bukowski.

It is obvious that the Government was
just as surprised as the people of Queensland
at the information that Creighton was
William's informant, and it is equally
obvious to all of us that, if the Government
had suspected it, they Would never have
rushed blindly into setting up a royal
commission. The royal commission would
never have been held because the Government
knew that Creighton knew too much. They
would never, of their own volition, have taken
the suicidal step of appointing a royal
commission if they had known that Creighton
intended to enter the witness box and give
evidence against them.

We know how the royal commission came
about. We know that Senator Wood made
allegations in the Senate in Canberra against
a man named Fleming. We know too that
subsequently Senator Wood dingoed on those
statements when given the opportunity to go
into the witness box and testify to them on
oath. I know that if I made a statement
inside or outside this Chamber and I was
subpoenaed to give evidence in any Court
in the land, I would be only too glad to
give the evidence, and I would add a bit
more in the witness box to what I said
previously.

Mr. Power: What about the Golden
Casket commission?

Mr. AIKENS: The Attorney-General did
not have the guts to let me say what I
wanted to say. His judicial stooge on that
commission did not have the guts to let me
give evidence. I was thrown out of the
Golden Casket commission before I could
give any evidence by the Attorney-General's
judicial stooge, Mansfield.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order! I ask the hon.
member to withdraw that remark and
apologise to the House. It is a reflection on
the Judiciary.

Mr. AIKENS: Very well, Mr. Speaker.
I do as you suggest.

Mr. SPEAKER: I ask the hon. member
to withdraw that remark and apologise.

Mr. AIKENS : Very well. I withdraw
and apologise. I am going to complete this
speech even if I have to apologise to the
Attorney-General.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I inform the
hon. member for undingburra that be is
not entitled to reflect on the judiciary in any
way at all. He must know that, if he has
any knowledge of the Standing Orders.

Mr. AIKENS : All right, Mr . Speaker.
It has been said-as a matter of fact I have
it here in my notes and will deal with it
-that Mr. Creighton should have adopted
the stupid suggestions made by the Premier
or the Secretary for Public Lands and
Irrigation or the Secretary for Labour and
Industry and that he should have done the so-
called right thing. Their conception of the right
thing is that Mr. Creighton should Nape
made his report to the Premier, or the
Cabinet, or His Excellency the Governor, or
Parliament, or somebody else. We all know
-and I agree with what the Leader of the
Opposition said and I interjected when he
was speaking-that had Mr. Creighton done
what the Government considered to be the
right thing and made his report officially
either to Parliament or the Premier or the
Minister or anybody else it never, to use
the vernacular, would have hit the ground.

Mr. Gair: He should have made it to
Parliament.

Mr. AIKENS: If he had made it to
Parliament, the lion. gentleman would barn
argued it on the floor and bludgeoned son1e
resolution through the House on the Govern-
ment's majority, and that would have been
the end of it. He would have exonerated
the Minister and everybody else from blawe
and lie then would have dealt with Creighton
and swung the axe on him. I am prepared
to bet everything I have got he never would
have had the intestinal fortitude to grant
a royal commission on it. All this talk of
Creighton having done the wrong thing by
going to Williams and all this talk about
Creighton having committed a heinous offence
in going to Williiams is so much flapdoodle
and will not fool the people of Queensland.
It has not fooled them up to now and will
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not fool them in the future . When we came
to this House on Monday we were given a

copy of Mr. Justice Townley's report and

his findings. I have gone through it care-
fuha; I sat up at night to get through it.
I pay a tribute to Mr. Justice Townley on
his report and findings which, in my opinion,
is a masterpiece of clarity and fairness. He

did not use the usual tangled legal
phraseology so beloved by members of the
judiciary and members of the legal fraternity.
He wrote a report and made findings in
language that any layman with average
intelligence could understand. As a matter
of fact, at times I thought he was a little
too generous in that he gave not only reason-
able but every possible doubt to the former
Secretary for Public Lands. He credited him
with every possible doubt. I do not think that
any Royal Commissioner sitting on a
commission could have been fairer to
any man than Mr. Justice Townley
was to the former Minister , the hon.
mo]nber for Belyando. I think that any
fair-minded person anywhere who reads that
report carefully will come to the same con-
clusion as I came to, that Mr. Justice
Townley' s finding of corrupt conduct on the
part of the en-Minister was absolutely inescap-
able. He could have reached, in my opinion,
no other finding whatever. And so I pay
my tribute to Mr. Justice Townley. In
fairness I should say that I was not at the
commission, but I pay my tribute for the
fairness and the clarity of his report and
findings.

Iltr. Burrows : If you believed it in
respect of Foley why not in respect of
Creighton.

11r. AIKENS : I know that we are not
dealing with that matter . Thank goodness
the hon. member is not in charge of the
House otherwise he would do what the Govern-
ment have done to Creighton . Off would go
my head, without rhyme or reason. Thank
goodness the hon. member is not Mr. Speaker.
The Government who wants to hold itself up to
the public of Queensland as a paragon of
justice and equity set up a royal commission.
Let us take the steps one by one during the
progress of the royal commission. I should
say, and I use the word advisedly , that the
Government took one putrid step after
another. When the evidence was brought
forward about the allegations made by grazier
Bell that the hon . member for Belyando had
solicited £1,000---

Mr. SPEAKER : Order! I remind the
Lou. member that we are dealing with
Mr. Creighton' s misdemeanour . Mr. Bell's
allegations did not come before the notice
of Mr. Creighton . We are dealing only with
Creighton and the motion moved by the Secre-
tary for Public Lands and Irrigation.

Mr. AIKENS: I think I am entitled to
Prove, if possible, the hypocrisy of the
Government and the representatives of the
Government when, as a result of the recent

royal commission, they parade themselves as
paragons of fairness and justice. I think I
am entitled to prove just how fair they were.
When that evidence of Bell's allegations was
brought forward-and I shall not labour it,
Mr. Speaker, in deference to your ruling-
what did they dos They immediately sent the
hon. member for Belyando on a Criminal
Code charge before Mr. Hickey, sitting in
magisterial jurisdiction.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I have already
ruled that the hon. member is not in order
in discussing that matter. We are dealing
with the misdemeanour of Mr. Creighton and
the matters contained in the motion that the
Secretary for Public Lands and Irrigation
has placed before the Assembly. The allega-
tions by Mr. Bell are an entirely different
matter, and the hon. member will have an
opportunity of discussing them at a later
date. I hope he will keep to the matter under
discussion.

Mr. AIKENS : I know you have not, but
your ruling would create in the mind of any-
body who may have seen my notes the feeling
that you haN seen them also. I certainly
have some comments in them on Mr.. Hickey,
but they can wait.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. AIKENS : The man who dragged the
magistracy into the cesspit.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. AIKENS: Thank goodness, by his
report and his findings, Mr. Justice Townley
enhanced the prestige and the dignity of,the
judiciary of Queensland.

I have been asked by interjection, to say
quite frankly what punishment I would inflict
on Mr. Creighton. Of course, I am not a
member of the Government although I could
make a much better fist of it than some of
them.

Mr. Gair: You did not do a very good
job when you were in the railways.

Mr. AIKENS : If the Premier could do
as well as I at the ballot box, he would be
doing all right. When all is said and done,
the people are the final judges.

The only sin of which I can find Creighton
guilty is extreme foolishness in writing
anonymous letters to be passed on to a man
whom he knew, or should have known,
he could not trust. The only punish-
ment I would inflict on Creighton would
be to send him to a psychiatrist, and
perhaps to Goodna for a while to ensure that
never again would he trust a man like
Bukowski or Williams.

Now let us have a look at another matter.
I take it I am entitled to deal with the
Government's legal representation at the
royal commission, because its representative
cross-examined Creighton, just as he cross-
examined other witnesses, and I am entitled
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to expose the hypocrisy of those who control
the government of this State. Quite recently
we had another royal commission, the Red-
cliffe Commission. I will not labour it,
because Creighton was not concerned in it. I
merely mention it in passing because another
very prominent member of the Government
was concerned in it. On that occasion the
Government sent to represent them a
barrister named McCawley. I happen to
know a little about Mr. McCawley because
I was a young man working in Western
Queensland when the late Tom McCawley, his
father, died and, with many other unionists
throughout the State, I subscribed a few
shillings to a fund to complete the education
of the present Mr. McCawley. His anti-
working class bias shows that it was the
most stupid thing I ever did. However, it has
been said that Mr. McCawley was there on
that occasion representing the Government.
Very well, let us accept that assurance from
members of the Government. Normally, if he
were representing the Crown, would it not
be his duty to fairly and decently do all
he possibly could to discover the truth and
to have the finger put on the guilty person?
He certainly did not do it in the Redeliffe
inquiry; he got right down in the gutter
there.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! We are not
dealing with the Redeliffe inquiry.

Mr. AIKENS: I am using it purely as a
simile. He attacked a member of the Govern-
ment on that occasion and did everything he
possibly could to prove him guilty of fraud
and graft but the Creighton commission was
an entirely different matter. There he turned
a complete back somersault. At the royal
commission on land scandals he did every-
thing he possibly could to shield the member
of the Government concerned. So let us be
honest and frank. McCawley did not repre-
sent the Government; he represented the
dominant faction of the Government and,
consequently, all who were opposed to that
dominant faction came under the whiplash
of whatever intelligence and whatever legal
knowledge Mr. McCawley possesses.

I merely mention that to show what hap-
pens when the people of Queensland-and
when all is said and done they are the only
people I am concerned with-read in the
newspapers that Mr. McCawley represented
the Crown. Mr. McCawley does not represent
the Crown, or he did not at Redeliffe and he
did not at the Lands Commission. He repre-
sented only the Premier's faction of the
Government and he was prepared to do any-
thing to secure a verdict in accordance with
the wishes of his bosses, that faction.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. AIKENS : It appears that I am going
to be rather circumscribed in my remarks
this afternoon. Nevertheless, they will be
made in this Chamber and from the public
platform. Mr. Creighton said at the Bar of.
the House that he was concerned with the

good name of the Government and of Parlia-
ment. He may not have used those exact
words but that was the tenor of his remarks.
He knew, too , that all the normal avenues
that have been so strenuously stressed by
members of the Government were closed to
him. What a farce, what a sham, what a
travesty of justice, for the Government to
tell the people of Queensland that Creighton
could have done other than whit he dif to
have the matter exposed! All that the
Government are sour about is that the findings
of the royal commission indicated and
proved to the very hilt the sdspieions held
by Creighton that the ex-Secretary for Public
Lands was receiving graft in repayment for
concessions granted.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order! The hon. mem-
ber must be fair in his remarks. He said
that the findings of the Commissioner were
that the ex-Secretary for Public Lands was
receiving graft. That was not the finding
of the commission and I ask the hon. mem-
ber to withdraw the remark.

Mr. AIKENS : I will withdraw the word
"graft" and say that he was found guilty
of corrupt practices . I do not want to take
any unfair advantage of the hon . member,
but we all know what those corrupt prac-
tices were.

Mr. LAIR: I rise to a point of order.
That is not quite in keeping with the findings
of the Commissioner . In any case we are not
dealing with the findings on Mr. Foley at
all. The Commissioner found that there was
no evidence that Mr. Foley benefited.

Mr. SPEAKER : The hon. member for
Mundingburra has already accepted that.

Mr. LAIR: I just wanted to clarify it.

Mr. AIKENS : Let us look at the whole
set-up. Let me, as I always am, be frank
and honest about it. People have wondered.
They have said, "If Mr . Foley was dishonest,
if he was indeed guilty of corrupt practice
as has been found by Mr . Justice Townley,
why was he corrupt ? What was his object
in being corrupt ? Why was Mr. Creighton
so concerned with the suggestions of corrup-
tion that were made against the Minister for
Lands and inferentially against the Govern-
ment?"

Mr. LAIR: I am forced to rise to a
further point of order. The motion deals
with Mr. Creighton and it is not concerned
with the Commissioner's report on Mr. Foley
at all. The hon . member for Mundingburra
is trying to deal with the Commissioner's
report on Mr. Foley. There is a very definite
and specific motion before Parliament today.
It refers to Mr. Creighton and his conduct
and the Government 's proposed action; That
is the only ' thing for consideration at the
present time.

Mi. SPEAKER : The point of order
raised by the Premier has some bearing and
some merit . However, when speaking about

Mr. V

Mr. Creighton
burra naturalli
the Commissioi
him to try tc
motion before

Mr AIKENS
and I can even
the best I can
the whole thing
what was agit
told us that a
told us that hE
these allegatioi
have on the goo
on the good r
administration
able ex-Secret
receive any cc

Mr SPEAK]
that the Coi
exonerated the
in corrupt dea
holds of the

Mr. AIKEN6
similar case, nc
Parliament? I
and the late Mi
with the prese

Mr. SPEAK]

Mr. AIKENk
the then Hon.
II We were mere
the rec&vers.
thing vv.: got.'

Mr. SPEAK]

Mr. GAIR:
The hon. meml
to depart from
before Parlian
informed that
mined through
more publicity
knew before M
of the House
Mundingburra
by the presen
(laughter).

Mr. SPEAK]

Mr. GAIR: 1
hon. member f
that he will d
sent out on t]

Yr. Aikens :

Mr. C'AIR: ]
member 's condl
p _7,n1un that

iii. d]PE iKI
the I-rceniicr and
hon. member fc
privileges and
long as the he
Standing Order
speak his full



Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton. [2 AuousT.] Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton. 57

arlia-
exact
Larks.
enues
d by
;d to
tat a
it to
;hton
Ltd to

the
Sings

and
held

ublic
t for

iem-
said

were
was
ding
nem-

der.
ings
not
at

was

it.

tole
ank
red.
est,
tice
ley,
ject
ton
.up_

for
,rn-

t a
3als
Lied
iley
rra
!r's
Cite
ay.
uct
hat
the

ler
,nd
)ut

Mr. Creighton the hon . member for Munding-
burra naturally has in some way to refer to

the Commissioner's report. But I will ask
him to try to confine his remarks to the
motion before the House.

lIr AIKENS : I see your point of view
and I can even see the Premier 's. I am doing
the best I can with any limited ability to tie
the whole thing together . I am trying to find
what was agitating Mr. Creighton, and he
told us that at the Bar of the House. He

told us that he was greatly concerned about
these allegations and the effect they might
have on the good name of the Government and
on the good name and reputation of land
administration in Queensland if the Honour-
able ex-Secretary for Public Lands did
receive any concessions or favours.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I pointed out
that the Commissioner in his findings
exonerated the Minister of any criminal act
in corrupt dealings in regard to the lease-
holds of the Crown.

Hr. AIKENS : May I refer to an almost
similar case , not in this chamber but in this
Parliament? I refer to the late Mr . Theodore
and the late Mr. McCormack, and tie them up
with the present case of Mr . Creighton.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. AIKENS : After the Mungana case
the then Hon . W. McCormack said in effect,
"We were merely the thieves , the Party were
the receivers. They received a cut of any-
thing we got."

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. GAIR: I rise to a point of order.
The hon. member appears to be determined
to depart from your ruling on the motion
before Parliament . Earlier today I was
informed that the hon . member was deter-
mined through this debate to receive even
more publicity than he normally enjoys. I
knew before Mr . Creighton came to the Bar
of the House that the hon . member for
Tundingburra was to assist Mr. Creighton
by the presentation of a throat lozenge.
(laughter).

Mr. SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. GAIR: And I also learned that the
boll. member for Mundingburra has stated
that he will do everything possible to be
sent out on this issue.

Mr. Aikens : Bunkum.

Mr. GAIR: It is evident from the hon.
member's conduct this afternoon that he is
planning that way.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order ! I point out to
the Premier and to all hon. members that the
hon. member for Mundingburra has certain
privileges and rights in this Chamber. So
long as the hon . member conforms to the
Standing Orders he has the opportunity to
speak his full time.

Mr. AIKENS : I am trying as hard as I
can. I think you realise it, Mr. Speaker.
(Laughter.) After that amazing outburst
the hon. the Premier it seems is wasting his
time; he ought to be reading tea-cups.
(Laughter.)

If I cannot deal with that-the finding
of Mr. Hickey and the royal com-
missioner-

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I have already
told the hon. member he can deal with that
matter on a later debate. I ask the hon.
member to confine his remark to the motion
before the House.

Mr. AIKENS: If I cannot do those
things I shall see if you will allow me to
deal with the action of the Government on
this issue and the actions of the Govern-
ment on an almost similar issue to see
whether they are acting fairly and decently
towards Mr. Creighton. It was the same
Government and an almost identical Cabinet.
I think it must be realised by members
of the Government-otherwise they would
not have gone through the elaborate farce
of allowing Mr. Creighton to appear at the
Bar-that public feeling has been highly
incensed.

Mr. HILTON: I rise to a point of order.
Is the hon. member in order in referring to
a motion that has been approved of by hon.
members of this Parliament as a screaming
farce. I submit that that language is
unparliamentary and is a reflection on hon.
members of this House who unanimously
carried a motion yesterday, giving leave to
Mr. Creighton to appear at the Bar of the
House. Now our decision is described by
the hon. member for Mundingburra as a
screaming farce.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber for Mundingburra is expressing his own
opinion on the motion, and there is no
reflection on hon. members.

Mr. AIKENS : Surely I am in order in
saying what the people of Queensland are
saying in regard to Mr. Creighton's dis-
missal, which, in effect, has already taken
place-all that remains are the formalities.
The people are saying that the royal commis-
sion has found-and I shall not labour it-
that the ex-Secretary for Public Lands and
Irrigation was guilty of corrupt practices
but that Creighton was innocent-

Mr. Burrows : Nothing of the kind.

Mr. AIKENS : Absolutely innocent. The
Commissioner said that he did not want to
refer to the improprietry or otherwise of
Mr. Creighton's remarks, but that he was
innocent of any charge. And the ex-Minister
was guilty of one of the most nefarious
charges of which a Minister could be found
guilty. We are being asked to vote on a
motion that will mean the dismissal of the
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innocent man, while the guilty man will be
allowed to remain as a member of this
Assembly. That is the point agitating the
minds of the people of Queensland, the guilty
man goes free while the innocent man is
dismissed.

Mr. GAIR: I rise to a point of order.
The hon. member for Mundingburra is a long
way from the resolution before the House.

Mr. Chalk: I suggest Mr. Speaker would
be the best judge of that.

Mr. GAIR: The hon. member would not
be a judge of anything. There is now a
very definite resolution before the House. We
are not discussing the findings of the royal
commission.

Mr. SPEAKER: I have already pointed
out to the hon. member for Munclingburra that
we are dealing with a motion moved by the
Secretary for Lands and Irrigation. I ask
him to confine his remarks as closely as
possible to that motion.

Mr. AIKENS: Surely to goodness I was
doing that. I was pointing out the different
treatment meted out by this Government to
the man found guilty and the man found
innocent. Creighton was found not guilty,
but what will happen to him? He has lost
his life's savings because of having to pay
out of his own pocket for legal representa-
tion before the commission and he will now
lose his position. He is a man who did a
signal service to this State, even if he did it
in an unorthodox manner. He was responsible
for the exposure of corruption in high Govern-
ment places. He was found not guilty of any
corrupt practices, but because of the exposure
of that corruption he has now lost his life's
savings and -will lose his job. Do hon. mem-
bers think that is fair? Do the Premier,
members of the Cabinet and Government
members think that the people of Queensland
will consider that to be a fair deal?

Mr. Gair: Yes.

Mr. AIAENS : I think I know more
about the opinion of the man in the street
than the Premier . I know he will not think
that that is fair treatment . I am concerned
that the guilty should go free and the inno-
cent should be punished.

I do not know how far you will allow me
to go on my next point , Mr. Speaker, but I
intend to mention a parallel case, We had
before the Bar of the House a few minutes
ago a top -ranking Government officer who
will be dismissed for the sole reason that he
entrusted his confidence to an A.W. U. official
who betrayed that confidence . That is the
only sin of which he is guilty . Foolishly,
he wrote anonymous letters to Mr. Williams.
Those letters were made available by
Mr. Williams to Mr. Bukowski and
Mr. Bukowski published the context of those

letters in "The Worker" in an endeavour,
as I pointed out earlier, to put the screw on
the hon. member for Belyando. That and
that alone is the reason why Mr. Creighton
has lost his life's savings and will lose his
job. The people in the street will
of Mr. Creighton's actions that the end
justified the means. I think that ' will
be their opinion. They will agree that
Mr. Creighton had no other recourse, no other
avenue. Whatever foolishness he was guilty
of was more than vindicated and more than
justified by the result of his action.

Mr. Gair: A Goodna case--

Mr. AIKENS : I think he was "nuts" to
have trusted Bukowski and Williams. I
think anyone who trusted Bukowski and
Williams with a serious confidence would be
91nuts."

Let us examine what the Government did
in respect of another high-ranking civil ser-
vant who was found guilty of very serious
practices by a judge of the Supreme Court.
I refer to Mr. Maguire and the Bulimba
Elections Tribunal. A Supreme Court judge,
Mr. Justice Mansfield, found that corrupt
practices has been indulged in. I think
"fraud" was the word he used.

Mr. GAIR: I rise to a point of order.
I cannot see the relevance of this.

Opposition Members interjected.

Mr. GAIR: I can understand that hon.
members opposite disapprove of my point of
order because they want to hear the hon.
member for Mundingburra. It does not suit
me because we have business to dispose of,
and I am at a loss to understand what the
Maguire case has to do with the Creighton
case.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! That question
has nothing to do with the matter before
the House. The point of order is in order.
I happened to be in conversation with the
head messenger when the hon. member for
Munclingburra made his remarks. As a
matter of fact, the time of the hon. member
has expired.

Mr. COBURN (Burdekin) : I move-

"That the hon. member for Munding-
burra be given an extension of time to
complete his speech."

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! Is it the pleasure
of the House that the hon. member for
Mundingburra be granted an extension of
time to complete his speech?

A Government Member: No.

Mr. AIKENS : I am glad I hurt some-
body.

Question-That the hon. member for Mun-
dingburra be granted an extension of time
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to complete his speech (Mr. Coburn's
motion)-put; and the House divided-
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hesolved in the negative.

Mr. MORRIS (Mt. Coot-tha) (4.23 p.m.) :
After the rather amusing occurrence a little
while ago, when the Government revealed
that they were so worried about what hon.
members might say in this debate that they
opposed the granting of an extension of
time-

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I remind the
hon. member that there is a specific motion
before the House. Any hon. member can
speak, so long as he confines his remarks to
that motion.

Mr. MORRIS : One would think that the
Government would extend the usual courtesy
of an extension of time to any hon. member
who wanted it. As has already been pointed
out by the Leader of the Opposition, this
is a unique occasion for many of us, at
least in this Chamber. Whilst we are called
upon frequently to make decisions on legis-
latiVe or administrative matters, this is the
first time in my experience-and I am sure
in the experience of many other hon. members
-that the House has been called upon to
act in a judicial capacity. It must be remem-
bered that our decisions on legislative and
administrative matters are not irrevocable
although they may have an important bearing
on the future of the State. They may be
changed simply by an amendment to an
Act. This matter is entirely different. We
are now acting in a judicial capacity and

the effects of our decision may be more
far-reaching than that of a Supreme Court
judge. An unsuccessful litigant in the
Supreme Court, has a right of appeal to the
High Court and, if he desires, to the Privy
Council. There can be no appeal from any
decision we make today. 'A man's life's
work is at stake and, more than that, we
shall be setting a precedent for the future.

I am not at all satisfied that we are acting
within our rights. I draw the attention of
hon. members to Standing Order No. 333,
which' reads-

"In all cases not specially provided for
by these Standing Rules and Orders, or by
Sessional or other Orders, resort shall be
had to the Rules, Forms, and Usages, of
the Commons House of the Imperial Par-
liament of Great Britain and Ireland for
the time being, which shall be followed
and observed so far as the same can apply
to the proceedings of the House."

The normal procedure in the House of Com-
mons in a case like this is not to make a
decision until a Select Committee has investi-
gated the charges, that is to say, prepared
a case for and against the accused. Here we
are judging a man without a trial.

Mr. Walsh: Creighton is not being
charged by this Parliament!

Mr. MORRIS : To suggest that he is not
being tried is simply equivocation. We are
in effect deciding his future in the Public
Service.

Mr. Walsh: That is quite true.

Mr. MORRIS : What we are doing today
is completely outside all normal usages, as
the Treasurer will find if he refers to May's
"Parliamentary Practice" and other text-
books.

It may be argued that because I have
quoted Standing Order 333 I am to a certain
extent out of order, as a resolution was
carried this morning to suspend Standing
Orders for the purposes of this debate. I
point out that though we suspended Standing
Orders down to No. 332 we did not suspend
Standing Order No. 333. You, sir, are in
charge of the processes of this House and I
submit respectfully that we are now breach-
ing the Standing Orders and parliamentary
procedure.

Mr. Walsh: I suggest that the only
Standing Orders we have suspended are those
that would prevent Mr. Creighton' s coming
to the Bar of the House.

Mr. NORRIS: That again is quite an
incorrect argument. The motion before the
Chamber was the suspension of the Standing
Orders to permit us to bring him here.

Mr. Walsh: No, no.

Mr. MORRIS : Oh yes it was. Rule 333
suggests that unless there is anything specific
to the contrary the rules of procedure in
the House of Commons must apply. There
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is nothing in the rules of procedure or in our
Standing Orders which would permit us to
take the action we have today.

Mr. Walsh: You quote from May where
this procedure is wrong.

Mr. MORRIS : I think that you should
investigate this, Mr. Speaker, because it is
extremely serious. If the House today in an
exhibition of unfairness should carry this
resolution I submit that the person to whom
the decision will apply should have an
opportunity to appeal because I maintain
that the Standing Orders have been breached.

The Treasurer has asked for the quotation
from May. I have no doubt that the quota-
tion will be given to him in due course if
he will exercise his patience.

I intend to speak now of the case as
presented to us by Mr. Creighton today. It
is the duty of the Government to appoint
Judges of the Supreme Court. From those
Judges we expect justice without fear, with-
out favour, and without any thought of
political background or belief. The findings
of the Commissioner furnish a magnificent
indication of the independence of the
Judiciary.

Mr. Power: Appointed by a Labour
Government.

Mr. MORRIS : The Government by their
acts and statements indicate that they believe
that they have inherited Government by
Divine right, yet we have a Judiciary which
is prepared, even in the teeth of that Govern-
ment, to do what it thinks is right. I repeat
that it is a magnificent indication of the
independence of our Judiciary.

Mr. Power: I repeat, appointed by a
Labour Government.

Mr. MORRIS : In answer to the Attorney-
General I would say it has been done in spite
of the Labour Government, not because of it.
We expect a very high standard of indepen-
dence from our Judiciary and we should
demand no less a high standard in ourselves.
Surely no hon. member of the Government
will be prepared to be bound by the decision
of Caucus after listening to this debate and
to the speech made by Mr. Creighton. Surely
they will not be bound by decisions made in
Caucus some days ago.

Mr. Power: You have not got the
evidence.

Mr. MORRIS : That is as deliberately
and as characteristically untrue as the
character of the man that said it.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. Power: You nasty man! My

character is as honest and as decent as the
hon. member's.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber may not reflect on the character of the
Attorney-General. I ask him to withdraw
that remark.

Mr. MORRIS : The only reflection is
drawn by the mind of the hon. gentleman.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The Atto4''n.ey-
General has taken exception to the hon. mem-
ber's remark and I ask him to withdraw it.

Mr. MORRIS : Very well, if the hon.
gentleman's mind works that way I do so.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon.
member to withdraw the remark.

Mr. MORRIS : Very well, I withdraw, it.
I leave the hon. gentleman to judge accord-
ing to his conscience.

Let us look at a few of the facts in regard
to this matter. I point out that the suspen-
sion was carried out at a time when the Gov-
ernment-and this is an important point-
were unaware of corrupt practices which sub-
sequently were found by the Royal Commis-
sioner against the hon. member for Belyando.
The cause of the suspension could only relate
to matters which were then known and which
had not been exposed by the findings of the
Royal Commissioner. We are trying to relate
the dismissal of this man to the conditions
that applied to his suspension prior to the
findings of the royal commission. In that way
we are acting wrongly. I point out our action
and the action of any man, whether it be
Creighton or you, Mr. Speaker, or I is judged
not so much on the action itself but by the
circumstances which surround the action. I
shall give a simple illustration. Under cer-
tain circumstances we could lull a man and
be charged with one of the most serious
offences under the law. If the evidence was
strong enough we could be found guilty.
Under other circumstances a man may be not
guilty on the ground of self-defence. Let us
take an extreme example. A citizen may
suffer a severe penalty for killing a man, and
not many years ago during the war we were
encouraged to kill. The circumstances that
surround the act are much more important
than the act itself. If we are to consider
this question of Creighton we must consider
all the circumstances which surround the
actions on which he is charged and on which
the Government wish to dismiss him. Mr.
Creighton was convinced-and that has
become abundantly clear from the report of
the Commissioner-that there was corruption
within the Department of Lands of this State.

Mr. Power: He said he had no evidence
of that.

Mr. MORRIS : He could not prove it.

Mr. Power: And was not convinced
there was corruption.

Mr. MORRIS : He was convinced it
occurred without having the complete proof.
There lies one of the reasons why he could
not take the action that the Government
demand he should have taken.

Mr. Power : Why couldn't he?
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itlr. MORRIS : He believed it, and the
correctness of his belief was proved by the

pinning.

i1lr. Power: There was no findings on
the evidence he gave, and the hon. gentleman
ynows that.

Mr. 111ORRIS : Mr. Speaker , you ruled a
while ago that it was not competent for an
bon. member to discuss matters other than the
dismissal of Mr. Creighton . I could answer

the Attorney-General simply, but only by
going against your ruling. I suggest that he

is not contributing fairly to the debate in
trying to take any hon , member away from
the ruling that you, Mr . Speaker, have made.

Mr. Creighton believed there was corruption
in the land administration of this State, and
that his belief was well founded has been
proved abundantly by the findings of the royal
commission . I shall use his words . He said,
''I came to the conclusion that, unless I
could stop what was going on, my position
as Chairman of the board was one which no
honest man could occupy."

llr. Power : In his findings the Commis-
sioner dismissed all the charges and allega-
tions made by Creighton.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. MORRIS : As this man , occupying a
very high position in the Public Service of
this State, came to this conclusion and decided
that he could not as an honest man continue
to occupy that position, what could he in
fact do? He had to try to clear up those
circumstances and try to remedy the corrup-
tion which he believed was operative in his
dep ar tment.

If any hon . member, even hon. members
opposite, is prepared to be fair , he will say
that Creighton took every available oppor-
tunity to clean up the corruption without any
public scandal. He approached two former
chairmen of the Land Administration Board,
Messrs. Lucy and McLean, and as a result of
his approach to those persons he then went
to two Ministers of the Crown.

Mr. Power : On one subject only.

Mr. MORRIS : Take this example : if I
believe the Minister guilty of thieving in 10
instances and I bring forward one only, surely
that is sufficient . I have not to make repre-
sentations in respect of every instance.

Mr. Power : But he had no evidence.

Mr. NORRIS : He approached the Mini-
sters in respect of one case.

Mr. Power : But he had no evidence on
that matter.

Mr. MORRIS : He did. He approached
Messrs. Lucy and McLean and then the Sec-
retary for Labour and Industry and the Sec-
retary for Public Works and Housing. The
Secretary for Labour and Industry read to
us the letter he sent to the Commissioner.

Having heard the letter, I think it indicated
that he thought the matter was not an
important one. For the benefit of hon. mem-
bers, I should like to read another letter, the
letter sent to the Commissioner by the then
Secretary for Public Works and Housing. It
indicates that he considered the matter to be
very grave. This is the letter-

4
"Office of the Minister for Public

Works and Housing,
Treasury Building,

Brisbane, B.7.

(Written at Stanthorpe.)
2nd May, 1956.

The Commissioner,
Royal Commission-Crown Leaseholds,
Box 1443T, G.P.O.,
Brisbane.

Dear Sir,

I acknowledge receipt of your letter of
the 27th ultimo wherein you request that I
furnish a statement setting out my recol-
lection of any conversation I had with
Mr. V. R. Creighton, Chairman of the Land
Administration Board, or the Honourable
the Premier, upon the subject of any deal-
ing or proposed or suggested dealing with
any Crown Leasehold; also that I set out
in such statement any other evidence or
information I may have which might be of
assistance to the commission. Relying on
my memory only, I wish to advise as
follows:-

In August or September, 1954, Mr. J. P.
Lucy, Land Court Judge, 'phoned me and
informed me that Mr. Creighton desired to
have an interview with me on a certain
matter. I agreed to the request and sub-
sequently Mr. Lucy brought Mr. Creigh-
ton to my room in Parliament House. Mr.
Creighton expressed concern regarding the
possibility of leases of the property known
as 'Lundavra' being extended and men-
tioned that Mr. Bergin had been instructed
to make a report on this property. I
intimated that I would not be favourably
disposed towards such a proposal.

Mr. Creighton later saw me in my office
in the Treasury Building, and furnished
me with details of the property mentioned
at this interview. Mr. Creighton also
mentioned that Mr. K. B. Cameron might
pay a large sum of money in order to secure
an extension of the leases.

"Mr. Creighton also gave me to under-
stand that he had no faith in Mr. Bergin
and that he was strongly opposed to his
appointment as a Member of the Land
Administration Board. I gave due thought
to what had been said by Mr. Creighton
and I subsequently saw the Premier and
mentioned the matter to him."

There is proof, if ever proof was needed,
that prior to the royal commission the
Secretary for Public Works and Housing
was so disturbed by the rumours he had
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heard from Mr. Creighton, that he reported
them to the Premier. At least three
Ministers at that stage knew that the
rumours were circulating and knew of the
disturbance in the mind of Mr. Creighton
in relation to the administration of the
Land Laws of this country. The letter goes
on to say-

"In December, 1954, Mr. Wm. Gunn of
the United Graziers' Association inter-
viewed me on the question of the
"Lundavra" leases being extended. I
informed Mr. Gunn that I would be
strongly opposed to such a proposal and
intimated that in my opinion the Govern-
ment would not agree to any such
extension. After certain articles had
appeared in the "Worker" newspaper,
several other people mentioned to me the
question of an extension of the
"Lundavra" leases. On all such occasions
I expressed a strong opinion that no such
extension would be granted. When I read
Mr. Bergin Is report concerning the II Bulla-
mon Plains" and "Lundavra" properties
it became apparent to me that such con-
concession could not be granted until the
last seven year periods of the leases with-
out an enabling amendment to the Land
Acts.

"I have no other information which
would be relevant to the purpose of
the Commission."

I have read the letter in full because I
realise, notwithstanding the passing of time
I could have been charged with deleting
some of it. It proves that there were three
Ministers of the Crown, one the Premier, and
another the Secretary for Public Works and
Housing concerned with the situation in
regard to the administration of this depart-
ment. Mr, Creighton took action to prevent
a continuation of what he believed was
wrong within the administration of the
department what he knew in his own mind,
although he had no proof since 1949. He
had not been able to get it cleared up. I
ask hon. members to visualise what must
have been the mental attitude of Mr.
Creighton at this stage. He had been
thwarted at every turn; he believed that
there had been corrupt practices and yet,
as Chairman of the Board, he was unable
to clean them up. The main burden of the
charge against Mr. Creighton is for having
turned to Mr. Williams, and in doing so he
was accused, amongst other things of
systematic deceit and treachery to Her
Majesty's Ministers. As the Leader of the
Opposition pointed out fully and clearly,
having found that it was impossible for him
to take steps (a) (b) (c) or (d) as laid
out in the charges, this man had no alterna-
tive but to go to somebody else. His job
was to select somebody to go to. I remind
hon. members of a comment by Mr.
Creighton today when he said that in 1950
there had been a royal commission appointed
by the Government to investigate pastoral

leases and land matters generally in Queens-
land, and that the personnel of that
commission or committee were Mr. A. Bell,
of the Department of Agriculture and Stock,
,Mr. McLean, representing the Graziers'
Association , Mr. Williams, representing the
A.W.U., and himself, representing the
Department of Public Lands. I must
reiterate that it was on the investigation
by this commission that the amending Bill
of 1952 was put through this House. It
was on the basis of that particular inquiry
that the whole of our present land laws are
framed. As Mr. Creighton and Mr. Williams
were fellow-members on that royal com-
mission, who would be the most likely man
for Creighton to turn to in his dilemma?
There was no more likely man to whom he
should turn than the one with whom he had
worked for months in formulating the land
laws of this State. It is indeed a travesty
of justice that he should be charged with
dishonesty, treachery and systematic deceit
merely because he discussed his problems
confidentially with the person to whom he
would naturally turn. In the statement made
by Mai. Creighton today-and I took par-
ticular notice of it, because to me it was
extremely important he said that when he
was passing this information on to
Williams, he passed on nothing that could
be designated as secret. We all know
perfectly well that within the department
there are matters designated secret whilst
others are merely normal. According to
Mr, Creighton's evidence-and it was not
denied-not one matter that was designated
secret did he pass on to Williams. One can
only assume, therefore, that the matters he
passed on would be within the knowledge
of quite a number of people,

Mr. Burrows: They were lies that he
passed on.

Mr. MORRIS : A finding of corrupt
practices by a royal commission is not
based on lies. Had it not been for the
charges made by Creighton, the rottenness
that was within the Department of Public
Lands would never have been cleaned up.
Tq suggest that Creighton's statements
were lies is as fantistically stupid as the
Premier's statement that he knew somebody
was going to pass a cough-drop.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. MORRIS : There is also the fact-
and the Secretary for Labour and Industry
has referred to this-that at that stage the
A.W.U. was growing in strength. That
probably was another reason why Creighton
believed that by reporting this matter to a
member of the A.W.U. there was more hope
of cleaning up the rottenness in the depart-
ment from within than by a public scandal.

IMIr. Burrows: He only wanted to clean
up one corner.

Mr. MORRIS: I will clean you up in
a minute.
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111r. SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon.
member to withdraw that remark.

Mr. MORRIS : I withdraw it. It was a

facetious remark.
When one considers the various matters to

which I have referred, one can come only
to the conclusion that Creighton took the
course that any honourable man of con-

science would take. Rather than condemn
him, we should commend him for his courage

and his honesty. What we want in this
State, and in Australia, are public servants
with the courage to do what they know is

right, even in the teeth of Labour

administration.
There are other aspects of the matter.

First of all I do not think it desirable

that I should refer to the findings
of the royal commission in relation to the
ex-Seeret.ary for Public Lands. I think all

lion, members know what they were, but it is

relevant to the question to say that I
believe that the Premier for one is totally
unfit to be one of the members of the House
to exercise judgment on Creighton.

Dir. SPEAKER: Order! That is a reflec-
tion on the Premier.

Mr. 111ORRIS: I am expressing an

opinion.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! It is a reflec-
tion on the Premier and I ask the hon.
member to withdraw it. Orden Order!

I aslc the hon. member to withdraw that
remark.

Mr. MORRIS : You place me in a very
difficult position. I have expressed an
opinion.

Mr. SPEAKER: It is a reflection on
the Premier and I am asking the hon.
gentleman to withdraw it. He has made a
definite charge against the Premier, which
is a reflection on his integrity, and I ask him
to withdraw it.

Dir. MORRIS: Very well, I will with-
draw it. I feel that it is a grave situation
when, in view of the evidence that I intend
to quote, people are able to be in this
Chamber and express by their vote an opinion
against a man of the moral calibre of Mr.
Creighton. I shall mention those people and
subsequently deal with the Cabinet as a
whole. First of all, let me give a few
examples of where I believe the Premier has
been guilty of misleading the House. At
page 39 of "Hansard," on 10 August, 1955,
Mr. Foley was referring to Mr. Cameron and
the "Lundavra" leases.

Dlr. SPEAKER: Order! Did I under-
stand the hon. gentleman to say that the
Premier misled the House?

illy. MORRIS: I expressed the opinion
that he misled the House.

Mi'. SPEAKER: The hon. gentleman
made a definite statement that the Premier
was guilty of misleading the House.

11Ir. l%IORRIS : That is my opinion and
I propose-

Mr. SPEAKER: That is imputing
improper motives to the Premier and I ask
him to withdraw the statement.

Mr. MORRIS: Very well, Sir. Let me
give some quotations.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. MORRIS: I said, "Very well."

Mr. SPEAKER: I asked the hon. gentle-
man to withdraw the statement.

111r. MORRIS: Well, I withdraw it. I
will come back to this subject later on.

On page 39 of "Hansard," 10 August,
1955, Mr. Foley, referring to Cameron said-.

"This man, about whom so much fuss
is being made, has never applied to have
his leases restored."

Then, on 15 September, at page 361, he said-
"The point I wish to emphasise is that

not one of the lessees has even lodged an
application for a renewal of the leases,
consequently the Departmental officers,

etc. "

That was again referring to Mr. Cameron.
In each of those instances Mr. Foley said
that not one of the lessees of "Lundavra"
had applied for a renewal of a lease.

On 15 September the Premier said at page
349-

"The Minister has already told the House
that up to the present no application in
regard to that lease has been received, and
the lease does not expire for something
like nine or 10 years."

There is confirmation by the Premier of the
statements made by the then Secretary for
Public Lands that no application had been
received from the Camerons of I'Lundavra."

That was in 1955 and yet on 12 July, 1954
in a Cabinet minute signed by Mr. Foley
we find-

"Discussion was raised by the hon. the
Premier on the question of whether special
consideration requested by Mr. K. B.
Cameron regarding his aggregation of
leases should be given because of develop-
mental work of an unusual quantity with
high value commenced some years ago and
still proceeding at `Bullamon Plains' and
'Lundavra'. I pointed out to Cabinet
that when such leases expired the usual
practice of the Department is to consider
their suitability for subdivision and that
the question of whether a leaseholder who,
as in the case of Mr. Cameron, was pre-
pared to spend very large sums of money on
improving Crown leases, should be con-
sidered for special treatment, was a matter
for Cabinet direction."

So the Cabinet minute goes on. There is
complete proof that in 1954 the Premier
raised the matter in Cabinet and yet in 1955
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he confirmed in the House what had been said
by Mr. Foley, that no application had been
received in respect of this lease.

Mr. GAIR: I rise to a point of order,
chiefly for the purpose of correcting, as I
have already done this afternoon, the false
opinions held by the hon. member for Mt.
Coot-tha and others. The matter was raised
by me before Cabinet on a letter, not an
application from (Mr. Cameron. That is
distinct from an application in the prescribed
and orthodox form. He wrote me a letter which
I took to Cabinet for consideration. I have
said that repeatedly and I say it again. What
I said to the House was in accordance with
f acts.

Mr. SPEAKER : I ask the hon. member
for Mt. Coot-tha to accept that explanation.

Mr. MORRIS : I will accept the explana-
tion. I will accept anything to get through.

Mr. Gair : We know that.

Mr. MORRIS : When it comes from the
Government side of the House, yes.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order! Will the hon.
member accept the explanation?

Mr. MORRIS : I have said that I
accepted it.

This Cabinet minute continues-
"I was instructed by Cabinet to arrange

for a comprehensive report on the work
by Mr. Cameron, its cost, its value etc. and
as to what concession in the way of new
leases for all or some of existing tenures
held by Mr. K. B. Cameron and his co-
partners, would be warranted."
(Time, on motion of Mr. Low, extended).

Mr. MORRIS : I thank hon. members

for the extension of time. I am forced by
procedure to accept the denial, but the facts
speak for themselves. I would remind the
House that the practice in nearly all British
Parliaments-obviously with the exception of
this-is that when a Minister, particularly
a Premier or a Prime Minister, deceives or
deliberately misleads the House he immed-
iately not only resigns his portfolio but
resigns his seat. Mr. Herbert Morrison, one
of the leaders of the Labour Party in
England, in his book-

Mr. GAIR: I rise to a point of order. I
do not think that there is any ambiguity
about what the hon. member is saying. I am
compelled to rise and complain. Is the hon.
member saying what I understood him to
say-that I deliberately misled this House?

Mr. Nicklin : Nothing of the sort.

Mr. GAIR: I understood the hon. mem-
ber to say so-and that if I did I should
resign or somebody else should. The hon.
member went on to talk about Herbert
Morrison. Let the lion, member have suffi-
cient internal equipment to get up and say
what he believes and not infer.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I point out to
the Premier that earlier the hon. member
did make that suggestion and I asked him
to withdraw that remark and he withdrew
it. I understood him to say if it did happen
a Prime Minister or a Minister resigned.

Mr. Burrows : I heard the hon. mem-
ber say, "In every other House of Parliament
except this."

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! With hon.
members interjecting it ,is hard to hear
what is said. If hon. members remain silent
and let the hon. member make his statement
it could be heard correctly. If the hon. mem-
ber made that inference I ask him to with-
draw it.

Mr. MORRIS: I shall continue my
quotation.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! Did the hon.
member make that inference?

Mr. MORRIS : All sorts of words are
imputed to me. I cannot withdraw what they
say I said.

Mr. SPEAKER: Did you say it?

Mr. MORRIS : Earlier I did and I with-
drew it on your instruction-much against
my grain.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. BURROWS : I rise to a point of
order. I am not satisfied with that.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I have dealt
with that point of order.

Mr. MORRIS : I wish to read this quota-
tion from the book entitled "Government of
Parliament" by Herbert Morrison published
in April, 1954, in which he said-

`The proper answer of the Minister is
that if the House wants anybody's head it
must be his head as the responsible Mini-
ster.''

and not a public servant.

Under the present circumstances that
applies particularly to this Parliament. I
have no doubt that what I am going to say
will raise the ire of some hon. members. I
refer to the majority of members of Cabinet,
not all, I admit, but the majority. At the
very least they could be charged with criminal
negligence in regard to the now proved mal-
practices that occurred in the Department
of Public Lands. That is at the least. I
could go further and say that they could be
dealt with.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
ber has made an imputation against certain
members of the Cabinet-that they could
be charged with criminal negligence.

I ask the hon. member for Mt. Coot-tha to
withdraw that remark. It is a reflection on
some members of Cabinet. He is imputing
improper motives to some members of Cabinet.
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ltlr. iiORRIS : I refuse to withdraw.

illr. SPEAKER: Order! I warn the hon.

member that if he disregards the authority

tf the Chair I shall have to take steps to
enforce that authority. I ask him to recon-
sider Ids decision, withdraw his remark, and
obey the Chair.

iltr. MORRIS : It is my belief that that
is the position. It is my belief that what
I have said is true, and I do not intend to
withdraw it.

Mfr. SPEAKER : The hon . member has
imputed improper motives to certain members
of the Cabinet, and has reflected on them.
I ask him to withdraw his remark.

Mr. NORRIS: The royal commission's
findings were a reflection on a certain member
of Cabinet.

Mr. SPEAKER : I ask the hon, member
to withdraw his remarks.

W. MORRIS : I refuse.

llir. SPEAKER : I have no alternative
but to name the lion. member for Mt.
Coot-tha for disregarding the authority of
the Chair.

SUSPENSION OF MEMBER.

Mr. SPEAKER : I have named the hon.
member for Mt. Coot -tha for disregarding
the authority of the Chair.

lion. V. C. GAIR (South Brisbane-
Premier) ( 5.12 p.m. ) : This debate is a
fertile field for some exhibitionists and
certain hon. members take advantage of it.

lir. nICIiLIN: I rise to a point of order.
The Premier is imputing an improper motive
to the lion. member for Mt. Coot-tha, and I
object.

Ilir. SPEAKER : Order! I ask the hon.
geutlemaui not to make any improper sugges-
tions about, the hon. member for Mt. Coot-tha.
1. have reported to the House that the hon,
member refuses to obey the authority of
the Chair.

Mr. GAIR: That is the only matter
Wit], which I am concerned at the moment.
l.mproper motives imputed against members
of Cabinet should be regarded more
eeiiously than the improper motives which
it is suggested I have imputed against the
bon, member for Mt. Coot-tha.

I appeal to the hon . member to reconsider
his decision. If he is in consonance with
his Leader and is desirious of having this
debate carried out in proper fashion and on
a proper basis, he will obey the Chair and
Withdraw the remark he made. If he does
not, the Douse will be compelled to deal
With I'll". I appeal to the hon. member for
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Mt. Coot-tha as Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion to be conscious of his responsibility
and to maintain some decorum during this
very important debate.

Mr. MORRIS: I have said what I believe
to be true, and I do not intend to withdraw.

Mr. GAIR : I move-
That the hon. member for Mt. Coot-tha

be suspended from the service of the House
until the expiry of this debate."

Question-That the motion (Mr. Gair) be
agreed to put; and the House divided-

AYES, 44.

Mr. Baxter Mr. Hilton

NOES, 20.
Mr. Aikens

„ Bjelke-Petersen
Chalk
Dewar
Evans
Fletcher
Heading
Herbert
Hewitt
Hiley
Morris

Resolved in the

Mr. Muller
Munro
Nicholson
Nicklin

D-. Noble
Mr. Pizzey

Taylor, H. B.

Tellers:
Jones, V. E.
Low

affirmative.

Mr. NICKLIN: I rise to a point of order.
I draw your attention to the fact that when
the hon. member for Mt. Coot-tha was leaving
the Chamber a member of the Government-
I think it was the Secretary for Health and
Home Affairs-called out ' Good riddance! "

Mr. MOORE: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion is evidently losing his sence of decency
as well as his sense of hearing. I emphatic-
ally deny that I opened my lips when the
hon. member for Mt. Coot-tha was leaving
the Chamber.

Mr. NICKLIN: I apologise to the
Minister. I thought at first that it was he
who said, "Good riddance," but it was the
hon. member for Sandgate.

Mr. Gair: What if he did say it?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! On Tuesday
last reference was made to the conduct of
Parliament, when much was said about the
dignity and decorum of the House. The
Premier said that it devolved upon every
lion, member to assist Mr. Speaker in main-
taining dignity and decorum, and it is up

w

Brosnan Jesson
Brown Jones, A.
Burrows „ Kehoe
Byrne „ Keyatta
Clark „ Lloyd
Collins „ Marsden
Cooper „ McCathie
Davies „ Moore
Davis „ Moores
Devries „ Power
Diplock „ Rasey
Dohring „ Robinson.
Dufficy „ Smith
Duggan „ Taylor, J. R.
English „ Turner
Foley „ Wallace
Forde „ Walsh
Gair Wood
Gardner, H. R.
Gardner, R. J. Tellers:
Gunn „ Graham
Hadley skinner
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to every hon. member to do that. It is not
right for any hon. member to direct unseemly
remarks at another hon. member.

Mr. 11IOORE : Will the Leader of the
Opposition withdraw his accusation against
me?

Mr. NICKLIN: I had the decency to
apologise.

MR. VIVIAN ROGERS CREIGHTON.
MOTION POR REMOVAL FROM OFFICE-

RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Hon. W. POWER (Baroona-Attorney-
General) (5.23 p.m.) : It is with regret that
I find myself in the position of having to
support a motion dealing with an officer of
the Government Service who has attained
such a high rank as Chairman of the Land
Administration Board. However, Mr.
Creighton has placed himself in this position
as the result of his own treachery, and his
action in not approaching the head of the
State or using the other avenues available
to him.

Mr. Creighton claims that he was motivated
in his action by a desire for clean administra-
tion. However, he knew very well that he
was giving to an unauthorised person informa-
tion that was incorrect and that had been
manufactured for the purpose of injuring
this Government and members of the Queens-
land Cabinet. I make that charge deliber-
ately.

Dr. Noble: What did he have to do?

Mr. POWER: The hon. member for
Yeronga should keep quiet. Being a doctor,
he buries his mistakes. Creighton said that
whatever lie did, however dishonourable or
disloyal, his whole course of conduct was justi-
fied. How could anybody justify going to
an outside person or organisation and making
entirely untrue allegations? As I develop
my speech I will show that the Commissioner
dismissed all of the charges made by Mr.
Creighton against Mr. Foley and the
administration of the department.

An analysis of Creighton 's conduct shows
him in his true colours. Most of the matters
on which he gave unauthoried information
arose a long time before he became chairman
of the Land Administration Board. He had
those matters within his knowledge and held
them against the day when he might turn
them to his own use. In this Chamber Mr.
Foley replied to allegations made in the
Press based on information supplied by
Creighton. Creighton sat here and gave him
replies to the allegations based on informa-
tion that he himself had supplied. Further-
more, he helped Mr. Foley's legal advisers
prepare a defence to the information supplied
by him to an unauthorised person and which
was found by the Commissioner to be incorrect
and unfounded. Could anyone justify the
despicable tactics of a man of that calibre?

A royal commission was appointed in 1951
and he was one of the commissioners. While
the terms of reference may not have covered

the matters raised later by him, he was in a
very strong position to raise those matters
then but he made no attempt to do so; he
remained silent. Today he spoke at the Bar
of this House. He was not brought hero
but the Government gave him the opportunity E'
to speak. He said that he could not have
given the information to His Excellency the
Governor and he reflected upon His Excellency
by saying that no action would have been
taken, that the matter would have been
referred back to the Executive Council. That
is a gross reflection on Her Majesty's repre-
sentative, who must see at all times that
right is done . It is true that the Governor
is guided by the recommendations of t]re
Executive Council but he is not bound to
accept then. Sir John Lavarack is a man
of outstanding character and a great soldier.
To suggest that he would ignore representa•
tions from a man holding such a high office
as Creighton, is to reflect on his integrity,

Creighton remained silent till the time
when it appeared to him that he had a good
oppportunity of ousting the Government and,
under cover of secrecy, he opened his attack,'
employing all the familiar methods of the
man who acts in the dark-allegations based
on anonymous telephone calls, fabrication of
facts, character assassination, and seizing on
incidents , however slightly the evidence,;;
to draw an adverse conclusion from
them and to place upon them a
wrong construction. That has been;
Creighton 's attitude right through this';
matter. This occurred since Mr . Creighton
was appointed Chairman of the Land Admim
istration Board. It is interesting to note F
that the Land Administration Board never
met and that Creighton was the man rho
decided all of these matters . All this ; iv `
he acted as confidential adviser to the
Minister , never giving him a hint , however,
of what he was doing , never giving anybody
a hint that he, the Chairman of the Laif
Administration Board, was betraying he
trust and conveying information to an oub
side person . He allowed his Minister-
to come into the Chamber with his replier
to the allegations that appeared in "The
Worker " and all such replies were prepare
by Mr. Creighton . No reasonable mac
could justify that attitude . Arryor=
who can has a very easy conscience'
I certainly cannot. Matters arisin7
out of newspaper reports were e1r
cussed with the Minister. He assisted Ce
advised him . Queries were raised in th
House and he remained silent. There ive'0
several debates in the House but there n

no word from him on the issues r risen
Fleming was attacked and he did nothiuf

The statement by the Opposition thai
Creighton was responsible for the appo'ue

lment of the royal commission is entrre
untrue and without any foundation. I a,'
a member of the Queensland Cabinet;
matter was discussed there. The Pre""
gave assurances in the House that if ar''
evidence were given we would appoint a r'aPW`

iln• aII';^nli^
Ih ilu.^ rrilinn;i

rmun ; i.^i^,u In

ln^l I^Lin^l tlie^

11,Iwo .•r aut.

ruts iilr, t;I
^o,Ii)1; Orders

r1 illrnr,' of tl
i'l,i;'Iiliirr hi07sei
ail :11J, ili'it he
!ci u" idenco
Lir; ^_Int^ iYrettt9 on

is vor,
ol" such str

1, duplicity
nl;ii i of cony

Liar, it should he
r,rr Griot, 110 rnatti
I,mur. If the 1,
ur unt' pulriic ser
Ir er rnic^11 in porgy
i,rtirrt.

1 refer now tc
ul 13rr1cer and

L;ilmnr r,overnmer
u !i'I It)I32. `I'ha-
iiiL^l^!

some
I';irIi tdierl. could
uu of and lhey to
l^rniti of l,!ro Stat

Ion 1111 of C
t h r e ,,;;^,rd atl^ri ui'

for =rorvant
0 orld. to his
„eoguiso in pri

un^^ihrar nrcar)aor of
f Ilrle i1ore'd wa.s ev

nrnl h0 assumed the
n it , cctiou was give

"' Ilro destruetier
I,LIIpii

as Ilrurisi rn
U'I^r,n he One askod
^.I^ n,lon or lenses t

but at the
` ° lip scrvico

in chargeuI^I
be renronrbor

" (lining the
;Iii!, was

; i y- tlat yr
't ly' rst

;')111 ling
F an

rr,,i; on t
uu^i

r'. It is
I" rle but i, view

4'liton I poii
l,:,ionor found

)ir" ll• 13 . Tnlylor:

i



Creighton.

e him, he was in a
aise those matters
;mpt to do so; he

spoke at the Bar
not brought here
im the opportunity
he could not have

is Excellency the
pon His Excellency

would have been
would diave been
;ive Council. That
r Majesty's repre.
at all times that
that the Governor
rendations of the
is not bound to

avarack is a man
id a great soldier,
ignore representa.
such a high office
on his integrity,

nt the time
Lat ha _,ad a good

Government and,
opened his attack,

methods of the
-allegations based
[is, fabrication of
n, and seizing on
y the evidence,
conclusion from
upon them a
hat has been
.t through this
se Mr. Creighton
the Land Admix
;eresting to note
ion Board never
as the man who
s. All this time
adviser to the

a hint, however,.
giving anybody

an of the Laud
3 betraying his
ation l1 an out, ;
3 1 Minister
with is replies
.)eared in "The
s were prepared
reasonable man
tude. Anyone
asy conscience,
tatters arc
its were
He assisted

raised in t
at. There were

but there -,vas
issues ray ,ed.

he did nothirg,

Dpposition bat,ee

or the app- at, -,
don is entirely ;,
iodation. 1 aar

d Cabinet; the
The Premiet

.se that if aol

Twvian Rogers Creighton . [2 AUGUST.] Mr . Vivian Rogers Creighton.

con]u' ission to investigate the facts . Cabinet

naet and said, " Fleming has been named as
the man and we will base a royal commission
cn the allegations made by Senator Ian Wood
in the national Parliament of Australia."

When he was asked to go before the royal

coryjmission to give evidence Senator Wood

l,id behind the fact of his being a member

of parliament; he was not prepared to come

fortivard and substantiate his statement. The

royal commission was not the result of any

evidence or statement by Mr. Creighton.

I can assure the House I will not break any
5tnnding Orders but I will show from the

r,vidence of the royal commission that

Creighton himself said he had no evidence
at all, that he was merely suspicious. He
had no evidence and in some cases he based
Ilia statements on alleged anonymous telephone

calls. It is very hard to imagine a worse
case of such strong evidence of systematic
deceit, duplicity and disloyalty . If this
standard of conduct is to be permitted to
him, it should be permitted to every public
servant, no matter what government are in
power. if the head of the Public Service
or any public servant cannot be loyal to the
goverment in power he has no right to hold
office.

I refer now to the transfer of the late
Frank Laker and Jack Copley by the anti-
Labour Government that controlled the State
in 1929-1932. That Government felt that they
rnigirt convey some information to the Labour
Party that could affect them as a Govern-
ment and they transferred them to remote
parts of the State as protective action,

The action of Creighton is opposed to all
ilia recognised standards of loyalty and
decency for servants of the Crown throughout
the world. In his own department he refused
to rccisgnise in practice the appointment of
another member of the Board . No meeting
of the Loath was ever called by this Chairman
nnci be assurned the role of a dictator. When
a direction was given to appoint more rangers
for the destruction of the noxious plant
known a.s Harrisi martini he circumvented it.
When lie ivas asked to give his opinion on the
estensi-on of leases to Cameron he deliberately
delayed, but at, the same time he was careful
to give lip service and lip obedience to the
minister in charge of the department. It
should be remembered that the Royal Com-
ruission during the hearing said that what
Creighton did was wrong. The Government
elid coot say that what Creighton did was
tiarong• The first man to find this man
iUilty of something wrong was the Royal
tlourmissioner. I am not going to quarrel
Willi or comment on the findings of the Royal
Cimnu issioner• It is not within my province
:3o to she but in view of the defence put up
by (-'ieighton I point out that the Royal
C"mr»issioner found him guilty of wrong.

Ur. U. I3. Taylor: What page?

Mr. POWER: That interjection only goes
to show that hon. members opposite have not
read the report. His conclusion reads-

"It will be noticed that I have made
scant mention during the course of this
report to Your Excellency of the articles
which appeared in `The Worker,' the
material supplied by Mr. Williams to
Mr. Bukowski as a basis for these articles,
and the correspondence whereby Mr.
Creighton supplied most of that informa-
tion to Mr. Williams."

Let us deal with the fact's, and the evidence,
not hearsay. It continues-

"The first and second almost wholly
depend on the third, and the third con-
sisted of accusations and insinuations, and
not of evidence. As I earlier said, I am
not concerned with Creighton's conduct,
unless it was corrupt conduct, and however
misguided, however extravagant or how-
ever wrong his correspondence and conduct
may have been, I cannot persuade myself
that it amounted to corrupt conduct in
respect to any dealings with Crown lease-
holds."

Let me be fair. There is no suggestion that
Creighton was guilty of corrupt conduct in
regard to Crown leases. Nobody has made
that charge but there is the charge, that his
conduct has not been in accordance with the
ethics of a high Crown employee. The Com-
missioner said that Creighton's conduct did
not amount to corrupt conduct in respect of
any dealings with Crown leaseholds, but he
did, clearly by implication, condemn his con-
duct in these words, "However misguided,
however extravagant or however wrong his
conduct may have been." There is the alle-
gation that Mr. Foley got some benefit and
I want it to go on record that the Commis-
sioner found that Mr. Foley got no material
or monetary benefit from his actions. None
of his actions was criminal. Mr. Foley was
not guilty of graft, there was no evidence
of it-a clear condemnation, by implication,
of the methods of Creighton. Nowhere is his
lack of decent conduct better exemplified
than in his allegation of the payment of
£100 to the Minister on or before 17 Sep-
tember, 1954, referred to on page 125 of the
report. According to Creighton, this allega-
tion had its genesis in an anonymous tele-
phone call, which he said was received a few
days before 17 September, 1954.

Mr. Burrows: He used to ring himself.

Mr. POWER: He may have done that.
He said he received this anonymous phone
call. If he ever did, what action did he take
to report it to the Premier, to Cabinet, to
His Excellency the Governor or any one
else? He remained silent. Personally I give
no credence to allegations made anony-
mously.

The report proceeds-
"The account which Mr. Williams said

Mr. Creighton gave to him purports, in
effect, to be that of an eye witness and not
based upon any anonymous telephone call.
It is difficult to imagine any reasonable

appoint a roy
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explanation for the disparity between what
Mr. Creighton says he told Mr. Williams
and what Mr. Williams says he was told.
It would seem from the evidence of
Mr. Bukowski that, when Mr. Williams
and other officials of the Australian
Workers' Union saw the Premier,
Mr. Williams gave substantially the same
account of the allegation as he gave before
me."

The Commissioner went on-

"I see no reason why Mr. Williams
should invent the account which he said
Mr. Creighton gave him and the disparity
between the two accounts is so great that
it could hardly be attributed to mistake on
Mr. Williams's part.

"The transcript of the notes taken at
the deputation does not seem to bear out
the account of the proceedings which
Mr. Williams said Mr. Creighton gave
him. "

In that instance again the judge did not
believe the statements made by Creighton.
It would seem, from the remarks of the
judge that Creighton carried his infamous
methods into the box, that he was prepared
to resort to any means to extricate himself
from his position. Would one expect such
dishonourable conduct from a man occupying
his position, one who now endeavours to
paint himself as a man of honour? Would
any Government accept such conduct from a
man in that position? Apparently there is
nothing too low for him to stoop to. No-
where are his methods of character assassina-
tion better exemplified than in his allegation
of a gift of a tractor to the Minister or
some other person. He made the allegation
to the newspaper through Williams that a
gift of a tractor had been made to a respect-
able gentleman, and he intended the insinua-
tion to be published, but to its everlasting
credit the newspaper would not publish it.
If it had been published, as the judge
pointed out at page 127 of his report, there
is no doubt a charitable person would
immediately have seen in it a reference to
the Minister. The report proceeds, "What
justification there could be for either Mr.
Creighton or Mr. Williams repeating it I
entirely fail to see."

His conduct in respect of Paradise Island
is along the same lines. When the subject
of Paradise Island was first raised, I rang
the Australian Workers' Union and said,
''Where did you get this rubbish about
Paradise Island. Paradise Island is freehold
property and does not belong to the Crown
at all." Paradise Island was mentioned by
Creighton in a letter to Williams. I mention
this to show that Creighton is a man who
cannot be loyal and who manufactures
evidence that is entirely untrue. His actions
justify his dismissal by the Government. In
"The Worker" of 21 November, 1955, the
following questions appeared:-

"What does the Minister for Lands
know about Paradise Island, on the Nerang
River just outside of Southport?"

"Does the Minister know if there are
any secret negotiations in progress relat
ing to the lease or purchase of the lands?"

Those questions were based on information
given by Creighton to Williams. I shall give
the facts in regard to Paradise Island tc
-show how wrong Creighton was, what
deliberate liar he was and the insinuation;
he was prepared to make. It became free.
hold land by deed of grant No. 38195 to a
man named John Atchells on 29 Januar3'
1879. This property has been freehold sine",
1879 and was not under the control of tic
Crown. On 21 November, 1955, as the result
of information supplied by Mr. Creighton,
and manufactured by him and sent to 141x,
Williams there was the inference that the
Premier knew something about it and that
there was a secret lease granted. The land
was transferred in 1933 to a man by th,,
name of Boren and to a man called Parsons
in 1949 and to Young and Yowe in 1953 and
to Chevron Q'ld. Ltd. in 1955. As I said
this had not been leasehold land since 1879
yet the inference goes out. In his finding,
the Commissioner said-

"I can find not the slightest evidence,
or even suggestion, that there was on the <
part of Mr. Creighton or Mr. Korman-on
the evidence of the only two persons con
coined in the negotiations-or of any other
person whatever any corrupt conduct in
respect of any dealing or proposed dealing
with Paradise Island or the land added to
it by accretion."

There is another piece of evidence of thr
attitude of Mr. Creighton in an endeavour to
smear Mr. Foley and the Government.

Let me go further and refer to the allega
tion of the gift of a racehorse to Thomas'
Andrew Foley. It was alleged that a race
horse was given to Mr. Foley, but let me read
what the Commissioner found in connection
with that allegation. I do not propose to
read the whole of it. I simply give tli
information to show what deliberate lies oven,
told and what evidence was manufactured in e
desire to injure the Government. There is also;
the allegation in one of the letters from
Mr. Creighton to Mr. Williams that lair
Loughnan had arranged for the Minister and
Mr. Taylor to visit Dutton River as his guest.; !
and. he would pay their air fares. By the

way, I got an apology from "The Courier
Mail" of their reference to me in this inquii
but I have not yet got my costs. The matter
is still under consideration. The Cominissiouer
said-

"There is no reason that I can see vtt
they should not have been Mr. Loughnan
guests at Dutton River or anywhere elia
Mr. Creighton said that the Minister tol'
him of the arrangement and the Minin
denied that there was any such arrang'
ment and that he told Mr. Creighton that
there was. If he did tell Mr. Creighton
can hardly think he would tell him th°t
Mr. Loughnan was paying the fares. 110 '
ever, as there is no suggestion of corruli
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conduct on the part of or in relation to
Mr. Loughnan it is unnecessary for me to
resolve the conflict."

That is evidence again of the dismissal of the
allegation made by Mr. Creighton against the

Minister. Let us go further and deal with the
alleged gift of a tractor to Thomas Andrew
Foley or some other person , and again the
Commissioner said-

"There is no evidence whatsoever that

the Minister or any other person received a
gift of a tractor in connection with any
transaction with which I am concerned or,
for that matter, in connection with any
other transaction."

Then we have the statement by hon. members
of the Opposition of a complaint to two
Ministers of the Crown with regard to Lun-
davra, that certain improper things were
taking place . The clef ence of Creighton put up
by the Opposition seemed to be based on the
fact that lie made a complaint to the Secre-
tary for Lands and the Secretary for Labour
rind Industry with regard to Lundavra. He
made no allegations at all with regard to
anything improper in connection with the
extension of the lease. There was no evidence
of anything corrupt in connection with that,
but the suggestion of the Opposition is that
as a result of his exposure in connection with
Lundavra the Commission made findings
of corrupt conduct. Let me read the findings
of the Commissioner in regard to Lundavra.
He said-

''As I said at the outset I do not pro-
pose to set out the evidence in detail. I
listened to it and have since read it and by
it I am left unconvinced that there was
am, corrupt conduct in connection with the
Lundavrai or Bullamon Plains leasehold.

"I have no doubt that Mr. Cameron, who
struck me as a man of forceful personality
and Without inhibitions in advocating his
cause, through frequent visits to the Mini-
ster converted the latter to his own views
as to that cause, but it is a far cry from
conversion to corruption . On all the
evidence I am not satisfied that there was
any corrupt conduct on the part of any
person in respect of any dealing or pro-
posed dealing with the leaseholds com-
prising Lundavra."

Again the Royal Commissioner discounted an
allegation made by Mr. Creighton about
certain actions of the then Minister.

'.There is not one scrap of evidence that
raaPhing brought forward by Creighton was

t any value. Not one finding was made
that would justify his actions. The tran-script of the evidence shows clearly that
Creighton himself said, "I have no evidence,I pace only suspicions." He had suspicions
about Paradise Island; that allegation was
1'ltm'n out. He had suspicions about the
ra`+ehoree; that allegation was blown out.lle

had suspicions about the tractor; that
allegation was blown out . He had suspicions
tlhout Lundavra; that allegation was1),OV'11 out. Creighton was blown out on

every matter that he brought forward. I
would not be advocating the dismissal of
any man if I thought he was being treated
unfairly. I have always tried to give every-
body a fair deal. As Attorney-General,
before I make a decision on any matter
referred to me I always get the other
fellow's point of view.

In his findings on the allegation concerning
Paradise Island, Mr. Justice Townley said-

'' Exhibit 69, written by him (Creighton)
to Mr. Williams on 2 November, 1955, after
a reference to `a bit of dirty work done
over Lennon's Hotel at Broadbeach,' con-
tinues-` and at the same time ask the
Government what it knows about Paradise
Island in the Nerang River at Southport.' "

I have already dealt with Paradise Island.
The findings continue-

"The letter concludes with the postscript
-`P.S.: You can keep the Lennon's Hotel
and Paradise Island jobs till after I see
you.'

"The letter opens with the information
that the writer was due in Townsville on
14 November, 1955, and would like to see
Mr. Williams whilst there. The evidence
of both Messrs. Williams and Creighton
is that they met in Townsville and the
information which was sent to Mr.
Bukowski in Exhibit 46 can only have
been based upon material supplied by Mr.
Creighton to Mr. Williams upon that
occasion . . .

"In examination-in-chief, Mr. Creighton
said that he did give Mr. Williams some
information about Paradise Island which
had some relation to the administration
of the Lands Department but did not
remember when he gave that information
other than by the brief reference in
Exhibit 69."

As Attorney-General, I know something
about Paradise Island. At one stage an area
was added to Paradise Island and the question
was raised as to who owned the additional
area. That question had to be decided by
my department. -

My departmental legal advisers said that
where land is lost by erosion the owner
must be the loser and where land is obtained
by accretion it becomes the property of the
owner. That is the only matter on Paradise
Island referred to my department. Creigh-
ton's allegation shores the depths to which
he was prepared to stoop in his attempt to
damage the prestige of the Government, and
he is supposed to have had the interests of
the Government at heart!

He said-
"No-one can or would believe them.

There must be a purge if Labour is to
live here. Gair, Walsh, Power, Moore and
others have had it and can only lead their
Party into the Mulga."

He made an attack on members of the
Cabinet and said that they would have to go.
Let me inform Creighton and others that at
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the last election my majority was increased
by 48 with 2,000 fewer electors on the roll,
so I went further ahead and all my colleagues
were returned with me. Creighton failed in
his attempt to defeat the Government despite
his resort to dishonourable practices.

The commissioner continues-
"The information must, in my opinion,

have been given as I have stated above, for
I cannot conceive, nor is it contended, that
Mr. Williams invented it."

So it is evident that in this departmental
character assassination Creighton was deliber-
ately fabricating facts for his own purposes.
The question before the House is whether
that sort of conduct is misbehaviour. If
Creighton is allowed to go on with that type
of conduct the same rule should apply to
every public servant. Instead of standards
of loyalty and decency the standards of the
Public Service would then be treachery and
deceit. The matter is important and
I submit that, particularly in view of
Creighton's high office, the punishment of
dismissal is inescapable.

For the public service to function there
must be co-operation between its members on
the one hand and with the Government for the
time being on the other. The link between
the executive and the public service is the
departmental head, the position which Mr.
Creighton occupied before his suspension.

Does the House think that a man who
would resort to such low and contemptible
methods as those employed by Creighton
could have the confidence and trust of any
minister or government or of the staff of
which he would be head if restored? What
would Mr. Creighton's own reaction be if
one of the members of his staff employed
against him the tactics he has employed
against the Government? The man would be
ruthlessly dismissed.

Creighton's whole course of conduct is
quite unconscionable. The invention of facts,
the invention of baseless inferences, and
general course of conduct involving character
assassination are such as no man of con-
science would resort to. There is nothing
so low that Creighton would not stoop to it.
If every public servant behaved in the same
way no Government could carry on.

On his own admissions, Creighton has no
defence. His conduct has been exposed to
the light of day and it will not bear examina-
tion when measured against the standards of
honesty, loyalty, and decency. Only one
course is indicated for such a man and that
is dismissal from the service.

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN (Barambah)
(7.15 p.m.) : There are many issues connected
with the motion that call for debate. We
have seen that from the various angles of
approach by hon. members on the Govern-
ment side, the hon. member for Munding-
burra and the hon. member for Mt. Coot-tha.
Many of them will probably have to wait for
another day. I feel impelled to speak on

the motion because it is not in keeping with
the findings of the royal commission on
Land Leases, where Mr. Creighton was eson
crated by the Commissioner and the Minist,,
proved guilty. It seems incomprehensible
that on the one hand the Government con.
demn the innocent man whose accusations and
suspicions proved true in many instance
while on the other hand they do noth.
about the guilty party. Ministers havo
referred at length to the deceitful and under.
hand methods adopted by Mr. Creighton,

Mr. Gair: That depends on your owfl
standard.

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: That is quite
true. Many of these suspicions mentioned by
Mr. Creighton-

Mr. Power: And disproved by the com•'
mission.

Mr. BJELKE -PETERSEN : Were proye4
by the commission.

Mr. Power : Disproved by the, cow.;
mission.

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: Some case;;
were disproved by the commission sinij
because there was not sufficient evidence oa
which to base a finding. There is no doul
that Mr. Creighton brought to the light o!
day many things that the Commission:,,
eventually found. There is also no doukkt
that the Government practise deceitful ark
underhand methods in their own business.

Mr. Moore : Give us an instance.

Mr. BJELKE -PETERSEN : Take tho
Attorney-General. When he was speckin
I could not help but think that there may h::'
different degrees of deceit.

Mr. Power: You know the lot of thews

Mr. BJELKE -PETERSEN : I will not say?
anything in relation to the lion. gentleman,

Mr. SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN : The hon
gentleman spoke about deceit. He spoke elf
the penalty people should pay irrespeetini,
of who or where they are. I could not lin
but think that the Minister himself anlt
some of his officers continually practiet^
deceit.

Mr. POWER: I rise to a point of ordrt
That is offensive to me and I want it y'ith?
drawn.

Mr. SPEAKER: The hon. member
imputing improper motives to the Mimst'
and I ask him to withdraw the statement.

Mr. BJELKE -PETERSEN: I withdrai
it. I said there might be different deb e'
of deceit. His officers go into business p1aaiiz
pretending that they are normal, every-0
citizens of the community. They make par.
chases from these unsuspecting burin'
houses to find out whether they are selling u.
prices approved by the Minister . The
applies in other places, for instance,
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Police Department . The Attorney-General
and some of the other Ministers engage in

Underhand methods-

3fr. SPEAKER: Order! I have warned

the hon • member that he must not impute

improper methods to any hon. members.

)fr. BJELItE-PETERSEN : I withdraw.
Much has been said about revealing confiden-

tial matters. Many times people go to a

Minister and tell him something confiden-

tiuily and expect him to keep the matters
confidential, but we find that Ministers of

this Government use that information when

it suits them in this House.

Mr. Power: You have never referred
anything to me of a confidential nature that
I have not treated as confidential . When you
made application to get a chap out of gaol for
interfering with a girl under the age of 12
years-

Mr. SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. BJELKE -PETERSEN : The Minister
is imagining something . I merely asked
the Minister to investigate the case at
the written request of the person con-
cerned. I can recall the occasions if
lion, members wish to have the instances
brought before the House where con-
fidential matters have been revealed. Take
the case of Mr. Ewan, who was member for
Roma. The then Secretary for Public Lands
and Irrigation revealed all sorts of things
that should have been treated confidentially
by the department. Hon. members opposite
condemn a man for revealing something of
a confidential nature, yet they themselves are
open to condemnation. Hon. members oppo-
eite sl ould be careful of the attitude they
adopt. I consider the Government ' s action
low and despicable. I say that for two
reasons. I refer to the way in which they
dealt with Creighton 's dismissal . I refer to
their setion of condemning him and senten-
cing him sacking him, as the hon member
for IIinchinbrook said.

Mr. Jesson : I did not say that. That
is another distortion of the Press.

Mr. BJELKE -PETERSEN : If the Gov-
ernnnent had decided that he should be dis-
missed, if they had sufficient evidence in the
past to condemn him, it was hypocritical to
bring him here today.

Mr. Burrows : He was not brought; he
clime here.

illr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: He came of
his own accord. I am pleased he did. I feel
U ,9t he gave a worthy account of his actions
and showed that not he, but the Government
stand condemned by their action.

Nr. Walsh: May I ask this question: did
you make representations on behalf of
Cameron in respect of "Lundavra"?

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: No. I could
f'O on at considerable length and deal with
onle of these questions, but I know that hon.

members will be getting weary. I say that
the consequences of the Government's actions
will be far-reaching throughout the Public
Service. In the days to come what public
servant will be prepared to stand for honesty
and integrity in any department? This
Government and other Governments in the
future will have the opportunity to commit
malpractices.

Mr. Power: That is why the Opposition
were returned as the Opposition.

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: That leaves
the opportunity available to this Government
in the future. As the Leader of the Opposi-
tion reminds inc the Government should resign
and go to the people on this issue. The
public generally feel much stronger on this
matter than the Government would lead one
to believe. Knowing the treatment meted out
to Mr. Creighton, what public servant would
be prepared to take the risk of dismissal
by revealing corrupt practice? This action
amounts to the sacking of a person found not
guilty, and the Government are responsible for
it. The Premier and several Ministers have
some responsibility in the matter. It has been
said that Mr. Creighton approached two
Ministers on one issue only, which subse-
questly he was unable to prove.

Mr. Power: The evidence disclosed that.

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: Yes, but at
the time he reported that matter it was not
known that eventually the royal commission
would find in that way. We also know that
the A.WX, approached the Premier and
brought to his notice a number of these
matters.

Mr. Gair: Why was I not told that
Creighton was their informant?

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: For the same
reason, I suppose, that the Premier did not
reveal the letter he had received.

Mr. Gair: What letter? I said there
was no application.

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: The Premier
did not tell us that at the time.

Mr. Gair: I still say there was no
application.

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: We were led
to believe by the Premier that lie had not
received anything. It was a request.

Mr. Gair: I would not ask the hon.
member to believe anything.

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: And I would
have a lot of trouble in believing a lot of
the things we might be told by the Premier.

Mr. Gair: The hon. member would only
believe what suits him.

Mr. BJELI{E-PETERSEN: Although his
actions were unorthodox, the ultimate result,
the findings of the royal commission, justify
his bringing those facts to light. The findings
of the royal commission were that Mr.
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Creighton had endeavoured to bring to the
notice of members of Cabinet the fact that
things were not as they should be in relation
to certain land administration matters. As
no action was taken as a result of his repre-
sentations, he then sought other avenues to
give publicity to these things.

The Government's action in suspending
Mr. Creighton before he was proved guilty
is a double wrong. The Treasurer happened
to be acting Secretary for Public Lands and
Irrigation at that stage. He suspended
Mr. Creighton before he had been proved
guilty.

Mr. Power: Creighton admitted his guilt
at the Bar of the House.

Mr. Walsh: I shall justify my action
when I rise to speak.

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: The Treas-
urer should apologise to Mr. Creighton. Mr.
Creighton has done this State a service in
bringing to light the practices that were
going on in the Lands Department, and his
action will be a deterrent to similar mal-
practice in years to come. In spite of what
the Minister has said, there was a certain
amount of spite and reprisal in the suspen-
sion of Mr. Creighton. In the first place, the
Government should have waited before sus-
pending him to see what the findings of the
royal commission were. They should have
waited before dealing with the man as they did.
The findings of the commission exonerated
Mr. Creighton but proved Mr. Foley guilty.
No responsible Government should be asso-
ciated with such actions. The fact that
Mr. Creighton was prepared to reveal things
he knew and believed speaks in his favour.

Mr. Power: He was not prepared to
reveal it because he tried to hide his identity.

Mr. BJELKE -PETERSEN : I know that
many people would have been prepared to
say that it does not concern them and that
they would do nothing about the matter,
but what he did shows that Mr. Creighton
had some character and integrity and could
be relied upon to uphold the policy of the
Government.

I have already given an analogy so far as
Government officials are concerned. The action
taken by the Government was not honest
because the commission brought to light
certain things. We can only conclude that
the Government's action in upholding the
Treasurer in the earlier suspension of
Creighton is seeking to save face. It is a
matter of trying to make Mr. Creighton the
scapegoat as it were, to detract from the
actual findings of the commission. Their
actions will go down in history as an
episode revealing their condonation of mal-
administration and malpractices, something
of which they should be ashamed. The man
whom you would think should not be
punished is being punished whereas the other
man is going free.

You, Mr. Speaker, gave a ruling in co]],
nection with Mr. Hickey. As to
the assisting counsel to the commission, Mr,
Dan Casey, I say that the ordinary person
and I myself, for instance, could be for,
given for believing that he was the
prosecuting counsel.

Mr. Walsh: That is unfair.

Mr. BJELKE -PETERSEN : I will stand
by that statement.

Mr. Walsh: You are biased and pre-
judiced.

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: I say that the
assisting counsel was biased.

Mr. Walsh: You would like to have
Mr. Casey to defend you if you were charged
with a criminal offence.

Mlr. Moore: Give us an instance of his
unfairness.
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Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: I know that 11'r. Nu
every fair-minded person will admit that,
It is an undeniable fact.

Mr. Walsh: Do you know that Mr. Dan
Casey has a retainer from the ( ' Courier.
Mail"?

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: I am not
acquainted with who retains him. The fact
remains that he was assisting counsel to tlr':
commission. If it is good enough for fhr
ex-Minister to retain his position in this
House, we are more than justified in
demanding that Mr. Creighton be reinstated.
There is no real foundation for the charges
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that the Government are making against ' 1), 1 1. I I v
him. By their action the Government will of
make public servants afraid to play their 1;I,f, v
part in ensuring that we have honest govern I ,1 pol
ment. No fair-minded citizen would believe t l1 w t t11ih
that the Government' s action in dismissing !,Illl.lrIorri>

Mr. Creighton comes within the bounds ul' I shot
of British justice . In my opinion,^ 11,11;' !;ucha
it would not come even remotely within; 6:111' 111.1'11
those bounds. That is another reason vrhy hill Illy (!,
I intend to vote against the motion . I"= "KI'll or

Hon. V. C. LAIR (South Brisbane--
Premier) (7.36 p.m.) : Today's debate has
been unique in the history of this Parliament
It must cause some measure of regret, becaus.
we have seen before the Bar of the Hood,,
a man who formerly possessed the confidence
of the Government of this State to a degl'Ea
sufficient to merit his promotion to the higi
and exalted position of Chairman of the Laird
Administration Board. That position is pro-
vided for in the Land Acts, and is much abo'
the normal position of a public servant
Indeed, it is a higher position than that 0'
the under secretary of a department althougt
in actual fact, having regard to the duties;
discharged, I do not suppose it would be alli
more arduous, onerous or responsible. NOT,
ever, it commands at least the same measur!
of loyalty and integrity to the Governzuen';
and the people of this State.
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It does not give me any pleasure, as Leader
of the Government, to support a motion that

,,a
officer be discharged from his position.

On tine contrary, irrespective of whether it

is a
message boy or an under secretary, it

grieves me greatly. I derive no pleasure from
hurting people or doing anybody an injury,
whether it is merited or not. However, as

the
Leader of the Government, I have a

responsibility to do the right thing by the
people of this State. As long as I occupy
that position, having regard to my under-
standing of my obligations and my require-
enents, I shall discharge that responsibility, by
the grace of God, to the best of my ability,
conscientiously and well. Irrespective of
persons, in the interests of Queensland and

its people I shall ensure that those under my
charge do equally as well in the discharge of
their responsibilities.

Creighton appeared before the House today
primarily to state a case why he should not
be discharged from office.

lir. 1llnnro: The resolution did not say
that.

Mr. LAIR: Oh yes, it did.

lir. Munro: It gave him the opportunity
of answering the cause of his suspension.

)Yr. GAIR: That is so, and of showing
why he should not be discharged.

Mr. Munro: No, the cause of his suspen-
sion.

llr. SYEAIIER: Order!

Mr. LAIR: He accepted the opportunity
and lie came before the House. His chief
mission was to launch an attack on me as
Leader of the Government. However, I
am not very much concerned about that.
In my political life I have been accused of
many things and if I had stopped and
shuddered at every accusation made against
nno I should not have done as much as I
have succeeded in doing. Rather should I
have been daunted and intimidated by them.
But my conscience is clear. When one is
charged or accused it is important to ask if
the accuser is a worthy person, a man who
has at least done his job and who is in a
position to accuse. In that case one might
well examine himself. But today I have
been accused of dereliction of duty and all
sorts of things by a man who has failed to
do his appointed task and who now wants to
pass it on to someone else.

I think hon. members will concede that a
man's first duty is to defend himself; indeed,
self-preservation is the first law of nature.
So I begin by defending myself against the
attack made on me today.

The weaker limb of the Press combine
of Brisbane carries the headline "Gain
accused by Creighton." Had I been accused
by an}-body of greater standing I should
perhaps have been distressed and disturbed,
but I ani not, because the criticism matters

nothing. When I have finished my speech
I think the public of Queensland will under-
stand just what I mean. However, in the
name of democracy let me express the hope
that the Press, who have played unfairly on
this matter up till now, will at least give as
much space to my reply as it has given to my
accuser. I say that the Press have treated
this case very badly. Because of their com-
ment I believe that none of them has been
industrious enough to read anything more
than the Commissioner's report. They have
not read the transcript of evidence, which is
all-important in dealing with this case. We
have heard the unfortunate admission by
the Leader of the Opposition that he had not
read the transcript. I challenge any hon.
member of the Opposition to say truthfully
that he has read the transcript of evidence.'
The Commissioner's report in itself is not
sufficient. It is wrong for the Press and
for those who subscribe to the Press simply
to take the Commissioner's report without
reading the transcript. The report merely
deals with the Minister and corruption.

Mr. Riley : If that is accepted should
not Parliament have been asked to print the
transcript?

Mr. GAIR: It is available in the library.
I would at least have expected the Leader
of the Opposition to read the transcript.
He has no administrative responsibilities as
I and my Ministers have. Since the elections
he has had nothing to do but read the tran-
script. .

Mr. Muller : Has not Mr. Justice Townley
mate his findings on that transcript?

Mr. GAIR: The hon. member can read
the transcript of evidence.

I will deal with Creighton's criticism of
me as Premier. He said-

"if Parliament condemns me for a
breach of my duty because of my failure
to report these matters to either the
Government or Parliament its verdict will
inescapably condemn also the lion. the
Premier and the mover and seconder of
the motion for my dismissal, all of whom
were undoubtedly aware either of part or
of the whole of the matters which formed
the subject of my correspondence with Mr.
Williams, and none of whom reported them
to this Parliament."

What an irresponsible statement! Creighton
has never seen me . I have not had a con-
versation with Mr. Creighton in my life. He
saw two Ministers and he dealt with one
particular case, "Lundavra." He made no
suggestion of corruption. He suggested then
that Cameron was to get something that he
believed he was not entitled to, that we were
departing from policy. After all, under-
secretaries do not determine policy. The
Government can change their policy every
week if they want to, not to suit individuals
but if they believe that an existing policy
is reacting unjustly on some person or some

alf wwpww^n -_v



74 Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton. [ASSEMBLY.] Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton.

number of people. He saw these two Mini-
sters and he did not report any corruption
whatsoever. Here today he went on to say-

"It was proved in evidence before the
royal commission and not denied in any
particular by the honourable the Premier
that in July, 1955, he was fully informed
by the full executive of the A.W.U. of the
matters which I had discussed with Mr.
Williiams. The undisputed evidence of
Mr. Bukowski and Mr. Williams is that
he expressed concern at the matters so
reported to him and promised a top-level
inquiry. "

It may be undisputed evidence from the
Commissioner's point of view but I challenge
Mr. Creighton or anyone else to prove that I
promised a top-level inquiry to anybody.

I dismissed Cameron's case because I knew
where Cabinet was going. The other matters
all happened before Creighton's appointment.
They are ancient history. As to Bell's case,
lie knew no more about it than I did. It
was resurrected from a political tomb where
it had been stored for seven years.

Lot us take the other reason why the
weaker member of the Press combine head-
lines that I am accused:

"Parliament also knows that the Premier
did not in fact take any steps whatever to
have the matters properly investigated and,
moreover, that in the following month,
when they were the subject of debate in
this House, he dismissed them as baseless
and malicious gossip."

That is true. There was no concrete evidence
given to me but you will recollect that I said
immediately a charge was made I would
appoint a royal commission. A royal com-
mission was appointed within six or seven
(hours after I read "The Courier-Mail"
which contained a report of a speech made
in the Senate by Senator Wood. I encour-
aged a definite statement so that I might
have a commission and I did it with the
support of my Cabinet.

Ni. Muller: Thinking you would put
Senator Wood into trouble.

Mr. LAIR: Not that. This afternoon it
was even suggested that if we had stopped to
think we would not have done it. I was not
concerned about Senator Wood or any
individual member of the Cabinet but about
the prestige of my Government.

Government Members : Hear, hear!

Mr. LAIR: I had the support of my
Government, hence I ordered a royal com-
mission without delay. I was disappointed to
find that Senator Wood did not stand up to
his responsibility. He played the part of an
irresponsible-I was going to say something
else-when he elected to hide behind privilege
and not give evidence of what he knew.

Mr. Dewar : Were you disappointed at
the findings of the commission?

Mr. GAIR: I accept the findings of tl
commission.

Mr. Dewar: Were you disappointed wit
them`'

Mr. GAIR: I am not saying whether
am disappointed or not.

,If I-, Vivian Rogel

h• Inn1 i!One and ac
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Berginsir. Allcetts:

Mr. Walsh: Your face is not too clear ^,1 „ Mr.
r iu,rl.Mr. Dewar : It is as clear as yours will I r r

ever be.

Mr. GAIR: The hon. member wants to
know whether I was disappointed. Naturall1'
I would be disappointed that a Commissioner
should find a Minister of my Government
guilty of corruption. As a responsible leader
of course I was disappointed and, to say more
I was surprised. I shall go on to say in reply
to Mr. Creighton who talked about my taking
no action, of course I did not. It would is
impossible to follow up all the accusation;
that I hear. I am fully occupied now, 1,
people come and make a charge and sul
stantiate their statements and they will I.
investigated on all occasions. I am not het
to be the receptacle of a lot of diabolical!,
statements many of which are based on hatred
and jealousy, personal ill feelings of one for
another. I am not going to receive that kind
of stuff and hence I took no action, particu.
larly in view of the fact that when the A.W U
came to me they came in good faith and said,
"We do not want the Minister here; we want
to have a talk about things as you are pat,
of the Labour Movement." There was ne
record taken,-hon. members know that from
previous debates. They came to me in re
ference to publicising ' this in the paper,
Within a week or more-not more than I'
days-they featured their deputation to
in their paper. Would that encourage you to
proceed with any investigation which
supposedly initiated on such a basisq It e.e?
then that I said that Mr. Bukowski or and
body else who had something definite to sr
against any Minister of the Government
should come forward and I would investigate
the matter. Today we heard Mr. Creighton
charge me with taking no action after reecipl
of his information.

I listened to the Secretary for Public
Works and Housing and the Secretary for
Labour and Industry when they discussed
the matter, and I knew Cabinet policy, nol
that I believed our policy was absolutely
correct. It struck me that our policy might
mitigate against the leaseholder who vas
doing something, as compared with the lease
holder who was not effecting improvements
It was then decided that Mr. Bergin should
make a report. Tonight we heard the
repeated charge that I misled t]ris
Parliament. Mr. Creighton in the article
published in "The Sunday-Mail," and I do
not blame that newspaper for publishing it,
said that I misled Parliament when I stated
there was no application. I repeat that there
was no application. You cannot regard as
an application a letter received from a persoli
complaining about our policy, pointing out
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ll lie had
done and asking for some con-

a
n . That is not an application to

sideratio
the department in a prescribed form. It

is merely a
letter to me as leader of the

Government,
a letter dealing with our policy.

m r. Anions : If it is not an application,

why was Mr. Bergin instructed to make

a report?

Mr. GAIR: Because the contents of the

letter struck me as worthy of investigation,

and as leader of the Government I have the

right to appoint any officer to investigate

any matter: that comes under my notice,

whether the matter is contained in an applica-

tion in the prescribed form or in a letter.

Mr. llnley : May I ask the Premier

whether the writer asked for anything in

particular terms in that letter?

Mr. LAIR: He naturally spoke about
his own property.

Mr. Riley : Did he ask for anything?

Mr. GAIR: Nothing in particular. He

spoke about what he had done on his
property, he mentioned the acreage and the
pear infestation. He gave the history of
his property, but he did not ask for anything

in particular. He said he thought that

leaseholders who were prepared to ;spend
money to improve their properties should not
be forced to vacate their properties on the
expiry of their leases. This is the document
that is called an application. It is
not an application, it is a letter.

I content myself with these quotations-

"It is always easy to accuse with
impunity,

It is wise to challenge the character of the
accu seat "

"Nothing is so
Nothing is more

swift as calumny;
easily uttered;

Nothing more readily received;
Nothing more widely disbursed."

Then we have this quotation from Horace-
'' \Vhom does lying calumny alarm 'except

the liar."

I am not disturbed at the accusations by
one of the character of Mr. Creighton.

The resolution which is the subject of this
debate is couched in clear and unambiguous
language; the only issue for Parliament is
whether Vivian Rogers Creighton was guilty
of misbehaviour by communicating informa-
tion which came to his knowledge as
Chairman of the Lands Administration
Board to Cecil Wallace Edgar Williams, who
was not a person entitled to receive such
information, in order to make it available for
publication in a newspaper , and whether Mr.
Creighton made complaints in a clandestine
manner concerning the administration of
the Lands Department to Williams, whereas
his proper course of duty was to refer the
complaints to either His Excellency, the
Governor, Cabinet, myself as Premier, or to

Parliament. Hon. members will note that in
his defence today he made no reference
as to why he did not communicate the matter
to Parliament. He was charged with
systematically deceiving the Government,
and in failing in his duty of loyalty to Her
Majesty's advisers. The issue for hon.
members is whether the suspension which
was effected by the Governor in Council on
11. April last on the above grounds should
be lifted or whether, as a result of the
proceedings of the royal commission on land
matters, the suspension was justified, and
whether the appropriate action for Parlia-
ment to take is to terminate the commission
in accordance with which Mr. Creighton
holds office as Chairman of the Land
Administration Board. In other words, has
Mr. Creighton been guilty of a breach of the
trust and confidence reposed in him by his
commission; has he been guilty of treachery
to Her Majesty's Ministers, and does his
conduct, established by evidence and his own
admissions, render him ineligible to con-
tinue in officeR In relation to his suspension
and in anticipation of Parliament's being
required to determine this matter, a good
deal of propaganda, as I have said before,
has been carried out through the Press.
However, it has been stated, with a view
to creating the impression that he has been
a man motivated by good conscience, that
there would not have been a royal com-
mission had it not been for the activities
of Mr. Creighton. Let me dispose of this
false hypothesis. Mr. Creighton, directly or
indirectly, had nothing to do with the
appointment of the royal commission. It
has been the policy of my Government to
appoint royal commissions when concrete
charges have been made. Mr. Creighton
had nothing to do with it; indeed, he hid
in the background. Certainly he supplied
information to others, but if Senator Wood
had not made his statement the royal com-
mission would not have been appointed.

Hon. members will remember that during
the last session of Parliament a good deal
of time was taken up because of the articles
which were then published in "The Worker"
newspaper. The Government then adopted
its consistent attitude that if and when a
concrete charge of corruption or maladminis-
tration was made, it would be investigated
immediately. We lead up to Senator Ian
Wood's statement which charged an innocent
individual in the person of Mr. Peter
Fleming. He made a scurrilous and
unfounded attack on an innocent person,
and this was contemptible conduct,
particularly in view of the fact that the
commission found that there was not a scrap
of evidence to support Senator Ian Wood's
statement. I will not canvass or counten-
ance the question of the immoral cowardice
displayed by Senator Ian Wood in hiding
behind his Parliamentary privilege, and
refusing to appear before the royal com-
mission, but in fairness to Mr. Peter
Fleming, I wish to place on record the
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findings of the commission which are to be
found on page 7 of the report. The
Commissioner said-

"There was not a scintilla of evidence
that Mr. Peter Fleming ever had even the
remotest connection with any dealing with
any Crown leasehold . As no attempt what-
sover has been made to sustain before me
the allegations made against him in the
Senate or to provide information as a basis
of investigation, I see no reason why I
should not unreservedly accept Mr.
Fleming's evidence , which I do . Indeed,
there has been during the course of the
proceedings no suggestion that I could or
should do otherwise.

"I find that Mr. Peter Fleming has not
at any time had any connection with any
dealing with any Crown leasehold and there-
fore I also find that he has not been
guilty of any corrupt conduct in respect of
any such dealing."

I hope that no member of this Assembly will
ever be so cowardly as to make a charge
against any person outside Parliament based
on lies in the manner adopted by Senator
Ian Wood. Such an action could result only
in bringing discredit on Parliament and doing
irreparable harm to an innocent person. It
will suffice to say at this stage that Cabinet
decided immediately that a royal commission
be appointed to inquire into the statement by
Senator Ian Wood. The terms of reference,
I think all hon. members will agree, were
generous and wide, and enabled the commis-
sion to carry out its deliberations without
restriction . Counsel to assist the commis-
sion were appointed , and counsel retained
for the Department of Public Lands.

It is pertinent here to mention that up to
that time no allegation , or even suggestion,
had been made by Mr. Creighton of mal-
administration or corrupt dealings on the
part of the then Secretary for Lands and
Irrigation . Up to that time Mr. Creighton's
voice had not been heard ; there was no
complaint by him, or by anybody else, that
the Minister was corrupt . In Tact, Mr.
Creighton had helped his Minister in pre-
paring replies to newspaper articles , to which
I have already referred , and actually
attended, in company with his Minister, con-
ferences with counsel for the Department of
Public Lands . Could you contemplate having
around you men of such duplicity and deceit?
It was not until he was exposed as the
authority for the information upon which
newspaper articles were based that his Mini-
ster, or the Government , or I, had even a
suspicion that Mr. Creighton was at variance
with the administration of the ministerial
head of the department on any matter of
major policy.

It is true that Mr. Creighton had a dis-
cussion with two of my Ministers. They
have already told you about those interviews,
and I do not propose to go over that ground
again. Those interviews were arranged by
Messrs. McLean and Lucy, Members of the
Land Court , and in fact Mr. McLean

endeavoured to persuade Mr. Creighton to
see me, as head of the Government. In view
of what Mr. Creighton said here today and
what he has told "The Sunday Mail" as to
why he did not come to me, I shall quote
what he said in evidence on page 343 of the
transcript-

"I don't feel I can go to the Premier
over the head of my Minister because I
have nothing substantial to offer."

He did not feel like coming to me over the
head of his Minister, because he had nothing
substantial to offer. Yet he wrote all
article for ° The Sunday Mail ",that made me
out a liar and the mis-leader of this Parlia-
ment, and came here today and made accusa-
tions against me.

It is relevant to quote here what Mr,
Williams, Northern District Secretary of the
A.W.U., had to say on this matter. He
is the Mr. Williams referred to in the
motion. I quote his evidence from pages 294
and 295 of the transcript-

"Q. You told us you took steps to keep
the name of Mr. Creighton secret as your
informant?

A. Yes.
Q. You had some conception that it was

to be always a secret?
A. Yes.
Q. Always?

A. Yes.

Q. Did you intend to disclose to this
Commission?

A. I did not.
Q. Why did you not bring this man face

to face with the Premier?
A. It was not his wishes.
Q. It would have forced an inquiry

immediately?

A. Yes. "
This evidence on the part of Williams was
in no way controverted. So much for the
desire of Mr. Creighton to have the allega-
tions investigated. Here we have definite
opportunities presented to Mr. Creighton to
have a commission of which he made no use.
Instead he wrote a -series of letters to Mr.
Williams for publication in a newspaper,
The letters will go down in history as
sinister and vile. It is questionable whether
they would ever have seen the searching light
of the royal commission had it not been for
Mr. Bukowski.

On 9 March, 1956, Mr. Williams rang Mr.
Bukowski and the following conversation
ensued:-

"Mr. Bukowski : I have placed all your
evidence before the Commission and thet
means that you will get a subpoena.

''Mr. Williams: How will I be able to
protect my informant?

"Mr. Bukowski: You can't, I have
dropped everything in. You have to look
after yourself and this union too; you can't
make a fool of the union, Creighton's name
will have to go in.' I
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I propose now to deal with the letters. Let

ic
explain that they are written from f'V

for 'Victory,"
meaning Creighton, to "E

for I+)nergy, „ not Aikens but Williams.

1fr. AIg ,iN S: I rise to a point of order

jnst for the record. Was that "not Aikens"

ill
,in t nterlx^latiouabyr

the Premiern?ce or just
ctnal

11r. GAllt : No, I put that in for fun.

The first letter, which is undated but the

Ante of which was subsequently established

ns being soon after 5 February , 1955, con-

tinuod, with different intervals of intervening

time , to 2 November, 1955. I will quote the

o n,r,ing paragraph and draw the attention

of lion, members to Creighton ' s assurance to

Williams that the letters contained factual

information. This appears in Exhibit 57.

Icon. members opposite will not have the

transcript of evidence; they have not been

t+ufhlciently interested. Exhibit 57 says-

" I don't know how you want this done.

If I give it in outline the `write -up' man

could go oft the rails and if I set it up for
printing there's a chance of being recog-

nised. What follows is not in my usual
style of writing and there are sundry small
errors on the technical side which are
innmaterial to the case and don 't effect the

facts."

tirul you, they do not affect the facts; let
nie e,nphasise that part-the facts. It
continues-

Also these little bits of history cannot
he contradicted!"

hbr convenience I propose not to deal with
the letters in chronological order or even in
consecutive paragraphs as I think they will
he more intelligible for hon. members if I
deal specifically with the issues raised by the
litters.

first I will deal with "Lundavra" and
''Ilull,uuon Plains." Apparently they caused
01 the stir in the Department of Public Lands
and brought the matter to light. Here was

n 111011, K. B. Cameron, who, with his family,
rwas3 ahunted by The, Lands Act Amendment
Act of 1952." Under part 2 of the Act
"any" lcoone or lessees of a grazing selection
Or pa,;toral holding whose lease has more than
seven years to run and whose land is suitable
for ;3111)division into three or more blocks, two
of which ,would he 4,500 acres or less in
urea, hao the right to surrender and because
of the advantage to the Crown of early
surrender is entitled to priority over two
h1Jolis,

Mr. Cameron and his family hold three
gratin; ,elections near Thallon known as
"l1nlianion Plains" and four selections in a
elo>;13r >+ottlesuent area in the Goondiwindi
diiirict. They have spent large sums of
uumey on the development of their properties
ntLd rightly or wrongly Mr. Cameron claimed
that this entitled him to some special treat-
:rLO:3t ;3hout this land. He represented his
e1d iC vignronsly to Mr. Foley as Secretary

for Public Lands, to Mr. Creighton as chair-
man of the Land Administration Board, and
finally appealed to me as Premier of the
State. No decision has been arrived at. It
was discussed by Cabinet on 12 July, 1954.
Because of the importance of the issues
involved it was decided to instruct a member
of the Land Administration Board to make
an investiagtion and the matter could be
considered in the light of his report. The
investigation was also to be made into all
other similar cases to Cameron's because I
wanted to know whether our land policy was
right or whether it discriminated.

Mr. RASEY (Windsor) (8.16 p.m.) : I
move-

" That the Premier be granted
an extension of time to enable him to
complete his speech."

Question-That the motion (Mr. Rasey) be
agreed to-put; and the House divided.

Resolved in the affirmative under Standing
Order No. 148.

Mr. LAIR: I desire to thank si''ncerely
the hon. member for Windsor and all other
responsible members of the Chamber for
having conceded me an extension of time. I
was dealing with the matter of appointing an
officer of the Land Administration Board to
investigate the question whether our policy
was right or wrong. After all, I think hon.
members will concede that the Government
have the right to investigate any part of
their policy, and alter it at any time. Unless
a Government have sufficient flexibility in
their policy they may run into ruin. I do
not say in this case whether our policy is
right or wrong.

It has been stated that I have misled this
Chamber by saying no application had been
received when I had dealt with the matter
in Cabinet myself. It was stated here again
today. I dealt with a letter from Mr.
Cameron, as I have the right to deal with a
letter from any elector who cares to write
to me, and if it is important enough I can
exercise the right to take it to Cabinet and
obtain the views of my fellow Ministers. Not
having a very wide knowledge of laud
matters I took it to Cabinet. The report
was submitted to Mr. Creighton for his
comments. As I have already said, no decision
has'been reached by Cabinet. It is important
that members should realise this, that the
mere obtaining of this report constitutes the
basis for foul allegations implicating all of
Her Majesty's Ministers. I shall now read
an extract from Exhibit 57-

"For some time now there have been
very nasty rumours about new leases for
a man called K. B. Cameron. We have
maps which show Cameron owns three
grazing leases near Thallon called 'Bulla-
mon Plains.' He has built a weir across
the Moonie River without a licence and set
out to flood a lot of his country. The
work has been done with tax concession
money and has been given a lot of pub-
licity. But if his stock returns are dinkum
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he is not carrying any more stock now
than he did six or seven years ago and
no more per mile than his neighbours do
and they have no weirs with or without
licenses. "

These are extracts from Creighton's anony-
mous correspondence. I continue-

"It is rumoured this irrigation works
was to be the excuse for giving Cameron
new leases of another property near
Goondiwindi. We have inquired about this
place. It is called 'Lundavra' and is four
grazing leases of first class brigalow
country over 70,000 acres in size. This is
the country the Government's New Settle-
ment Act was aimed at-the brigalow
country. The guts of this gutless Act is
that any squatter in the brigalow country
can surrender his expiring lease straight
away and get two living areas for himself
and anything left over is cut up f or selec-
tion. If Foley's pamphlet on the matter
is to be believed Cameron could get
EIGHT living areas from 'Lundavra'. But
Cameron wanted the lot. So he saw certain
people and now all the dogs along the
Moonie and the McIntyre are barking that
Cameron says he has been promised, new
leases over both 'Bullamon' and
' Lundavra.'

"Every politician in the Talkshop has
heard these rumours, "

This is the language of this exalted public
servant who, according to his own statement,
is above a public servant. I suppose it is
not too much for me as leader of the Govern-
ment and the public to expect his standard
to be at least up to that of the public
service generally.

" . . every grazier knows about it and
it is talked of from Cairns to Canberra.
We know a tame stooge is running around
the country on a mystery hush hush job.
People say he is finding the ammunition
for a stunt to give new leases to certain
people. There is talk everywhere of the
price being paid for all this and who is to

get it.

"Now all this may not be true but true

or false a smear is being put on the

Premier, his Ministers, members of the
Parliament, and on the Labor Party. If
it is NOT true the whole nasty business
can be killed quick and lively. It only
needs the Premier to say in a public
announcement-no hedging-that his
Government pledges itself not to give new
leases to Cameron or anyone else whose
leases are fit for cutting up. Which is
Labor policy."

Mr. Creighton assumes the right to say what
I and any Minister of my Cabinet may say.
He feared that the policy to which he was
married might be changed, irrespective of
any view the Government may have that
there was merit in changing the policy.

I now quote an extract from Exhibit 58-.
"After the passage of Bucket of

Whiskey's resolution on Monday the intent.
gent vote will NOT follow Gair & Co. No
one can or would believe them. There
must be a purge if Labor is to live here.
Gair, Walsh, Power, Moore, and others have
had it and can only lead their party into
the mulga.

"The replies to those resolutions have
not yet been framed and comment will be
forwarded you when they are; it is possible
the Ministerial reply will not follow exactly
that furnished by his advisers."

That is a letter from the gentleman repre-
sented by the Press to be one prompted
by noble motives and acting in the interests
of the public of this State. That was his
claim in "The Sunday Mail" and in his
address today. What business is it of his
as Chairman of the Land Administration
Board where Gair, Walsh, Power, and Moore
should go? He undertook, as he said, to
tell them to inform the public of something
unhealthy in the administration of the Depart-
ment of Public Lands.

I now take an extract from Exhibit 59-
"Is the Cameron crowd to get new

leases of Lundavra although it is in a
declared closer settlement area and smaller
leases alongside have already been cut up
and selected. This is the £10,000 question
and is on everyone's mind."

Perhaps he should have said `'lips."
"Only a declaration for the public from

the Premier can ever restore public con-
fidence in this matter. Cameron has
openly stated he is getting a new lease
and has quoted the price."

Now I come to an extract from Exhibit 62.
"Mr. Dufficiency impresses on me that
he has never made representations out of
keeping with a Labor stalwart. To me he
does this. Apparently the 'antis' as
well as the 'santis' are aware of what ,
is going on. One thing I DO know. If 4
Cameron does not get what he has been
promised he will S Q U E A L. I put it
like that to emphasise what he will do,
He is about 52 inches off centre at the best
of times, a greedy unscrupulous fanatic
and will he put the 'tops' in."

Again I ask is that the statement, the
language, or the letter of a highly-paid public
servant appointed by Act of Parliament, to
be given to an unauthorised person concern-
ing those in control of the Government of
this State, and members of this Parliaments

I now come to Exhibit 63. This is what
he had to say in that letter-

"You can take it from me that they are
going on with this thing regardless and
your deputation to Gair has not frightened
them a bit. That is no exaggeration. I
KNOW. The drill will be this. Cameron
applies for lease extensions-probably has.
The stooge recommends to Tom who takes it
to Cabinet on a Tuesday goes through

,, I I I ik I . I

lied

It \Voll it.
tho d
WiI8

twit, Is.
ho lv;

neat

um ^
VC I'

Pe' ill
:^hi in Is

lLOw his
II, - Iit1s to
lath, it oalt
ills}' 's ('11'or
insists 18 tai

1nl) now I
"'1' h o 'I,

lci l',,, to 1.1
it :i1 nod

^U#lal^ 7i

nnli
5)115 \v

au v1
uilr,r liras

nnNilliaig
i m ^s,

' v 1'P1r
tba

Nils
a1 b

X11
N1



Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton. [2 AUGUST.] Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton.

9 Creighton.
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E::ecutive Council on Thursday. The law
8a) 's the offer is then made and the lessee

h,is 3 months to accept. But C. will be
oil the doorstep accept at once and from the
quarter day following acceptance the thing

is
binding and CAN'T be upset. Now if

the offer is made and taken just before the
quarter day even the department staff won't
know and then there will be no time for
protests or anything. Home on the bit.

Air. deficiency now knows all this and his
expert summing up is-money has already

passed. I believe him but the thing is your
deadline is 30th Sept. next. They could
let it ride to December and put the thing
through after all the members have dis-
persed for Christmas and when there could
be no party meeting for a time but my
opinon is, and its guided by things I see
and hear is-they will do it soon and brazen

it out. There will be no effective opposition
from the Opposition if as I hear Corkscrew
Jack has done his work with Sparkes. And
any M.P. who goes out of line then will not
get Cabinet support and Cabinet will have
the dough."

I now come to an extract from Exhibit 63,
in thesewords-

"I've seen one after the other reckon
they could stop this thing. You people are
the last left but if you want to stop it you
will need to move fast and strong."

Dealing with an extract from Exhibit 64 we
find-

' Well it didn't take long. Cameron was
down the day after you left. I don't know
all lie was told except things were going to
be a bit tougher-and pricier? But I DO
know he was NOT told it was all off."

I raid another extract from Exhibit 64,

saying-

"I am credibly informed that Hilton is
on the verge of a nervous breakdown and
in a permanent sweat. This business is
right in his electorate, he doesn't like it
anyhow but as a tool of the Mick's Master
he has to go along. Anyhow boy you can
put it out of your mind that last Wednes-
day's effort stopped things. It's still on as
mach as before."

I come now to an extract from Exhibit 65-
"The Tilboorroo file would show Tom's

letter to the Chairman on a new lease pro-
posal and his reply and so would Kil-
eun-imin, and so would Bullamon Plains.
All small things perhaps but they add up.
No one would endorse a file 'So and so
paid me so much for this.' There may be
other files too but your adviser is a bit
unwilling to send for files outside the scope
of business the way things are.

"Apparently Gair told Tom he gave you
People the brush off and set you back on
your tails and you all admitted that you
only had bar room gossip and were now con-
vinced all was well. But this article in the
%Vorker and Tele reports the Premier as
agreeing he had heard things, etc., and is
Tom SAVAGE with Gair-and distrustful

too. Put in a call for him and is going
to play hell. There is no love lost there."

And so it goes on, but I feel that I am com-
pelled to curtail the reading of some of the
extracts-they are all in the record of the
Commission. Many hon. members of the
Opposition have not even read the
evidence. These are letters written by
a responsible officer. Can we find out
how well supported he is in the
statements he has made which he said in the
first letter to Mr. Williams were tactual?
Let us first of all deal with the question of
the £10,000, one that is on everyone's mind.
He here indicates a specific sum, or does he?
Later on it went up to £15,000. I suppose
that is based on what he wrote when he said,
I I things were going to be a bit tougher-and
pricier. "

In Exhibit 63 he talks about Mr. Dufficy
and Mr. Taylor, but what I am hurrying
through for is to find out how he stood up
to cross-examination on all this. I am not
concerned about his jibes and his references
to me as the Mick's Master-all indicating,
of course, that he is a man who was not
equal to the job to which he was entrusted.
He is prejudiced from more angles than one;
he is prejudiced by the worst form of mental
weakness, that is, sectarianism and bigotry,
when he refers to me as the "Mick 's Master"
or the "Master of Micks," referring
obviously to people who are co-religionists of
mine.

Mr. Athens: Where does he say you were
the Mick's Master?

Mr. LAIR: Obviously the hon. member
for Mundingburra has not read the transcript
of evidence, either. The irresistible infer-
ence from the record, is that I am the
Master of the Micks. It is a nasty term, but
it does not disturb me very much. Everyone
knows what religion I embrace, and I have
never felt obliged to apologise for it. I hope
I never will. I do not think any decent
member of the community will ever ask me
to. Up till now, I have never been asked to
apologise for my religion. I exercise that
right and I give it to others. Mr. Creighton
apparently believed that, because Mr. Hilton
was a co-religionist of mine, he would blindly
follow me irrespective of principle or what
was involved. That was indeed a dirty
reflection on the character of Mr. Hilton.

Exhibit 67 leaves nothing to the imagina-
tion. This is his factual information--

"Cameron in town today, whether to
pay out more or to see what's happened to
the down payment, I don't know."

In Exhibit 68 we find on his factual
information that "the threat" will keep them
fairly honest meanwhile.

Now I come to the evidence on page 307
of the transcript. It reads as follows:-

"The Commissioner: There is talk every-
where of a price being paid for all this,
was that statement in the exhibit based
entirely on a telephone call!

Ans.: Yes.

V
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The Commissioner: The anonymous tele-
phone call?

Ans.: Yes.

The Commissioner: And nothing else?

Ans.: I cannot recall anybody mention-
ing a price."

Page 341 of the transcript of evidence
reads-

"The Commissioner: That is the amount
of ;610,000q,

Mr. Wanstall: Yes.

The Commissioner: In connection with
Lundavra?

Mr. Wanstall: Yes.

By the Commissioner to Creighton:
Have you any other information, other than
received by virtue of an anonymous tele-
phone call, about a sum of money, £10,000
being, paid or promised to be paid, by Mr.
Cameron to anybody?"

My accuser of today said, "No." He had
nothing more than an anonymous telephone
call.

Then we come to page 333 of the transcript,
which reads-

"By the Commissioner: If you heard
talk of a price being paid for all this and
who is to get it, I would like to know what
this talk was and where you heard it and
when.

Ans.: The talk as to price was told to
me over the phone and I do not know who
from, but it was somebody who seemed to
be aware of what was going on in that dis-
trict.

Q. Was it an anonymous caller?

A. Yes, I have had several.

Q. Do you remember whether it was a
trunk-line call or local?

A. No, a local call, they were all local
calls that I got.

Q. And that is the only information you
had upon the subject of a price being paid
and who was to get it?

A. Yes.

Q. When you wrote this information to
Mr. Williams?

A. Yes."
I have read some of that information tonight.

This is the man whom the Press, and some
members of the Opposition, desire to support.
As I said at the outset, I feel diffident about
approaching this question, which deals with
an officer of long service and standing.
However, this man has been so irresponsible
as not only to throw away his own livelihood,
prestige and character, but also to impute
improper motives to the Premier, his Ministers
and others. He has libelled not only the
Premier and Cabinet Ministers, but decent
leaseholders and other members of the public.
In the transcript of evidence hon. members
will see statements made by this man against

people like Mr. Kruttschnitt, Mr. Jamieson
and others, all of whom at some time or
another had come to see me, as they had
a perfect right to do.

I come now to page 406. Mr. Wanstall
asked-

"You go on, still on the subject of
'Lundavra' and speak of the methods by
which it might go through-' There will be
no effective opposition from the Opposition,
if, as I hear, Corkscrew Jack has done his
work with Sparkes.' You have told us to
whom you refer as Corkscrew Jack. Who
is Sparkes?"

Creighton answered-
"Well, the Member for Aubigny."

The evidence goes on-
"Q. He is a Member of the Opposition.?
"A. Yes.
" Q. Can you recall who told you?
"A. My anonymous caller."

Now I will quote from the Commissioner's
report. It says-

"In the letters written to Mr. Williams
by Mr. Creighton there were suggestions
that 'money had passed' in connection with
'Lundavra.' With Mr. Cameron's consent
-after Mr. Wanstall had stated that he
had information that Mr. Cameron
had drawn an open cheque for £10,000-
counsel assisting the commission and
counsel for Mr. Creighton examined the
relevant bank accounts and financial state-
ments. No evidence was found of any such
cheque. The only evidence of the passing
of money or of an instruction to pass it-
if it can be called evidence-is that that
statement was made to Mr. Creighton by
an anonymous telephone caller."

Again it was an anonymous telephone caller.
My trouble is that I get a lot of calls from
such people, particularly late at night, all of
them telling me what I am not and some even
suggesting that my parents were never
married.

The report of the Commissioner continues-

"As I am not prepared to treat an
anonymous statement as in any way estab-
lishing a fact I see no reason to pass an
opinion on the question of whether or not
Mr. Creighton received the call. I am
prepared to assume-without deciding-
that he did but that assumption carries
the matter no further."

Whilst quoting from the Commissioner's
report, a copy of which is in the possession
of all hon. members-and at least they may
have read that even if they have not read the
transcript of evidence-I think it is desirable
to insert in "Hansard". the remarks of Mr.
Justice Townley on the right of a Crown
lessee to approach any member of Parliament
or any Minister. He said-

"There is, to my mind, nothing wrong
at all in a Crown lessee approaching any
Minister or Member of Parliament or any-
one else in authority in an endeavour to
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obtain some concession to which he thinks
he is entitled . There is nothing wrong

with it even though it may result in his
treatmentreceivingh a d the opportunity hofhre

others
ceiving .

have
That»a question of policy and every alteration

of policy must to some extent work what
may seem injustice to persons who have

altered their position under the old policy.
But I cannot too strongly stress that it

is the right of every person to submit his

ease and have his case considered and, if
necessary, investigated before decision."

Mr.d Bergin
anythin

g investigate
when

this?J)id
app ointed

Cabinet

Of course not.

Whether Mr. Edgar Williams has any

doubts about the propriety of Mr. Creighton's

conduct is disclosed in his evidence on pages
289-290, in reply to a series of questions by

Air. Casey. The replies are very illuminating

considering the great association that existed
between Williams and Creighton . The evidence

reads-
,,Question: Do you regard in assessing

s_b man's integrity the attribute of loyalty?

Answer : Yes-that is part of integrity."

"Question: If by any chance .... dis-
satisfied with Mr. Bukowski 's . . . . would
you consider yourself justified in carrying
out a surreptitious Press campaign against
him?

Answer: No, but . . . . I would not take
the dissatisfaction to Mr. Bukowski."

"Question: To whom would you take it?

Question: In other words, the Cabinet of
the A.W.Q.?

Answer: That is right."

''Question: Don't you think in the same
parity of reasoning you have given to me
in relation to the A.W.U . that he should
have made an official report to Cabinet?

Answer: That would follow."

"Question: And to go outside into a
Press campaign would be an improper
thing?

Answer: I would not go outside."
" Question: Because it would be

improper . . . . ?

Answer: That is correct."
Let us consider more of these factual state-
"'cuts from Mr. Creighton . In Exhibit 58
he says-

"After the passage of Bucket of
Whishey' s resolution on Monday the
intelligent vote will NOT follow Gair &
Co. No-one can or would believe them."

And so it goes on. I could read a lot more
llke that, Hon. members should read the
transcript because you do not get this in the
Ctamniissioner's report.

Mr. Dewar : It was all in the paper.

Mr. GAIR: The Press clamoured for
weeks for the full report I gave. You saw
how they treated it. How much was the
public given of the report I made available
in pretty quick time considering all I had to
read? The Leader of the Opposition who has
no administrative duties to perform was say-
ing that it was overdue, too late and all that
sort of thing. I sat up until the early hours
of the morning reading the transcript to
make the findings available to the Press. I
invite hon. members to look for themselves to
see just how much of it was published. See
just how the public has been served by the
Press of the State on such an important
matter in which the Press had made so much
effort to influence the public mind. I do not
believe that any person responsible for the
writing of leading articles in the "Courier-
Mail," I ° Telegraph" or any other newspaper
has read the transcript of evidence. Until
they have read it they do not know the story
of Creighton. Even the hon. member for
Mundingburra has said, "Where did you get
this? I never heard that before."

If time will not permit there are others
here equally industrious and vigorous to tell
what remains unsaid.

Reference has been made to the Lennon's
Hotel site. He heaped insult on the directors
of a well-known company. Paradise Island
was another thing that he sent on to Williams
and which came to Bukowski. It was free-
hold property and had nothing to do with
leasehold. This is the reliable gentleman
who has been supported by some members
of the Opposition. I think it must be con-
ceded that the Leader of the Opposition
disclosed the weakness of his case today. He
has not only insulted legislators, members of
Parliament, directors of companies and others,
but I believe that he has done more than
insult them and me. After all, it does not
matter so much to the individual, but he
has done more than that-he has betrayed
the trust placed in him by the Government
and the people of this State. He had
been appointed to an exalted position in the
service of the Government and the people of
Queensland. He was appointed to a position
held to merit appointment by Act of
Parliament, therefore we have to come
here to remove him by resolution.
If Mr. Creighton's subordinate committed the
same offence that Mr. Creighton is charged
with, he would have been dismissed by Mr.
Creighton himself. He pleads that he did so
in the public interest. Take all that I have
given of the evidence. If hon. members are
not satisfied let them read through the trans-
cript of the case and they will see the nature
of the man with whom we are dealing. I
think you will then understand that what the
Government are doing is the right course to
adopt. If hon. members opposite were the
Government they would be doing the same
thing in the public interest and in the interest
of the Public Service of the State and
Queensland generally.

Government Members: Hear, hear!

I
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Hon. E . J. WALSH (Bundaberg-
Treasurer) (8.52 p.m.) : I do not think there
will be any disagreement on either side that
the matter that is being debated today is
one of far-reaching importance and one which
I think will go down in history because it is
the first case of its kind not only in this
State but in Australia. At the outset I wish
to say in regard to the outcry by the Press
and some individuals that certain things
should be done by the Government, that if
Mr. Creighton is penalised in some way he
should still be given a job in the Public
Service, that this House is called on to make
a decision on only one point. The Act
provides that Parliament decides whether
Mr. Creighton is to be removed from his office
because of misbehaviour, and if the House
is not agreeable to that course he is auto-
matically restored to his office. Let us not
get away with the idea that Parliament or any
other body can make any decision other than
one made by this House. Creighton is either
out or in. That is the Act. That is the law
of this country.

I am not going to bring in any political
issues. I am not going to deal with anybody
else involved in the evidence before the royal
commission except to the extent that evidence
was given by Mr. Creighton before the royal
commission about that person. Although one
may be tempted to talk about the political
aspects of the question that resulted in the
royal commission, I think it is the duty of
every hon. member to eliminate from the
discussion the Party political aspect on this
question.

Unfortunately, the leader of the Opposi-
tion, did not give that lead to his Party. As
a matter of fact, he has taken up a very
extraordinary attitude. He admitted that
Mr. Creighton had committed what might be
called an indiscretion and, having conceded
that, the Leader of the Opposition said,
"Forget about the rest. Forget about every-
thing else that happened, as long as you
retain Mr. Creighton in his position." Has
the Leader of the Opposition overlooked the
fact that Mr. Creighton embarked on a cam-
paign of smear of the characters of respect-
able citizens of this State, many of whom
I should say are far from being supporters
of the Labour Party? But in every instance,
if the Leader of the Opposition and hon.
members read the Commissioner's report, the
person whose character Mr. Creighton
attempted to smear or who was charged by
Mr. Creighton was absolved as far as integ-
rity was concerned. I mention a few, Mr.
Kruttschnitt, Mr. Jamieson, Mr. Hill of Natal
Downs, Mr. Winter of Woolerina, the direc-
tors of Lennon's Hotel, and Mr. Warby, all
of whom were mentioned in Mr. Creighton's
dispatches to Mr. Williams.

The Leader of the Opposition went on to
justify the action of Mr. Creighton in not
going to the Premier, in not going to
Cabinet, in not reporting to Parliament and
in not going to the Governor. I am really sorry
that the Leader of the Opposition took up

that attitude, because apparently he is pre-
pared to condone that conduct on the part
of those issued with Queen's commission,
and Mr. Creighton was issued with the Queen's
commission. Apparently he believes they
should have the liberty to go anywhere other
than constituted authority in this State. II
we accept what the Leader of the Opposi.
tion has said, why have a Governor at all?
As I intimated during the course of the
remarks of the Leader of the Opposition, it
is a reflection on the Governor.

31[r. Huller: What rot!

Mr. WALSH: The hon, member has been
slipping on margarine so long now that he
does not know where he is.

The fact remains that the Leader of the
Opposition said in so many words that the
Governor is prepared to accept any advice
given to him by his. Ministers, whether it is
against corrupt practices or in favour of
corrupt practices.

Mr. Nicklin: I did not say anything of [
the sort.

Hr. WALSH: That is the only interpre•
tation I can place on his words.

Hon. members will remember .the action
taken by Sir Phillip Game in New South
Wales when he dismissed the Government
from office. Does not the Governor of Queens-
land possess exactly the same powers in that
respect as the Governor of New South Wales,

Hr. Riley : It is his only executive power
to recall the Government.

Mr. WALSH: It is sufficient if he could
recall the Commission issued to the Premier
of this State to form a Government. That
is a powerful weapon in the hands of any ;
Governor. I have a recollection, of course,
of something that happened in this State
many years ago but not in the days of
Labour government . The Governor of the
day failed to accept the advice of his Miu•
isters and he was recalled by the United
Kingdom Government. But that was not in
the days of Labour government.

Assume Mr. Creighton had followed the
course as has been suggested. I will come
later to where Mr. Justice Townley clearly
indicated the course Mr. Creighton should
have followed. What a stronger position
would Mr. Creighton then have been in if
he was in a position to say, "I went to trr,
Governor and the Premier and the Cabin'
and reported this to Parliament-"

Mr. Huller: His head would have gone
off.

Mr. WALSH: I will not waste time wit?'
the hon. member's silly nonsense. I was
saying that Mr. Creighton would have been
in a strong position because no Government
would have dared to challenge his submissions
to the Governor or the Premier or Cabinet.
The Government would have been compelled
to act.

Mr
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poring the discussion the Leader of the

Opposition threw out certain challenges. I

made an interjection when the hon . member
for Chermside sought to come into the debate

with' a nasty inference. Even now I am not

tempted to bring these things out for the

reason that, there is no time to refer to them.

That does
not mean that at some future date,

when I hope the Premier will give us an

opportunity of debating the report of the

royal comrrdssion, there will not be a lot
of things said from this side of the House.

it will be an occasion that I propose to take

advantage of to say what I might have to

say in that respect and concerning a few

other {dings too.

The Deputy Leader of the Opposition today

raised the question as to procedure in this

matter, and maintained that we did not keep

to the Standing Orders , that we had not

followed practice and usage in the House of

Commons. He cannot cite an instance. I

challenge him, and I know that hon. members
opposite who have paid any attention to the

matter know full well that the only parts
of the Standing Orders suspended were those

which would have prevented the right of

,,tr, Creighton to appear at the Bar of this
Rouse, and no more. Why mislead people

by placing such a ridiculous statement in
the record of this debate? In any case, as
I said before, there would be no other case

in Australia of a similar nature to this,

except perhaps one which occurred in South
Australia many years ago when a judge was
removed from office . But there again it
was on a different plane because the matter
was dealt with under different law, a law
similar to that by which members of the
;judiciary would have been dealt with here.
Whilst it was very disturbing to know that
Mr. Creighton, the holder of a commission
from the Crown, should have withheld infor-
iention he claimed was in his possession in
regard to these matters for such a long
period without revealing it at all, it also
disturbs me somewhat to know that there are
others holding commissions from the Queen
who likewise have withheld information in
their possession . I refer to allegations that
were in their possession and that have been
withheld from both the Government and the
Governor. It is only reasonable to suggest
that at some future time something should
be said about that in this House, irrespective
of the position of the person concerned.

The rest of my remarks , in the main, will
deal with the written and the spoken words
of 1vIr. (h•eighton himself. Except to the
n tent that I have to interpolate here and
there comments on parts of the transcript of
proceedings, I do not propose to engage in
any considerable comment on Mr. Creighton.

The House has already been given the
ofueial reasons why Mr. Creighton should be
dismissed from his position. It is not
Parliament that dismisses him. Let that be
understood. All that this Parliament does
is to carry the motion, or otherwise. If it

is carried, it remains with the Governor in
Council, not Parliament, to dismiss Mr.
Creighton.

The statement that was tabled yesterday
contains a very significant paragraph. It
refers to Mr. Creighton's misbehaviour and
says-

" The facts and inferences aforesaid
establish that the said Vivian Rogers
Creighton was guilty of a breach of the
trust and confidence reposed in him as
permanent head of the Department of
Public Lands and of treachery to Her
Majesty's Ministers and that generally in
relation to his said office his conduct was
unconscionable and unjustifiable."

Apart from the reasons given prior to
that, there are so many other things about
Creighton's conduct that can be described as
misbehaviour. Different members of the
Assembly may seek to put different inter-
pretations upon the word "misbehaviour."
From my point of view and so far
as this case is concerned, it could be taken
to include disloyalty, treachery, deceit and
lying. I should say that Mr. Creighton has
been guilty of each of those things. He
himself, by the evidence that he gave on
oath before the royal commission, proved
that he was guilty of them.

Mr. Creighton claims to have exposed the
corruption of which the Commissioner
ultimately found the Minister guilty, On
the other ' hand, however, he swore on oath
that he was not responsible for exposing
it. That is very important. I am not
asking hon. members to accept my word, but
to accept the record of proceedings,

Following on what the Premier has said
about the Press, although I will concede
that the Press gave a very full resume of
the proceedings, from there on there was not
much difference between the Press combine
here and that which functions under the
dictates of Soviet Russia.

Mr. Muller: That is an awful statement
to make,

Mr. WALSH: It is not an awful state-
ment to make. If the hon, member has read
the Commissioner's report, he will know, that
not one word can be found in it in favour
of Mr. Creighton. If he is the hero
responsible for exposing the corrupt
Minister, one might expect to find somewhere
in the report an indication that the Com-
missioner held him in esteem for his conduct;
but it is not to be found.

References were made by Creighton to the
Premier. I fully realise that this House has
never before been confronted with a situation
such as this.

Opposition Members : Hear, hear!

1MIr. WALSH: I think that in future
consideration will have to be given to the
rights of a person who appears at the Bar
of the House. He appears only by leave
of the House and not exactly under privilege
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so he should not be permitted to take the
opportunity again to slander Ministers and
the Premier and others. I do not mean to
cast any reflection on you, Mr. Speaker, but
I suggest that for future guidance that might
be laid down, and I think if would be
accepted in the usages and practices of the
House of Commons that for part of his con-
duct at the Bar of the House Creighton would
have been dealt with for contempt.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order! It struck me
that Mr. Creighton was permitted to say
things at the Bar of the House that an hon.
member was not permitted to say inside the
House. Mr. Creighton was granted the
privilege of appearing at the Bar by the
House. He was permitted to make a state-
ment and I therefore did not interrupt him.

ITr. WALSH: I fully appreciate that,
and I say it with all sincerity.

Mi. Gair : An unusual case.

Mr. WALSH : Yes, unusual circum-
stances . There were other aspects, such as
when, for purposes of exhibition or otherwise,
the hon. member for Mundingburra wanted
to come in with a helping hand.

I shall deal now with the references to
the Premier. At page 953 of the transcript
of evidence, Mr. Casey was examining Mr.
Creighton and this evidence appears-

"You will admit hate has destroyed
men before; they have been consumed by
hate and they have become irrational?-
I have read of such things.

"And unrecognised on the part of the
person that has the blight?-I do not hate
anybody.

"If you do not hate anybody, you will
not readily make suggestions destructive
of another man's character?-That is not
the basis of hate.

"Even in this witness box you have,
despite the fact your counsel said you
were not making any allegations, alleged
corruption against many people-corrup-
tion, mark you, without the slightest evid-
ence of it. Is that not based on something
that is irrational in a man of your standing?
-No. I thought that my actions were
not irrational.

"Have we reached this position : that
you are desperately fighting now in a corner
and you are prepared to do anything to try
to justify your action?-No, I am not
desperately fighting in a corner. That
position has long since passed.

"Have you not attempted to show you
are somewhat of a heroic character in
fighting this matter alone?-No.

"Take the members of the Cabinet-it
is the same Cabinet that appointed you,
or practically, or perhaps Mr. McCathie is
an addition since then?-Practically.

"In all your career in that department,
and speaking now as a thoroughly honest
man, do you know anything against the
integrity of the Premier?-No.

Take them down through the Oabinot:
the Deputy Premier, Mr. Duggan, I1lr,
Walsh -I do not know the order
seniority Mr. Power, Mr. Moore, Mr. Jones
Mr. Hilton, Mr. Collins, Mr. McCathie,'
we will leave Mr. Foley out because lie is
the subject of this inquiry. Have yeir
heard one thing or can you advance on,
piece of probitive evidence here to shops
that these men that I have mentioned, all
members of the Cabinet, and leaving h olej,
out advisedly and only because of this
commission , are anything but men of the
highest integrity?-No.

And yet you suggested a while ago that
Mr. Gar may have been guilty of some
corrupt conduct. Have you any evidence of
probitive worth to suggest that Mr. Gair -
is anything but a thoroughly honest man)
-I have told you that I have none."

Mr. Creighton had the hide to stand there
today at the Bar of the House and repeat
the accusations that were made through ii,
correspondence that was given to Air,
Williams and others regarding these matters,
On page 955 of the record we find DIr,
Creighton giving these answers to Mr. Casef-

"You told Mr. Bennett-I think it z'as
Mr. Bennett-that the facts that you gw'e
in these letters to Mr. Williams were all
correct? The facts?----

Not the continents?-T said there night
have been minor discrepancies as to 2ri's.
I didn't write them with the records arc )-
able. I mentioned something about
Bladensburg.

In relation to Lyndhurst, the propose)
exchange suggested to Kruttschnitt never
took place? We are all agreed on that?

The proposed handing back of portion o
The Lynd for portion of Carpentoi'ir
Downs never took place?-That was
second proposal. The first proposal }\'C
the return of The Lynd.

Neither proposal met with acceptant'
from the Government)-That is so.

I am reading from Exhibit 5-'It wn`
started by Kruttschnitt, through Gair, tivl10
gave it his blessing.' That is a statement
of fact?-Yes.

That means that Gair approved of or
was sympathetic to the proposal put 6I
Kruttschnitt?-Yes.

What probitive evidence have you l'
relation to Gair's state of mind in refs tiOl'
to that?-None whatever.

And you said that he gave it his bits
sing for a consideration to be paicll'-

Yes. "

Can hon. members imagine such a n
Imagine his state of mind: on the one
he denies a thing and then he comes a
and repeats it. That is his state of mind
through the evidence I will quote tonigl' .

Mr. Muller : Did not Mr. Foley do some'
thing similar?
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Mr. WALSH: I hope you are not going
encourage me to talk about the Dairy

Comnussion report tonight.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. WALSH: We have it on the evidence

of Mr. Creighton in reply to his own counsel
that he was appointed to the board in 1952
and appointed chairman in 1953. At page

313 Yr. Creighton was replying to his own

counsel, Mr. Wanstall, and the evidence

-reads
< < fl'hen you were appointed to the Land

Administration Board, had you heard at
that stage any rumours in regard to irregu-

larities in the matter of dealings with
Cro`unn leases?-Yes.

From the time of your appointment up

to the present time what has been the
position concerning the circulation of those
rumours?-They have been frequent."

Creighton was appointed in 1952 and it took
loin over two years to make any reference to
these matters. On his own sworn evidence he
admits lie had heard rumours at the date of
his appointment in 1952. Hon. members
should keep that important point in mind.

Why did he withhold that information for
such a long period and then handle it in
the way in which he did? He made a claim
in his statement today and in "The Sunday
Mail," Amongst other things he said,
I I l'inally, I would ask the people to believe
that I acted on the compulsion of my con
science. I had hoped to strike a blow for clean
administration." Let us have a look at
that. On page 607 of the record the
evidence is as follows-

13Y MR. MCCAWLEY: Was it your
object to unmask corruption?- I did not
see that corruption could be unmasked.
People do not perform corrupt acts before
witnesses. However, I did hope and try
to see that what I thought were corrupt
practices would be stopped.

Aiid that should be stopped without the
public knowing?- Unless there was
definite proof to be given, the matter of
the public knowing about it was not going
to do any good to anybody."

Further evidence to be found on page 607
reads as follows-

"BYBY MR. McCAWLEY: Very well,
you were suggesting that there ought to
be a kind of top-level inquiry?- I think
`The Worker' newspaper did.

Did you suggest it to Williams?- I
doubt it. I do not recall.

Could you have?- No.

Did you have any kind of inquiry in
mi n d l-No, I did not want an enquiry.
I just wanted this stopped, and the whole
business could have been simply stopped
by a definition of policy.

You saw 'The Worker' demand for an
inquiry- I did not write the article in
` The Worker.'

No, but you had an opportunity of
correcting your correspondent if he went
beyond your ideas?- 'The Worker'
articles did not go beyond my ideas.

And when they demanded an inquiry,
they did not go beyond your ideas,
either?- An inquiry, of what nature I
could not determine.

But you read the articles?- Yes, I
read them.

And in determining an inquiry, they did
not go beyond your ideas?- I told you
that I did not want any inquiry. I thought
that the whole matter might be stopped
without any inquiry. That was my
objective.

If that was your objective, nothing
would come publicly to light if it was
stopped without any inquiry?- The matter
of these leases would be put in order."

It is significant to remember in connection
with the matters raised by Mr. Creighton
that in every case the Commissioner has
found there was no foundation for the
allegations or charges. I refer to the
various leases of "Woolerina," "Bombine,"
' Coomrith" and others. I shall not deal

with the case of Mr. Bell because that is
finished "Dutton River"

31r. Muller: You would not like to deal
with it.

Mr. WALSH: Yes, and I shall deal with
the hon. member too later on. ''Dutton
River" occurred some two years before
Creighton was appointed to the Board. His
only reference in the communications was
that if the "Dutton, River" file was
examined it might reveal this or that. In
no case that he raised during the period
that he was a member or chairman of the
Land Administration Board did the Judge
find there was any evidence to justify the
allegations or suspicions of Creighton.
That is important. On page 707, Mr.
McCawley asked Mr. Creighton referring to
Williams-

"Suppose he might tell Mr. Bukowskil"
"That would be on the cards would it

not?"- I understood that my letters to
Williams were confidential as between
us. "

It is apparent that he never intended anything
he wrote to Mr. Williams to see the light
of day.

Mr. Riley: There is no doubt about that.

Mr. WALSH: The hon. member for
Coorparoo agrees with my statement, and I
do not think any sensible person could
disagree. The evidence continues-

"BY MR. McCAWLEY: Well then, Mr.
Creighton, you do not profess to have
been doing this is pursuance of any public
duty, do you?-Only to the extent that it
was connected with the matter, which was
public.
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Do you think it was consistent that you
should be telling Williams things in pur-
suance of a public duty, if he was to keep
them locked in his private breast?-Again
please?

If he was to keep them locked in his
breast I-As I thought he would. I have
no doubt that many people have said many
things to their friends----"

That is again clear evidence of his intention,
despite his claim here today and through the
Press that he set out to expose corruption.
He got mixed up in another conflict that I
do not propose to deal with at this time,
and he thought this was going to be good
material in the hands of those people who
were out to damage the Government.

At page 710, this is the evidence-
"BY MR. McCAWLEY: You have, in

effect, initiated a public investigation, have
you not!-No.

You have notl-No.

Well, did the articles in 'The Worker'
have the effect of doing that?-It is my
understanding that the speech of a Senator
in the Senate---

The speech of Senator Wood, and Senator
Wood referred to 'The Worker,' did he
not?-Yes.

And 'The Worker' got its articles from
Williams?-Yes.

And Williams got them from you?-Yes.

So, in that sense, you realise that you
have brought this Commission about?-No.

You (lid not?Reference to 'The
Worker' articles was only a secondary
matter in the Senator's speech.

What was the primary one!-An allega-
tion about graft in respect of land leases.

In respect of land leases!-Yes."

There again you have the man's own admis-
sion on oath that he was in no way responsible
for bringing about the inquiry. Have I to
accept that admission on oath, or have I to
accept the published statements in the Press
throughout this State I

I come now to his sources of information,
and this is particularly interesting, I should
say, bearing in mind the very responsible
position that he has been occupying, particu-
larly since 1952. It is interesting to think
that he should resort to this sort of informa-
tion in setting out to besmirch the character
of many good citizens of this State.

This is the evidence at page 558-

11 BY MR. McCAWLEY: In one of your
letters, you say that there were rumours
from Canberra to Cairns. Do I quote you
correctly?-You do.

What were the sources of those
rumours?-The only definite source is the
one that I referred to, the phone caller,
who took it on himself to tell me things.

The source was the anonymous phone
,caller? I want a responsive answer. The
source was the anonymous phone caller?--
In particular, in regard to Canberra, such
matter had even been mentioned in Parlia-
ment House in Canberra, or by M's.H.R.

When did he tell you thisi-I do not
know what date. There was a succession
of calls. I told you when they started.

When did they commence?-The first
call was shortly before the ringbarking
deputation, which was some time towards
the end of 1954.

Over the period, how many calls did
you receive from your anonymous caller ?-
I never counted them. My impression is
that there were a number, but I have also
told the Commission that in discussion with
two M's.L.A., they said that they had
heard these rumours, they were current
around this Parliament House, and Mr.
Gunn told me that he had heard rumours.
There were innuendoes or suggestions, but
I cannot recall any particular person. I
never encouraged them to talk about it.
The only person with whom I discussed it
openly was Mr. Gunn, because he was the
leader of the Graziers' Association and
no particular personal friend of mine,

You said that you were under the
impression that you had a number of
phone calls?-Yes.

Anonymous calls?-Yes.

What would be the minimum number of
calls which you hadl-I never kept a
record of them.

I am not asking you for a record. I
am asking you for your memory?-I
would say there would be not less than
five or six.

And not more thanI-I would not say.

I am asking you. Were there more
than 207-1 do not know how many there
were.

But were there more than 201-I do
not know how many there were.

Could there have been 20?-I do not
think that there were 20, but I am not in it
position to say how many there were.

Could there have been 20I-I do not
know, but I doubt it.

You doubt it? For all you know, there
might have been 201-I doubt that there
would be that many, but I do not knot/
what number there were.

Where were these calls made?-To me,
in my office.

Was anybody else present at any time?
-No.

In the course of from 5 to 20 phone
calls, were you able to glean any infor-
mation about your caller?-No.

Was it a woman or a man?-It was a
male voice.
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7pid you ever ask him who he was?-

On the first call he made it clear that

be did
se emed glad that I did not recogniseIle

his voice.

,Sc) you never asked him who he was?-

No.
You did not have the slightest idea?-

No."

I ask any hon. member opposite if he can
imagine the position where a responsible

executive officer receives anything up to 20
anonymous telephone calls and never pro-
ceeds to ascertain the identity of the caller.
The thing is too stupid or ridiculous to ask

sensible men to believe . What would any
hon. nieniber do if he got one or two anony-
mous calls ? Would not his first question
be, "\Vho is speaking ?" You have the
sworn evidence that Mr. Creighton took no
steps to ascertain the identity of the person
who had consistently called him over that
period.

As I realise the limit of my time, I should
like to ask permission of the House to
include in the record of the Parliamentary
debates documents identified as Exhibits 3,
9, 57, 58, 59, 63 , 64 and 65-the relevant
correspondence between Creighton and
WVilliau,s. I ask for that permission.

Mr . SPEAKER: Is it the pleasure of the
House that the documents referred to by the
Treasurer be inserted in "Hansard " without
bring read?

Honourable Members : Hear, hear!

11Ir. WALSH : I thank hon . members.
It is information which should be available
in full detail to hon. members . These are
the Exhibits referred to-

EXHIBIT 3.

LAND INFORMATION.

Prior to the Royal Commission into
Pastoral Lands and notably during the
hearings of that Commission stress was
made by Grazing Organisations on the
insecurity of land tenure . A plea was made
and a substantial case made out for security
of tenure.

Their argument was discounted to a suffi-
cient extent to show that actually under
Queensland Land Administration pastoral
leases have equal to if not better tenure
than freehold land.

further after the sittings of the Commis-
sion the Lands Department to offset propa-
ganda on this point invited landholders to
surrender their leases before the due date
and they would be given instead of the one
priority block that they would have at the
nor, sal expiry of their lease , they would be
given two and in cases of land which was
suitable for cutting up for farming pur-
poses, more than two blocks , and they would
be given 28 to 30 years lease of those areas.

Subsequently at the expiry of these
leases they would fall back on to the one
block in each case.

The position today is that some Graziers
have made application and have surrendered
their leases and in accordance with this
principle received new leases. Others are
still contemplating such action, and some
have made no move at all.

(1) LUNDAVRA HOLDINGS.

These properties are situated in the
Goondiwindi area in the centre of hundreds
of miles of country that is readily adapt-
able and has been converted into small areas
based on sheep and small farming.

The normal tenure of this place is due
for resumption in approximately ten (10)
years time and at the time of the normal
resumption the present lessees would be
entitled to eight (8) blocks, and the
remainder of the country would be ballotted
for by approved applicants.

(I detail particulars of ownership at
present.)

The owner initially made application for
resumption of his area at Lundavra, but has
not proceeded with his application.

It has been asserted that he made a state-
ment that he already has a new lease for
the whole of the area.

The nominal value of the land is £5 per
acre and the total value in the vicinity of
£350,000.

It is further contended by people
interested in this matter, that when
Cameron gets his new lease of the whole
of the property an ex-gratia payment of
£10,000 is going to be made to somebody
for their services in securing the new
lease.

Cameron also owns Bullaman Plains near
Dirranbandi a hundred miles further west,
and he has achieved some publicity by an
irrigation project that he has exploited on
this property in that he damned the Moonee
River and floods a considerable portion of
his country. He was not licenced to dam
this River, and it is considered that the
Dam has not been constructed on sound
engineering principles, and that his scheme
on this property will ruin the country.

Information is that Cameron can have
new lease at Bullaman Plains for the
asking, but he is merely interested in
tendered blocks, and apart from having
stated that he has secured a new lease,
also said that if lie does not get it he will
talk loud and involve all the persons con-
cerned.

The blocks adjacent to Lundavra have
already been cut up for closer settlement,
and I understand, distributed.

(2) It is rumoured that it is proposed
to give a stud lease to Whynbah Pastoral
Company near Dirranbandi-the Owner of
this is D. M. Fea-area 75 square miles
(48,000 acres) C.C. 1/4k or 1066. Sheep
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could be increased to 1 to 31 acres or say
13,000 sheep . Terms of Lease-20 years
of 1-7-37 expiring 30-6-57,

(3) It is also proposed to give a new
stud lease of Tilbaroo lease near Cunna-
mulla 1/3rd of this property has been
reserved.

The particulars are Tilbaroo Eulo 520
square miles-Owners J. Jordan Pty. Ltd.
-Terms of Lease-30 years from the
1-10-34-expiring 30th September, 1964.
C.C. 1 to 8 acres or 4,600-could be
increased to 1 in 7 or about another 5,000
sheep.

Resumption of 165 S.M. will take effect
on the 1- 7-1955 (2 blocks per competitor)
-will carry 1 to 8 acres or 11,733 sheep-
leaving the lessee Company 355 square miles
with a carrying capacity of about 30,000
sheep.

The actual position of the sub -leases is
that in those cases they are merely a means
of giving investment of this nature to
Pastoral interests, and in actual fact more
rams come off places that are not sub -leases
than those that are sub -leases (see evidence
Royal Commission Pastoral Leases).

(4) KILCUMMIN , CLERMONT.

112,000 acres carrying capacity 35,000
sheep-expiry dated 30 -6-1955 (today).

In 1952 Ted Hill or his family Company
Natal Downs Pty. Ltd. of Rosevale
Wyandra-a 20,000 sheep corporation of
grazing selections , bought Kilcummin from
Australian Estates just as the lease expired.
They paid the value of improvement on the
expiring lease plus a consideration in the
18,000 freehold area on which the home-
stead stands.

Hill received a 5 year lease which expires
today.

The excuse for not cutting this place up
is that they are awaiting the outcome they
claim, of experiments of food corporation
leases.

These have and are being cut up and
Kilcummin is better than these lands for
closer settlement.

It is claimed Hill has been to the Mini-
ster, who is favourably disposed to an
extension of lease.

( 5) W00LERINA LEASE VIA DIRRANBANDI.
Owner E. M. Winter-Area three hundred
and three -quarter square miles-Rent 100
shillings-Terms 30 years from the 1-10-31
-Expiry of Lease 30th September, 1961
-Carrying Capacity 1/9 at present. Sheep
carried 21,427.

It is claimed this will improve to a
carrying capacity of 1 to 6.

There has been no resumption of this
lease although the Government approved
of this 3 years ago, and it is claimed the
Department had the resumption order
countermanded after a visit by Winter to
Brisbane.

Adjacent to this is Coomburrah, which
was cut into four blocks of 5,000 sheep
each.

(6) CHARLOTTE PLAINS. Known aS
Dutton River holding north of Hughenden,
Lease normally expires about 1960. The
late owner was known as "Scamp" White,
and an offer was made to him for 30 years
lease. Conditional 70,000 acres was sur-
rendered for new settlement.

Before the offer could be exploited or
otherwise "Scamp"Scamp" White died and the
place has been purchased from his Executor
by a new owner named E. Loughnan.

It is reported that an offer has been
made to Loughnan of a similar nature, but
to date has not been accepted.

It is rumoured that Loughnan is negotiat-
ing for the whole of the lease including the
70,000 acres, and that he has made a state.
ment that he expects to get it.

(7) The Queensland Stock Properties
were given new leases of Magoora, Forest
Home, Carpentaria Downs and half of
Lyndhurst Station. The other half of
Lyndhurst is to be cut up for closer
settlement.

Kruttschnitt of Mt. Isa Mines has since
become a shareholder of this Company, and
has made representations through some well
placed person, and an Official of the Lands
Department was detailed to make reports.
It was expected following these reports
that the Land Acts would be changed in
the next session of Parliament to provide
for the continuation of leases of the other
half of Lyndhurst to this Company.

Consistent with this information, Burgin
an Official of the Lands Department did go
north, but I am advised his itinery is dis-
turbed by the heavy wet weather experi-
enced in the Northern areas, but it is
reported from friends of mine, that he was
in Hughenden and was in Richmond.

It has further been intimated to me that
following resolutions from the Townsville
A.L.P, and statements by people in various
centres that have been made in connection
with land settlement, there was a possibility
that there would be no interference in the
closer settlement policy at this stage.

EXHIBIT 9.

SPECIAL WEEKLY FEATURE.

TO THE MAN ON THE LAND AND
TO THOSE WHO WOULD LIKE TO
GO ON THE LAND.

These are facts you should know and
we suggest questions you should ask thereto.

"The Lands Act Amendment Act of
1952" was issued in four main parts, three
of which were of general interest to
holders of crown leases.

The first of these deal with smaller
holdings for better development and offers
a solution to the problem confronting those
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holders of grazing selections and pastoral
lease tenures whose lands are situated in

localities
where the advent of closer settle-

localities
more intense land usage is

inuuinent and inevitable.
lacy of these leases are too large for

development by one individual in fact com-
fortable livings are being secured on the
developed portions of the holdings and the
undeveloped balance considered a little more
than an embarrassment to the lease holder.

part 2 of the Act deals with the sur-
render in certain instances of existing
leases in exchange for new ones and a
simplified experiment has been offered to
Land owners and intending land owners by
maan.s of a questionaire and answers thereto
sent out by the Minister for Lands.

The grsta pastoral plessee1is uncertainselector o or a
as to the further of his lease he can apply

to have it renewed.
Officers of the Department of Lands

then inspect it. If
be so

purely
advised andland the applicant

he will know where he stands.

11' it is not, officers from the Land
Department will tentatively design the land
into blocks as if it were an expired lease.

The, Minister then can make an offer to
the lessee that if he will surrender his
present lease he will be given priority of
application for a new lease from any two
of the designed sub-divisions as provided
for by this Act.

K. I;. Cameron owns three grazing leases
near Thallon called "Bullamon Station".
On this property a weir has been built
across the Moonee River with the object of
flooding the surrounding country. This

enterprise has been given a lot of publicity
but we understand this is not a sound
engineering venture.

Cameron and his family own another
property known as "Lundavra" comprising
of four grazing leases of first class brigalow
country over 70,000 acres in size, near
O o oudiwindi.

Locally the value of this property is
regarded as from £6 to £8 per acre but
on a basis consistent with proper values
it is considered to be worth at least £5
per are.

A total value of at least £350,000. It's

nice money if you can get it.

This is the type of country the Govern-
ment's new settlement Act was aimed at-
the Brigalow Country.

The core of the Act is this that any
Squatter in the brigalow country can sur-
render his existing lease straight away and
get two living areas for himself-still good
money if you can get it. Anything left
over is cut up for selection.

If the circular given out by the Minister
for Lands is correct Cameron can get eight
living areas from "Lundavra".

'Tis rumoured Cameron wants the lot.

'Tis also rumoured from Cunnamulla
to Cooktown that he is going to get it.

It is understood a departmental officer

is making a report on the property.

Countries and Governments have risen
and have fallen on their Land Administra-

tion.

Ask questions consistent with these

articles and watch what happens to

Lundavra ".
More about I'Lundavra"

places next week.

and other

EXHIBIT 57.
Brisbane.

Tuesday.

Dear Edgar,
I don't know how you want this done.

If I give it in outline the "write-up" man
could go off the rails and if I set it up for
printing there's a chance of being recog-

nized. What follows is not in my usual
style of writing and there are sundry small

errors on the technical side which are
immaterial to the case and don't affect the

facts. Also these little bits of history
cannot be contradicted.

It's a long time since we had a land
scandal in Australia but it looks like one

is coming up. Smoke has been rising ever

since Foley took the Lands portfolio and
where there's smoke there's fire.

Foley was mates with the late "Scamp"
White and back in 1950 "Scamp" bought
Bladensburg Station after the lease had run
out and while the Lands Dept. was making
up its mind what to do with . £White
paid the owners £9,000 (repeat
for their occupation lease and as soon as he
did Foley gave him a new 30 year lease of
the place which "Scamp" immediately sold
for £42,500 (repeat £42,500). A nice quick

profit on a nice hot tip but we ask why

the new lease
competed for by

was
others if the lace was not

to be cut up.
Then "Scamp" bought Charlotte Plains

on a contract which said the sellers bore
the costs and the buyer got the income
while the sale was going through.

Foley

held the sale up for months by disallowing
it because there was burr on the place like
every other property on the Flinders. This

made money for White but when his Estate
sold to Jack Loughnan there was no hold
although the burr is as thick as ever but
Jack has reputation for giving racehorses
away to politicians.

For some time now there have been very
nasty rumours about new leases for a man

called K. B. Cameron. We have maps
which show Cameron owns three grazing

leases near Thallon called "Bullamon

Plains ". He has built a weir across the
Moonie River without a license and set out
to flood a lot of his country. The work
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has been done with tax concession money
and has been given a lot of publicity. But
if his stock returns are dinkum he is not
carrying any more stock now than he did
6 or 7 years ago and no more per mile
than his neighbours do and they have no
weirs with or without licenses.

It is rumoured this irrigation works was
to be the excuse for giving Cameron new
leases of another property near Goondi-
windi. We have enquired about this place.
Is called Lundavra and is four grazing
Leases of first class brigalow country over
70,000 acres in size. This is the country
the Govts. New Settlement Act was aimed
at-the brigalow country. The guts of this
gutless Act is that any squatter in the
brigalow country can surrender his expiring
lease straight away and get two living
areas for himself anything left over is
cut up for selection. If Foley's pamphlet
on the matter is to be believed, Cameron
could get EIGHT living areas from
Lundavra.

But Cameron wanted the lot. So he saw
certain people and now all the dogs along
the Moonie and the Maclntyre are barking
that Cameron says he has been promised
new leases over both Bullamon and
Lundavra.

Every politician in the Talkshop has
heard these rumours, every grazier knows
about it and it is talked of from Cairns
to Canberra. We know a tame stooge is
running around the country on a mystery
hush hush job. People say he is finding
the ammunition for a stunt to give new
leases to certain people. There is talk
everywhere of the price being paid for all
this and who is to get it.

Now all this may not be true but true or
false a smear is being put on the Premier,
his Ministers, Members of the Parliament,
and on the Labor Party. If it is NOT
true the whole nasty business can be killed
quick and lively. It only needs the Premier
to say in a public announcement-no hedg-
ing-that his Govt. pledges itself not to
give new leases to Cameron or anyone else
whose leases are fit for cutting up. Which
is Labor policy.

We did ask the locals what Luncavra
was worth and were told "anything from
six to eight quid an acre" and a new lease
of the lot would be worth '' half a million ".
So people have reason to talk.

EXHIBIT 58.
Brisbane.

From V for Victory
To E for Energy.

1st June, 1955.

Good work pal: you threw a BIG scare
into the boys. They scare a bit easy these
days. When all these many-headed resolu-
tions arrived Tom was savage and resentful
and full of fight but since Saturday last his
attitude is different. I understand there

was something or other happened in
Victoria. A cold place and their chilling
winds reach a long way.

Though no judge of political responsive.
ness on the part of the electors it is obvious
from conversation with a wide section of
persons that a patched up peace will not
win the Party an election. After the
passage of Bucket of Whiskey's resolution
on Monday the intelligent vote will NOT
follow Gair & Co. No one can or would
believe them. There must be a purge if
Labor is to live here. Gair Walsh Power
Moore and others have had it and can only
lead their party into the mulga.

The replies to those resolutions have not
yet been framed and comment will be for-
warded you when they are: it is possible the
Ministerial reply will not follow exactly
that furnished by his advisers.

The Charlotte Plains one led to an
anxious call for Corkscrew Jack: he and
Toni were booked to fly up to Hughenden
(at Loughnan's expense) to spend a holi-
day on the station as the guests of the
owner. Now Tom thinks it would not be
politic to go for him anyhow-so see
what you have done. It also led to sending
for the new Member for that part of the
world but what transpired I do not know.
Present indications are that this plot is
busted-it certainly frightened the parties
-but you will be advised of the position
from time to time.

Some talk of Lyndhurst has also taken
place and general indications are a cooling
off on that proposition. It was started by
Krushednutz through GAIR who gave it
his blessing-for a consideration to be paid
-but you will be advised on the matter
in the light of the reply sent you officially.
Incidentally the owners are the Queensland
Stockbreeders and not the Q.N. Pastoral
Coy. which is a matter of little concern.

EXHIBIT 59.
BRISBANE.

June 1955.
Dear Edgar,

You would be pleased if you knew all the
stir those A.L.P. resolutions have caused.
Foley is all hot and bothered about it. I
don't fancy either Lyndhurst or Dutton
River will come off now so good has been
done. Of course, your enquiries will lead
to nothing-officially-as what has been
done is fair square and above board, apart
from the fact that sometimes, after the
Dept. has recommended and Cabinet
approved new leases, the politicians cash in
on the lessees before the department's
letter of advice goes out. But what wanted
stopping is not what was done so much as
what it was INTENDED to do in these
cases . You have put a spanner in the
wrong place at least for the time being
but the trouble is that while certain people
are where they are it can always come on
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.1g,ain. The greedy ones know that certain
people are willing to play given the chance.

When the State Exec. of the A.W.U. has

this meeting with the Premier on this new
lease question-I suppose you are aware of

Bukowslci' s request-these are some points
that can cause a lot of unpleasantness:

What is Taylor' s interest in Dutton River

and %vhy did Loughnan give him a race-

horse.
Is it proposed to give a Stud Lease to

Whyenbtrh Pastoral Lease near Dirranbandi
(owner is Fea ) and what is Taylor's

interest in this.

Is it proposed to give a new stud lease

to the Balance of Tilbooroo Lease ( Cunna-

mulla) now one third of it has been

resumed. (A Foley special.)

When is Kilcummin to be cut up for
closer settlement (Foley-Whyte special).

Whey has no resumption been made from
Woolerina Lease (Dirranbandi ) though the

(Govt. approved of this three years ago.
(Foley Taylor special). Owner is Winter

N.S.W . squatter and Tom countermanded
Cabinet's instruction after a visit from
Winter.

is the Cameron crowd to get new leases
e t Lundavra although it is in a declared
closer settlement area and smaller leases
alongside have already been cut up and
selected. This is the £10,000 question and
is on everyone' s mind. Only a declaration
for the public from the Premier can ever
restore public confidence in this matter.
Cameron has openly stated he is getting a
new lease and has quoted the price.

If they mention his Bullamon Plains
irrigation scheme ask these questions. Has
lie a license from the Irrigation Commission
to dam the Moonie River: Is the dam con-
structed in accordance with sound engineer-
ing principles . What extra stock has he
carried since he built it.

The truth is the dam is illegal; it is
structurally unsound and it is only a matter
of time before the river cuts a new channel
round it and his method of alleged irriga-
tion will result in ruining his land. He
carries no more stock per acre or mile than
his neighbours . And he can have new
leases for Bullamon Plains for the asking.

This stud lease business is racket too
mod certain politicians use it in regard to
land which they know they could not get a
new lease for in the ordinary way and make
up as lot of bulsh about the value of a stud.
In those days every cocky has a stud and
the best studs in the State are on land not
nailer stud but ordinary lease. These
Tilbooroo people who have properties else-
wh(2re in Qld. and N.S.W. almost got the
I esuurecl area back but Mr. Dufficy got that
` oppnl. (Wasn't let in on it ). However,
the)r are well set with Tom for a new stud
lea. of the 300 ,000 acres left.

By the way, the Premier told Tom a
friend told him that Edgar Williams the
A.W.U. Secretary at Townsville had got
those A.L.P. resolutions passed. When you
come down for this A.W.U. meeting ring
me at work or home and I'll give you any
more dope that's available.

V for Victory.

EXHIBIT 63.

E for Energy,

The Worker article was a damp squib and
Tom lifted his tail as he was fearing some-
thing-now he is taking Bucketo on by
publicising his previous letter to him. You
can take it from me that they are going on
with this thing regardless and your deputa-
tion to Gair has not frightened them a bit.
That is no exaggeration. I KNOW.

The drill will be this. Cameron applies
for lease extensions-probably has. The
stooge recommends to Tom who takes it to
Cabinet on a Tuesday goes through Exec.
Council on Thursday . The law says the
offer is then made and the lessee has 3
months to accept. But C. will be on the
doorstep accept at once and from the
quarter day following acceptance the thing
is binding and CAN'T be upset. Now if
the offer is made and taken just before the
quarter day even the Dept . staff won't know
and there will be no time for protests or
anything. , Home on the bit. Mr.
Deficiency now knows all this and his
expert summing up is-money has already
passed. I believe him, but the thing is
your deadline is 30th Sept . next. They
could let it ride to December and put the
thing -through after all the members have
dispersed for Christmas and when there
could be no party meeting for a time but
my opinion is, and it's guided by things I
see and hear is-they will do it soon and
brazen it out. There will be no eff ective
opposition from the opposition if as I hear
Corkscrew Jack has done his work with
Sparkes. And any M.P. who goes out of
line then will not get Cabinet Support and
Cabinet will have the dough. Now the only fly
in the ointment is P.H. but deficiency says
the A.W.U. is likely to pleb him anyhow.
Which shows which side he is on. But they
could get rid of Paul by putting him in
the Land Court when Payne 's term expires
on fifth September . He's eligible for re-
appointment for 5 years and that was put
up to Cabinet by Tom but there was opposi-
tion from the WRECKER and the matter is
deferred till Gair comes back. If he is
NOT reappointed it is odds on Paul will be
pushed out that door . You can take this
too; no politician will fight this Cameron
business hard. If it was put to the party
it would be knocked but it won't go to the
party and they'll take it because if they
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don't they won't get any lolly. I've seen
one after the other reckon they could stop
this thing. You people are the last left
but if you want to stop it you will need to
move fast and strong. There is not much
time left. Your personal visit idea is the
best and if you can break C. down you will
get the whole dirty story and have the lot
where you want them. If they win, then
they will never heed A.W.U. again.

P.S. If you want another titbit use
Woolerina. Cabinet approved resumption
in 1953. After L/C inspected Winter
(lessee ) saw Tom who countermanded
Cabinet order early in 1954.

EXHIBIT 64.

Brisbane.
14-7-1955.

Dear Edgar,

Well it didn 't take long . Cameron was
down the day after you left. I don't
know all he was told except things were
going to be a bit tougher-and pricier?
But I DO know he was NOT told it was
all off. Don't know what happened over
the week-end but Foley is full of pep again
and has lost his jitters . The stooge is at
work on his "report" and things are pro-
ceeding just as before . Foley is going to
Goondiwindi towards the end of the month.
That is top secret or it might even be only
a trap for a bloke you know so be careful
how you use the information. If he IS
going it is to an organised public opinion
poll on new leases for Cameron with certain
graziers and selected people. I am credibly
informed that Hilton is on the verge of a
nervous breakdown and in a permanent
sweat. This business is right in his elec-
torate, he doesn't like it anyhow but as a
tool of the Mick's Master he has to go
along. Anyhow boy you can put it out of
your mind that last Wednesday's effort
stopped things. It's still on as much as
before. I don't know what it is they
have going but there is certainly something
cooking and as I say the jitters are over.

Would it help Foley if the Country
Party did not oppose him at the Elections.
Rundle and McCosker of Emerald have
always been his main opponents-I fancy
Rundle stood against him in an emergency
-and both have lease trouble. Both have
been to see him and McCosker has already
got some preferential treatment . Details
could be got if needed.

Don't know if I told you Foley has had
a directory made of every property in his
electorate with owner 's name address and
phone number . Names of employees are
being added , the drill to be a personal
appeal to every man woman and child in
emergency such as a pleb.

All for now.

V for Victory.

Dear Edgar,

EXHIBIT 65.

BRISBANE.
19-7-55.

There was a great to do in the Lands
Dept. today . The Tele referred to an
article in the Worker about lease extensions
and Toni went up in a blast . Said how
much better things were in Russia where
they shot people who talked like that and
how he'd like to shoot certain people and
spoke of sending for the police etc . etc. In
other words-you rang the bell. He dashed
off statements to the Tole and the Worker
and a letter to Bucketo saying how hurt he
and his Chairman were at the insinuations,
sent Bucketo a map showing all the new
leases granted since 1950 or something and
offering an open go at any file or any of
the properties concerned . Now files are files
and don't show the proofs of corruption.
All the leases shown on the map have been
through the process-inspection by field
officer, reen . by the Board to the Minister
and by him to Cabinet. But if a delegation
came to inspect files f `at leisure " as offered
and-without warning asked to see a few
NOT on the map as well as on it they might
prick their ears. If warned you can bet
the files would be purified and anything
contentious taken off. The Woolerina file
would show Tom's countermanding of
Cabinet 's instruction to resume part of it
after an interview arranged by Winter
recorded by telegram seeking the interview.
The Lyndhurst file would show his readiness
to listen to Rrushednutz and the stooge's
willingness to play ball on the idea. The
Bladensburg file would show how quick
White got and sold a lease at a small profit,
I think the Hawkwood file would show more
dirty work with White and the Dutton
River file would show Tom's famous burr
stunt repeated in the case of Nelia Ponds
on behalf of Douglas who sold to the
Northampton Downs Jew and then got a
better offer and had Tom hold the sale
till the first contract expired. The Til-
boorroo file would show Tom's letter to
the Chairman on a new lease proposal and
his reply and so would Kilcummin and so
would Bullamon Plains. All small things
perhaps but they add up. No one would
endorse a file "So and so paid me so
much for this ." There may be other files
too, but your adviser is a bit unwilling to
send for files outside the scope of business
the way things are.

Apparently Gair told Tom he gave you
people the brush off and set you back on
your tails and you all admitted that you
only had bar room gossip and were now
convinced all was well. But this article in
the Worker and Tele reports the Premier
as agreeing he had heard things etc. and is
Tom SAVAGE with Gair-and distrustful
too. Put in a call for him and is going
to play hell. There is no love lost there
Tom goes to 1VI'boro tomorrow and back
on Saturday . For some reason this team
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rare as cocky as ever after a brief setback
sud Lyndhurst, Bullamon, Kilcummin and

:tll
the rest will be on again as soon as the

time 5ults• There has been no public
refusal or cleaning up and you can bet the
hmndholders knowing these blokes were pre-
pared to talk turkey will not let them rest
__probably raise the ante. Something hap-
peaed over the week-end to the Tuesday
after you people left to alter things from
a state of fright to cheekiness again.

(Time, on motion of Mr. Moore , extended.)

in,. NyALSH: I thank my colleague and

l on, members generally for their courtesy in

giving me an extension of time.

I come now to the question of disloyalty.

III this respect I want to make a contrast

between two men occupying the same office.

-i hen I took over as Acting Secretary for

public, Lands in 1940 Mr . A. G. Melville

was Chairman of the Land Administration

Board. He was a man with a very wide

experience in the administration of the land

laws, I shall never forget Mr. Melville

pacing up and down in front of my desk

with his hands in his pockets confessing

to me, "Mr. Walsh, I have never been a

Labour mean in my life." I said in reply,

"That does not interest me one bit. I
regard as a good and efficient public servant
an officer who administers the law as laid
down by Parliament and gives effect to the
policy of the Government of the day, irre-
spective of its politics . If he does that,
lie will not only keep himself out of a lot
of trouble but he will keep Governments
out of trouble as well." In the whole of
my period of ministerial administration,
which is just on 12 years , I have not had
o more loyal adviser on administrative
matters and Government policy than the
Into Mr. Melville. I contrast the loyalty
of such a man to his Minister with the
actions of the man who is being dealt
with here today, a man who said in sworn
evidence that he hoped the Labour Govern-
ment in this State would live. Surely he
does not ask me to believe that? It is
:,sluing too much of me to ask me to believe
that.

A loyal public servant has no need to
disclose leis politics to the Minister to whom
lie is responsible . As long as he does his
j oh, his Minister is not concerned with his
politics. I think the letters that the House
has ,`agreed to insert in "Hansard " will give
those members of the public who read
"lIansard" some idea of the conduct of Mr.
Creighton,

And now I come to page 694 of the
transcript. It reads-

Casey: I submit in no conceivable
circmustances could it be said that he would
1>e ,justified in dealing with any of the
ht;rte's business by indulging in any
"urreptitious correspondence.

The Commissioner : I certainly did noti
intend to suggest that. What I had in
mind was if, as he suggests, there was
something wrong in which the Minister was
involved, that instead of going to the
Minister when his loyalty to him had ceased,
within his own mind at any rate, he should
then have gone to the Premier or the
Cabinet or the Governor. That is what I
had in mind; not taking any steps, going to
any outsider or going to a newspaper or a
union, or anything of that nature.

Mr. Casey: I appreciate that was Your
Honour's attitude, but, in the bare state-
ment that was made, it might, through
Press reports, have led to the public gain-
ing a wrong impression.

The Commissioner: That is really what I
meant-that if he concluded, rightly or
wrongly, that the Minister's conduct was
such that his loyalty to the Minister had
ceased, he should then have gone to the
Premier, or the Cabinet, or the Governor,
and not to an outsider. That is what I
meant and I hope it would not be construed
otherwise.

Mr. Casey: That is made perfectly clear
now."

How can the Leader of the Opposition
claim that Mr. Creighton could not go to the
Premier, the Minister, or the Governor, when
the Commissioner, on whom the Opposition
seem to depend so much, indicated that that
was the course Creighton should have fol-
lowed?

I have already said that Mr. Creighton was
guilty of many things. I said that he was
guilty of treachery and deceit. Under that
heading could be included the fact, as has
been mentioned previously, that he went to
the extent of preparing the replies to attacks
on the Minister. The replies that the Minister
gave in this House to the attacks made on
him through "The Worker" and elsewhere,
were actually prepared by Mr. Creighton him-
self. He sat in this Chamber in the section
set aside for departmental officers attending
Ministers and listened to everything his
Minister had to say in reply. He went to
counsel's office and heard the case prepared
for submission to the commission in favour
of the Department of Public Lands and justi-
fying the Minister's actions. I should be
surprised if many hon. members opposite
would attempt to justify his action. To
save time I refer hon. members to pages 564,
610, 774 and 775 of the transcript of
evidence. There they will see ample evidence
in Mr. Creighton's replies to counsel of the
charges of treachery and deceit that I have
made against him.

I spoke of character assassins. The Premier
mentioned the references to the site of
Lennon's Hotel at Broadbeaeh, Woolerina
pastoral lease, Kilcummin, Bombine, Coomrith,
and all the other grazing properties involved
in Creighton's allegations. I understand it
was even suggested tHat a son-in-law or other
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relative of the hon, member for Aubigny
was going to contribute to Labour Party
funds in return for some concession that
might be conceded to him. We know the
findings. It is not for me to elaborate on
them but apart from the fact that the Com-
missioner said not one word in Creighton's
favour, the report contains much evidence
damning him. In that respect I want to turn
now to the instance that I really want to get
on record to prove that Creighton lied. This
appears at page 695 Mt the record, in
Creighton 's evidence-

"By Mr. McCawley: What you did was
to attempt to exercise pressure on the
Government through the pages of `The
Worker' l?-In effect, yes.

"I suggest to you that it is clear that the
imputations made against the various
people-Mr. Foley, Cabinet and so forth-
have been fabrications. Do you understand,
I suggest that l-Yes.

"But for the most part, outside this hall.
I am now going to suggest to you that in
the witness box this morning you deliber-
ately lied when you stated that White's
lease had been extended?-

"The Commissioner,: that is Hawkwood?

"My

'

. McCawley : Yes.

"By Mr. McCawley: Did you notl-I
stated that .I believed that to be the case,

'How could you believe that to be the
case? You know the facts, do you not?-
That is my recollection.

"You dealt with the matter?-No.

"Look at this lease. (Shown to witness.)
Look at the term there?-'In consideration
of the- I

"AreAre you looking at the term, the
period`-It is for 30 years from October,
1935.

''That will bring it to 1965, Was it ever
extended? You can answer that
question I-No.

"Why did you say that it had been
extended`-It was in my memory that it
had been. The concession was of a different
sort. "

Here was a man occupying a responsible
position and handling the documents and files,
as he would be required to do, and he was
prepared to tell a lie on that very matter.
At page 696 Mr. Creighton is being cross-
examined by Mr. McCawley, and the evidence
reads-

''Forget about that. Dealing with the
length of the term, you say that you
harboured suspicions that the length of
the term had been extendedI-Yes. I was
incorrect in that degree.

"If you had that suspicion, you could
very soon have dissipated it by looking at
the lease?-Yes,

"Yet you have been content to make an
allegation of corruption against your Mini-
ster. It is an allegation of corruption,
is it note-Yes.

"And a glance of five seconds at the 810
would have dissipated your suspicion
far as the extension of the term was con.
cerned, would it not?-Yes. I did not
have the file available,"

The Chairman of the Land Administration
Board did not have the file available! $e
was not prepared to look at the file to see
whether he could sustain the allegation before
he made it.

At page 125 of the report, the Comanissionen
had this to say-

"Mr. Williams' evidence was that he
saw Mr. Creighton in the latter's ofcic,
on the afternoon of 4 July, 1955,
Mr. Creighton mentioned the deputation to
the Minister of 17 September, 1954. E.
said that the purpose of it was to make
representations to the Minister to have
ringbarking made an allowable improve
meat, Mr. Creighton said £100-ten £lu
notes-had been left on the table as a
`down-payment' for something the),
expected to receive. He also said there
were two members of the delegation who
could not come but the eight men repre.
sented ten different landholders. Mr,
Creighton did not mention any name as
that of the person leaving -the money but
Mr. Williams' impression was that he said
it was the last man to leave the room. Mr,
Williams also said that Mr. Creighton
showed him a list of the names of the
members of the deputation and he copied
them out, putting crosses against the two
who he was told were the spokesmen.

"The account which Mr. Williams said
Mr, Creighton gave to him purports, in
effect, to be that of an eye-witness and not
based upon any anonymous telephone call,
It is difficult to imagine any reasonable
explanation for the disparity between what
Mr. Creighton says he told Mr. Williams
and what Mr. Williams says he was told,
It would seem from the evidence of Mr.
Bukowski that, when Mr. Williams and
other officials of the Australian Wdrkers'
Union saw the Premier, Mr. Williams gave
substantially the same account of the allega-
tion as he gave before me. I can sep, no
reason why Mr. Williams should invent the
account which he said Mr. Creighton gave
him and the disparity between the two
accounts is so great that it could hardly
be attributed to mistake on Mr. Williams'
part, "

In other words, the Commissioner calls
Creighton a liar and says he believes Williams.
The Commissioner went on to say-

"The transcript of the notes taken 9L
the deputation does not seem to bear out
the account of the proceedings which Mr.
Williams said Mr. Creighton gave him.
Mr, Williams appeared to me to be an
intelligent and honest witness.

"I am not really concerned to decide
whether Mr. Creighton gave Mr. Williams
an apparently factual account of
the alleged incident and then invented

^,leil^ lu
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iho anonymous telephone call and caller

to give an account which would not place

Uim in the role of an alleged eye-witness.

l ven if he did, and that amounted to
corrupt conduct, it would not be corrupt

conduct in respect of a dealing or dealings
with certain Crown leaseholds . But what-
over the position in regard to Mr.

Creighton and this alleged incident, there

is certainly no evidence upon which I
eou]d find that it took place either in the
n-rlauner which Mr. Creighton said the
anonymous telephone caller described to
hire or in the m nner which Mr. Williams

staid Mr. Creighton described to him."

11, Loy opinion the Commissioner in his own
language is describing Mr. Creighton as a

liar. Ile continued-

'' There is no evidence upon which I could
possibly find that £100' or any other sum
was ever paid or promised to the Minister
in connection with any proposal to make
ringbarking made an improvement for
which a lessee would be compensated on
the expiration of his lease."

.At page 126 the Commissioner further says-
"Mr. Creighton in his evidence said that,

while lie and the Minister were on a
journey to Canberra in 1954, the latter
told him that Mr. Loughnan-then the
lcasee of Dutton River-had given him a
racehorse-a colt. The Minister said the
horse was in Sydney and he was going
to have a look at it upon this occasion.
The information was volunteered apropos
of. nothing in particular and Mr. Creighton
iuadr; no comment. The Minister later
told him that the horse had been killed
by a falling tree. Later still the Minister
told him that Mr. Loughnan had also given
a racehorse to Mr. J. R. Taylor , M.L.A.

" f am satisfied that Mr . Loughnan did
not snake a gift of a horse either to the
Minister or to Mr. Taylor and that the
Minister did not say that he had."

Ta uoi; that again branding Creighton as a
lies whatever construction you might put on
it. The report continues-

"The facts of the matter are that Mr.
Taylor proposed to lease a colt from Mr.
Loughnan and asked the Minister to share
the expenses of training and racing the
colt. The Minister agreed and a lease in
usual fora s was entered into by them and
Mr. Loughnan. Before the colt was put
into racing condition and started, it was
accident,'illy killed and Mr. Loughnan, as
owner, received the insurance money pay-
able on account of its death.

"I am satisfied that there was no such
ilift as alleged either to the Minister or
1M1r. Taylor.

"There was also an allegation in one of
the letters from Mr. Creighton to Mr.
Williams that Mr. Loughnan had arranged
for the Minister and Mr. Taylor to visit
-Dutton River as his guests and was paying
their air fares . There is no reason that I
can see why they should not have been

Mr. Loughnan 's guests at Dutton River or
anywhere else. That, in itself , is perfectly
harmless . Mr. Creighton said that , the
Minister told him of the arrangement and
the Minister denied that there was any
such agreement and that he told Mr.
Creighton that there was. If he did tell
Mr. Creighton I can hardly think he would
tell him that Mr. Loughnan was paying the
fares. However, as there is no suggestion
of corrupt conduct on the part of or in
relation to Mr. Loughnan , it is unnecessary
for me to resolve the conflict."

So I say that if hon. members care to go
through the transcript and the report of the
Commission they will find abundant evidence
to justify the action taken by Cabinet in
requesting Parliament to decide whether Mr.
Creighton should remain in his office or
whether he should be dismissed . I quote the
following evidence from pages 891 and 892
of the record. Mr. Green who was counsel
for Mr. Williams, asked Mr. Creighton the
following questions-

"Leaving aside Mr. Foley for the
moment, do I state the position fairly if
I put to you that you have no suggestion
of any corrupt action against any other
Labour Member of Parliament in Queens-
land '-No. "

What did he say here today ? I continue the
quotation-

"Put it another way: have you any
evidence whatever to offer of any corrup-
tion against any other Labour Member of
Parliament leaving aside-? No, I have
not.

"None at all?-No evidence-only-
"None against Mr. Dufficyl-That would

not be correct . I at least inferred the
possibility of corruption.

"You only wish people to infer corrup-
tion; but have you any evidence of
corruption'?-To Williams I have inferred
corruption of other people."

Later, on the same page further questions
were asked by Mr. Green-

"You knew, of course, that Williams was
going to pass on any facts that you gave
him to "The Worker" newspaper, did
you'?-Yes , I knew there would be a limit
to what could be published.

Just on that point , you are not complain-
ing about what was published, are
you 2-No.

"It did not exceed any information that
you gave him-No.

" So, when you communicated with
Williams , in the first place, you promised
him that you would give him certain facts
upon which articles could be written in
"The Worker " newspapers-That is so."
On page 915 , Mr. Green asked the following

questions-

"You have never alleged that any
Minister apart from Mr. Foley was in-
volved '-(No answer.)

M
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"You remember in the Senator 's speech
-' Certain ministers are involved '?-Well,
if you read my letters, there is an
inference that there must be some others
too.

You do not specify any others?-I
mentioned the Premier.

"You are not alleging any corruption on
the part of the Premier, are you?--I do
not-

"Just answer that question if you would?
-Yes, that is an inference to be taken
from my letters . I did not know who in
particular ; but I assumed there must be
some person in charge of what I thought
was a party fund.

If you did not know, how could you
allege that the Premier was guilty of any
corruption ?Well, if money was to be paid
to the party funds it would not be paid to
one man, or more than one man would
know about it.

" You believed that, did you?-Yes.

So it goes on. In the first place he said that
he had no charge of corruption against any
other Minister or hon. member of this House
and a minute or so later he proceeds to
make a charge of corruption against an hon.
member. Earlier in the evidence in reply
to Mr. Casey he said that he had no evidence
of any kind against any Minister or hon.
member.

I conclude by referring to "The Sunday
Mail" article that dealt with his approach
to the Secretary for Public Works and
Housing and the Secretary for Labour and
Industry . That paragraph was put over the
air by the A.B.C. It received immense
publicity. He conveyed the impression that
he had unfolded to those Ministers all his
suspicions in regard to these matters. I
have not the time to quote the evidence
but, if hon . members look at the transcript,
they will see his sworn evidence . He stated
after being pushed by the Commissioner and
by counsel to some extent that the only
subject discussed was "Lundavra ." Then he
has the hide to write in the public Press
and convey the impression that he went to
these Ministers and disclosed all his
suspicions . He went further and said that
he was disappointed because they did not
show their disapproval . Apart from the
letter written by the Secretary for Labour
and Industry, which was read here today,
and the letter written by the Secretary for
Public Works and Housing , it is apparent
from Mr. Creighton 's sworn evidence that at
the request of both of those Ministers he
provided them with certain details. It is
within the knowledge of the Premier and
other Ministers that both those Ministers
brought the matter to Cabinet. Neither
Creighton nor anyone else was able to pro-
duce anything in regard to "Lundavra" and
as the Judge ultimately found, there was
no corrupt action in respect of " Lundavra."
Who are we to go harking after Cameron?

In any case, may I refer the hon. member
r Barambah to his remarks which appear
page 1180 of "Hansard" of 4 November,

1954 regarding Mr. Cameron and the great
work he was doing. I also refer the Leader
of the Opposition to page 1173 of
"Hansard" of that year. The House was i
informed by the Minister in these terms,
"We are having an investigation made to see
if there are other people in the State doing
the same thing. The object of Cabinet is
to give special consideration to such people,"
and so on. Of course the House was
informed that certain action was being taken
in respect of "Lundavra," and the hon
member for Barambah spoke in justification
of everything that Mr. Cameron ws
claiming.

Have I to suspect the hon. member for
Barambah because he visits the department
and makes certain representations on behalf
of certain Crown lessees? I do not suspect
him, but that is the inference to be drawn '.:
from Mr. Creighton's conduct. If I adopted
the same attitude as Mr. Creighton, would l
not be 'equally justified in saying that lrc
was guilty of corruption in claiming that
Sir William Glasgow should have got on
his area when it was being subdivided three
blocks as against the two reeommenderll
What would be the difference? I wonder
whether at any stage of his career any Crown
lessee has offered him money and whether
Mr. Creighton has ever taken any money,
That would have been a pertinent question
before the commission, but, of course, in
accordance with the ethics of the legal pro
fession counsel do not care to drag in these
things, and justifiably so, but if I listened
to the rumours that came to my ears whilo
I was Secretary for Lands and Irrigation
I would have grave suspicions about officials
of the Department of Public Lands in various
parts of the State. I did not listen to them
and it was no good listening to the rumotus
unless there was something concrete brought
before me to justify me as Minister in
taking action. The whole trend of Mr,
Creighton's conduct, as I said before, was
to engage in a campaign of slander against
decent and respectable people-a sorry state
of affairs for a man who has reached the
position where he is appointed to an oWWcn
where he has absolute protection by this
Parliament. He could have snapped 11i'
fingers at the Premier or thumbed his nose
at any of the Ministers. If he had taker'
the courageous action by reporting his
suspicions, if well-founded, no Government
could have resisted the demand for an open
inquiry. Instead of that he adopted bacl;a
door methods and tried to solicit the help
of people with the idea of eventunllj
destroying this Government. There is 110
question about that. When it comes to tho
stage that I have to speak more on the
political phases of the activities which 1001
up to the commission, I will have other
points to make. Let me say, in conclusion,
that Mr. Creighton listed Mr. Gunn who
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i9 prominent in the Graziers ' Association as

„no of 10 men who had each contributed

£lo as a
bribe of £100 to corrupt the

Minister , The Commissioner found th no

such thing had taken place. There again
is a demonstration of his state of mind and,

clay when it becomes necessary for me

to do so I will have to produce the hand-

t,ritiug of a certain person in this State

where it was noted by this individual that
Mr. Gunn knew all about this and was biding

hie time and was going to drop it just

before an election . This is not the
„ppropriate time to produce that document,
but there will come a day when I will, and
tho author of it will not be able to deny

hie own handwriting . That will be
interesting. The Government have not been
on the defence in this matter nor likely to
be on the defence in respect to any other
matter, that savours of corruption. It is
significant that these charges were proved,
o ccording to the evidence submitted to the
Judge, on happenings of six or seven years
ago, Well, if we go digging into the dim
past there are a lot of things people have
clone. As I said, it is a sorry state of
affairs alien you have an officer who has
reached a high state of responsibility in
thi,; State who seeks to slander men who
would be accepted in any part of the
P.oninusuity as having a high character.

I see no reason why every hon, member
of this House if he votes according to his
conscience can do other than vote for the
motion that Mr. Creighton should be removed
from office.

Mr. HILEY (Coorparoo ) ( 10.4 p.m.) : I
have listened throughout this quite lengthy
debate, as other hon. members have done to
every word touching on the issue before us.
As I listened to the debate a curious air
of unreality became more and more
apparent particularly in the approach to
the matter by Government speakers. I shall
illustrate that air of unreality by quoting
tI e contrast which the Treasurer invited
„ a to make in comparing the quality of
ec+rvice given to him by Mr. Melville when
the Treasurer was Secretary for Public
funds with the quality of service and
loyalty given by Mr. Creighton to the
0%:3(vretary for Public Lands. That is a
feir submission, and one that invites
c'itnination in all its aspects. However, a
significant fact that stands out when you
^„rke a comparison is that Mr . Melville, who
1111y measures up on the Treasurer's
h^re.3rntation to the highest ideals of what
v„n be expected of the holder of such an
Office, served a Minister who he had not
ibe slightest reason to feel was guilty of
corruption, or against whom a finding of
eoriuption `vas subsequently made. There
S'ou have the difference between the standard
(4 duty, loyalty and behaviour of a person
who is serving under a Minister of
lnuloubted integrity, and that of one who

sseiviiig under a Minister whose integrity
1956-n

he suspects and who, as it eventually turns
out, there is very good reason for suspecting.
In other words, I might aptly draw the
parallel of the sad experience of Australian
cricketers trying to bat on a bad and sticky
wicket and using techniques that would be
suitable on a true and reliable wicket.

I submit that the standard of duty and
the standard of loyalty displayed by a man
change tremendously when he faces the
extraordinary and unprecedented dilemma that
confronted Mr. Creighton. Much has been
made of the suggestion that because of some
things that were said in cross -examination,
and because of other things, there was no
gelation between Creighton's action and the
ultimate setting up of the royal commission.

Mr. Walsh: He said so himself.

Mr. RILEY: It is true that he said so
himself under cross-examination , but the
Commissioner's report convincingly answers
that. On page 4 of his report, Mr. Justice
Townley sets out first of all the following
extract from the speech made by Senator
Wood-

`'I have been amazed to read in the
Press statements made recently by Mr.
Bukowski, one of the leaders of the
Australian Workers' Union in Queensland,
in which he made charges involving certain
people in Government positions in
racketeering in land lease rents."

On page 5 he sets out a list of the Crown
leaseholds identified by reference to articles
in "TheThe Worker," included in which is
the leasehold of Dutton River, in respect
of which the Commissioner made a finding
of corruption.

Mr. Burrows : There were two leaseholds
at Dutton River.

Mr. HILEY: And the Commissioner
found corruption in respect of both.

To me it seems that there is an inescap-
able inference-and it appears to be widely
accepted by the public of this State-that
whatever can be said about the manner or
language of Mr. Creighton's approach-and
I shall have something caustic to say about
both those things directly-Creighton's dis-
closures to Williams, then to the A.W.U.,
and then to "The Worker," picked up in
turn and repeated in the Federal House,
set up the chain reaction that resulted in the
finding of corruption.

Mr. Aikens: That is indubitably obvious.

Mr. HILEY : It is supported by docu-
ments in the Commissioner's report.
Consequently, I refuse to consider this matter
as completely separate from the background
and the atmosphere that led to a finding of
corruption against the permanent head of
the department. To my mind the matters
are so closely interwoven that they cannot
logically or properly be divorced.

Mr. Hilton : But he didn't intend that
to happen, did he?
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Mr. RILEY: That may be.

Mr. Hilton: That is all vital to the
point we are discussing.

Mr. RILEY : I doubt even that. What
otherwise would be his purpose?

Mr. Walsh: You cannot go against his
own word on oath, surely?

Mr. HILEY: I noticed that Government
speakers have been very skilful in choosing
a word here and a word there from the
evidence and trying to make much more
capital out of them than out of a balanced
review of the whole of the evidence contained
in the Commissioner's report and findings. I
have not the slightest objection to any hon.
member's bringing the whole of the transcript
of the proceedings into the House. It is our
duty to consider Creighton's behaviour and
the propriety of his actions on all of the
evidence and not on selected parts of it.

It has been said truly that for the first
time in the history of Queensland-and
similar instances throughout the democratic
countries of the world could be counted on
the fingers of the one hand-Parliament,
which ordinarily passes laws and leaves it to
the court to interpret and administer them,
is making itself the determiner, administra-
tor, and interpreter of the law and deciding
whether there was misbehaviour. We are in
this rare instance a court and at least it
behoves us to behave as a court should. We
should permit the person concerned to be the
subject of a charge clearly expressed and give
him the right to be heard in person or
through his counsel. We should then deter-
mine on the evidence before us whether the
charge is sustained or not and it behoves us
to determine whether it is sustained beyond
a reasonable doubt. That follows the best
principle of all judicial tribunals. In other
words, in my judgment, it is our plain duty
to consider this matter applying the same
tests as the Commissioner himself applied
when he considered the question of corrup-
tion charged against the hon. member for
Belyando. He said, in words that commanded
my respect and admiration-

"... , nevertheless I think I should not
make such a finding"-that is corrup-
tion-

"unless I am satisfied beyond reasonable
doubt that it has been established, that all
reasonable hypotheses consistent with
innocence have been excluded."

He went on to say, after weighing the
importance of hearsay, the evidence of cor-
roboration, and so on-

"Although findings which I make are
not binding on any person and can found
no judgment of any kind, nevertheless I
must, in my opinion, be mindful of the
fact that a finding of corrupt conduct may
result in grave consequences, and, for that
reason, I think I should adopt the standard
of proof above indicated."

I am very glad that the Commissioner fe:
impelled to put on record that standard
test that he should apply. I submit that i=;
is the same standard that should apply j,"
any British community. We should satisf
ourselves beyond a reasonable doubt that t}°
case against the person charged is esta1
and that all reasonable hypotheses consist,',

ith in ce h bno ncew ave een excluded. When j
apply these tests any judgment is that a ci,
charge was laid out in unmistakal le langu l^; -;
No-one could reasonably complain about ti
clear language used in the statement of f
cause of suspension tabled in the gol,
yesterday. It complies with all the requir:.';;
meats of a clear charge necessary under sw;',
circumstances . I do not think the sligieee
valid objection Gould be taken to the ws1
it is dealt with.

Mr. Walsh: And you agree that he he
admitted this?

Mr. RILEY: No, I don't. In parts they
is not a shadow of doubt, but we will lac
it all. I will go through this in detail.

It is our duty to see whether a case 4`<
established beyond a reasonable doubt. Tle'
is a further element in the procedings of
tribunal such as this when it proceeds to pr,;.
in a judicial capacity. The ordiu
standards accepted in British communitie,, fcc
a tribunal to officiate in any judicial mane
call for at least two prerequisites. The fir;
prerequisite is that people should appo
the hearing and consideration of the matt
without any bias and without any prejudgicI
They must be prepared to hear the evidevx,
weigh it and then form an honest
informed judgment. The second prerequisi!
is that it offends all senses of propriety i'}
British communities that anyone should e,!
allow himself to judge or aspire to judge
matter that so closely touches him as
savour of his being a judge in his own cal

Mr. Burrows: In other words he shoal"
dodge his responsibilities.

Mr. RILEY: If a person's interest wee1
so close that it touched him it would cell
a stink in the nostrils of any decent pees`
if he sat in judgment in his own cause.

Mr. Burrows : According to your line C'
judgment we are not competent to deal
this.

Mr. RILEY: I will come to that in
minute. All hon. members of the, Governurrl•1;'
party should seriously consider the positi
they have put themselves in by arriving nl
decision before the matter came to Parliav1l
to be heard and by crying to the housetol
before the trial took place-and this is tt"`
trial before these proceedings-"We 1'r`.
determined the guilt of this man and
announce in advance what is going to lrr
pen. "

r
gthat o the man ought to be proposemotion ved I^
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fir. RILEY: The Government went a

jot. furthor than that.

1tSr. Hilton: You have to go a certain

distu.nce to do that.

Iitr. RILEY. The Government went a
lot further than that. As a matter of fact,

u e administration laid the foundation when
they suspended Creighton from office. I have

reo quarrel with that.

J fir. Hilton : That was absolutely neces-
sary.

air. RILEY: That was necessary, but
to have it go to the Government Party with

rsll the significance of a decision reached in

cattcus--

Mr. Barro ws: And in your case as well.

Mfr. RILEY: With a vast difference in

Ouch t;ion.

Nr. Burrows : Everybody is out of step
hat my Jack.

tlr. RILEY: There will be many people
in tho State who might not like Creighton's
nailon but they still will not think that the
eiraumstauces amounted to a fairly conducted
Pahl. It offends all sense of propriety in a
I ritisli coumrunity that anyone should act as
s, judge in his own cause.

Air. Speaker, in view of Clause D of the
(. eimolissioner' a findings in which he found as

tt feet

''That the said Thomas Andrew Foley
whilst Secretary for Public Lands and
Irrigation did solicit from one Francis
it arsli Bell a donation to Labour Party
funds of £1,000 in return for which
donation . . . "

end it goes on to say that such constituted
crierupt; practice-that puts every member of
the Uovernmeut Party in a position of acute
critter rassment in answering conscientiously,
"Ain I not personally involved in this matter?
It, nay personal reputation not at stake in
the; whole matter underlying the commis-

That point has to be made . It fairly
rhriclcs from the whole background against
wileh the case is proceeding . That, as a
nurrtier of necessity, will have to arrest the
J"rl Brent and thought of members of the
Closc:rnment Party. If the members of the
tlovr^snroent Party feel that in the background
01` tiro circumstances they can bring a free
c art unl;iaseel mind to weigh the evidence and
dlslr n o j usstice without fear or favour, then
at ass their duty to act. If on the other hand
they iool that because of finding I'D" they
an, p rsonall,h interested and their personal
re'I'tstacion is involved,and they cannot bring
" m"ul f r'e from bias then they should not
.Get.

('ollins : That applies to the Opposi-
v;eil.

Mr. RILEY : Exactly, but with this dif-
ference; finding "D" happens to be a find-
ing against the Australian Labour Party as
such.

Government Members : No.

Mr. RILEY : He found that Thomas
Andrew Foley solicited this donation on
behalf of the Australian Labour Party. Hon.
members of the Government took the trouble
to make it plain that the evidence was that
he did not solicit the money for his own per-
sonal gain. We must assume that this matter
will continue so I shall proceed to examine
the charges laid against Creighton and the
evidence in relation to him and to measure
whether in the circumstances misbehaviour is
established. If misbehaviour is established
then beyond a shadow of doubt not only is
the law clear but the moralities are clear.
There would not be a shadow of doubt in law
or in the moralities. The whole background
of the case of misbehaviour was the wrongful
communication of information which came to
his knowledge by virtue of his office over a
period and that he entered into a clandestine
correspondence and so on. Let me say in
terms more emphatic than any that have been
uttered by members of the Government side
that in ordinary circumstances I would regard
the duty of secrecy as one of the most sacred
obligations that concerned every person in
the public service.

Mr. Walsh: Is the hon. member trying
to build up an excuse to vote against him?

Mr. HILEY: There is not the slightest
doubt that in normal circumstances that duty
of secrecy is absolute. Consequently, I ask
myself if there were any circumstances that
overrode the ordinary sanctions and duties of
the office and that would justify Creighton's
departure from the ordinary rule of secrecy.

Mr. Collins : Does the hon . member not
agree that most of his submissions were
incorrect?

Mr. RILEY: I shall say that. The
evidence before the commission, and I am
glad it was supported by the amplifying
statements made by the Secretaries for Public
Lands and Irrigation and Labour and
Industry, was that, as he had this doubt
concerning the propriety of departmental and
ministerial conduct, he did approach members
of the Cabinet, not once but twice. First of
all, he went to Mr. Lucy, and then to Mr.
McLean. He then approached the Secretary
for Labour and Industry and the Secretary
for Public Works and Housing. Both of
those Ministers have agreed that he conveyed
his suspicions in regard to one matter. That
is not contested. Both of those Ministers
have said that the Premier was in due course
informed in relation to that single matter. At
that point I should say there was no decep-
tion, systematic or otherwise, by Creighton.
He had these doubts and he mentioned one
of them to those Ministers, and through those
Ministers that doubt reached the Premier.
It is a great pity indeed that Creighton's
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advice to those hon. gentlemen was confined
to that single matter. There is not the
slightest doubt that the whole of the sub-
sequent proceedings may have been vastly
different if, instead of confining himself to
his doubts concerning Lundavra, he had
unfolded the full volume of his suspicions
and doubts. M

Mr. Burrows : Which did not amount to
any evidence.

Mr. RILEY: That is accepted. He has
made it abundantly clear that he had doubts
but no evidence.

Mr. Burrows : What does the hon. mem-
ber think of a man who talks and takes a
man's character away, without any evidence
to support his actions?

Mr. RILEY: I will say this, if nobody
had any doubts and if everyone had waited
for full and conclusive evidence, there never
would have been a Royal Commission and cor-
ruption would never have been unfolded. Is
that the answer the hon. member wants?

Mr. Burrows : I want something more
substantial than that.

Mr. RILEY : That is the answer, cor-
ruption established.

Mr. Walsh: I think at a later stage on
another occasion we could have a very
interesting debate on the interpretation of
corrupt conduct. The hon. member will agree
that the Commissioner has found there was
no criminal action on the part of the Minister,
other than the Bell case, and that the Minister
did not gain financially or materially.

Mr. RILEY : If the purpose of that inter-
jection is to foreshadow the application of a
big whitewash brush to the unfortunate
person who is branded with corrupt con-
duct-

Mr. Walsh: To be honest, an action of
a nature that you and I could justify could
be interpreted as corrupt conduct within the
meaning of the offence under the Criminal
Code-actions that you and I would justify,
and actions that I know have taken place at
the request of Opposition members as well as
Government members.

Mr. RILEY: If the purpose of that inter-
jection is to suggest that all corruption means
something that would amount to an offence
under the Criminal Code, I point out that the
Commissioner has dealt with that at con-
siderable length, and has drawn a very proper
distinction between the two.

Mr. Walsh: Very interesting.

Mr. HILEY: Very, very interesting, but
nevertheless true and I should like the
Minister to deny that anything which is
sufficiently bad to warrant a Royal Com-
missioner making a finding of corruption on
full proof-anything short of full proof
be dismissed-is something which should

cause the greatest concern to this Parliament
and everyone in the community. It is birl
enough if we find ourselves in the position,
where his behaviour was such as to make
it possible for a finding of corruption to b r
made. If it were not for some of tha';
things I am frankly saying I do not lil,,
at all, nothing might yet have happened an,l'
corruption might still be rampant.

Mr. Hilton : Do you infer that corruptioe
might have taken place?

Mr. RILEY : It could have.

Mr. Hilton : On whose part?

Mr. RILEY: On the part of the person'
found to be corrupt.

Mr. Hilton: In respect of what particular
property?

Mr. RILEY : We have had a good bi;:
of cup-reading today. A reasonable pens,
could be justified in drawing the inferee,;
that where a man, not on one but on tlr,
counts is adjudged guilty of corruption.
remains in the same office, unless sometlibE
happens to limit his activities there coo!!
be further instances occurring. In my jnd
ment it is a grave pity that Mr. Creighfo:
did not make a fuller disclosure to t!,
Minister whom he approached. He did n;l
What happened next must, I think t;
assessed on his failure to secure any respo>i,
to the approaches he made to members c1,
the Cabinet.

Mr. Hilton : There is a very interesti,il
point there you want to examine.

Mr. RILEY: If the Minister will tuu
me what it is I shall examine it. I o
determined not to omit the examination
any point.

Mr. Hilton : What was his next line(
action after he approached Mr. Jones r
myself ?

Mr. RILEY : Obviously, "I have the
Cabinet and that has failed, I will now i
other means."

Mr. Hilton : You will admit that t,,
approached us on one matter and b&
any conclusion was reached he turned ro
and vilified myself and other people,

Mr. RILEY : I do not know that
the evidence of the Secretary for L^II"
and Industry he said he was apprel''1''
in Show week.

Mr. Hilton: So was I.

Mr. RILEY: The first corresponder`
took place in January or February folloer:

Mr. Hilton: At that time no report
been furnished and I read a certain lit
today.

Mr. RILEY: The Minister is trying,'
suggest that if a man comes along
expresses concern about something

111'. lJiIfr,ir:

?Ir. IIIi i;I;

Ir.1lllurl:

31i. 1111,1;1
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,thing happene for six months he should

l,nyo k,'l)t on waiting. The Minister might

o right.
IIilton: He knew that an officer

Ir. aking
rr.n engaged in in a trip round

()neonsland and compiling an extensive

report which was not presented for months

lrrt.ar.

Mr. BILLY: That is most interesting.
'If that is the case, we have been told

xc+peatedly in this House that he made a

r,oniplaint in regard to one case only,

Lundnrm.

life. Hilton: Quite so. That officer was

nest investigating complaints.

W. BILLY: Then, why was an officer
engaged in relation to this complaint

{ravelling all over Queensland inspecting all
other places if the only matter under con-

sirlr'ration was one particular place?

:dir. Hilton : That case was stated in
conjunction with some other cases,

hfr. HILLY : Who said that?

Mfr. Hilton : The Premier indicated it.
It wse.s revealed previously.

Air. RILEY: Was it conveyed to
0 Creighton i

MM:r. Hilton : Of course.

Mr. HILEY: By whom? By you?

Mr. Itilton : No, not by me.

Mr. HILEY: By whom?

.ster will tell Mr.. Hilton : Ile knew from his depart-
one it. I vl nrerrtnl position.
examination o=

s next line o`
Mr. Jones Or

"I have triet`
I will now tr,'

idm' that fit,
ter befor.

re turned row,

or people.

Mr. HILEY: All I can say is that that
intorjertion, far from helping in a considera-
tion of the matter, makes it worse . Rightly
or wrongly, Creighton felt that he had gone
for Cabinet and that although months had
clnpaed nothing had happened . What should
]re ('hod Should he shut his eyes to what he
felt was wrongdoing. Should he be prepared,
month otter month, to condone what he
thought was evil and perhaps allow himself
to drift into a position where he might even
become ce pasty to that evil ? What was his
dooty4 There you have the whole key to

lid ton's subsequent behaviour, which
now that . 4t rocrrr,urcd by ordinary standards and under
try for Labor _ &.udirurrti- considerations, would offend me to
,vas approachh ^ taro quick. It was for that reason that when

corresponden°°>;
ruary followW

no report hsi'<
a certain let{ `:-

the, toes°etury for Public Lands and Irrigation
rrr,,; shcaking this morning and was developing
Iris r.egunlent about the loyalty that a person
no tad to his Minister, I asked him whether
fro ;'rns presenting his argument as an abso-
lotisur or whether it was a qualified argu-
rnrrrrt, Ile told me that he was presenting itcan on absolute argument . That touches thentrolo merit of the case . No-one who reallyi , ht ,, the ml i iorassues n l d l tvo ve cou d accepor is tryin' t tirr, rrrgunrent of absolute loyalty or absoluteAmes along detotit^rr under

thina''- every conceivable circum-someg

stance. It presumes that loyalty is merited
by the conduct, the outlook and the behaviour
of the man on top. If he passes those tests
with flying colours, absolute loyalty and
devotion should be expected. But if respect
is forfeited from on top, it cannot be ordered
down below. To follow the Minister's argu-
ment to its logical conclusion, if the Governor
of the Bank of England was raiding the
vaults and asked a messenger to wheel the
barrow out with the loot, the messenger should
become an accessory to the crime. Did you
ever hear such nonsense?

Mr. Hilton : Was any crime, proved at
that time?

Mr. RILEY: There was corruption
present, which was proved later as a result
of Creighton's disclosures.

Mr. Hilton : Mr. Creighton said on oath
that he had no evidence whatever to offer.

Mr. RILEY : He said that under cross-
examination, but an inspection of the whole
of the record shows a clear link between his
disclosures, the articles in "The Worker,"
the speech in the Federal House, and the
setting up of the royal commission.

Mr. Hilton : Are you implying that
because he was under cross-examination he
was under duress and could not speak-

Mr. RILEY: No, but if the Secretary
for Public Lands and Irrigation can spend
some time in a witness box and have every
word he utters held against him and come
through without one decimal of error, he is
a better man than I am.

Mr. Hilton : He said time and time again
that he had no evidence.

Mr. HILEY: That is a different matter.
I agree with the Minister there. Time and
time again Creighton's evidence and his facts
were haywire.

There is a social and moral duty that trans-
cends the ordinary standards expected under
ideal conditions. Where corruption or some-
thing of that character is present, a social
and moral duty emerges that completely steps
over the book of rules and completely tears
away the ordinary sanctions and inhibitions
that would be recognised by a faithful ser-
vant, because there is something greater at
stake. That is the welfare of the State
and its moral standards. To me that is the
position in which Creighton found himself.
He could not have been clumsier or more
careless in his handling of some facts, but
fundamentally he faced a position where his
moral and social duties, in my judgment,
excused him from the very high duty of
keeping a quiet mouth in loyal service to a
Minister he could respect.

A Government Member: And he could
not have been more foolish in the selection
of his confidant.
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Mr. RILEY: Exactly. Creighton felt
that he was driven to extraordinary measures.
All the evidence, as I see it, suggests that
Creighton's mental reaction was that in effect
he had to set a thief to catch a thief. He
had to resort to surreptitious, deceitful and
clandestine methods to enable the possibility
of corruption to be examined and assessed.
I am bound to say that I was very unfavour-
ably impressed by the manner of his next
approach. Undoubtedly there was consider-
able mistake and the form and tone of his
correspondence, I thought, was deplorable.

Mr. Collins : Yet you think he should
remain in his position?

Mr. RILEY: You will hear my argument
fully. At least I am trying to look at all
sides of the case and I have not heard much
of that nature yet. The only conclusion I
can reach from the form of his corres-
pondence coming from a man of his training
and background is that he was writing to
his audience in a way that he felt would be
appreciated and understood by them.

Mr. Devries: Who would understand the
"Bucket of whiskeyl"

Mr. RILEY: Who would fail to under-
stand it?

Mr. Devries : Who would understand it?

1111'. HILEY : The recipient did.

Mr. Devries : He was about the only one.

Mr. HILEY : Exactly. He was writing
to the level of his audience in terms that his
audience would understand. I remember see-
ing in "TheThe Bulletin" years ago a cartoon
that well illustrated the point. In deference
to the gallery I will not detail all the trim-
mings. It showed two tramps sitting under a
tree in Hyde Park. One had picked up a
scrap of newspaper lying around and, read-
ing it, he said to his mate, "Joe, what does
this mean-' One man one vote'?" Joe said,
"Bill, you silly so-and-so. It means, 'One
b- man, one b- vote.' " Bill said,
" Joe, why don't they say what they mean?"
In other words, some people are accustomed
to a style of correspondence that would be
offensive to others. Obviously this corres-
pondence was never intended for open circu-
lation. From its very nature there is no
doubt it was surreptitious.

Mr. Burrows : Intended to be the basis
of newspaper articles!

Mr. HILEY : Sure! That is the man's
purpose. He felt, rightly or wrongly, that he
was driven to surreptitious and deceitful
methods to expose the background of corrup-
tion that was worrying the inside out of him.

Mr. Hilton : Do you believe that he was?

Mr. RILEY: I do, because I cannot
explain it in any other terms.

Mr. Moore : That does not absolve his
treachery.

Mr. RILEY: Does the hon. gentle,
still say it is treachery if the person to
loyalty is ordinarily owed is unworthy of

Mr. Moore: Treachery to the Goy,
meat. He could have gone to the Pre,„
He could have gone to the Governor.

Mr. RILEY: The hon. gentleman
been away. If he had been here he
have heard me deal with that. I do not
interjections from people who have been I.F
lowing the argument but I do not P41 ,

to listen to interjections from people
have been out of the Chamber
have not heard the debate.

I am nauseated at the nature of the
respondence Creighton chose to employ.
explain it only by the fact that her(
letter never intended for publication
wide sense. It was a personal advice u.
for a particular and secret purpose to th
to whom it was addressed.

There is not the slightest doubt in say n,'
that these letters caused the chain reach
which brought to light the corruption in t
land administration of the State.

Mr. Power: It was never proved.

Mr. HILEY: Dutton River was, Rat''
the report.

Mr. Power: You have another 1001„'
Dutton River.

Mr. Muller : Put the chicken back
the egg.

Mr. RILEY: Clause (a) of the chap
says that Creighton communicated i for;
tion which came to his knowledge b rr
of his office to Williams, and so on. Cry'
ton admits that. Of course he did
second charge in Clause • (b) wns
admitted. No-one could possibly dor'Uh
such a communication took place. Tficrr"
two legs to Clause (c). The first bolt':
statement of fact that he made eomp1^^10
a clandestine manner and there is r'°t
slightest doubt about this.

(Time, on motion of Mr. Niel'
extended.)

Mr. RILEY: I thank the House
consideration and I will be as brief a^ 1
The second half of Clause (e) deport,
merely stating facts and proceeds to
what Creighton should have done-
plaints he desired to make should li^°'`
made to His Excellency the Govern°°'
Cabinet, the Premier, or Parliame,'t 1'1 °>
of a report. I have heard no sugges
he should have made complaints to ot^'0i
It is obvious from the way the
drawn that the Government considers`
by taking any one of these courses im r -_
fairly have discharged his respousiloht''

Mr. Hilton : He could have vrrtt'
all four if he so desired.
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nu,EY: He could have , but any one

_orrlcl have been sufficient . There is no

doubt that
he made a partial approach. I

bi3Sre already dealt with the lamentable fact
that it was such an incomplete approach he

to members of the Cabinet, and through
d emat11em to the Premier. It is a grave pity that

his observations to Messrs . Hilton and Jones
Lundavra

not
con no

general p esent ton a of
t

the on-not amore „
cern he felt.

Mr. Moore: Don't you think he should
have known the implication of that?

ftlr. IIILEY : Of what?

Mr. Moore : Of the limitation of what he

11uid-a man in his position.

yr. IIILEY : He mentioned Lundavra
and we were told tonight that almost six
months later the matter was still being

investigated and that Creighton would have

known that from within the department. In

rr,y opinion Creighton would be entitled to
1-ay, 4'1 tried two Ministers of the Crown with
l,,rndavrn. Where did that get me? It got

1110 nowhere." That seems to me to be at
toast one point in justification.

;Mtr. Power interjected.

lifr. 1I1L17Y_: While the Attorney-General
vras out of the House the Secretary for
Public Lands and Irrigation was kind enough
to toll the House about the inquiry set in
motion-a widespread inquiry not confined

"L,indavra" and that that was still pro-
reoding. I repeat, my view is that it is a
grave pity that Mr. Creighton did not take
snore of the natters to the two members of the
Cabinet and through them to the Premier.
Tfe took one and nothing happened, and it
is not unreasonable to assume that he felt,
"I have tried the Cabinet and it got me
unsvl ore; I now have to try other means."

.-NIr. hIilton : That is a fallacious argu-
s^iseni. Got him nowhere with what?

fl r. HILEY : With the matter that he
brought before yourself and the Secretary
for ],abour and Industry.

Mr. Hilton: Where did he think he
would get until the report was furnished?

fir. 1I1LTY: I do not know. He thought
it ensoured of corruption. It is also claimed
that he systematically deceived the Govern-
nont. If he think a Minister is corrupt do
you think he is entitled to take any step to
ti+.iosl with corruption?

M'tr. Moore interjected.

life. HILLY: According to the Secretary
for Health and Home Affairs if a man serves
I' person he thinks to be corrupt he should
Pee to him and say, "I think you are corrupt;
l alrr going to the police."

tr. Moore: I do not think anything of
ti'" [lost. There were half a dozen ways that
11e could have taken if he was honest.

Mr. RILEY: It is also stated that he
failed in his duty of loyalty to Her Majesty
and her advisers. Let us get a slant on
loyalty. Loyalty that means anything does
not mean personal subservience and loyalty
to a person. Loyalty is an ideal-something
that springs from the heart. If loyalty meant
that a man had to keep his mouth shut in the
face of what he felt was wrongdoing, then
loyalty to the man might mean the most
grave disloyalty to the State. Rightly or
wrongly, I have made it clear that many of
Mr. Creighton's actions were foolishly taken,
but I still think that he was in this position:
am I going to be loyal to the Minister and
disloyal to the State, or should I put my
loyalty to the State above a personal loyalty
to the Minister? That went to the essence
of the matter of Creighton's behaviour. I
repeat that I am very unhappy about some
aspects of Mr. Creighton's behaviour but I
cannot strip my mind of a reasonable doubt
that the action he took, while strange to me,
whilst one I doubt whether I would have
considered taking myself, was one not without
justification-justification to the point that
entitles me to say to him, as Mr. Justice
Townley said in regard to some matters
concerning the hon. member for Belyando,
"I give the benefit of the doubt."

Mr. Moore: Would you employ
Creighton?

Mr. HILEY: I will consider that when
he is free to accept employment and when
he asks me for it. Much has been made of
the deceit, the surreptitious behaviour and
the playing of a double game in answers to
counsel and so on. I think Creighton should
have looked further ahead and should have
realised the extraordinary difficulties with
which he would find himself faced. Once a
man sets out to play the part of a thief to
catch a thief, eventually he will find that
surreptitious and clandestine behaviour is
unavoidable. I attach no particular
significance to that aspect in this case. It
had to follow from the course of conduct
that he elected to take. If he had chosen
other methods of bringing these matters to
light, he may have avoided the necessity for
that conduct. I find nothing monstrous about
the fact that, having decided to adopt that
method to bring corruption to light, he found
himself in the position in which every secret
agent, every spy and many police officers
inevitably find themselves in the proper
exercise of their duty. In their case they
frequently have no alternative. Mr. Creighton
may well have adopted other methods which
would have avoided the awkward aspects of
secrecy and clandestine behaviour, which
characterised his behaviour, but, if you accept
that he was justified in doing something to
overcome corruption in this State, you must
accept what flows with it. Much as I deplore
the secrecy, the surreptitiousness and the false
position in which Creighton inevitably found
himself, if it is held that he was justified in
taking extraordinary steps to stop corruption,
those unpalatable things have to be accepted.
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Let us now look at this matter from the
moral aspect.

What will be the impact on the public at
large and on the Public Service? I am going
to say that the public will never understand
the position if the ultimate result of this
sorry matter is that the man who was found
guilty of corrupt conduct retains his position
and has most of his costs paid by the Crown
while the man who helped in some part to
bring the corruption to light is dismissed from
his office and forced to bear his own costs.
It would be regarded by most people as an
outrage of decency and public affairs. It will
be accepted as a calculated warning to all
that, irrespective of the crime, the corrup-
tion or the malpractice that may be committed
by a member of the Laour Party, the penalty
for the informer is death. That does not
savour of government. It savours of ganster-
ism. It could well mean an end of the moral
code in this State, and it could well be the
start of a political dictatorship, a reign of
terror in political administration.

What will be the effect on the Public
Service? The effect on the Public Service will
not be lightened by the threatening character
of the observations made by the Treasurer on
this subject. If this course is followed, the
effect on the Public Service will be tragic.
It will be a clear warning to members of
the Public Service to shut their eyes and
close their mouths irrespective of the wrong
done by any Minister.

I have mentioned the tests of public
reaction and the effect on the Public Service.
Those tests alone should cause hon. members
seriously to consider whether they should
accept the motion now before us. I repeat
that my whole approach to this sorry mat-
ter is that in so many directions I find
myself out of sympathy with the decision
that Mr. Creighton made and the way he
behaved but, I cannot divorce from my
mind the whole background against which
he acted and the extraordinary background
and set of circumstances which justified
conduct which in itself was extraordinary.
I repeat, my test of this rests on features
that have emerged at certain stages in the
minds of decent people, that there is ,a
moral and social duty which transcends
every rule in the book, every accepted
sanction and inhibition. Much as I deplore
his behaviour and the looseness of language
and his proneness to exaggeration and mis-
take, I feel he is entitled to the benefit of
the doubt on the basis that what he did
was justified.

Mr. BURROWS (Port Curtis) (11.1
p.m.) : The hon. member who has just
resumed his seat used a cricket vernacular,
and I think he was playing for a draw.
To the best of my ability I have examined
much of the evidence; I think I read quite
a lot of it. I read the report through a
number of times because, like every other

hon. member I am reluctant to cone t
odecision which might have such seri

'effects on a man s livelihood and future,

Mr. Aikens : And a serious reflectio,
the Public Service too, .

1WM. BURROWS: I should say that lLabour Party is more sympathetic in
regard than the Opposition. When I he,
pleadings of the Opposition over this
tail amongst public servants I wonder
much sympathy they would have had ha
man concerned been some clerk on the
wage. However, I particularly rose to "
to a couple of things mentioned by the 1
member for Coorparoo. He said, when refs
ring to the approaches made by Al". Creigi
to Ministers, that because six molt,
had elapsed before action was taken,,
Crieghton was entitled to go somewhere ,'
Mr. Creighton knew that a fellow nreu,'.
of the Land Administration Board -was I,,,
ing certain inquiries, and those inquir
embraced the whole of the 'State. 'i
Government could not give one lessee cc,
terms without making those terms uni,
throughout the State. This was a n: 1i
important matter and a decision could not'.`;
rushed. There was no urgency, because t
Cameron had eight or nine years to go hcf:
his lease was up. There was no urgent}
that regard. Mr. Creighton's motive
and I make it plain, to play poll,
throughout. If one lives by the sword
should die by the sword. That is the tlu
I follow. If he wants to play politics,
him come out onto the hustings and It
it the way we play it, not under the slirll
of an Act of Parliament.

Mr. Aikens : Come up North and play
as we play it.

Mr. BURROWS : With respect to the Ic
member for Mundingburra, I say tit
matter how dirty they play it up N "
how unscrupulous they are, their
would not be worse than the may ,
which Creighton played politics. He
on correspondence under a nom,-de-pie

yet hon. members opposite hold hint uj
a courageous man. I ask them how ll'
courage is necessary to write annony'1'
letters, and how much less courage is nc;
sary to write lies in anonymous letters.

The hon. member for Coorparoo said 1
"Creighton got tired of waiting for >

dlaction following his interviews with

ters . He did not get tired of waiti' dI
was desperate. He wanted Government 1'
to be what he thought it should be, not r
the Government might decide as the res111
their investigations. Let us take Crcighic
own evidence of his conversation with'
Williams. He said-

"I added to that that it only rcT
an authoritative statement from
Government that new leases of old
perties suitable for subdivision would

i
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be given in declared closer-settlement dis-

triets to `scotch' rumours that were

current, "
He wanted to change the policy. Although

I do not consider Mr. Cameron to be an

ideal settler, Creighton was afraid that he

,night gain some advantage. Creighton was
pot concerned about the policy of the Govern-
pgont; he was concerned more with his hatred

of Cameron, He wanted Cameron's case
before a(jecidedl

ie swanted it decided in rthe
enewal was

hedue';
thought it should go, and not on the

oyidence.

A [r. Ailcens : Has the Cameron case been

ds,;,^ ided9

qtr, BURROWS: I do not think he would
hove mooch chance of getting an extension
'low, However, I understand that it will be
nine years before his lease expires.

The hon. member for Coorparoo said that
Mr. Creighton raised something that was
believed by the Commissioner. I interjected
at that stage and the hon. member mentioned
Dutton River. What Mr. Creighton raised
in the Dutton River case was the lease to
Louglmau, in respect of which the Commis-
taioner said lie could find no evidence of cor-
iuption. There was a finding on Dutton
River, but it related to a lease held by Mr.
White. He died in 1951, at which time Mr.
heighten was not even a member of the

lid Administration Board. He did not
laconic chairman of the board until 1953.
lloncver, he made allegations in his letters
to bfr, Williams that the lessee of Dutton
River seas to get certain concessions, which
i,l,o. Commissioner found he did not get.

I `wish to correct the hon, member for
Coorparoo on that point. None of the mat-
tc=ee mentioned by Mr. Creighton to Mr.
PVlllianrs, and none of the articles that
appeared in "The Worker," had any sub-
ttts.ntial basis, In no instances were the
allegations contained in them sustained in
th0 Commissioner's findings.

Mr. Creighton is a very lucky man that
:Bell of Camboon kept something in cold

r,teeesgo for seven or eight years and decided
10 unload it at a time when the commission
wort on a very sticky wicket. In my opinion
(b ighton is not fit to remain in his office.
A higher standard of devotion to duty, loyalty
t>>ul. similar virtues is expected of a man
occupy'",` such a position than of someone in

to le "ser post. Creighton wrote many letters
to hIr. WVillianns containing scurrilous matter.
I think 11"Currilous" is the correct word to
use when describing an attempt to rob people
of their charaecter. I have always been taught
that it is better for 10 guilty men to escape
than for 0110 innocent man to be punished.
1=o this case the order is reversed and we
)tr;vrr the 10 guilty men all in a heap. In
t1,u "se of the alleged bribery the character
of ,it least eight men was attacked and for the
r';t of tloeii lives it will be brought up,
c^pceially if any of them stands for Parlia-ru" t, It will be said, " Oh, you gave £10 to

a Minister for some concession ." I do not
think there will be any doubt in anyone's
mind that the Commissioner by implication
found that Creighton was not telling the truth
th ere.

The Commissioner said-
"It will be noticed that I have made

scant mention during the course of this
Report to Your Excellency of the articles
which appeared in 'The Worker' the
material supplied by Mr. Williams to Mr.
Bukowski as a basis for those articles and
the correspondence whereby Mr. Creighton
supplied most of that information to Mr.
Williams. The first and second were almost
wholly dependent on the third and the
third consisted of accusations and insinua-
tions and not of evidence."

Creighton is not an ordinary layman. He
has occupied a judicial position and he has
had considerable Court experience. His
salary indicates that he would be expected
to have more than the ordinary knowledge of
the value and need of evidence, but, according
to the Commissioner there is not the slightest
evidence in any of his accusations . In other
words, he was guilty of making loose and
false accusations. A man guilty of such a
thing cannot be allowed to occupy such an
important position,

Members of the Opposition have said that
we are not competent to deal with the matter.
We have been elected by the people and if we
are not competent to deal with this or any
similar case the whole foundation of the
Parliamentary system must collapse. Once
elected we must accept responsibility and do
our duty conscientiously. It is not easy for a
Labour man to vote a man out of a job. At
the same time, it is hard to get a Labour
man to evade his responsibility and to let
politics influence his judgment. After.read-
ing all the evidence I honestly say that I
do not think Creighton is fit to occupy such
a high and responsible position. I make no
apologies for saying that and I challenge
anyone to say that I am not honest in my
conviction or that I am obeying anything
other than my conscience.

Mr. MULLER (Fassifern ) (11.15 p.m.) :
In prefacing my remarks let me say that this
incident has been the most regrettable in
my experience in this House. Perhaps that
is the feeling of many hon. members present.
In examining a case like this we have first
of all to look at its background and then
assess Mr. Creighton's actions . We heard
him here this afternoon. I have nothing in
common with Mr. Creighton and like the
Premier I have never spoken to him in my
life. I read the evidence fairly closely but
I did not read the full transcript. The argu-
ment we have heard has been based on the
evidence submitted to the royal commission
and not on the findings. Criticism has been
levelled at hon. members of the Opposition
because they failed to read the transcript. It
is a mighty job to read the transcript and
examine all the evidence. We all know how
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long the inquiry took. Fortunately I have
had only one experience in Court and it cost
me £125 for a copy of the transcript. That
was a very small case compared with this
inquiry. There are not many copies of the
transcript floating about the place. Both
the Premier and the Treasurer said we should
have read the transcript and that there were
copies in the library. I have since made
inquiries and find that there is one copy avail-
able. The library is open from 9 a.m. to
4 p.m. With 24 hon. members of the Opposi-
tion how could we all have had an opportunity
to read and study that transcript) I am
informed that an ample supply of copies have
been made available to hon. members of the
Labour Party. If that is not correct I invite
a denial from hon. members opposite.

It has been said that the Press acted in
a partial manner. Again the inference is
that they too did not read the transcript. The
truth is that the transcript was made avail-
able to the Press daily, not as one document.
I understand the writer of the leading article
in "The Courier-Mail" read each day's
transcript, or as much of it as he could, before
the leading articles were framed. These red
herrings that have been drawn across the
trail will not impress or influence anyone.

We have listened to long arguments, par-
ticularly by the Premier and the Treasurer,
based on the evidence. It was very clear to
me that they shied clear of the findings. They
were not prepared to discuss Mr. Justice
Townley's findings, and after all that is the
important part of the Commission.

When judging a person who is charged
with misbehaviour it has first to be judged
whether' he acted in good faith. Did Mr.
Creighton act in good faith? I admit that
I do not agree with every action he took
but the House should realise that Mr.
Creighton was suffering tremendous strain.
Later on I shall point out what caused that
strain. He did not act in a spirit of malice.
If he did so he would have been guilty of
the charge made against him. He did not
seek in any way to prejudice the Government
politically or prejudice members of the
Government personally. All the evidence
leads one to the belief that Mr. Creighton's
politics lean towards Labour. (Government
laughter.) There is no reason why hon.
members opposite should endeavour to
dispute that point. Can anyone imagine a
man whose politics were not inclined to
Labour confiding in Mr. Williams. If he
wished to make a political issue of the
matter he could have made a complaint to
the Opposition. I am safe in saying that
not one member of the Opposition discussed
this question with Creighton himself. No-one
can reasonably suggest that he was imbued
with political malice. I have endeavoured
to point out that he felt that he owed a
duty to the State and therefore was not
guilty of misbehaviour. It is my policy to
judge men as I find them. I never met
Mr. Creighton, but after listening to him
speaking today with deep emotion I was

tremendously impressed with the case he 1
forward The incident tod i th. ay s e sada cexperience of my life. There is nothir;

ki d th hmore un n an to c arge, convict, a^i
senten b f hce a man e ore you ear him.

Mr. Jesson interjected.

Mr. MULLER: The hon. member i
Hinchinbrook should be the last to

iner;ject. The hon . member made a Puhl'a
statement that this man was going to
sacked.

Mr. MULLER: He did. It would
better if the hon. member kept his IL, ,,
closed. If he does not I shall not
hit him below the belt but throw him
out of the ring. (Laughter.)

"Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I ask the h
member to withdraw that remark. it
highly unparliamentary to threaten any
member.

Mr. MULLER: Of course, you are th
judge, Mr. Speaker, and if you think it
I will withdraw it. I shall stick strictly,
the question, particularly in view of the f;,
that we are likely to have an opportuud;:'
of discussing the findings of the Royal G.
mission at a later stage during the sessic:

An Opposition Member: The Premh
promised.

Mr. 31ULLER: I think the Premier iny'
cated that was likely to happen.

Charge (b) in the statement of the cni_
of suspension reads as follows:-

During the year 1955 he ii
information gained or conveyed to him t
virtue of his office for a purpose other tlc
for the discharge of his duties and 'enter';
into a clandestine correspondence with '0
said Cecil Wallace Edgar Williams f
the purpose of having such infornin
published in a newspaper."

The charge goes on to say that if
Creighton had any complaint to make
should have gone to His Excellency t'
Governor. Mr. Creighton dealt with tl
in his address. I want you, Mr. SpecP
and hon. members to place yourselrca
Mr. Creighton's position. Would o nt
us in Mr. Creighton's position, with
concrete charge to make, take that s'
As he admitted in his address today tr'i'
the Treasurer mentioned during the cow
of the debate, he had no concrete charge

, cFmake, but he had very deep suspicious
the findings of the Royal Commission Pry"`

beyond all doubt that those suspicious },:
well founded. Suppose he went to 1
Governor. Would any hon. member pit
go to the Governor with a complaint of U.
kind` I think the first action of
Governor would be to lay the couiPi'
before the Premier . The Premier m 1'
would convey the complaint to the Iin,?

I']
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for Public Lands and Irrigation. What do

y,ouu suppose would have happened? Cabinet
would have met and would have realised

th of
Mr. Creighton did not have substantial

t,rounds for the complaint to the Governor
lrnd be would have been dismissed promptly.
There is no question about that. Mr.
Creighton would have been asked to prove

his case. If he failed to do so he would
1ia`,c, been charged with disloyalty to his

lllnistor.
The complaint goes on to say that his

nc;vt move should have been a report to

Cabinet, on his own evidence he had no
,)largo to submit to Cabinet. What would
have been the result? He would have been

dismissed. The charge says that he should

1111ve gone to the Premier, but would the
peeition have been any different?

The charge says that in so acting he
systematically deceived the Government and
Parliament and failed in his duty of loyalty

10 I-Icr Majesty and her advisers. I challenge
that statement. Did he deceive the Govern-

rncuti Did he deceive Parliament) He did
not, deceive inc. I have read this evidence
from the commencement and I have not been
deceived. lie did not deceive Parliament or
the Government. If the Government are
sincere and desire to clean up this matter,
they have a responsibility to investigate
the matter thoroughly.

ITLr. Collins: Does the hon. member think
his rvriting letters to Williams and giving

tho Minister the answers is consistent with

honesty'

MIr. HULLER: To reply to the Minister,
I urn not suggesting for a moment that all
his notions could be condoned, but I want

1 u, All'. Speaker, and the Minister, to
imagiuo yourselves in a similar position.
Ile, was a worried man because he knew what
wets going on. I admit he made mistakes.

This morning the Secretary for Labour
ud. Industry said that by his actions he

prosed himself temperamentally unsuited, or
in other words that he was possessed of a
warped mentality. The hon. gentleman did
ut^t, use those words but the inference is
sic.a". I agree with the Minister. At that
Limo he )%T as temperamentally unsuited. He
runs teill) eramentally unsuited because he
virus temperamentally upset. There is no
1Pleslion about that. The Minister said that
to wrote letters in which he referred to the
(^ove.rI'll cut as Gair and Co. The hon,
f,"itleuuuo asked what would hon, members
01 the Opposition have to say if Creighton
lilt, referred to them as Nicklin and Co.
A'_ s one of the company, I say that in view
of the circumstances he would be perfectly
rihht. That is my view. I should say that
he Wits being disloyal but I would not say
t111t acting in that way would be
nu behaviour.

silt.
Collins: If he was working for you

'"1'e Of your butter factories under the1511)11 circumstances, would youon keep him'
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Mr. MULLER: If he was working for me
in one of our butter factories and I was
as guilty as the Commissioner found the
ex-Secretary for Public Lands was, I would
feel that he was justified. The action I
would have taken would be this: if I was
bowled out in that way and he was working
for me, I would promptly resign.

He was charged with having conveyed
information to a Mr. Williams for the pur-
pose of having that information published
in a newspaper. I should remind hon.
members of an experience we had in this
House only a few years ago relating to
myself. In the course of an argument that
developed the then Minister for Works, Mr.
Harry Bruce, went out of his way and called
for papers relating to my land tax returns.
Those papers were presented in this House.
Confidential papers were produced and the
figures were mentioned. Those particulars
appeared in "Hansard" and in the Press.
Would hon. members say that the action
of Mr. Creighton in passing on information
to Mr. Williams was any worse than the
action of Mr. Bruce in relation to myself?

In the course of his remarks the present
Secretary for Public Lands and Irrigation
said that Mr. Creighton joined the Depart-
ment of Public Lands in 1923. If I make a
mistake, the Minister might correct me. I
followed his speech as closely as I was able.
He has therefore been in the Department
for 33 years and it has taken the Govern-
ment all this time to wake up to the fact
that he was guilty of treachery. He must
have had a clean record, on the Minister's
admission, to be appointed to his present
position. He was appointed a member of
the Land Administration Board on
14 February, 1952. If he was an unreliable
person or unsuited or incapable of doing the
job just why was he appointed to such a high
and senior position by this Government?

Mr. Devries : There was nothing against
him at the time he was appointed.

Mr. MULLER: But the Government have
suddenly found out that he was guilty of
some irregular practice. I am saying that
there must have been some reason for this
change of attitude on the part of Mr.
Creighton. He did not simply deteriorate in
a matter of weeks. He had grown up in
the department, and all the information we
can gather about him is that he has been
a reputable and capable officer. Because he
was suspicious and had every reason to be
suspicious, he perhaps made a mistake in
confiding in Mr. Williams. I am not going
to criticise Mr. Williams. If something
irregular was taking place, surely Mr.
Williams and the A.W.U. were entitled to
know of it?

Mr. Collins: Was not Parliament entitled
to know of it?

Mr. 31ULLER: I will come to that in a
minute.
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On 9 November, 1953, Mr. Creighton
became Chairman of the Board. I remind
the House that in 1931 amending legislation
was passed containing provision that the dis-
missal of the Chairman of the Land Adminis-
tration was a matter for Parliament. That
meant that the Chairman of the Board was
answerable for his actions not to the Govern-
ment alone, but to Parliament. Why then
was he advised to go to Cabinet or the
Government?

Mr. Collins: He could have done any of
those things. That is the point.

Mr. HULLER: He was not answerable
to Parliament alone, he was answerable to
the people.

According to the charges laid against
Mr. Creighton, he betrayed his position of
trust. I cannot see where he did that.
Immediately he suspected something irregular
he used his own method of approach. I am
sure that now no-one knows better than
Mr. Creighton that he made a mistake, but
he explained very fully today that he did
not want to damage the Government politi-
cally. That is borne out by his demeanour
and his actions before the commission, and
also by reports that have appeared in the
Press from time to time. However, he felt
that because of the high and honourable
position that he held he was obliged to do
something and he was determined, by hook
or by crook, that the people would hear
about what was going on.

The Minister would not be the hoow,
anyway.

There is not the slightest doubt that the
whole of the circumstances must have been
very disconcerting to Mr. Creighton. No-one
could hold that office, knowing what had
happened both prior to and after being
appointed to it, without being suspicious.

I do not intend to deal with the whole
of the evidence as the Treasurer did, but I
shall draw attention to two or three experi-
ences of Mr. Creighton's that led to his
suspicions. For example, the Commissioner
referred to the Hawkwood case. I ask hon,
members to examine for themselves what
happened in connection with the closure of
the road through Hawkwood, and the Mini-
ster's action in going contrary to the advice
not only of Creighton, but of every officer
of his department, against the closure of the
road. Three local authorities-the Eidsvold,
Mundubbera, and Chinchilla Shire Councils-
were interested and from memory I think it
was the Mundubbera Shire Council that pro-
tested violently in Brisbane against the
closure of the road. A petition bearing many
signatures was presented to the Minister.
The United Graziers' Association and indeed
all users of the road complained bitterly.
The matter was discussed with Mr. McLean,
Mr. Ferguson, Mr. Creighton, and the land
ranger and it was made clear that the road
was required for the use of the general public
but because of the persistent requests of the

late R. S. White the road was closed, 1f
were in the position of Mr. Creighto n
you knew that, Mr. Speaker, would not }
be unhappy? Would not you think ti

t hmus ave been something more than a
to Mr. White and something more at
back of the Minister's mind to influence hi

We are not done with Hawkwood
Again, the late Mr. White appealed for'
extension of the Hawkwood lease and to
it at a low rental he offered to clear 3f
acres of land and to grass it. For that
expected a continuance of the lease
half-penny an acre whereas all the of.
of the department said that the true C
of the lease was not less than 2d, or
an acre. White's application was acee,.
by the Minister, though rejected bye
officer of the department, and it Zvo^
out that the Crown gained a benefit of r
and the late R. S. White gained a beast
£9,950. I do not suggest that the Com
sioner found corrupt conduct there. He
not. He gave Mr. Foley the benefit of
doubt. Nevertheless, I ask hon. membe,
examine Creighton's feelings. After
Creighton could not by any stretch of
imagination be called a fool. He knew t},,
things were going on.

Take the case of the sale of the Duti;
River holding. In order to delay the
the then Minister used the bogy of l;u
infestation. Officers were sent out to
the property and they reported that i
infestation of burr there was no worse tl,,
on any other properties in the district, li,
the vendor company undertook to pay I
whole of the working expenses on
property until the Minister had given
consent to the sale.

Mr. HULLER : There is no need for ti;
hon. member to make my speech. As r
condition of the contract the company mmdi
took to bear the whole of the worlic
expenses on the property until the MiLL
gave his consent. They amounted to £3:`'>
a week and the Minister dilly-dallied fr
five months so that it cost the comp
£6,000. Hon. members are not silly enough;
believe that this action was not deliber^i'
11T,o-one can tell me that there were no
reasons for the Minister's delaying his co
sent to the transfer. The solicitors tri:"
again and again to get his decision, finrl
saying, "If you are not prepared to gi^^
your consent tell us that you refuse to c,;
sent to the sale or transfer ," When tt
Minister was finally pinned down he s,,,
"Yes, I will consent to the sale of t-
property provided that you pay another £3i
and Mr. White will be required to clear fl,
property of burr within the next 12 months
What happened? White got the extra £3
and he did not clear the property.

Mr. LAIR: I rise to a point of ord,*t
t`The hon. member is drifting away frow

motion.

I
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fir, HULLER: The hon. gentleman does
not know what I said. He has not been

here
hr. GAIR: I have been listening to you

irnd }you have been off the motion for some

consirlernble time. You are dealing with the
(}C7nrmissioner's report rather than Creighton
and the resolution before the House.

Mr. SPEAKER: To some extent the

hon.
member has drifted away from the

motion before the House and I ask him to
connect his remarks with Mr. Creighton's

misconduct.

Mr. MULLER: I will make every pos-

eiirle effort to keep within the words of the

resolution. The Premier has not been in the

1-i
ouse one minute while I have been speak-

ing.

Mr. Gar: I have been listening to you.

Itr. MULLER : I did not see the hon.
gentleman, He walked in and charged me

r,ith departing from the resolution. I have

nratle reference to the royal commission's

roport to show the things that have
influenced Mr. Creighton 's mind. That is
the only reason and if I am not entitled to
do that it is only guessing.

The Premier questioned my right to speak.
We gave him a silent hearing tonight and
gave trim an extension of time.

Xr. SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. MULLER : I do suggest that the
Premier lass walked in and endeavoured to
stop rue From speaking without knowing
rrhat I have been talking about.

I draw attention to what the Commis-
uioner says about Nelia Ponds.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! For the hon.
nrourher's information, the Premier has indi-
cated to the House that we will be able to
deal with the report of the Commissioner at
to later date. We are now dealing with the
motion about Mr. Creighton and I ask the
hon. ruember to connect his remarks with
Creighton's misconduct as alleged.

Mr. MULLER: I am not dealing with
tire report at all. I will speak now of
something that occurred at the Department
of Public Lands in the presence of Mr.
Creighton. A Mr, and Mrs. Douglas came
to see Mr. Foley and Mr. Foley called Mr.
Creighton into the room. He heard the argu-
ment and hon. members know what hap-
pened. These people had sold a property and
after selling it they decided that they did
not. wish to sell and wanted to find some
say to hold it, notwithstanding that they
had already signed a contract of sale. When
they signed the contract they were legally
hound, The ea-Minister called Mr. Creighton
into the room and I think he asked him if
(here `vas any means of evading the contract
and Mfr. Creighton replied that as far as he
could see the thing was legally binding. The

Minister again refused to give his consent
to the sale of the property. I shall not
attempt to relate all that happened. That
sale went by the board. About 10 or 12
months later the same people sold the same
property to another party. On the first
occasion they were to receive £105,000 and
on the second occasion £147,000. They came
to the Minister requesting his consent to
sell and he promptly gave that consent and
these people went home, and after ponder-
ing over their business they felt they had
made a mistake and they came back to the
Minister and asked if there were any means
of stopping the sale. I do not want to weary
the House by quoting the evidence.

Mr. Gair : It is a pity you would not
weary yourself.

Mr. MULLER: As long as I do not
weary you. Do not worry about me; look
after yourself.

When they came back they asked for his
help in order to stop the sale and he intro-
duced the burr matter. Mr. Creighton was
in the room. He knew the whole of the
circumstances. If the hon. the Premier was
placed in similar circumstances to Mr.
Creighton he would be looking to someone
in whom he could confide. He was out to
honour the trust placed in him. There were
several things that created suspicion in his
mind. Mr. Creighton held the high office of
Chairman of the Land Administration Board,
and if he failed to disclose any corrupt or
irregular practice he would be failing in his
duty. It was something he owed to the
people. Mr. Creighton was on a salary of
£3,000 a year, which is an important con-
sideration especially for a man of his age.
It will be hard for him to obtain employ-
ment at that salary outside the public
service. He had everything to lose and
nothing to gain.

Mr. Power: He never thought he would
be found out.

Mr. MULLER: It took the hon. gentle-
man 32 years to find him out and as late as
two years ago when he was appointed to this
position he said he was an honourable
officer. The only charge the Government have
laid against him is that he failed to be loyal
to them. I would like to know how he could
be loyal to any Government or to me if he
thought that I was guilty of similar prac-
tices. He could not, if he was an honour-
able man.

If the Government are out' to make a
scapegoat of the man by criticising him,
they have to look for some means of criticism,
and the only criticism that they can level
against him is his means of approach. The
royal commission has proved beyond all
doubt that corrupt practices were being
carried on in that department.

Mr. Hilton: Not "were being carried
on."
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Mr. HULLER: Corrupt practice was
carried on. It was proved beyond doubt.

(Time expired.)

Mr. MUNRO (Toowong) (11.56 p.m.) :
The question before the House is whether
we should or should not pass the motion.
If it is passed it will have the eff ect of
removing Mr. Creighton from his office as
Chairman of the Land Administration Board.

In considering this question, we should
consider and debate the whole of the sur-
rounding circumstances. That has been
established by the speeches made by the
Premier and Treasurer tonight, and I think
that practice is correct, because in my view
this is one of the gravest and most important
motions that has ever come before this
Queensland Parliament. I do not say that
because of the immediate personal effect on
Mr. Creighton, but because of the tremendous
importance of the reactions which are likely
to occur throughout the State as the result
of the passing of this motion.

Most of us realise that the two questions
involved are interwoven. We cannot consider
one without considering the other, the fact
that there have been findings of corrupt
conduct on the part of the then Minister and
the fact that there is an allegation of mis-
behaviour on the part of a very high
administrative officer. Most of us who have
approached this question with an open mind
have come to the conclusion that, however
wrongly Mr. Creighton may have dealt with
this matter, he thought he was taking
effective steps to do away with something
that was wrong. Almost the whole of the
discussion has turned on the manner in which
he acted. As a high administrative officer he
was faced with an extremely difficult problem.
It may be that he did not deal with that
problem in the best possible way. That is
the allegation he has to face. We are also
faced with an extremely difficult problem.
Let us examine ourselves in the same way as
Mr. Creighton has been examined. Let us
concede that the broad general purpose of
consideration by hon. members in this
Chamber is an attempt to do what is right.
The first thing we have to recognise
is that this is one of those rare
occasions where we are acting in a judicial
or quasi-judicial capacity. We are, in effect,
a panel of Judges to judge the case of Mr.
Creighton. This point has been dealt with to
some extent by the hon. member for Coorparoo
who has quite rightly pointed out-and I do
not want to repeat what he said-that the
normal course of procedure in any ease of
this nature would be that there should be
evidence, there should be an opportunity for
the person charged to present his side of
the case and there should be an impartial
consideration of it.

I should like to go on from the principles
enunciated by the hon. member for Coorparoo
to show how far our procedure has been from
the procedure of a judicial authority. The
first thing hon. members on this side heard
of the case was the report in the Press that

caucus composed of hon. members
had prejudged the case and had coil,,,,
decision as to what the judgment wag
to be, several days before this motion
before the House. I do not want to
the Notice of Motion in detail but tt,
stance of it was that Vivian Rogers Crei
ought to be removed from the of$,
Chairman of the Land Administration I
1 ask hon. members particularly to not,
this motion does not deal with his susp0,
but sets out that Creighton ought
removed from the office of Chairman or
Land Administration Board. More ;
afterthought, and after the matter
been prejudged, and after this m
was introduced, we have the suspension
much of the Standing Orders as would o
wise prevent this House from granting
Creighton leave to appear. I want 1
members to note the wording of the sec
paragraph to the effect that Vivian Rog
Creighton be given leave to appear in per>
or by his counsel at the Bar of the ho
and address the House in relation to
cause of his suspension . I want ha.?
members particularly to note the linitie,,
words that Mr. Creighton be given lean
address the House '' in relation to the car
his suspension.'' Let hon, members note
very important limitation. All
Mr. Creighton was permitted to a4dre;;
the House about was in relation ti,
the cause of his suspension . In otlo(r
words, this House has not given hr,
Creighton the opportunity at all to say 't;
he should not be removed from the office ci
Chairman of the Land Administration Board
On top of that, we heard Mr. Creighton quit;
early in the afternoon . I do not think 1^E
had heard the speeches of the prescflt
Secretary for Lands and Irrigation or tlr
Secretary for Labour and Industry.

Mr. Walsh: He was in the gallery.
Mr. MU (RO : Whether he heard thew or

not, it was at 2.15 this afternoon that IlIc
Creighton had a limited opportunity to ,,pen
on a very circumscribed subject. Ever since
then, the House has been debating thr'
matter and it was only after dinner thik
evening that we heard the speeches of tic
Premier and the Treasurer. -

Mr. Gair: They were very good speeches,

Mr. MUNRO: They were very interestin€
speeches, in which was brought forward a
great deal of matter that, so far as I knon,
may have been completely new to
Creighton, In any case, Mr. Creighton Tea'
has no opportunity of rebutting those state-
ments. If we regard ourselves as a judicial
tribunal, if we regard ourselves as being
the highest court of the land, as the hon,
member for North Toowoomba likes to refer
to us at times, where are the witnesses
Where is the evidence that is placed before
this court to enable us to arrive at a ,7rrst
verdict? I have heard many allegations
and I have heard many interesting speeches,
but when I look round for real evidence
I am shocked to find how little there is.
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,f accept as some form of evidence the

statement of the cause of suspension of
Vivian Rogers Creighton; I accept as some
form of evidence, although it was not made

under oath, the statement by Mr. Creighton

11iroself. But apart from that we have very

little real evidence before us.

Let us examine the section of the Act
under which we purport to act in passing

this, motion.

illy. Burrows : Creighton was well aware
that section when he accepted the office.

^Ir, IIUNRO: I am not worried about

0

whether Mr. Creighton was aware of the
rcm,tion. What I am concerned about is that
obviously the hon, member for Port Curtis
is not aware of it. I ask him to listen
cc refully while I read it.

The first paragraph of Section 15 of the
Land Acts Amendment Act of 1931-and it
is the dominant paragraph of the whole
section-

says-"The members of the Board shall hold
office during good behaviour, and shall not
be removed therefrom unless an address
);hall be presented to the Governor by the
Legislative Assembly praying for such
remov al on the ground of proved
misbehaviour or incapacity."

I should like hon. members to note par-
ticu1 it the words , "proved misbehaviour or

aincapacity."

Mr. Burrows : In other words, he had
;treater protection than the average public
))I rvarrt.

11r. IIl1 NRO: Yes, and quite rightly.

11r. Lloyd: Would he have greater pro-
tection tlban the Auditor-General)

Mr. 11IUNRO: Mr. Speaker, it is impos-
hible for me to proceed if one or two hon.
nceui1ers opposite persist in continuous inter-
jection. Their interjections are entirely
irrelevant and it seems to me that they are
(lc;eigned to waste my time.

)lr, SPEAKER: Hon. members are not
catitled to interject.

Mr, MUNRO: Except that I think
btanrling Orders mention continued inter-
jections as being highly disorderly.
I all sure you will pardon me for
d-ra`vin attention to it but I think it is
sitting that the hon. member for Kedron
ebould have it brought to his notice.

Mr. LLOYD: I rise to a point of order.
I do not think that is quite right. I have
asked the hon, member for Toowong a ques-
tion.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order ! The hon. mem-
ber for Toowong has no right to argue the
question. He is making a speech and he
should not be interrupted.

Mr. MUNRO: If I may comment on that
again-I do not want to be in any way un-
friendly to the hon, member for Kedron but
I think we should have a discretion in pro-
ceedings in this House. It is now 10 minutes
past 12 midnight. I am trying to make
certain points and have only a limited time,
and I am having very great difficulty in
making myself heard.

I wish to emphasise the need for misbe-
haviour to be proved. First I will answer
one of the interjections of the member
for Port Curtis. He said that this was a
higher degree of protection than that accorded
to an ordinary public servant. No doubt
that is because it is a very high and responsi-
ble office. I take it that the legislature had
in mind that the powers and responsibilities
of the holder were such that he should be
protected from anything in the way of
political interference. So he was given a
protection similar to that given to the
Auditor-General and to some extent compar-
able with that given to a member of the
judiciary.

Mr. Lloyd: That was my question.

Mr. Walsh : Quite frankly, there is no
justification for that provision. It was a good
piece of salesmanship on the part of a certain
person in 1931. I will tell you the story one
day.

Mr. MUNRO: I will develop that argu-
ment a little later. So that we might see
this matter in its proper perspective, I have
mentioned that there are two features inter-
woven, the first that there has been a finding
of corrupt conduct on the part of a then
Minister of the Crown and the second this
allegation of misbehaviour. To consider the
matter in its proper perspective we should
recognise that the really dominant feature,
the one that will live in the memory of hon.
members and of the people of Queensland,
is that there has been a finding of corrupt
conduct. The possible effect of that on the
future of the State is more important than
that there might have been some misbehaviour
by Mr. Creighton. The corrupt conduct of
the then Minister is the dominant feature,
and it must flavour our whole consideration
of the misbehaviour. If there were a fire in
this building and a couple of firemen were
going past, and because of the fire they
jumped over the fence, damaging it and
damaging flowers in the garden, then broke
windows, such conduct which normally
would be reprehensible would be viewed in
a different light because they adopted what
they thought to be the best method of deal-
ing with the situation.
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We must consider this from the personal
angle and the question of punishment on Mr.
Creighton. I feel that some punishment is
merited. I do not think any of us could
say that Mr. Creighton had acted rightly,
but I do submit that there was much justi-
fication for the action he took.

Mr. Gair: Do you think he pursued every
avenue open to him?

Mr. MUNRO: That has been covered
fairly fully and I do not want to go over
it again. I do not think either the hon,
gentleman or I would have acted in the same
way, nevertheless we must agree that Mr.
Creighton was faced with a particularly diffi-
cult situation and there was considerable
justification for the course he took. Because
of that, if we regard this as a punishment,
then it is excessive. If it is proposed to do
this in the public interest and for the better
administration of the Department of Public
Lands then I think it is misguided in some
respects because it is not directed to the right
quarter. I consider public interest the more
important question. I think it was the
Attorney-General who said something to the
effect that the higher the office the greater
the power and the greater the responsibility.
I am not quarrelling with that, but I am
using it as an introduction to the very
important point that an examination of the
provisions of the Land Acts reveals that
though Mr. Creighton occupied the position
of Chairman of the Land Administration
Board his real powers were not nearly so
great as most people think. Section 17 of
the Act sets out that the Board shall in the
performance of its duties advise the Minister
on the matters of land administration, and
it also sets out that subject to the Minister
it shall be charged with the proper and
effective administration of certain matters.
There are other similar provisions. There
are provisions that do not refer particularly
to the Chairman of the Land Administration
Board but they do refer to the Minister.
For instance, Section 43 of the principal Act
deals with leases and says that the Minister
may in his absolute discretion approve of an
application or reject it. Section 47 dealing
with occupation licences says that the rent
shall be the amount notified or bid
or fixed by the Minister, as the case
may be. Section 120, dealing with the
assignment of rights, provides for an
assignment with the approval of the
Minister. Section 130 (A) dealing with
partnership agreements provides that if
the Minister is satisfied he may in his abso-
lute discretion approve of such agreement
either in whole or in part. I was rather
horrified to learn from the statement by
Mr. Creighton that, although we have a Land
Administration Board comprising three
people, formal meetings of the Board
were rarely held and it did not appear neces-
sary to do so.

Mr. Hilton: During his term as chair-
man.

Mr. MUNRO: That is his statement. Let
us look at the position that has arisen
Although, quite rightly, we have these legi.t'
lative safeguards, for setting up a board of
three persons, we have found that the pract.icr,'-m
has grown up that the Board does not meek,

Mr. Hilton : It meets now.

Mr. MUNRO: I am glad to have that
assurance. I was horrified to learn thato
had the position that tremendously important
discretionary powers were being exercised h,.r,
the Minister involving considerable sums ^`;
between one person and another and theca
was not even a formal meeting of the Boari.

Mr. Burrows: Is not that a reflection o
the chairman?

Mr. MUNRO: It may be a reflection cu
the chairman to some extent, but the Ministc;
was the person responsible. I am not saying
by way of criticism, but as a safeguard far
the future, that I think the Minister wouli
be doing a much better job if, instead of
making these personal decisions, he saw to i!
that the Board met as a Board and function€j
as a Board.

Mr. Walsh: Would he not be as cony
competent as the Auditor-General to maic
a report to Parliament? Would it not to
reasonable to expect that, if the Board rra
meeting under the previous Chairman, i
would continue to meet under the ne,v
Chairman? How would the Minister kno-,
meetings were not being held?

Mr. MUNRO: Surely it cannot be sug-
gested that the Minister would nal
know whether the Land Administration
Board was meeting or not.

Mr. Walsh: If the hon. member had any
idea of the administration of that depart-
ment, he would realise that a lot of
discretionary power is exercised by the
Chairman of the Land Administration
Board, not the Minister.

Mr. Nicklin: I am sure the Treasurer
when acting in that portfolio would knee
when the Board met.

Mr. Walsh: That is so. When I war _'
there I arranged that two members of the
Board initial each document. We did no'
know the position until this inquiry, starteU-

Mr. MUNRO: With the extremely dif
cult discretionary problems that must I

t •-decided within the administration of I
Lands Department, it is necessary that the"'
should be an independent Board of threl
persons . It is regrettable that the

discretionary powers of the Minister are 50
great. He is in an invidious position, 2
tremendously difficult position, in that }1e
has absolute discretion in those decisions'
I have spoken in this Chamber on VP"
occasions of the growth of ministe' VV"
powers. I feel that is one of our greate`1
problems.
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l

Mr, Hilton : I am afraid you do not

understand the
the department.

method
chairman stookounto,be

himself all the powers of the Board and
made decisions without conferring with the
other members of the Board.

Mr. MIJNRO : Is it suggested that the
Government are not responsible?

Mr. Lloyd: Would the hon . member
suggest that Parliament is not responsible?

Air, AIUNRA : We are now learning of
the position for the first time.

11r. Lloyd: Parliament has never
received a report.

A[r. AIUNRO : In drawing attention to
that I assert that the Chairman of the
Land Administration Board should not have
to accept all the culpability.

Alr. Lloyd: Would the hon. member say
his position was different from that of the
Auditor-Generall

illr. AIUNRO : There are certain points
of similarity.

Mlr. Lloyd : Certainly, or in other
words-

Mr. SPEAKER : Order!

hlr. MUNRO: The debate has indicated
that there are very grave problems which
cta arise in the future in the administration
of this department. Since the commence-
mnent of this thirty- fourth Parliament we
hove heard an address by His Excellency
the Governor, and I must confess that I was
o_xtremely disappointed in not hearing that
something was proposed to remedy the grave
problems that have arisen in the administra-
tion of this important department.

Mr. SPEAKER : Order: I hope the hon.
nn niber will keep to the matter before the
Rouse.

11r. MIJNRO : I do not want to go away
faone it. I am concerned about the public
reaction which there will be when we have had
a debate bringing out the facts and if the
only remedy proposed by the Government is
to get rid of the Chairman of the Land
i\dministretion Board and nothing else is
dei w to correct the matter.

,)fr. Walsh: Could you imagine a nota-
tion such n,,3 this being placed on a file by a
real)oneiLle officer, "ThisThis report could be put
in the septic system?"

Mr. MUNRO : I have only limited time
ru Which to speak. I think the Treasurer
dclivered h is speech without interruption.
These problems with which we are faced are
not unique in the history of Queensland. These
problems of corruption and possible corrup-
tion are things met with in other parts of
the World and it is not inappropriate to this
motion to suggest that matters associated
with these two features do require some
r+ction other than that taken in this motion.

If I had the time I should like to quote a
few extracts from a most useful little book in
the Parliamentary library entitled "Political
Ethics and the Voter" by Thomas A. Rousse
(U.S.A., 1952). I think it would be useful
for any hon. member to read. I shall skip the
quoting of quite a few things I would have
liked to read and read one by Paul H.
Douglas in which he said-

"I have come to the conclusion that the
whole level of government administration
would be immeasurably and permanently
raised if we were to adopt basic standards
of propriety which are to be followed.

These standards could properly be
embodied in the Administrative Procedures
Act and should deal with the proprieties to
be observed by administrative officials,
applicants or litigants and their attorneys
and representatives, and members of Con-
gress. "

I would have liked to quote two other useful
statements but I have not the time. Perhaps
I can read a concluding sentence from an
article by August Heckscher who says
referring to these cases of corrupt conduct and
the rules for overcoming them-

"These may seem like general rules, but
they suggest an approach to one source of
corruption which may be immeasurably
more fertile of results than spasmodic fits
of public indignation released after the
harm has been done."

My time is almost up but finanlly I should
like to say that I think we should consider
this motion mainly on the broad consideration
of the public interest, particularly keeping in
mind the statement by Mr. Creighton at the
Bar of the House when he said, "I have
already been condemned without a
hearing." Taking that into account
and whilst there are many things of
which I confess we have no knowledge I
feel that there has not been evidence placed
before this House to justify the passing of
this motion. For those reasons I am opposing
it.

Hon. J. E. DUGGAN (Toowoomba-
Minister for Transport) (12.34 a.m.): I
have no prepared brief in the sense that a
brief is prepared and consequently I do not
propose to participate in the debate to any
great length. I feel that there is a responsi-
bility because of the importance of this
occasion, that senior members of the Ministry
and those members who might be directly or
indirectly involved in the administration of
the department that employed this particular
officer forming the subject of the resolution,
should take part in the debate.

I must confess that I find myself at
variance with the hon. member for Coorparoo,
who generally approaches these matters with
a fair and an informed mind. He was of
the opinion that those on the Government side
who had participated in the debate did so
with a curious air of unreality. I was rather
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surprised at his adopting that attitude,
because I think that he himself found extreme
difficulty in justifying the time allotted to
him to take part in this debate. The whole
of his contribution was qualified by remarks
about the conduct and attitude of the gentle-
man who is the central figure in this debate.
Throughout the hon. member's address we
heard phrases such as these: "The form and
tone of his correspondence were deplorable."
"I was nauseated by the character of the
correspondence engaged in." "I I felt that
he made a more than lamentable approach to
his responsibilities." i'I agree that he did
systematically deceive the Government." "II
am very unhappy about much of Creighton's
behaviour." "Creighton should have looked
further ahead." "ItIt is true that he did
engage in duplicity, deceit, clandestine
actions, false positions, surreptitious activi-
ties, secrecy," and so on. If an hon. member
who is opposing the motion feels so unhappy
about his feelings towards this gentleman and
expresses himself in such language, I think
it is he who approaches the matter with a
sense of unreality.

I do not propose to state in the precise,
formal language of the Secretary for Public
Lands and Irrigation the charges against
Mr. Creighton. That has been done clearly
and succinctly by a number of Government
speakers. Once the mechanics of the motion
had been presented to the House, it devolved
upon succeeding speakers to provide the sup-
porting material that could direct the House
to come to the conclusion that the Govern-
ment have sponsored. The Premier, the
Treasurer, and other members of the Govern-
ment submitted abundant evidence from the
transcript of the royal commission of actions
that merit the disapproval of the House, and
its authority to remove this gentleman from
office.

As I say, I do not propose to go into all
the detailed matters that have been discussed
very adequately by those hon. gentlemen
whom I have named, all of whom, particularly
the Premier, who was the subject of some
vilification and who was undoubtedly the
subject of tremendous misrepresentation,
were extremely temperate and generous in the
way they presented their evidence and the
reasons why Parliament should take action
against Mr. Creighton.

I take the strongest possible objection to
the attitude of Mr. Creighton, not so much
to the actions that were responsible for his
suspension and for the submitting of the
motion, but to his action at the Bar of the
House this afternoon.

Mir. Aikens : Do you think he should
have come here and cried?

Mr. DUGGAN: When a person seeks the
privilege that the standing orders and the
practices of this and similar Houses of
Parliament confer on certain people, he
should appreciate that privilege and not
engage in a violent and scurrilous
attack upon leading members of the
Government or condemn Parliament itself.

What is the use of people coming into t
Ch b dam er an talking about the need f
high standard in our Public Service and
the preservation of our Parliamentary i,
tutions and for doing all things eonduci
the acceptance by the public of the nee^%
set the highest possible standards whew
gentleman in ti id h 'sques on sa ere, py

t f hvo e o t e majority of the members I
I will be discharged from my office. f3r,`
voting Parliament will not dishonour
will dishonour itself"? Do hon. mess},„
believe that those are the word fs o
who came alon in clear conscieng ce and
humble s irit t hith lfp o row mse upon
mercy, generosity and justice of the meet
of the House?

Mr. Coburn : He did not ask for Lisr,
this afternoon.

Mr. DUGGAN: I know he did not
for mercy. All that he asked for
the opportunity to vilify certain men
of the Government without any s
porting evidence. On the other
fact upon fact in great degree
presented to hon. members by
spokesman from this side of the Cham!.'t
showing conclusively Creighton 's unfitness a
remain in his present position.

I want to deal only with the general c; .
ception and the general responsibilities
the members of the Public Service and tics
of us engaged in the discharge of our pads
mentary function. Even the Leader of i'
Opposition said 'that Creighton' posit
was above that of an ordinary public serr:
and because of that he should have i.;
exempted from some of the obligatic:
attaching to the office of most public servar,
Creighton himself said that if he had cn
mitted some misdemeanour or some oftr
it was small compared with the gra vit
the offence committed by the Premier
virtue of his superior status in the o
munity.

If one goes to those great lengths in tT^12
to establish that a man is exempted Ira
some fundamental obligations to the CC
munity and to Parliament , I think it is ti
to examine responsibilities generally,
is the means whereby our Parliament
system operates? Is it not true in the 1i'
instance that we have a two-party or thr
party system of government and is it not ir
of all parties that policy is propoumt
either by their conventions or in their caw
rooms and subsequently implemented in
House by way of legislation? Is it not t'
that members of all political parties are lxe
by the diciplinary powers which keep gr
political parties together? If there is
loosening of the strings of dicipline , w1? ' ,
it be in the Army or any other of the f
services or private enterprise or Parlin''
itself, there follows a gradual disult'
tion, a lack of driving force and cohe^°
and a lack of direction in the activities
the organisation.
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mr, Ablteus: But you must never confuse

tyrrrnny
with dicipline.

^Ir. DUGGAN: I am very thankful to

thee lion, member for mentioning the question
ranny but I cannot see that it hastyfo

ife relevance
at tunitthd he had a

gentleman ' s
funde-lie had the opportunity and

obligation to ventilate his grievance

in the proper constitutional manner and I do

not agree that the end justifies the means

even if vve go to the point of saying that

the end was of such a kind as to merit the

peopleest

approval of
In all these cases there sa an obligation

to accept the acknowledged authority of one's

iuperior, whether it be the child's obligation

to acknowledge the control and authority

of his or her parents or the obligation

of the soldier to acknowledge the authority

of his officers from his immediate superior

right up to
the Comiuander -in-Chief. So in

the Public Service each person must acknow-

ledg e the authority of his superior. On the

ministerial level there is a greater responsi-

hility. I have in my own department men

who frequently differ from me on various

sno,tters but the moment I say, "I respect
your point of view but that is the decision
co that is the policy of the Government," I
know of no section which more honourably and

efficiently discharges the obligation of

upholding a decision, using all its skill and
adnsinistrative force to make the scheme or
policy work.

!Ir. Miley: In the absence of corruption
that is perfectly right and proper.

;fir. Dl?GGAN : I %in leading up to what
the hon. member has introduced.

The inference was that because a Royal
(;omniissioiser found corrupt practice that
thereby secured a dispensation for Mr.
Creighton from the obligation of pursuing
inquiries with his own Minister , or higher
channels of eommunication and gave him the
right to choose any course he thought he was
entitled to because of his greater loyalty to
tine State and to pursue any means to see that
hi„ point of view was ventilated in certain
quarters. I would accept that argument if
there had been evidence of the corruption of
sissy of these higher authorities available to
hill'. I would accept that argument if there
were evidence that the Premier was corrupt or

evidence had been produced that it was
respected that he was guilty of corrupt prac-
tiee or that the Governor or members of the
Cs.biuet or other authorities were corrupt. As
ousted out by the hon . gentleman tonight

Creighton himself said that there was no
crxuse to reflect on the integrity or honesty of
rosy rneurber of the Cabinet, leaving out the
llihioet Minister who formed the subject of
inquiry by the Royal Commission . Why was
there any need to seek means other than that
ehTenoel of properly constituted authority to
ventilate his grievances? That is a funda-
mental point, It has been shown convincingly
thts.t none of these agencies available to him
could be accused by any stretch of the

imagination of being parties to any corrupt
or improper practices. The very defendant
himself acknowledged that there was no blame
or odium attaching to any of these people.

I mentioned earlier that there was an obli-
gation on all of us. This applies to hon.
members of the legislature carrying out their
functions in accordance with the Constitution;
it applies to the Executive, the Cabinet,
members of the Public Service, the judiciary.
All these things are important and necessary
in the successful operation of a parliamentary
democracy. We must have this system of
observance of authority. I would be the
last to suggest that any one should condone
anything corrupt. Does the action of the
Government suggest that they were anxious
to condone, conceal or prevent the course of
justicel The Government set up the Royal
Commission. Was there a public clamour
for AT Immediately some responsible person
declared that certain alleged facts had
occurred in Queensland, without any Press
agitation and without any public demand for
it, the Government, at the Premier's
instigation, immediately called a special meet-
ing of Cabinet which resulted in the appoint-
ment of a Royal Commission.

Dr. Noble: Was Mr. Foley in favour of
the Royal Commission?

Mr. DUGGAN: He asked for it and when
the Commission found against him he
immediately resigned in accordance with the
accepted practice. When we talk about
altering the Land Acts and the system
whereby people are given certain protection
by reason of statutory forms, the revision of
the Standing Orders and the Constitution,
we might look into the question of dealing
with people who indulge in character
assassination and who, having been partly
responsible for the establishment of a Royal
Commission fail to come forward to give
evidence in support of their allegations. That
is a matter that should be looked into. That
is rather a dreadful thing. Not only was the
ex-Minister for Lands the victim of this
policy of character assassination but also
citizens who were found to be completely
blameless. These people had to expose
themselves to the risk of severe financial
obligations in order that they might refute
the baseless charges of a man who did not
have the strength of character to come
forward and sustain those charges. These
people who make these airy speeches about
the supremacy of Parliament and the need
for integrity in public men come forward
and do everything to protect a policy of
character assassination and that seems to be
the sort of thing occurring periodically. It
can have the effect of destroying our Parlia-
mentary institutions. That is an aspect to
which I want to refer. The hon. member for
Coorparoo said that he found himself in
complete agreement with the clear case made
out in regard to the charges. He compli-
mented the Secretary for Public Lands on the
way that the charges had been drawn and
those responsible for drawing them. Not
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only was the mechanics of the resolution well
presented but the supporting evidence was
piling up abundantly and showing conclusively
that this man was recreant to his office and
did a great diservice not only to our Parlia-
ment institution but to the great tradition of
the public service. The suggestion that he is
a victim of a campaign of destruction is
something that should be debunked. With all
this clamour for blood one would think one was
in the bull ring with the crowd cheering for
the blood of the Toreador. That seems to be
encouraged by a section of our Press. As
long as political capital can be secured
against certain political organisations,
particularly Labour, these attacks are con-
sidered proper and fair and all is done in
the interests of democracy. It is arrant
nonsense and it is untrue. In regard to the
men carrying out public service, the sooner
the public have a proper conception of what
their duties and obligations are then the
sooner we will have a proper operation of a
system of parliamentary democracy of which
we can be proud. I have never as a Minister
believed in encouraging sycophants or
flatterers around me. I thinly it is wrong of
any Minister if he hopes to make a success
to have people tell him how well everything is
going. I believe that the best public servant
is the man who has the courage to come and
say if he thinks a thing is wrong. I should
be thankful if a departmental officer came to
me and said, "I want to give you the benefit
of my departmental and specialised knowledge
so that you might profit from my years of
experience in the Public Service or my years
of experience in this particular department."

An Opposition Member: Would that be
so of every Minister?

Mr. DUGGAN: I think it should be the
duty of every Minister to take advice of
that sort, and to the best of my knowledge
and belief that practice is followed by every
Minister of this Government. This idea that
a Minister's prestige is built up by having
a bunch of sycophants around him is com-
pletely erroneous and false. I think all hon.
members in this Chamber who view this
question objectively will know that Ministers
encourage strong, able and efficient depart-
mental officers. If a Minister has the help
of an extremely outstanding and able public
servant he is built up also because of the
help of this efficient officer.

I regret very much indeed that some hon.
members opposite have sought to make
political capital out of this debate. Since
dinner, however, they have not felt inclined
to press this problem with the sane
vehemence that they exhibited prior to the
dinner adjournment.. Before then they were
using political cliches and endeavouring to
make political capital out of the situation,
but since then the tenor of their speeches
has been that they regretted this sorry
spectacle, that they did not approve of what
Mr. Creighton had done in these matters,

and that they would not have been b;
with a man like Mr. Creighton in cli
of the department. Since dinner
speaker has apparently been tryin,
justify, under protest, his voting a=
this motion.

Mr. Munro: That is very unfair com,f

Mr. DUGGAN: It may be unfair.
sorry if it is.

Mr. Munro: Speakers on this side of t
Chamber have given impartial consider,!!
to the subject.

Mr. DUGGAN: I accept with respect
remarks of the hon. member for Too:,
because he is always most inoffensive. fjr
always courteous and nearly always r,
informed on these things . I did not
to make any personal attack or critici,=m
the hon, member for Toowong , because;
is a man for whom I have a very proto_
respect. I may be wrong in my judg,,,>
but if I am wrong in my judgment I
have to accept the responsibility.

Mr. Munro: My protest does not aI
only to myself . It applies also to the (;(
member for Coorparoo.

Mr. DUGGAN: That does not apply=
the hon. member for Fassifern, for rrl
I have a very high regard as a poliI
scrapper. He did not come in here tor.i
however, to engage in objective considers
of the question. He was full of belligea
He even threatened to throw out of
ring my old friend the hon. member
Hinchinbrook, who suffers from arthr^-
That shows how belligerent he was. I
only sorry that a challenge of that uaj
was not made to the hon. member
Hinchinbrook 30 years ago.

I do not want to labour this point i
much. My sole purpose in rising eu
stress the importance and the need
respect of lawfully-constituted authority;,
to emphasise the points which had ill I
covered by the previous speakers in re'
to the great obligation on this man ,`,
pursue this channel of communication
the rectification of grievances.

Mr. Allcens: The hon. gentleman n
realise that the public will have to be
winced that the Government's action
not prompted by vengeance.

Mr. DUGGAN: As a matter of fo
the Government had in any way be(,,,
temptuous of public opinion it could is
avoided a lot of the melodrama that u
to have revolved around this question
last few hours by not giving Mr. Creigi
the opportunity of coming to the Err
the House. We invited him to come t°
Bar of the House.

Mr. Gai : Without an application fr`
him.
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Mr.. pUGGAN: And with no prompting

find entirely on the volition of the Govern-

ment itself we invited this man to come here.

unless that
invitation had been extended to

11111 and there was Press publicity surround-
ing the invitation we would not have seen

the ireme'idous public gallery that has been

here awing the course of the debate. Yet,

the hon,
member for Mundingburra has the

temerity, to suggest that we are afraid of

public opinion . To the contrary, we wel-

come it. We say that people should not take

tie garbled and prejudiced account of these
proceedings as set out in the newspapers, but

they should read the whole of the evidence

in the first place and the whole of the debate

recorded in "Hansard." If they do that

1 ani certain that the reaction on the part

of the public outside would be favourable
to tire action which the Government have

taken.

I regret very much indeed that if this

resolution is carried, which I invite mem-
bers to support , it will mean the termina-

tion of the services of a highly -paid and

important member of the Public Service. I
prey my tribute to the quality of Public

;;crvrce administration in the State. If we

fore to be successful in building up the State
we requiro not only wise legislation from
this Assembly but active and efficient
co operation by members of the Public
Sauce to see that the intentions of the
legislature are carried out in the most
oiiiciont and economical way. I pay tribute
to the many thousands of people in the
Public Service who are desirous of making
their contribution to the development of this
State, and I regret very much indeed that a
gentleman, because apparently of his phobia
and prejudices, should try to get square with
people lie disliked and chose a method of
correcting what he believed to be impro-
liriety in certain places and has jeopardised
the good name of the Public Service. I am
cure that responsible members of it without
r,urrenderiug their right to be outspoken and
curse corruption where it occurs will agree.
't'ire Labour Party has never been afraid of
exposures of corruption . In any case where
iheie is the slightest suggestion of impro-
P^iety being practised successive Labour
Premiers, including the present one, have
tntccn immediate and prompt action to see
that the people who make the charges have
the opportunity of vent lating them in a
[))"Ice uvicere a proper determination can be
rntulc and, if found guilty, adequate punish-
n1-t- imposed. We have nothing to be afraid
of in that regard. This particular gentle-
ItMll has, after a highly successful career in
the Department of Public Lands where he
displayed quite an extensive knowledge of
the land laws of the State and a person in
iti'llom the Government imposed great trust
curd eoniidence, taken the action he did.
As the lion. member for Belyando informed
('n)ircet, Mr. Creighton was a man to whom
inquiries could be entrusted . He had implicit
comuidenee in him and I think we are entitled

e'cpect reciprocity in that regard. If a

man's conduct is to be questioned I feel
that a gentleman, particularly one holding
an important position such as Chairman of
the Land Administration Board, would have
taken his case to the Premier of the State
who has always indicated his willingness
and readiness to see an injustice corrected
and people who feel that they are not receiving
a fair spin are given the opportunity of having
their grievance rectified and the position put
right. I regret also that the hon. member for
Belyando has had to suffer humiliation,
embarrassment, financial loss and tremendous
personal sorrow in this particular case. I
think we might, in the midst of all this con-
troversy, reflect a while upon the tremendous
toll that is frequently exacted by a parlia-
mentary system of government from those
who have served the system faithfully and
well. It can be said of the hon. member for
Belyando that the Royal Commissioner found
in a certain direction, but that the hon.
member acted in no way to benefit himself.
As the hon. member himself said very
eloquently and very emotionally, even if it
were found that he was guilty, all that could
be construed was that he had been guilty of
a wrongful exercise of his ministerial dis-
cretion. How many of us, day after day and
hour after hour, are called upon to exercise
our discretion? It happens in hundreds of
cases. In the field of battle, how many times
have we seen the great generals of contem-
porary history-the Alexanders, the Wavells,
and other great military leaders-forced on
the spur of the moment to exercise their
discretion? When they were successful they
were lauded as great military strategists.
If they succeeded they were lauded to the
skies; if they failed, they drew upon them-
selves ignominy and censure.

Dr. Noble: They did not solicit funds
for a party.

Mr. DUGGAN: I am not discussing that
matter. I do not know that it is possible
for me to speak on this matter, Mr. Speaker,
without going beyond your ruling. It is a
matter upon which the hon. member for
Belyando will probably speak when the
opportunity is afforded him to discuss this
matter in some detail. At this stage I do
not accept the construction placed on the
matter by the hon. member for Coorparoo,
when he said that the personal reputation of
every member on this side of the House was
involved because of the alleged solicitation
of moneys. I am not prepared to admit that
my personal reputation, or that of any other
member of the Government, is involved. I
am not prepared to say that the hon. mem-
ber for Belyando did solicit the payment
of £1,000.

An Opposition Member: Are you saying
the Royal Commissioner was wrong?

Mr. DUGGAN: No. The Commissioner
had the choice of accepting the word of
Mr. Bell or that of Mr. Foley, and he
accepted the word of Mr. Bell.
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Mr. SPEAKER : Order!

Mr. DUGGAN: I was provoked into say-
ing that by the interjection. However, that
matter can be dealt with on a subsequent
occasion.

As a colleague and a friend, I can appre-
ciate fully the unpleasantness, the embar-
rassment and the sorrow of the hon. mem-
ber for Belyando to as great an extent as
those people who feel the same sentiments
towards Mr. Creighton. After an objective
analysis of all the features of this case, I
feel that overwhelming evidence has been
given in a calm, detached and temperate
manner by speakers on this side of the
House from the Premier down.

Mr. Muller interjected.

Mr. DUGGAN : I have no brief at all,
but the gentlemen to whom I refer have
prepared and delivered briefs that do
credit to them. Those who examine their
submissions in "Hansard" cannot fail to
admit that a case has been made in favour
of the motion. I am sure that when all
the clamour of the Press dies down, the
fair-minded citizens of the community will
realise that if Parliament accepts the
motion it will have come to the only correct
decision.

Mr. H. B. TAYLOR (Clayfield) (1.9 a.m.) :
Ever since this debate opened this morn-
ing, I have listened very carefully to all
the speakers.

Mr. Gair: You mean yesterday morning.

Mr. H. B. TAYLOR: Yesterday morning.
I stand corrected by the Premier.

Ever since yesterday morning I have
listened very attentively to the various
speakers on both sides of the House and
have admired the manner in which they
have presented their case. I am inclined
to adopt the statement of the hon. member
for Coorparoo that this is a trial. When he
said that, my mind immediately went back
to the time when I sat on several courts
martial in the army and I compared this
trial with the trial of an officer in a
general court martial. It is the practice
there, after the evidence has been given for
the prosecution and the defence, for some-
one to be asked to speak on the character
and personality of the accused.

I have known Mr. Creighton since 1939
when he came to my regiment in the artillery
to offer his services in the A.I.F. He was
then aged 39 or 40 years-past the age
for enlistment in the A.I.F. However, he
was determined to serve his country when it
needed him, and I admired him for his sense
of responsibility as a citizen. He enlisted
as a gunner in 'the artillery and applied
himself to his tasks and persisted with his
ambition to become a member of the A.T.F.
It was not long before the commander of
the hon. gentleman who last spoke
recommended him for a commission. Though

he was still excluded from the A.I.P be
allowed to join my staff where 4.
artillerymen were trained. During tho
months or so that he served with
learned much about his personality, ehara
and ability,

When I listened to the very able prese^^
tion of the pease by the Secretary for pul°,
Lands and Irrigation and the Secretary
Labour and Industry, I felt that they i `
more concerned with the manner of w^ili,
and the terms used than with the suhj
matter of the letters Creighton wrote.
in the evening the Premier and
Treasurer in their effective and eloge
addresses dealt more specifically with 11
text of those letters. When I heard IF
Secretary for Public Lands and Irrir'
elaborate his case and emphasise the v
in the text and the facetious way the he
were written, I understood how Creig
had come to write in that strain. I In(,
Mr. Creighton when he was in an offi¢o
mess of some 20 or 30 young subaltern:
They were some of the finest soldie=
Australia ever sent out. In their pla,°f
and high-spirited way they talked to for
degree the way the ion. member
Mundingburra suggests Mr. Creighton v,
in these letters. If hon, members 1
anything about young men trained to
highest pitch of efficiency, physically fi;
waiting to get away to do their jobs ova-`
seas, they will know how high-spirited tlt'i
can be. It was Mr. Creighton' s sense (f
humour developed in his Army training viler'
probably inspired the manner in which 1'
wrote those letters. I am not approvin,,
or disapproving but I understand the reason
for such attempts at humour. We have -ii
had the experience of making frivoloro
remarks which make people laugh but when
they appear in cold, hard print it is n
entirely different story.

Mr. Aikens : What did he mean when In
said that Bill Power will lead the Labour
Party into the mulgal

Mr. H. B. TAYLOR: I am not here toy
interpret what he might have meant.

Had Mr. Creighton stood at the Bar of
the House there to be tried by seven fieli
officers constituting a general court-martial
a verdict would have been arrived at in n
very different way. In a court-martial, alter
the evidence for the prosecution is heard-
as we have heard it given to-night-and thr,
evidence in extenuation is heard-as we Taro
heard from some hon, members on this side
the President asks the junior meinber
of the court to express his opinion. No
senior member would express any opinion to
influence the junior member. What hi,"
happened here? We had the SCniu'
members giving judgment.

A Government Member interjected.

Mr. H. B. TAYLOR: Do not be funny'
Stand up and make a speech and do not act
like a fool.
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The senior members have passed judgment

on Mr. Creighton . The senior members in

CLiucus have expressed their views and

obviously the discipline that prevails
zm,ongst the governing body which has a
,,ujority in the House must have influenced

siich hon. members as the one who made
that foolish and childish interjection. It
must have influenced the junior member.

Government lifembers interjected.

fir, SPEAKER: Order!

fr. it. B . TAYLOR : I can drown them.
I can drown a battery of artillery galloping

into action. It was obvious when Mr. Creigh-
ton stood there that he realised he was being

tried by this House; a decision has to be

reached whether he should have his living
taken away from him. He knew that every

junior member on the Government side had
been influenced and would act under the
discipline that prevails in that Party. I

lauve a great admiration for Mr. Creighton
for his service to the Government. I appreci-
ate his sense of responsibility to his country
wlleu lie offered his services as a gunner. By
,application to his work he advanced to the
rank of major and ultimately received a
reward for his service. I pay tribute to the
service he gave to his country when it was

in need. It was because he was inspired
with that sense of responsibility to his
country in wartime that he still had that
sense of responsibility to his State in peace-
time. The manner in which he went about

the, thing after he felt suspicious of cor-
ruption on the part of the Minister could be
debated indefinitely. He felt that he was
doing something in the service of his State.
The Government are making a martyr of him
for his efforts to maintain honest adminis-
tration, as he saw it and for going about it
in the way in which he believed to be right.
I believe that consideration should be
extended to him for his service during the
war and for his service to the State in the
past.

Mr. FLETCHER (Cunningham) (1.23
n.rn.) : I wish to make a few remarks that I
consider very important. Before making my
general observations I wish to refer to some
remarks by the Minister for Transport. The
lion, gentleman deplored the actions of Mr.
Creighton who, he said, villified the Premier.
I think the hon. gentleman was hardly fair in
this regard. My recollection was that the
Honourable the Premier did not do too badly
for himself. Mr. Creighton exercised his
right to defend himself. In all fairness to
ATr. Creighton I do not think it was
too offensive. The Minister for Transport
deplored the fact of the clamour
for blood, presumably from this side.
If there has been a clamour for blood
from this side I suggest there has been a
much more distinct clamour for the same
blood from the other side. I paused to
wonder daring the Minister's remarks as to
Wrhomn he had east in the light of the toreador
;md whom in the light of the bull. I think

a few hon. members on the other side would
cast Mr. Creighton in the character of
toreador. The whole matter revolves round
the alleged disloyalty to the Minister by
Mr. Creighton. In my opinion it ignores to
a certain extent the responsibility that ove---
shadows even the personal loyalty of a man
to his Minister. The whole conception of
loyalty depends on morality and personal
standards of truth or honesty. In my opinion
all men have a responsibility and a loyalty
to themselves, to the community and to the
accepted standards of moral conduct which
transcend any personal loyalty. I claim that
this is instinctively felt throughout the whole
community. Many times one hears the quota-
tion, "I could not love thee, Dear, so much
Lov'd I not Honour more." All hon. mem-
bers are probably familiar with that. It
conceives that his love or his loyalty depends
on a background of truth and honesty. In
my opinion we could justify the deviation
from the loyalty, the personal loyalty, that
Mr. Creighton owed to his Minister on the
ground of public interest. As there was
evidence or a suspicion of evidence or a con-
viction of evidence in Mr. Creighton's mind
that there was corruption, I think we should
concede that his loyalty to the Minister
would be superseded by a more general
loyalty to the public.

To meet this point, the cause of suspen-
sion lists certain things that in the opinion
of the Government Mr. Creighton could have
done, other than deviating from the obvious
loyalty. He could have reported the matter
to His Excellency, the Cabinet, the Premier,
or Parliament. It is pertinent to ask if he
could substantiate any statements. I do not
think it could be sustained that those are
good and effective methods that Mr. Creigh-
ton could have taken. We have to bear in
mind the fact that in Mr. Creighton's mind
not only the Minister but also the Party
behind him was suspect. Whether that is
true or not is beside the point. The point
is that that was Mr. Creighton's conviction
and the thing that caused him to deviate from
his loyalty.

Mr. Walsh: The, Judge thought other-
wise.

Mr. FLETCHER : I am not sure that
that is so.

Mr. Walsh: Read the findings and the
evidence.

Mr. FLETCHER : In fact Mr. Creighton's
conviction that there was something wrong
in the department and his further conviction
that there was nothing effective he could do
in the nature of what has been suggested,
because he had tentatively approached the
Ministry or two Ministers on the subject
and had been, to put it bluntly, knocked
back or discouraged, prompted him to take
the action he did take.

Mr. Power : That is not true.
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Mr. FLETCHER : That is what Mr.
Creighton thought, that he was not going to
get any effective action by taking the formal
course that he would otherwise have taken.
He felt that his Minister was not playing
the game. Even in this House we had
evidence of the reaction he was likely to get.
The former Minister for Lands and Irriga-
tion told us after the matter had been
opened that on no account would he or the
Government take any notice of suspicions or
allegations that were not backed up by legal
evidence. As Mr. Creighton did not at any
time have anything that could be called legal
evidence, he felt that he had no alternative
to taking the unusual and perhaps regrettable
course that he did take. He was faced with
the conviction there was something wrong
and he would not get anything done by going
to the Government through those avenues
and he then chose to confide in an outside
gentleman called Williams.

Mr. Aikens : A gentleman!

Mr. FLETCHER : Well, a man called
Williams. Letters were obviously written in
rather regrettable terms but entirely con-
fidential in his mind at all times. The.very
nature of the letters proves that. He wrote
to a man he had entered into an agreement
with to clean up what was decided between
them as something wrong in the Department
of Public Lands. They had both agreed
that something had to be done. The man
Williams disclosed this fact when pressure
was put upon him, On the face of the
evidence here or that given at any other
time, it is pretty difficult to know what
Mr. Creighton could have done other than
what he did believing what he did about the
internal situation of the department and the
Government.

In this statement of the cause of suspen-
sion it says, "The facts and inferences
establish that the said Vivian Rogers
Creighton was guilty of a breach of the
trust and confidence reposed in him." If
we examine the Royal Commissioner's report,
it can with equal truth be said to have
established justification for tl e. uneasiness
and suspicion that Creighton held. The man
most implicated and against whom suspicion
was held was brought in as having been
guilty of corrupt conduct. Creighton himself
was referred to as having acted with
unwisdom but without indulging in corrup-
tion. This was the result of a full, fair
and very impartial hearing under the leader-
ship or guidance of an able and fair man
who had more opportunity and possessed a
lot more ability than any of us, for judging
the whole matter. He had more opportunity
of doing this than we if we debated this
matter for a week. That is my opinion and
I still hold it.

The Minister said yesterday morning that
he had a painful and stern duty to perform.
I believe he was speaking truthfully and I
believe he regrets what he had to do, I
suggest we all thought that this stern duty,

painful as it must have been, could have i
directed against somebody else who
found guilty, because this man was
innocent. We were appalled at

arti l f th

f

p cu ar aspect o e whole situation, ,,,
Minister, in presenting his ease, concentr
on evidence given at the commission, buti t:
my opinion it would have been more apps.
priate if he had directed our attentio,,
the conclusions on the evidence rather tb,,
the individual pieces of evidence he select,:,
from the large amount of evidence xis
Particularly did he lay weight on the evidFn
given by Williams, In my opinion, tt,.
aspect of the evidence has been given entiret
too much weight. Obviously the letters
written as confidential documents and
never designed to be used as written. T.
were something of the nature of a prig
diary.

A Government Member: They were to
used by "The Worker."

Mr. FLETCHER : They were not to i,
used by "The Worker."

A good deal of the evidence that has bees
adduced here was of a personal nature, i
consisted of uninhibited comment avt
uninhibited impressions about current event.
between one man and another. Many n'
them were speculative and were not intende'
to be used as considered opinions. .1e
have said, they had something of tl
character of a diary or a confidential cc;
versation between gentlemen. I take it tli;r
acute embarrassment could be caused if
tape recording was taken of a confideeti;'
conversation between any hon. membeis ar
either side of the House. There wonl'
probably be comment that would be uufla t
tering to many of us. It would not tar=
any malicious intent, but it would hurt
if it was given the status of sworn evidence.``

To have such confidential letters placed ar-r
record gives them weight that they uver;
never intended to have, and a literal inter,
pretation of them has conveyed a cons~
pletely false impression, The Treasurer on
the evidence of the letters, to a eertrr'l
extent at any rate, when he made the oharg
that Mr. Creighton had made a debberrs
attempt to besmirch the characters of
number of men, As those letters we,
designed to be completely confidential, tin:
is no evideece that they were intended
besmirch the character of the men referrrtt
to. Their contents were never meant
come out into the open.

Mr. Williams and Mr. Bukowski, wl
entered into an agreement ostensibly f
the public good to take certain infornati(

I

from Mr. Creighton and use it at their dig
cretion, should have a feeling of gr'ea
responsibility for what has happened b,
their comrade-in-arms, so to speak, Mr
Creighton. Under pressure they diseloscc
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ti, hat `ere undoubtedly meant to be com-
plr,tely confidential matters. The sufferer as
the result is not any official of the A.W.U.,
but Mr. Creighton, and they should be pre-
pared to rally round him. To their shame,

they have not done so.
When I first came into Parliament three

years ago, in one of the first debates in
`which I took part I said that this House
had a responsibility somewhat similar to

that undertaken by those who practise

British law. I said it was an axiom of
British law that not only should justice be
done, but that justice should appear to be
c1071e. That apparently impressed many

hon. monibers, because since then I suppose

flint axiom has been quoted half a dozen
tawes and lip-service given to it. I still
think that is our responsibility. That axiom

is an expression of the concession that we
shake to our responsibility to uphold and

inspire respect for the law in the mind
of the outside public. Parliament, which
makes the laws and administers them, has
a responsibility to engender in the mind
of the public respect for what it does. Our
effectiveness, or lack of effectiveness, is in
direet ratio to the public respect for us.
In this matter of Mr. Creighton versus Mr.
U'oley, which is really what it is, neither
of those conditions has been fulfilled. I
do not think justice will be done or will
,appear to have been done. On the face of
it, this is what the general public will say
of this affair. Creighton suspected that
something was wrong. He was sincere in
his suspicion and he was convinced by the
ceperience of his tentative approaches to
those who might have taken up the matter
that such attempts would not get him any-
where but would probably get him the sack.
lie believed he should take some action,
but he could not make concrete charges such
as would be a prerequisite to his getting
any consideration at all from the Govern-
ment. So he went outside and took the
A,W.U. into his confidence on the under-
Et:-ding that they would use the information
io bring about the desired change in policy.
l^.vcutually, outside the House charges were
made which, apparently, constituted good
enough reason for appointing a Royal Com-
mission, and in the course of investigations
Creighton's part was brought to light. The
Commissioner made his report. The man
i uspected by Creighton right through, along
with Several members of his Government,
W "s charged by the Commissioner with
being guilty of corruption . Creighton was
said to he unwise but not corrupt.

Mr. Moore : Not several members of
hie Government.

Dlr. SPEAKER : The hon, member said
that the Commissioner found the man Creigh-
ton suspected guilty along with several other
membors of his Government . That is not
true, and that imputes some improper motive
to nreuibers of the Government other than
this oa-Secretary for Public Lands. I ask
fhe lion. Member to withdraw that statement.

Mr. FLETCHER: If that is how you
understood me, Mr. Speaker, I withdraw it,
because I did not mean that. It was merely
the suspicion in Creighton's mind that the
impropriety was not only on the part of the
Minister but also on the part of certain of
his colleagues. However, the Commissioner
found that the then Secretary for Public
Lands was guilty of corrupt conduct and
Creighton was not. I am still speaking
from the point of view of the public of
Queensland. The findings have been published
and they will know that we are going to
sack Creighton, They know that Mr. Foley
is still in the House. To the public that
will not seem like justice. I am trying
to make the point that we have a respon-
sibility to the public to see that justice is
clone, and I do not think the public will
believe that it is. In certain circles we will'
become a laughing stock and our standard
of justice will be derided. Gilbert of Gilbert
and Sullivan could have used the situation
effectively to satirise the punishment of the
innocent for presuming to charge the guilty.
Dean Swift, the satirist, would have revelled
in it. He never thought of anything worse
than what we are going to do this morning,
as the public will see it. Possibly the most
serious thing is the effect on the public
service. To all intents and purposes we
have served a notice on the public service
just as surely as if we nailed a printed docu-
ment in every office that public service
morality is no concern of the public servants.
On the bottom of the notice might be
included "Disregard of this instruction will
mean summary dismissal."

Mr. Aikens: Keep your mouth shut or
lose your job.

Mr. FLETCHER: That is what it
amounts to. If it could be said that we set
the standard in the business community we
might find two business men in conversation
down at the club-

Mr. Power: The Queensland Club.

Mr. FLETCHER: Any club you like.
One business man might say, "What hap-
pened to that brilliant salesman you had?"
and the other might reply, "He is no longer
with us. He had the confounded impertinence
to make inquiries and found the managing
director had been falsifying records and there-
fore we had to sack him." If we set a
standard for teachers the Department of
Public Instruction might have the Director
of Education regrettably reporting that that
very brilliant young master we sent down to
Ascot had the indecency to find that the head-
master there was selliing information about
the next scholarship examination at £5 a
time. He would probably say, "Of course,
we couldn't stand that sort of thing and we
will not stand disloyalty in the service."
Going to the ridiculous we might find a report
in "The Courier-Mail" that James Smith
who was charged with murder and due to be
tried on Tuesday, the 7th, was hanged yester-
day,
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We are Mr. Creighton's judges. Because
of his position we have the responsibility to
judge and dismiss him if necessary. The
proper investigation necessary for the action
contemplated has not been made. There is
no expert legal representation for the accused.
We are asked to accept bald statements that
he is guilty and we are given but fairly bald
statements for the reasons of his guilt. Even
if the Commissioner's report were entirely
damning that would not be good enough
evidence because the Commission was not
appointed to inquire into Mr. Creighton's
conduct particularly. The Commissioner made
only passing reference to Mr. Creighton but
he exonerated him to a certain extent.

The worst feature is that we have decided
that the man is guilty before this judicial
committee, this court, ever met. I support
the remarks of the Leader of the Opposition
and the hon. member for Coorparoo when they
took strong exception to the pre-judging of
Mr. Creighton. It was the responsibility of
Parliament but the verdict was decided upon
before Parliament met. Parliament as a
judicial assembly should forget party
affiliations. I have a supporter on the Gov-
ernment side in the person of the hon. the
Treasurer who considered that we should be
treating this on a non-party basis. I sug-
gest the hon. gentleman overlooked the fact
that he has already participated in a Party
decision on the matter and prejudged the
whole situation. It has been publicised in the
papers.

Mr. Garr: Do you believe everything you
read in the newspapers!

Mr. FLETCHER : I believe that anyway.
We are in effect a court and we are judging
the defendant. Presumably Caucus was
indulging in the arrogant assumption of a
power which, under the circumstances, was
most improper. Let us consider Mr. Creigh-
ton's position briefly. He has been in the
Public Service 33 years. The fact that he has
worked up from the bottom to the top is an
indication that he was considered a loyal,
true and faithful servant. There can be only
one reason for his changing-his suspicion
that things were not right within his depart-
ment. He had everything to lose and not a
thing to gain by the action he took. He has
already lost his position and it has cost him
a lot of money for legal representation at
the commission. I take the Treasurer's word
for it that this judicial committee has only
two alternate courses: either to sack
Mr. Creighton or leave him where he is. In
those circumstances I think we should leave
him where he is as the lesser of two evils. If
we sack him the community will feel that
we have done a grave injustice . The whole
idea of what we are doing cannot be divorced
from the fact that the royal commission was
held to inquire into allegations made by
Mr. Creighton. In the eyes of the community
a grave injustice will be perpetrated if he
is sacked. I suggest the alternative of leav-
ing him to retain his position is the lesser

evil. I think that we are breaching our
ponsibility as members of a responsible 1"',
liament if we carry this motion. Our
ponsibilities were impressed on us by
Hon. the Premier as late as yesterday,,
appeal to hon. members opposite, man`
whom I am sure are feeling the same as I
I feel that many members opposite feel
I do in their hearts, that they are not gi`,i
this man what, in Australia, is called a
go. I think that the last word,,
Mr. Creighton on the matter are relevant
true. He said that it would not be a i;.'
honour to him if we passed the motion
a dishonour to this House. I believe that
a fact.

Finally, I want to give the reason 7t
I cannot vote with the Government. I thins,
that Mr. Creighton has been given a rat1' I
raw deal by the Government while they all!
the hon. member for Belyando to remain
member of the Government. The position is
that if I voted with members of the Govern
went I would be voting with members wlro
are associating themselves with and allowiu„
the hon. member for Belyando to continue
in the office he holds. I feel that action
should have been taken against both tbe`e
gentlemen at the one time because there is
a finding in the Royal Commissioner's report
of corruption so far as the hon. member for
Belyando is concerned.

Mr. CHALK (Lockyer) ( 1.55 a.m.);
the commencement of his speech the Lea,,;
of the Opposition said he hoped this matt;,
would be treated on a non-party basis ar
that every hon. member would cast his
in accordance with his conscience. I
listened attentively to speakers on both sir;.:
of the Chamber in an effort to satisfy ms
conscience as to how I should vote. I belicTt
that I have not to judge the whole
the findings of the royal commission
that all that is expected of me is that 1
should exercise my vote on the charge tLrr,
has been made against Mr . Creighton , ,,,; n ; 1 111,1
charge involving actions by him during

L^ 11,:^tl mill
term of office and allegations made dusina h:, t
the royal commission hearing. It has Lec t t,,
said from this side of the Chamber that them
was some justification for the actions of iiir,
Creighton. I want to explain the action I
propose to take. I feel there was soma
justification for Mr. Creighton's actions, but,
having read the report and having listene
to the remarks of some Government member;,
which included extracts from letters that
came before the royal commission, I feel
in fairness to my conscience, that I cam;ol
give Mr. Creighton the credit of havh,,
absolute justification for the steps he toon,

Having arrived at that decision, I have to
decide how I shall cast my vote on tlu
motion. I have either to vote with tie
Government Members because of the way I
feel, or leave the Chamber. Because I feel
as I do, I propose not to exercise a vote. I
have spoken so that my feelings will 1'
recorded in "Hansard."
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Industry and
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:Preasu iv en an opportunity of debating the Secretary of the Royal Commission. I

will be e g but

the whole of the race
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tdebate. My when Mr. Creighton saw me he made astound-

I

will take Iny Pl
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purpose
inin rising tonight is to express ins insinuations about the Lundavra leases

Irrl- self
m accordance with my conscience and in the Goondiwindi district , which is in my

to explain to those people interested the electorate . I told him then that the case

1e3son for
the action I propose to take. he submitted to me in support of his allega-

tion was preposterous and that I could not

lion. P . J. IL h ILTON (Carnarvon- find it possible to believe what he said. If

ry
for Public Lands and Irrigation ) such a thing happened I would be in a very

Secret,,
, in reply: It is about 14^ hours invidious position ; I would either be kicked

since this
debate commenced , and naturally out of Parliament by my electors or I would

1 do not propose to address the House at have to resign . I make no bones about saying

[,cry great
length in reply to the various that . I want to emphasise how seriously I

points, if any,
made by hon. members of the viewed his allegations , which I subsequently

po10s'tlon.
When I moved the motion and discovered were not warranted.

initiated
the discussion thereon, I did, I think, The Premier has dealt with the letter he

p
ample warrant for the moving of the received and with the inquiry that , by Cabinet

t that on.provide
direction , was put under way. Mr. Creighton

motion but,
having sensed the fac

members
opposite had not given full eon- knew of that, because he told me at the

eidtration to their responsibilities in this time that Mr, Bergin was conducting an

rrLtter, I endeavoured to give them a cue inquiry, not only into the Lundavra leases but

during tillyh speech before they foolishly com- intany other properties throughout
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to their line of action .
Queensland . The Premier has already ex-
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gave them the the

is were in when I gave He was not satisfied with the com-
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and have retired from the House and the inquiry was half completed he proceeded
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`v;iy influence the Government to retract from
ofPresident

this motion. As a matter of fact, the Leader
When the House extended to Mr. Creighton

of the Opposition, bereft of any logical argu-
the privilege of coming here and making any

moat after I had explained the case, endeav- point that he may not have established

Doted to twist some of my remarks, and in
previously, he uttered another untruth when

order to refute them I had to rise to a point
he denied the correctness of my statement.

of order and ask him to withdraw an accusa- He said he did not say or imply that I could

Lieu against me that I had endeavoured to
be got out of the road by an appointment to

besmirch hon. members of the Opposition. I the Land Court. His statement appears in a

explained at the time that that was far from letter and it was proved before the Royal

lily purpose. I endeavoured, in support of Commission that he made it, yet he repeated

my remarks regarding the extraordinary men- that deliberate untruth today.

tality displayed, regrettably, by Mr. Some hon. members have drawn an analogy

Creighton, that in addition to besmirching between our deliberations today and court
members of the Government he also deliber- proceedings. The hon. member for Clayfield

ately, without justification, besmirched mem- compared our proceedings to a court martial.

bets of the Opposition, one in particular. In addition to telling another untruth about

lire heard the hon, member for Coorparoo
me and in addition to insulting the Premier

engaging in many verbal niceties. Although
and telling another untruth about him, which

he usually presents a logical case, on this
has been very ably refuted, he concluded by

occasion lie was absolutely bereft of logic, insulting Parliament. I put it to you, Mr.

Ile established certain things up' to a point
Speaker, that he uttered an insult which, if

but, lee floundered badly when he tried to
uttered before a court martial, would have

Mill-'e capital of the fact that Mr. Creighton
put him in great difficulty and he knows it

could not expect that any action would be full well.



124 Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton. [ASSEMBLY.] Questions.

So enough of this ballyhoo and crocodile
tears. I do not wish to detain the House at
any great length. Because of the importance
of the motion I regret that members of the
Opposition, having decided upon a line of
action, did not brief themselves as they should
have done. We had the sorry admission from
the Leader of the Opposition that he had not
read all the relevant evidence or all the docu-
ments that would have enabled him to gain
a full and correct appreciation of the matter.
The same can be said of hon, members
opposite all along the line.

The hon. member for Mundingburra even
admitted that he did not know that there was
any possibility of doing that. It is a sad
commentary on his political knowledge and
perspicacity that he could not even make
inquiries and learn that those important docu-
ments would be available to him.

Mr. Aikens: We were given the Com-
missioner's report. Why weren't we told that
the transcript was available' You talk about
secrecy and clandestine methods. Why
weren't we told about that?

Mr. HILTON: It is the first time I
have heard the hon, member candidly admit
that he is equivalent to a babe in the woods,

I repeat, as I said in all sincerity earlier,
it is a painful and a stern duty. The motion
has not been put forward in any vindictive
way. I feel in all conscience that the action
being taken is a correct one and the only
action that we can take in the sorry circum-
stances. I think hon, members will agree
that no point has been put forward that could
influence the Government to withdraw the
motion. Therefore I commend it to the House.

Question-That the motion (Mr. Hilton)
be agreed to-put; and the House divided-

AYES, 43.
Mr.Mr. Baxter

Brosnan
Brown
Burrows
Byrne
Clark
Collins
Cooper

„ Davies
Devries

Dr. Dittmar
Mr. Dohring

Donald
Dufficy
Duggan
English
Forde
Gair
Gardner, H. R.
Gardner, R. J.
Graham
Gunn
Hadley

Aikens
Coburn
Dewar
Evans
Heading
Herbert
Hiley
Jones, V. E.
Low
Muller

Resolved in the

Hilton
Jesson
Jones, A.
Keyatta
Lloyd
Marsden
McCathie
Moore
Moores
Power
Rasey
Robinson
Smith
Taylor, J. R.
Turner
Wallace
Walsh
Wood

Tellers :
Kehoe
Skinner

Mr. Munro
Nicholson
Ni ckliu

Dr. Noble
Mr. Pizzey

Taylor, H. B.

Tellers:
Bjellce•Petersen
Fletcher

affirmative.

MEMBER SWORN.

MR. 0. 0. MADSEN.

Mr. Otto Ottosen Madsen, having take,
the oath of allegiance and subscribed t1,,
roll, took his seat as member for th, ?? ^l ii l 1
electoral district of Warwick.

QUESTIONS.

BURDEKIN DAM PROJECT,

Mr. NICKLIN (Landsborough-Leader of
the Opposition) asked the Premier-

"What was the total expenditure on tl,,
Burdekin Dam project to 30 June, 1956°''

Ron. V. C. GAIR (South Brisbane)
replied-

"£2,827,690. This expenditure is exe1u,
sive of amounts expended on access road..
under Section 19 of the Main Roads Acts,
which amounted to £392,997 at 30 Jun
1956."

Mr. NICKLIN (Landsborough-Leader of
the Opposition) asked the Premier-

"1. What was the expenditure on the
Burdekin River railway bridge i
1955-1956?

"2. What was the total expenditure on
such bridge to 30 June, 19568"

Hon. V. C. LAIR (South Brisbane)
replied-

£464,388.

"2. £2,461,840,"

MAREEBA-DIMBULAH, DAWSON RIVER AND

NOGOA RIVER SCHEMES.

Mr. NICKLIN (Landsborough-Leader of
the Opposition) asked the Secretary for
Public Lands and Irrigation-

"1. What was the expenditure in
1955-1956 on the following projects,
viz.:- (a) Mareeba-Dimbulah; (b) Dawson
River; (e) Nogoa Rivera

112. What was the total expenditure to
30 June, 1956, on each of such projects°"

lion. P. J. H. HILTON (Carnarvon)
replied-

"1. The expenditure on the projects iu
1955-1956 was-(a) Mareeba-Dimbulal',
£2,187,500; (b) Dawson Valley-let
expenditure allowing for operation ':Ind
revenue, £188,068; (c) Nogoa River-llet
expenditure after allowing for transfer of
equipment, credit £133.

tl.
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