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fhe Banana Industry Protection Acts,
1929 to 1937.

The Fauna Conservation Aet of 1952,

The Milk Supply Aet of 1952,

The Poultry Industry Aects,
1950.

The Primary FProdueers’ Qrganisation
and Marketing Aets, 1926 to 1955,
The Sugar Experiment Stations Aets,

1900 to 1954.

Regulations under—

The Agricultural Standards Aet of
© 1952,

The Brands Acts, 1915 to 1945.

‘The Fruit Markefing Organisation Aets,

1923 to 1945,
The Milk Supply Aect of 1952,
The Native Plants Protection Aet of

1946 +to

1930,

The Poultry Industry Aets, 1946 to
1950.
The Primary Produeers’ Organisation

and Marketing Acts, 1926 to 1955.
The Slaughtering Aet of 1851,
The Stock Acts, 1915 to 1954,
The Sugar Bxperiment Stations Acts,
1500 to 1054
Regulation under the Health Acts, 1937 to
1949, amending the Food and Drug
Regulations, 1939,

By-law under the Dental Acts, 1902 to
1953.

Regulations under the Medieal Acts, 1939
to 1955.

By-law under the Medical Aects, 1932 to
1955.

Proclamation under the
Amendment Act of 1958,

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

Orders in Counecil under—

The Landlord and Tenant Aets, 1048
to 1954,

The Supreme Court Act of 1021

The Purchasers of Homes Relief Acts,
1930 to 1932.

The Lessees’ Relief Acts, 1931 to 1932,

The Mortgagors and Other Persons Reliel
Aects, 1931 to 1943,

The Financial Emergency Act of 1931,

The Profiteering Frevention Acts, 1948
to 1954,

The PFlections 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 Repori and Balance-
sheet of the Union Trustee Company of
Australia Limited.

Health Acts

Aects, 1933 to 1934.

Proclamation under the Mining on Private
Tand Aects, 1909 to 1954,

Regulations wunder the Inspection of
Machinery Acts, 1051 to 1954,

Proclamation under the Mining Aefs, 1898
to 1855,

Order in Council under the Mining Aets,
1898 to 1955, :

Regulation under the Coal
{Control) Aects, 1948 to 1954,

Regulations under the Traffic Aets, 1049
to 1953.

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

Regulation under the Statistical Returns
Aets, 1896 1o 1935,

Orders in Couneil under ths Police Acts,
1937 to 1950,

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

Orders in QOouncil under the Irrigation
Areas (Tmnd Settlement) Acts, 1933 to
1954.

Orders in Couneil under the Rural Fires
Acts, 1946 to 1955,

Order in Council under the Stock Routes
and Rural Tands Protection Aebs, 1944
to 1951.

Industry

Mr. VIVIAN ROGERS CREIGETON.

CAUSE OF SUSPENSION.

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

Motion agreed to.

Mr. NICKLIN (Landshorough—Leader
of the Opposition), without notice, asked
the Secretary for Publie Lands and
Irrigation—

“‘\When will the reasons in the motion
on Mr, Creighton be printed and when will
they he available to hom. members for
discunssion$’?

Hon. P, J, B, HILTON
replied—

““The Houge has already approved that
the document in question be printed, and it
will be eirculated +to hon. members
immediately,”’

(Carnarvon)
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CHAIRMAN OF COMMITTREES.
APPOINTMENT OF MR. JAMES CLARE.

Hon. V. C. GAIR (South Brisbane—
Premier): I move—
“‘That Mr. James Clark be appointed
Chairman of Committecs of the Wholo
House.”’

Motion agreed to.

REVENUE AND EXPENDITURE,
RATILWAY DEPARTMENT,

ORDER FOR RETURN,

My, 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 (D) the expenditure of the
Railway Department for the Scuthern,
Central and Northern Divisions of the
State for the year 1955-1956.77

Motion agreed to.

MINISTERIAL BEXPENSES.
ORDER FOR RETURN.

Mr. MORRIS (Mt. Coot-tha): I move—

¢¢That there be laid on the table of
the Housc a return, in the usual form, of
expenses of Ministers for the year
1965-1956.77

Motion agreed to.

VOTING AT STATE ELECTIONS.
ORDER - FOR RETURN.

ir. SPARKES (Aubigny): I move—

¢¢hat there be laid on the table of
the House a return, in the usual form,
giving details of the voting at the last
State eleetions.”’

Motion agreed to.

GOVERNMENT EMPLOYEES,
ORrRDER FOR RETTURN.

Mr. CHALK (Lockyer): I move—

¢¢That there be laid on the table of
the House a return, in the usual form,
showing the mnumber of Government
employees at 80 June, 1939 and at 30 June,
1056 (all departments), paid from
Consolidated Revenue, Trust Funds, and
Loan Fund, respectively.’’

Motion agreed to.

OVERTIME PAID IN GOVERNMENT
DEPARTMENTS,

ORDIR TOR RETURN.

Mr, PIZZEY (Isis): I move—

“‘Thaf thers be laid upon the table of
the House a return showing the amount of
overtime paid in each Government Depart-
ment (all funds) in 1955-1956.7’

Motion agreed to.
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MR. VIVIAN ROGERS CREIGHTON.
MoTIioN FOR REMOVAL FROM OFFIQE,

Mr, SPEAKER: Before calling on the
Secretary for Public Lands and Irrigation,
My, Hilbon, 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. Qreighton 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—
Seeretary for Public Lands and Irrigation)
(11,34 am.): T move-—

€¢1, That, pursuant to Section 15 of the
Tiand 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-
bhehaviour as set out in the Statement of
the Cause of Suspension of the said
Vivian Rogera Oreighton from that Office
tabled in this Fouse on the first day of
August, 19566. ‘

‘42, That Mr. Speaker convey to the
Seerctary for Public Lands and Irrigation,
for submission {o His Fxcellency the
Governor in Council, this resolution,”’

T 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 {his
Government. It is unigue in the history
of this Parliament. A ecareful and dispas-
sionate study of the report of the Royal
Commission which lead to this action reveals
that there iz ample evidence to justify the
action the Covernment propose to take, I
agsure the House and the people of Queens-
land that such course of action was decided
upon after long and careful eonsideration of

all factors.

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

My, HILTON: May I make this observa-
tion at this stage: this is a most important
motion and through you, Mr, Speaker, I ask
2l hon, members to refrain from entirely
unnseessary and, shall I say, childish inter-

ruptions,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I shall endeavour

to stop
Minigter should be able to answer any that

are relevant, I think the Minister might -

withdraw his remark about ehildish intex-
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 eon-
tinues to interrupt, I will deal with him.
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My, Vivian Rogers Creightor.

Mr, HILTON: In this motion I am
dealing only with Mr, Creighton’s particular
and regretful part in the unfortumate hap-

pning., Certain leading articles, mainly

. in the metropolitan Press, have, I think,
placed this matter in an entirely false per-
spective. After wreading ‘those articles, T
wondered if the persons responsible for them
bhad 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
- aspeets and has adopted a role mot in accord
with the ethies of responsible journalism. A
“gtudy of all relevant matter reinforces the
.gcharge of mighehaviour that the Government
*pow make agaicst Mr. Vivian Rogers
* Oreighton.
T now propose to outline very briefly the
Siiireamstances leading to this motion, Vivian
““TRogers Oreighton first joined the administra-
““tion of the Department of Public Lands in
" December, 1923. He served in various parts
‘of the State, and was fizst appointed to the
Tand Administration Board in 1952 in the
‘room of Mr. McLean, who vaeated the chair-
- manghip of the Board to take office as a
Zi‘member of the Land Court. Mr. Creighton’s
- .gppointment then was as a member and not as
“Chairman of the Land Aldministration Board.
Tt was probationary as from 14 February,
1952, and permanent as from 14 Fchruary,
1953. Mz, Creighton succeeded MU, Lucy as
‘Chairman when the latter in turn vaecated
that office to go to the Land Court, His
“gppointment as Chalrman dated from
.9 November, 1963.
2+ At this stage I direct the attention of hon.
members to Seetion 15 of the Land Aects
Amendment Act of 1081, the provisions of
~which are as follows:—
¢“The members of the Board shall hold
““office during good behaviour, and shall not
“be removed therefrom wunless an address
< ghall be presented to the Governor by the
~Legislative Agsembly praying for such
removal on the ground of proved mis-
- behaviour or incapacity:
S f“Provided that at any time when Parlia-
ment is not sitting the Governor in Couneil
. may suspend any member of the Board from
2w hie offiee for inability or mishehaviour, in
.iwhich case a siatement of the eause of sus-
pension shall be laid before Parliament
within seven days after the commencemont
L. the next session thereof,
“‘The member so suspended shall be
restored o office unless the Tiegislative
.. Assembly, within twenty-one days from the
time when such statement has been laid
“before it, declares by resolution that the
: -me_m]_aer_ ought to he removed from office,
¢ ~and’if within the said time the Legislative
‘Assembly go deeclares the member shall be
-removed by the Governor in Couneil
: accordingly.”’
-~ As ‘I have mentioned, Mr. Oreighton’s
permanent appointment as a Board member
i took place on 14 February, 1958 and his
; 1956—0
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appointment as Chairman dated from
9 November, 1953, Thus it will be seen thaf
from 14 February, 1958 he enjoyed the
greatest possible protection in the security of
his position that Parliament eounld afford him.
That is a very important point to bear in
mind, Mr. Creighton remained singularly
silent abount his charges of corruption for
a long time, On his own evidemce he made
no complaint until August 1954 despite the
fact that at any time during the preceding
17 months he could have made ecomplaints
through any of the avenues set out in the
paper giving the ecause of his suspension,
which I tabled in the House yesterday. ™

I think it is right, too, that at this stage
I should mention that the matters on which
the Commissioner made his findings had
accurred before Mr. Creighton’s permanent
appointment o the Board and that no findings
were made on any matters raized by Mr.
Oreighton that oecurred subsequent to his
appointment as either a Board member or as
Chairman of the Board. Consequent on a
geries 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 Ingquiry on
24 Fcbruary last. It was proved in
evidence before that Royal Commission that
the ‘‘Worker’? articles were based on
information given and ecomplaints made
clandestinely by Mr. Creighton to a Mr.
Williams, the Northern District secretary of
the Australian Workers’ Union, That union,
of eourss, owns ‘fThe Worker’’ mewspaper.

As this stage of my speech is directed to
the eirecumstances leading to the motion, I do
not propose ab the moment to refleet upon
Mr. Oreighton’s wonduct exeept to say that,
in relation to his office, it was without doubi
misbehaviour by him, In support of the charge
of misbehaviour, I direct the aftention of
hon, members to the Commissioner’s eomment
in Section 8 of hig report, which reads—

‘A5 T early said I am nobt concerned
with Mr, Creighton’s conduet unless it
was corrupb conduct and, however mis-
guided, however extravagant, or however
wrong his correspondence and conduet may
have heen, I eannot persuade myself that
it amounted to ecorrupt conduect in respect
to any dealings with Crown leaseholds.’’

On 11 April this year the CGovernor in
Couneil suspended Mr, Creighton from office.
This aetion was taken pursuant to Section 15
of the Land Aects Amendment Act of 1831
and, in aceordance with the requivements of
that section, a statement of the eause 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 mnext following his
suspension, AIl hon. members have been
provided with a copy of that statement and
Mr, Creighton was given a eopy in ample




34 My, Vivien Rogers Oreighton.

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
ecourse of conduet which was mnot only
premeditated but alse deliberately planned
by him with Mr. Williams,

It commenced in January, 19565, 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 Mu,
Creighton made allegations to My, Williams
about the Tuands Department. Then Mr.
Willizms proceeded from Brishane to Syduey
and he and Mr, Creighton agreed that when
Mr, Williams returned from Sydney Mr.
Oreighton would veveal 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, Tie changed plan
made in February, 1955, was for Mr,
Creighton to deal with Mr, Willams 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 ome of these
anonymous letters straying inte the wrong
kands.

The agreed-upon purpose of the anonymous
correspondence was the furnishing of matter
for diselosure to the Townsville ALP. or
for publication in ¢ The Worker’’ newspaper,
or for both such disclosure and publication.

No purpese would be scrved by my
traversing in detail all the anonymous letbers
written by Mr. Creighton to Mr. Williams,
but later on I do propose to réad at least
one of thego eoxtroordinary doeuments.
There were at least eight of these lotters
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 elash
between their respective tcstimonies before
the Royal Commission 28 to -what M
Creighton told Mr. Williams at this meeting.
T 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 oceurred in
Townsville about the middle of November,
1955, At present I do not propose to further
elaborate the details of the cause of Mr.
Oreighton’s suspension. All hon. members,
and indeed the publie of Queensland,
generally know full well what transpired
between these two persoms concerning the
administration of the Department of Publie
Lands. I will therefore refer to the details
only to the extent necessary for me to inform
Parliament, and through Parliament the
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people of Queensland, why in the opinion of
the Government the cause of his suspension
wag 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. Tt is the
permanent authority which, subjeet to
minigterial comtrol, has the statutory duty
of administering the Department of Publie
Lancds and the sub-Department of Forestry.
It is also the Prickly-pear Land Commission.

I emphasise that the T.and Acts Amend-
ment Act of 1931, whereby this Boaré as it
now stands was constituted, charges it by
Seetion 17 (1) with, amongst other duties,
the proper and effective administration of
Crown lands, prickly-pear lands, State forests
and mnational parks. I emphasise that the
Chairman and other members of the Board
are neither appointed nor liable o dismissal
as ordinary Crown servants. The 1931 Aect
not only requires the Governor in Couneil to
appoint them by commission signed by His
Fxcellency and sealed with the State’s Public
Secal, but also prohibits their dismissal from
office without the sametion of Parliament.
By attaching these safeguards to member-
ship of the Land Administration Board the
Parliament has recognised that sueh mermber-
ship earries with it responsibilitics and duties,
beyond those usually attaching to serviee
under the Crown. I put it to this House
‘advisedly that the converse to that is alse
true: namely, that members of {his Board
owe 1o their employer, the Crown, a responsi-
bility and a duty greater than the liability
of the gemeral run of its gervants. T3 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 conge-
quently the Ohairman and other members
each owes to the Crown as far as his conduct
and aetions in the disecharge of his offiee
are concerned, the duty owed by a servant
to his master. The basic rule attaching o
that relationship is that the servant must not
be guilty of any act or conduet inconsistent
with the due and faithful discharge by the
servant of the dubies for which he is engaged.
Abuse of the master’s confidence in matters
appertaining to his service has always been
held to be improper conduet on the part
of the servant, conduct for which the servant
may be dismissed. Mr. Oreighton was nob
a menial employee of the Crown; he was

an officer of very high gstanding and,
accordingly, a Crown servant whom the
Government were entitled to expeet, and

did in fact expeet would behave under any
and every cireumstance 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
eonfidence unreservedly. But what daid
Mr, Creighton do?
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. Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighion.

AMr ‘Jliley: Do you present that as an
splute argument?

S HILTON: I am presenting the whole
of my case as an absoluge argument. I ask
7 3in, member to listen patiently and
ceiate the order and the sequence of the
t5 that I make. What did Mr, Creighton
th respeet to this confidemce that was
rvedly placed in him? Tn the first
very obviously he formed a personal
gonism to his ministerial head. He was
spared, it can be said that he was more
han prepared-—he was anxious to believe evil
his . Minigter, Any slander. against his
ster, no matter how improbable the sub-
“matter or how fantastic its source,
a6 accepted by him with glee and dis-
aminated by him with gusto. It ean be said
ful he became in relation to his office an
ver-tho-fence suburban backyard gossip of the
raditional vaudeville type. But additionally
, his spleen against his Minister, his
obviously motivated by other
1 propose to pursue this aspoct

arther at this stage. In reply I may
pa-obliged to do so in order to refufe claims
t may be made as to the motives which
ated Mr, Creighton. Regrettahly the
rags has made strenuous efforts to prejudge
he case Dby attributing to him the most
igtic of motives.

Mr: . Ureighton had, of course, eompleted
eries of anonymous letters before the
;- go to speak, came on the seene. What
“House is really concerned with is
her Mr. Creighton ought to be removed
-office for what he did, that is o say,
ving information and making com-
tsto Mr. C. W. E. Williams concerning
administration of the Department of
lic Trandg; and, furthermore, this House
] I submit, be concerned rogarding the

nner in which sueh complaints were made
the Janguage used in the making of
c¢omplaints,

Withont repeating details, I point out the
ollowing: Mr, Oreighton first met Mr,
Williams “in 1951 on the oceasion of both
eing members of a royal commission; they
me friendly during the course of that
scommisgion and continued their friend-
ter its termination; when they met
all times subsequently, Mr, Williams
the Northern District Secretary of the
lian Workers’ TUnion; he had no
10 in that office or otherwise with the

stration of the Department of Publie
‘exeept insofar as that administration
gd him personally or his union,

ollows that Mr. Creighton not ounly
no.-authority to give Mr. Williams, but
was obligated by the duties of his
Hee mof to give Mr., Williams, informstion
cerming matters of departmental adminls-
on,;~in which meither Mr, Williams mor
AW, had an interest.

Kw'a.')f of amplifieation, I wish to state
by interest I mean something in the

1o
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nature of a right as distinet from an opinion
of what should be done or curicsity eoncern-
ing what had been done.

I assert confidently that, irrespective of
political affilintions, every hon. member who
gives unbiased congideration to this matter
must concede that meither Mr, Williams nor
the A'W.U. had any legitimate right what-
soever whieh would provide even a shadow
of justifieation for what Mr. Creighton did.
Every hon. member must also concede that
what Mr. Creighton did was down to the
smallest detail ealeulated, deliberate, and
done with the full knowledge and apprecia-
tion that it contravened the duties of his
office, Tor proof of that you meed go no
further than the arrangements made in
February for Mr. Creighton to furnish Mr.
Williams with written information anony-
mougly. This anonymity was to meet the
contingency of the correspondence going
astray. Right from its inception the arrange-
ment between these two was clandestine, M,
Creighton’s official conduet 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
sueh 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-
gion. T take no objection to the fact that he
played his official role in these matters, but
I do eriticise as befng most derogatory of him
his playing that role in a manner caleulated
to represent that he refuted the allegations,
suggestions and inferenees which in fact he
and no-one elge had made. Does that faet,
a clearly established fact, indicate honesty
of purposef

‘Was this behaviowr that of 8 man burning
to have wrongs correctéd and evils rectified?
How much legs wag 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.

My, Aikens: That iz not true.

My, HILTON: T repeat that in moving
this motion I am dealing only with M.
Creighton’s part in the whole matter, T
say without reservation that My, Creighton
was not a reformer or crusader but a con-
spirator working under {he eloak of
anonymity, Hven at the bhitter end he did
not step out into the open. He was foreed
out, T think that all hon. members in this
Chamber know how he was forced cut from
under his eloak 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 vperfectly true,
Mr. Speaker. The anonymous letters he wrote
to Mr. Williams reveal an overall pieture of
a man motivated by bitter prejudices, lahour-
ing not to bring somebody to justice but to
destroy a number of persoms simply beeause
he disliked their views and beliefs. Refer-
ence to some extracts from these leiters is
contained in the Commissioner’s report. The
derogatory and insulting ferms and expres-
gsiong used In these eommunications reveal
the real nature of his conspiracy, and I regret
t6 say, his extracrdinary mentality. Can we
honestly Dbelicve, ag 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
hig privileged and protected position knew
the constitutional avenues of approach to
His Excelleney the Governor, the Cabinet and
the Premier

Oppogition Members interjected.

Myr. 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 T am
making available. T repeat that this highly
placed public servant sitting in his privileged
and protected positions, and who knew the
constitutional avenues of approach to His
Hxceellency the Governor, the Cabinef, the
Premicr and the Parliament of the State,

but under the ecunningly devised ecloak
of anonymity issued wmumerous false
and seurrilous accusations against o

many people. Mr. Creighton also ineluded
the Opposition in this Parliament in his eam-
paign of slander, Perhaps, after 1 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
jneluded the Opposition in this Parliament
in his campaign of glander, I propose to read
a letter which is Exhiibt 63 in the documents
tendered to the eommigsion. 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 sams
and reveals that extraordinary mentality
which T regret to say Mr. COreightom has
displayed.

Let me now read Tshibit 63, whieh was
placed before the Royal Commisgioner. T
propose to read it slowly and deliberately,
and I appeal to those hon. members who wish
to have an intelligent approciation of this
important matter to ponder on the statements
mide in it and all the implications assoeiated
therewith, The letter is addressed to ‘*E for
Evergy.?’

Mr, Hiley: Is there a date to it?

[ASSEMBLY.]
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Mr, HILTON: If the bon. member will
refor to the Royal Commissioner’s report, he
will find that all the exhibits are referenced.

Mr. Hiley: What exhibit is it?

Mr. HILTON: I have already said that
it is Exhibit 63. Tt reads—
¢¢ ¢The Worker’ arficle was a damp
gquib and Tom lifted his {ail as he was
fearing something—now he iz taking
Bueketo 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, OCameron applies for lease
extensions—probably has., The stooge
recommends to Tom who fakes it to Cabinet
on g Tuesday goes through Fxecutive Coun-
¢il 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 aceept 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 hit.
Moy, Deficiency now knows all this and his
expert summing up is—money has zlready
passed. I believe him hut the thing is
your deadline is 30th Beptember 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
T see and hear is—they will do it scon and
brasen it out. There will be no effective
opposition from the Opposition if as I hedr
Corksersw Jack has done his work with
Bparkes. And any M.P. who goes oub of
line then will not get Cabinet support and
Cabinet will have the dough, Now the
only fly in the ointment is P. TL, but
deficiency says the A.W.U. is likely to pleb
him anyhow, 'Whieh shows which side he is
on. But they eould 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 i1l
Gair comes back. If he is NOT reappeointed
it is odds on Paul will be pushed out that
door, You can take this too; no politician
will fight this Cameron buginess hard.’’

May T emphasise those words? The letter
says that no politician, not even the homn.
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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Obviously mot. They know, end we know, person, knowing that it was going into a In othe:
that they are diametrically opposed. The newspaper. Questiong on those artiecles wera stration
role of duplicity, apart from the other things, asked in this House and he was the man who did not |
has been clearly established in this  prepared the replies for the Minister. This A very -
regrettable matter, is the same man who gave out the information did not
which appeared in the newspapers. You find not kno
this duplieity all along the line. You find from the
him with Mr, Foley and his barristers advising extraord
them in connection with his defence. Is not 1981 Bil
this duplicity of the worst kind. Is not and the
there a moral obligation on us to do some- Administ

. thing in such a matter? He has outraged ) .
Qfﬁce' _& person who Was guilty of the every principle of the ordinary public s ervagnt. My pre
dnplicity and treachery which the weight of , ) - . with wl
evidence places wupon Mr. Creighton’s ‘What is this position of Chairman of {he the Bill
shoulders.  Would the Leader of the Land Adminigtration Board? Tt was eroated standing
Opposition or any other hon. member B 1927, by a Labour Government. Initially present
opposite who had the vesponsibility of it was set up temporarily with the object, as Mr, Deac
ministerial office choose to continue employing  €Xpressed in the Act creating if, of providing In pas
in such an important and econfidential post for— . membhers
s man who has been, irrespective of any ‘“the better carrying out of the provisions the issue
genuine ideas that might have erossed his of the Land Acts and in particular for ' legislative
mind, guilty of such duplicity and treachery? assisting the Minister in granting drought : and know
I leave the answer to them. relief to grazing selectors,’’ : true effec

In conclusion I say with all sincerity that The 1927 Aet which established the Board ?_lembe"?y
there is no malevolence on the part of the =als¢ covered the matter of sueh drought 11% athcl‘)
Government in bringing forward the motion Telief, Provision was made for a Bosrd of erea u{est
for the ecounsideration of hon. members. $hrec persons to be appointed by the Governor | EH f;:;‘ ]F
Every right-thinking person must experience in Couneil. At this stage T do suggest that . qse‘
feelings of regret when persons in high office  the Labour Government of 1927 had a very Board ctheJ-
abuse the trust and confidemes reposed in  clear and correet appreciation of the essen- ment. No
them. Ag T said at the outset, a stern duty tlal nature of ity new creation. What it but it ar
confronts the Government and the Govern- wanted and what it established was an behuviou? '
ment in turn would be recreant to their administrative authority responsible to the alone.  Ps
trust if they did not pursue the only course Executive Government. The next step was liges to m
~_and I emphosise that, the only course— taken by the anti-Tiabour Govemm._ant of of aunr f
open to them in dealing with this deplorable Mr. Moore in 1931. It was to establish the highor the
behaviour. Land Administration Board on a permanent bil iisa of

basig. Very interestingly, ‘*Hansard,’’ Vol impbr%ant

Hon. A, JONES (Charters Towers— 160, page 2198, reeords the following arlicles, pa
Secretary for Lmbour and Industry) (1220 questions and answers doring the course of last S‘u’nda
pm,): At the outset I make no apology at  the introductory debate upon the Bill for the - the fact t
all for seconding this motion. I think every 1931 amending Aet. Mr. George Pollock : and eould 1
hon. member who has not already made was & member of the Oppositien and he asked - that is oo
himself econversant with the record and the Mr. W. Deacon, the then Secretary for Public : he wag in t
eight letters put in as exhibits should make TLands the question that I shall read. The Suprome C
himself conversant with those matters. I  answer given indieates that when the amend- . on does noi
do mot think that any commonsense man, ment was passed Mr. Deacon was of the: matter of h
having read those letters would suggest that opimion that the ordinary Public Servies T thinlk it
Mr. Creighton is a fit and proper person to il Rogulations would apply to the Chairman of | the higher
the positien of Chairman of the Land the Land Administration Doard. : responsibilit
Administration Board. When the Seeretary ; ) o one else, h
for uble Louds and Togation tead s loier i duestion end snoer vead s followni— £ 0050,
a few moments ago 2 few hon. members, Py AN . Administrat

; . S ) : you to dismiss the Board if it is mot PO
partieularly Opposition Members, appeared fo carrying out its work satisfacotrily? Are very ma
be surprised as though they had not heard of ep R hen ] : ~ yositions in
it before. (Opposition interjeetions.) The & ANBWOT & ho ‘mor% than 1s given to particular ¢
fact remaing that he attempted 4o tie up ismiss any other public servant. Any Job, beeause
the Opposition with the Government.  Let public servant is liable to dismissal for affecting va
hon. members read the letter. It is plain migbehaviour. From my e
if you read it yourself, What hon. members Mr, Polloek asked, ‘“What ig the machinery whish T hg
in this House, having read those lobers, in this ease?’’ Mr. Deacon replied, ¢‘The prosnber  of
would feel happy in the position of Becretary  usual machinery.”’ He did not actually know wore fuiport
for Publiec Lands and TIrrigation with Mr. what he was saying or doing at that time, HE view  th
Oreighton as the permanent bead? I have as is cleaily indicated by those replics. They Lewds, The
had some experience in that department—sa  show an extraordinary state of mind in the Juate where
very happy experience—and I would nof like  Minister at that particular time. Mr. Deacon Exceutive Go
to work with Mr. Creighton, knowing what was obviously labouring under the misappre-
I know now, This man was prepared to  hension that the Government were merely
make available information from documents placing on a permanent footing an admini-
and files in the dopartment to an outside strative authority within the public service.

Certaln newspapers have endeavoured
throngh  their eolummns to place Mr.
(reighton’s conduet in an entirely false
perspective. T feel quite sure that no news-
paper eompany unor any other responsible
body of people would continue to retain in
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other words, as far as the Land Admini-
ation BOEle was eoneéerned, Mr, Deacon
‘not know what he was rlomg at that time.
ery fair inference ig that, if Mr. Deacon
“did not know, probably the Government did
sot kmow, The truth is that, as distines
m the ordinary pubhe service machinery,
xtramdmaly prov151011 wazs made in the
31 Bill both in regard fo the appointment
nd-the dismissal of memberg of the Land
c'lmmmtm’cmn Board.

'y present speech is not go mush concerned
wi ]1 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 cffect of what
. Deacon did,

n passing, I say that I de hope hon,
mbers opposite will appreciate or approach
4gsue whieh is involved under the 1931
glative enactment with some understanding
7d knowledge of its real implieationg, The
o effect of the 1931 Act was to place
embers of the Land Administration Board
g, very privileged position. It made them
erentures of 4his Parliament and, when T
oy . ereatures, I am not bheing rlerogatmy,
but merely using the term in the correct
‘senge as meaning that as members of that
oard they have heen created by this Parlia-
ent, Not only has Parliament ercated them,
‘but it has made them responsible for their
haviour to Parliament and Parliament
alone. Parlizment granted very high privi-
_11ges to members of the Board. A principle
“gur form of Government is that the
hlghel the privilege the greater the 1esp0ns1-
‘bilities of office. I think that is most
portant. 1 have mnoticed in newspaper
icles, particularly ‘‘The Sunday Mail’? of
Sunday that Mr. Creighton veferred to
faet that he was not a public servant
could not be treated as such, Of course,
t is correet, but the fact that he said
he was in the same category as judges of the
Bupreme Court, the Auditor-General and so
does not make him any less liable in the
atter of his conduet. As a matter of fact,
think it would be exactly the opposute—
‘higher the position the higher the
BPDILSLblhty to set an example to some-
ne-¢lse, becange after all he was holding
very hlgh office as Chairman of the Land
Adniinistration Beard, T do mot think there
very many more important administrative
ons in the Public Service than that
icular office. It is a -most important
~because that office deals with matters
o ctmg vast sums of Government money.
From my experience of the departments in
Hich' 1" have served since I have been a
ember of Cabinet, T do not know of a
Amportant dep'utment from that point
view than the Department of Publie
urids, ~“The very fact that provision was
whereby he was responsible to the
Yeeutlve Government only is proof of that.

:ﬂV_eltmg to Mr, Creighton, who is the
¢t of the motion now under discussiom,
U8 congider who he was and what hs

[2 Avevugr.]
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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 mumber of publie
servants, none of whom enjoyed his privileged
position, Among other things his eonduet
leads me to refleet as o his temperamental
suitability to be in charge of other officers.
When T mention his temperamental suita-
bility, I refer to that eorrespondence 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 sueh as that who
puts stuff soch as that on paper is fitbed
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 thal.

Mr. Hiley: There would be no doubt
of that.

Mr. A. JONES: There is no doubt of
that, Omne only has to refer to some of the
letiers and it is obvious from the langnage
used that he never thought that they would
see the light of day, or obviously he would
not have wused it. Take for instanece the
dealings with the Town of Broadbeach, and
what I am about to read is contained in
Tixhibit 69, being a lettor from Mr. Creighton
to Mr, Williams dated 2 November, 1955 in
which he said—

““There was a bit of dirty work done
over Lennons Hotel at Broadbeach—the
Hotel got extra land after the licemse was
granted—they are paying for it of course
but the area was considerably increased and
it could be asgked what is the Premier’s
interest in this place which he is going to
open scon. Only the bar and a eafe will
be finished then—mo accommodation—and
in any case it won’t be any worker’s hostel
when it iz finished.”’

In g postseript he added—
““You can keep the Lennong Ilotel and
Paradise Tsland jobs till after I see youw.”’

And then I refer to Exhibit 58, a letfer
from Mr. Creighton to Mr. Williams dated
1 June, 19565, and this extract—

“*Though no judge of political respon-
sivencss on the part of the cleetors it is
obvious from conversation with 2 wide
seation of pergons that a patched np peace
will not win the Party an elcetion. After
the passage of. .. 7’

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 ean or would beliove
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 inte the mulga.’’
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What would be the position if it mentiomed remarkable coincidence that he obtained Creigh
Messrs, Nieklin, Muller and Sparkes? Would anonymously information that he convayed at no
the hon, members of the Opposition sit hack  anonymously. The Royal Commission had Board.
and take it? Of course they would not. strong evidence that My, Creighton manufae- Mr.
. L tured information. For example, there was '
Mr. Aikens: Are you objecting to the the matter of the ten £10 notes. He made Mr.
fact that he wrote in the vernacular? a direct allegation to Mr. Williams concern- that p
. ing that matter, but when challenged on oath Mr
Mr. A. JONES: I am taking the position  he took refuge behind an amonymous inform- '
and applying it to hon. wmembers opposite and  4nt, He made other scrious allegations to Mr. Mr.
T say that I do not think any public servant  Villiams and again, when pressed by the Com- Commi,
would be considered to be doing the right missioner, said that the information came it
thing in making such observations relating  from an anonymous informant, He eould not '

to any member of this House, let alome giye the Commissioner the information that he Alr.
Cabinet ministers. was seeking. : Mr

Mr. Evans: Didn’t he approach you? Some of Mr., Creighton’s allegations were noy Wi
typical of the bhad-tempered reaetion of a consed
Mr. A. JONES: I shall tell the hon. small child when thwarted. Take, for Mr, (
member 2ll about it before I sit down., I  example, the case of Paradise Island. It is wus to ¢
am only quoting extracty from these letters  freehold property and mot ordinarily the eon- a elaim
and I now refer to Exhibit 68, which is a eern of the Department of Public Lands, tion:
letter dated 21 October, 1955 from ‘‘V for  However, Mr. Creighton wanted the owner to that if
Vietory.”! Tt says— surrender a substantial esplanade, The owner, owl, it~
““Will keep you posted but if you ean as he was quite entitled to do, refused to poliey.
be in Townsville on afternoon of 14th  gurrender, and Mr. Creighton reacted ruth- I not
would very much like to see you. Have a  lessly and violently. Not only did he distort passage
nice little scandal and would like a talk the faets, but he engaged in what ean he on page
in general. If it is likely you would be classed only as deliberate untruths to suggest '

(]
home that day I would wire you before something nefarious. Mr, Justice Townley, WﬁhTL
Isaving. Lay off the phone but it is safe after reciting the proved facts relating to : action

to wire or write me.’’ Paradise Island, said this at page 128 of his seeky

Hon. members will see the deception. He did ~ TePort— only.
not want to have anything brought out, IIe ¢“The point iz, however, how could those ° o
coneluded by saying— facts be made the basis for suggesting that : opinioz
‘‘In the meantime, good Inck, and keep there were some ‘secret _negotiations’ the (1
off the grog.’’ between the registered proprietor and the ; Ovown
-Government or between the former and the ohject.
Minister or bebween any persons whatsoever : A
a8 to a lease or purchase of the Island? The -l’mff’ 0l
asking of these questions in an article, one Th
of o serics of articles aboul Orown lease- ;f“ mn
holds, quite apart from the actual wording Hiniste

3 of the questions themselves, seems to imply fnyone
are facts that we have to keep before us all that something was going (’m in relation to fo obt:

the while, Mr. Creighton suggested, in the o a p : rmment or thinks

Press, that h@s going to Myr. Williams was to ﬁ?a%ﬁiiﬁ};ﬂ dwlgswléloc&g?ﬁegoVaengmt‘aﬂ’figh Wwrong

get intervention by the Australian Workers’ required investication or explanation, The in his

Union because that was a union most influen- ‘n% otistions’ hid hoen wiﬂg ﬁ{r Creiohton have no
tial in Labour Government affairs, It may himgself and‘ on the evidence. with 10 %ther That is
be a coincidence, Mr. Speaker, that he went to erson and) why they shoul c,i be charaeter- alteratic
the AW.U. just about the time there was a ?sed aé ‘secret’yI ca:};lnot imagine. Surel work w
little vift between the Parlismentary Labour it is not to be S{Iggestecl that 'ordina15§ who hay
Party and the A.W.U. Is there any coinci- business negotiations of the nature in ques- old pol
denee in that? What was his motive in going tion bebween the Crown and an individusl stross tl
to the AW.U.¢ Again why, having regard should normally be made publie, There is to subn
to the motives he claims for going to the 2 vast difference beiuween t l'é.va.’ce ' and vonsider
AW.U, did he negleet mo opportunity to ¢geeret?,?’ P before ¢
asperse members of the political TLabour e At page 9
Party? Let me revert fo his anowymous  Again, Mr. Creighton paid scant respect to CCAg
correspondence. I would pass up the ridi-  Pparliament’s requirement that, as Chairman )

It is not my intention to read all these
letters but what T have read gives a pieture
of the mentality of thiy individual, parti-
cularly when he is prepared to put that
sort of stuff into writing knowing full well
that it was being used by & newspaper. Those

By reas(

culqus and sclf-humiliating re{s‘ort by My, of the Land Administration Bosrd, he should applicati
Creighton to the pen-name of ‘‘V for Vie-  fynetion ag one of a hoard of three members. Aot mav
tory,”’ except for ome thing. It shows the - may

As has already been pointed out, the Land heiore N
Administration Board eonsists of three whish he
persons, and the working of the Board is that hietsclf,
the Chairman ecalls it together from time fo not subn

Again, his letters reveal him as not merely time to deal with various matters. The mem- fO_r Land
a purveyor of information, but also as a  bers of the Board make variong decisions and Mu}ister
manufacturer of informstion. If he was mot perhaps submit proposals to Cabinet. How- assist hi
a manufacturer of information, we have the ever, my information is that sinee Mr.

mentality of the man. TIn his arrogance he
branded ‘as a fool or kuave anyonc who
erossed him.
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Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton.

gighton has been Chairman of the Board,
at 1o time has he called a meeting of the
poard. He has made his own decisions.

r. Hiley: Is he charged in that regard?

Mr. A, JONES: No, T am merely making
‘hat: point,
Mr. Hiley: What is the relevance of it?

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

Mr. Gair: He did not like Bergin.

r, A. JONES: That is so.
t work with Mr. Bergin, apparently, and
onscquently the Board did not meet.

Mr. Creighton has claimed that his object
“was to earry outb poliey with devotion and zeal,
Y alaim that leads to the very pertinent gues-
son:  ‘‘What policy??’ I say doliberately
if Mr. Creighton’s policy was mnot his
n, it was a queer perversion of Government
olicy.

1 now draw attention to the following
ssage from the Royal Commissioner’s report
n page 81—

o wiTg my mind there is nothing wrong
with g lessee deciding to take or taking such
. getion for its own benefit, so long as it
geeks to attain its end by legitimate means
only.

. #¢There is no reason whatsoever, in my
opinion, why a lessee should mot approach
‘the Crown or any representative of the
‘Orown in on endeavour to achieve its
object.’’

ain, on page 96, he said—

“¢There is, to my mind, nothing wrong at
all.in a Crown lessee approaching any
Minigter, or Member of Parliament, or
yone else in authority in an endeavour
1o .obtain some concession to which he
Iinks he is entitled. There is nothing
“wrong with it even though it may result
“in his recelving treatment whieh others
- have not had the opportunity of receiving,.
~That is a guestion of policy and every
alteration of poliey must to some extent
work what may seem injustice to persons
~who have altered their position under the
0ld policy. But I cannot teo strongly
regs that it is the right of every person
t0 “submit hiz case and have his case
congidered and, if necessary, investigated
.. before decigion,’’

At page 99, he sald—

= “%Ag T have previoualy indicated, I see
1o reason why a lessee who has made
application under the 1952 Amendment
Act may not change his mind at any time
efore his final election and seek something
which he eonsiders more advantageous to
himself, There is no reason why he should
t submit any proposal to the Minister
or Landg or, for that matter, to any other
Mh}iﬂter or person who he coneeives may
a88ist him to aftain his end, 'There ig

He would
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no reason why any Minister or person to
whom any such proposal is submitted
should mnot 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 ecould not and would
not tolerate such things, To My, Creighton
the mere making of a representation that
did not aecord with his views of what was
fit and proper necessarily branded its maker
ad some sort of criminal. He eould not take
away the lives or liberty of persons who so
offended him but he was willing to the point
of extreme anxiety to tske -away their
reputations and he left no stons 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 ‘‘Oreighton saw youl!’’ Te did, Mr.
Creighton saw me but he made no complaint
to me about any of these matters or about
any matier involved in the findings of the
Commissioner, For the information of hon.
members I shall read a short letter I wrote
te the Commissiomer in reply to the first
eommunication I reeceived from him, Af{ the
end of hig letter he gaid— ‘

‘T should be grateful if, in order that it
may be determined whether you can give
relevant evidenee or information, you would
supply me with a statement setting out
your recolleetion of any ecomversation you
had with Mz, V, R. Creighton, Chzirman
of the Land Administration Board, or
The Honourable the Premier, wpon the
subjeet of any dealing or proposed or
suggested dealing with any Crown lease-
Lold, Would you also please set out in
the statement any other evidence or
information you may have whichk might be
of assistance to the Commisgion$

‘T ghould appreciat¢ a reply at vour
early convenlence,

““Yours faithfully,

(8gd.) K. R. TOWNLEY, —_—
Commissioner.””?

Mx, Aikens: Why didn’t you go in the
box?8

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

““Your Honour,

¢TI have to acknowledge receipt of your
letter of the 27th ultimo to which I have

given my earnest comgideration. .
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“‘Mr, Creighton interviewed me during
Exhibition Week, 1854, T am fajrly eertain
it was a half-staff day. He arrived about
1240 pam. and the inferview lasted about
ten minutes, The appointment was made
for me to sse him by Mr, MecLean, a
member of the Liand Court, through my
Private Secretary.

““The only matter discussed was the
question of the extension of leases of the
prazing properties known as ‘Lundavra’,
which he informed me were owned by the
Cameron family,

““Mr, OCreighton asked me whether T
had heard any rumours in conmnection 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 inspeet it if T 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 lstening to him I
suggested that, for greater aceuracy, 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 Cahbinet, ITe 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
hefore Cabinet. I received his views in
writing, through my private secretary, &
few days later.

#/T have seen a copy of part of Hxhibit
96, which is enclosed herewith, containing
those views, and to the best of my
recollection I understand these views were
left with my private sccretary 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 contintcs—

‘I also briefly mentioned to the
Premier in passing that there was a
rumour that Cameron was to gect an

extension of the ‘Lundavra’ leases. We
had no further eonversation comecerning
the matter. I did not tell the Premier that
My, OCreighton was the source of the
rumour until after Mr, Creighton went into
the witness box. : ‘

‘‘Wo unsavouly rumours were mentioned
to me by Mr., Creighton. I eannol give
any other evidence or information which
might he of assistance to the Commission,?’

[ASSEMBLY ]

My, Vivian Rogers Creighton,.
That aceurately sets out the position, The
ouly matter mentioned to me by Mr.

Creighton when he came over to see me was
the TLundavra lesses. Later he asked had
I heard yumours. 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 aceuracy I tock
the precaution of asking him to put it in
writing, Then 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 21l that happened from my
point of view.

T noticed that in the Press Mr, Creighton
made a greab 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 wame just before lunch. I
represent an area with a fair number of
pastoral properties and from time to time
I have dealings with the Tand Administras
tion Board. Whon he came I thought that
possibly he wanted to disecuss some matter
with me that T had taken up with the Board.
I did not treat it seriously, Had I done so
I would have made some referenes to it in
Cabinat.

T believe that Mr, Creighton in divulging
the contents of official files and documents
to the outside public has proved himself g
person unfitted to carry on the office of
Chairman of the TLand Adminigtration
Board and I have pleasurc 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 ease, I
propose to eall him at 2.15 pm.

MR. VIVIAN ROGERS CREIGHTOI,
LEAVE 70 APPEAR BEFORE BAR OF HOUSE.

2.15 pm.:

Mr, SPEAKER: Hon. members, T wish
to repeat a statement I made before the
luncheon adjowrnment that in pursusnce of

the resolution agreed to by the House yester-
day, T now propose to allow Mr. Vivian Rogers

Creighton fo 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, i

Before doing so, I wish to inform the House -
that in orcer 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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Trouse. That is, the end away from me.
derstand that Mr. Oreighton speaks in
oy tone.

+ian Rogers Oreighton was introduced at
‘Bar of the House by the Sergeant-at-

“YPEAKER: Vivian Rogers Creigh-
the Legislative Assembly has given you
to appear in person or by counsel at
Bar of the House and address the Ho_use
relation to the cause of your suspension.
%e time allowed for such addresg is not to
‘med 70 minumtes, Do you, yourself, desire
sAdress the House or be represented by

T4 ._CREIGHTON: 1 desire to address
)¢ House in person.

“SPEAKER: You may aow proceed
your address.

CREIGHTON: Mr. Speaker and
urable Members,

irstly, I would like to place on record my
preciation to Parliament for allowing me
o opportunity of coming before the Bar of
House to address Parliament,

the outget, I wish to state thaf, in my
on, no good purpose would be served
y diseussing in detail the evidence given
6 in the reeent royal commission, nor in
iling the findings by His Honour, Mr,
sticc Townley of such commission, par-
eulars of which are well known to you ail.

I now intend to state as briefly as possible
rst my reasong for acting as I did in com-
ating with Mr, Williams of the AW.U.
id -then to wefute this charge of mis-
ehaviour,

I have been employed by the Lands Depart-
ment mince 1923, when I was appointed as an
aeting land ranger., In 1944, T was appointed
"Land Commissioner but did not immedi-
tely take up duties ag such as I was on war
erviee with the A LT, On my discharge from
the AXLF, in 1945, T was appointed to Head
Office, Lands Department, Brisbane, as TLand
ominiasioner, In 1949, I was appointed Chief
ggessor and Inspeetor in the Lands Depart-
ment which duties I carried out until 1952,
when 1. was appointed a member of the Land
dminjstration Board, In November 1953, I
g appointed chairman of that board.

- Land Administration Board was con-
ed by Part III. of the Lands Act
dment Act of 1931 for the better
tinigtration of the land laws and the rnore

ive control of land settlement. The
rd is the paramount authority subject to

inister eharged with the administration
ot all leasehold lands in Quecnsland. 'The
Chairman is for all purposes the permanent
heéad of the Department of Public Lands.

mended Tand Aet of 1981, it is the duty

the Land Administration Board to advise
Tinigter on matters of land administrs-
generally, Thoge are the purposes for
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ermore, pursuant to Sectiom 17 of The
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which meetings of the board would be called.
In practiee, each member of the board has
separate duties and at their informal
meetings 1t is rarely necessary to record
proeeedings in minutes, Neither the Minister
nor myself called formal meetings of the
board during my period of office; it never
appeared mecessary to do so,

As Chairman of the Land Administration
Board, it hag 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 Bervice Aects, As Parliament is
aware, I, as Chairman of the Tand
Administration Board, am not subjeet to The
Publie Service Acts but I am appointed to
my position by commission and am responsible
to Parliament itself,

Of course, T 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 conducet 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 ecarried out my duties at
all times to the best of my ability to ensure
proper adminigtration in the control of public
lands, pursuant to the terms and condifions
of the Act and the policy of the Government
as laid down by it,

From the time of my appointment fo the
Board, T heard numerous rumours in regard
to certain irregularities in the them Minister
for Lands’ Qealings with certain Crown lease-
holds and I became very alarmed and dis-
tresged at ecertain events which oceurred in
the Department,

As Parliament is aware, both the Minister
and algo the Board to a certaln extent are
allowed a great deal of diseretion under the
Act and T felt without doubt that preferencey
were either given or were to be given which
would be against the interest of the publie
as a whole and which in faect were against
the policy as laid down by the Government.

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

I would point out at this juneture that,
in my position, T felt that I owed 2 duty to
effect the policy of the Government in power
from time to time. .

In view of the events which had oceurred,
and which I comsidered may occur, T deeided
after much thought that it was my responsi-

bility to bring into the open such matters in -

order that the whole position could be eleared,
In this regard, I decided that there was mo
duty upon me to give blind personal loyalty
to my Minister,

T T Ty
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Of course, I will concede as I have
previousty 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 T was
to attempt to bring thess matters into the
open. After much consideration, I deeided
upoen this course as it was obvious that there
may come a time when these virtues could be
a eloak, not merely for corruption, but for
even more gerious derelietions of duty.
Surely, no one would suggest that a publie
officer should eloge 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 cireum-
stanees, no longer applicable, was essentially
personal and in my case it was made after
long and careful corsideration and after I
had satisfled myself that my first duty, under
the circumstances, was to the public as a
whole.

8o muech for the reasons for my decision to
oppose and to expose the conduet of the
former Minister for ZIiands, sinee found
guilty of corrupt conduect.

It wasg then necessary for me to decide
what method I should take in an endeavour
to bring my suspicions into the open,
egpecially 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 faets alleged to constitute my mig-
behaviour are not in dispute in that I did
communicate to Mr. Williamg information
whieh came to my knowledge by virtuc of
my office, but T 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 ecircumstances 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 seeret
character. I came to know Mr. Williams

when we were both. memhers of a royal

commigsion 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 My, Williame was the
AW.U. representative. The findings of that
royal commigsion subsequently became in
major part the Ilands settlement policy of
this Government and it was surely not
unnatural in those circumsfances 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
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part of my statements to him consisted of
opinions and suspicions held by me and of
inferemees I drew from such information.

The other particulars of my alleged
mishehaviour include the charge that I
made eomplaints in a clandestine manner,
coneerning the administration of the
Department of Publiec Lands, whereas my
complaint should have been made to—

(i) His Excellency the Governor; and/or

(ii) The Cabinet; and/or

(iii.) The Honourable ths Premier; and/or

(iv.) Parliament by way of a report.

The conduet 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 Hexr Majesty and Her Advisers.”’
It is then claimed in the statement of the
cause of my suspension that the faets and
inferences therein charged established that
I was gnilty 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 1o my office my conduet was
unconscionable and unjustifiable.

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

The esgence of the charge made against
me is that the failure of me in the discharge
of my duty consists of my not reporting my
upinions and suspieions to either the
Hxecutive Government or to Parliament.
This is the charge which I am concerned to
deny most emphatically and which X 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 verdiet will ineseapably
condemn also the Henourable 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
subjeet of my correspondence with Mr,
Williams, and none of whom zreported 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 AW, U. of the matters
which T had discussed with Mr. Williams.
The undisputed evidence of Mr. Bukowski
and Mr. Williams is that he expressed
coneern at the matfers so reported to him
and promised 2 top level enquiry. Parliament
also  knows  that, immediately after
gpeaking in such strong terms to the AW.U.
Executive, he told the former Minister for
Lands that there was nothing in their com-
plaints and that they ronsisted only of bar-
room. gossip.
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srliament also knows that the Premier
not, in faet, take any steps whatever to
vo the matters properly 1.m7rastzgated and,
moreover, that in the following month, when
they ~were the gubject of debate in this
House, he dismissed them as baseless, and
malicions gossip. Not only did he do that
but. Parliament also knows that he
corroborated and supporfed Mr, Foley in his
filse - statement to the House that no
plication had been made by the lessee of
¢‘Tmundayra’’ for coneession under the Land
Act,
Tt was proved before the Royal Commis-
gion by the very documents themselves that
guch an application had been made by the
legsee and that it was the Premier himgelf
who brought this application up to Cabinet
snd set in motion the investigation of such
¢laims for special consideration.
““None of these facts can be refuted and the
inceeapable conelusion therefore is that if I
“failed in my duty to report these matters
© 4o Parliamént, not only is the Premier guilty
of the same offence, but also the further
offence of giving falsc information to the
“Honge and of deceiving it.
Tt is not unworthy of comment at this
_stage that, although invited to enter the
witness box at the Royal Commission, where
he would have been subjected to cross-
. gxamination, the Premier did not avail him-
delf .of the opportunity.
So far as the mover and seconder of this
motion are eoncerned, it is equally clear from
their own written statements to the Royal
“Oommission that I did eommunieate to them
. my.grave suspicions of the course of conduet
in which Mr, Foley was engaged in relation
10 ““‘Tundavra’’ and that I did this in the
s latter part of 1054, before communicating
with Mr., Williams or taking any other action
* whatever in the disecharge of my duty. Their
own written statements prove that they
received my complaints without adverse com-
2ment so far ag T was concerned and that they
subsequently reported the information to the
.. Honourable the Premier,

o Tt is also proved beyond doubt that the
Honourable the Premier took no action upon
the reeceipt of this information,

From these undisputed facts, it emerges
¢learly that the Premier and two Cabinet
. Ministers were made aware as a result of

my action in 19564 of my opinions and sus-
- picious conesrming one of the major matters,
- the subject of my later correspondence with
Mr, Williams, acd that, at a later date, the
Honourable the Premier was macde aware of
;the substance of the other matters involved
~in that correspondence.

Two conclusions arve to be drawn from
~ this—firstly, that there was no necessity for
.y directly reporting the same matters to
the Bxecutive Government since they were
already aware of them, and, secondly, that
(i1 did report them, the result would have
been exactly the same in that the information
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which I would have been able to lay before
the Government would have heen, at that
time, no more factual than what the AW.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 Hzxecutive Government is exposed as a
sham and hypoecritical attempt to justify the
Grovernment’s desire to liguidate me.

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

Placed in the situation in whieh I was, T
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. T exempt from this charge the mover
and the seconder of the motion, since they
did communieate 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 suspicicns came to pass, it would not
be the first time that & member of Parliament
had been appointed to the Land Court,

I do not expect that my defence here
will succoed but T am absolutely certain that
it will succeed in the eyes of the publiel

I pass now to refuting the charge of
treachery to Her MaJesty’s Ministers and of
uneonseionable and unjustifiable eonduct, 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 derelie-
tion of duty.

In the civecumstances as Lnown to me af
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 oll times owed {o the publie of this State.

I dispute the allegation that I should have
made my ecomplaints to His Excellency the
Governor by pointing out simply that as a
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congtitutional 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 coversed by my
defence to the charge based upon my alleged
defanlt 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 indirvectly his
reaction would have been different in any
way at all.

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

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

Opposition Members: Tlear, hear!
Mr. SPEAKER: You may retire.

MR. VIVIAN ROGERS CREIGHTON.
MoTION FOR REMOVAL FROM QFFICE—
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Mr, NICKLIN (Landsborough—Leader
of the Opposition) (2.39 pm.): As the
Seeretary for Publie 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 signifieant becanse we have Parlia-
ment earrying out one of its funetions under
the Constitution. And that funetion ghould
be earried out in the proper manner. We as
individual members of this Chamber are
sitting here in a judicial eapacity on one of
the officers of the Crown; that being so, any
]c}ecision we may make should not be on party

nes.

Every hon. member should vote and speak
according to his judgment and his conscience.
That is the only way in which fair congidera-
tion ean 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 1o 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
mads 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 faree as eallous or as indecent as we
have witnegsed today has ever been staged
before.

Let us look at the facts. Cabinet decided
to dismiss Creighton, and that decigion was
endorsed by Caucus. There was only ome
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solitary dissenfient with the moral courage
to ohey- his own comscience. This in itself
indieates just how restrieted 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 indusirial
sphere, and, I venture to say that there are
many hon. members opposite who, if they
did not fear retaliation or vilification as
ftraitors’’ or ‘“geabs,’’ would crogs the floor
of the House on this motion, After the
Caueus decision there was intense and hostile
public reaction,

Opposition Members-interjscted.

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 Ieader they
should allow him to make his speech without
interruption. I also ask hon. members on my
right fo assist me,

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

_Mr. Walsh: We did not decide to hring
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 invifation 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 fLound the Government
members supporting the motion. Do not let
the Government deny that Creighton was
brought here. :

Indeed a landable aet of an ingtitution
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 hom.
members on the opposite sids. 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 Cauneus. The hon. member for
Hinchinbrook in hig own inimitable faghion
made a rather staggering statement a night
or two ago when he said, ‘‘Let him’’ refer-
ring to Mr. Creighton, ‘‘state hig cage on
Thursday; he will get the sack.’’ That is .
what the hon. member for Hinehinbrook
said, and it typifies the attitude of hon.
members opposite, Mr, Creighton hasg been
prejudged and foredoomed as evidenced by
his appearance at the Bar of the Houge today
and instead of being, as it should be, a greab
example to the world of the dignity and

Mr.
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ulous equity of British justice, it was

Em‘I'.uIi)ng mo;le than a shameful farce, a
kery of British justice, and an eternal
plot- on the record of this Government,

Mr, Speaker, the Secretary for Public
ands and Irrigation in initiating his motion
morning introduced all sorts of irrelevant
puments in an endeavour to bolster up the
¢age he was making against Mr. Creighton,
and he oven had the audaecity to endeavour

tie the Opposition with shameful affairs in
“regard to land leases of this BState. He
fimated that we apparently had some know-
Jedge of the matter, The Minister must not
forget that we on this side of the House tried
\ard on many occasions to bring this thing
40 'a head and have it dealt with by this
_Parlizment.  However, the Government
.ppointed 2 Royal Commission. The Minister
.did not add to his stature by introdueing
s arguments to pin on the Opposition

M. NICKLIN: That is a lot of nongense,
“Tf-the Minister ¢an bring any evidence into
“this chamber that will tend in any way to dis-
‘credit the Opposition it is his duty to do so,
d in faet, I invite him to do so.

Ml‘. Hilton: You cannot interpret the
“facts T gave, I did not do it, Mr. Creighton
id.

My, NICKLIN: The Minister cannot get
ut of it by vemarks iike that. His {wisting
ud turning will not do him any good. If
“he has anything on any member on this side
of -the House let him produce it.

HILTON: T rise to a point of
Tder, At mo stage this morning did I impute
4he slightest degree of dishonesty to any hon.
member opposite, I refute the charge the
Lieadsr of the Opposition now makes against
~me,” Al I intended fo convey wag the
~deplorable attack without foundation, on hon.
embers of the Opposition as well as members
f this Government. It is to be regretted that
the Leader of the Opposition did not under-
tand my meaning.

. Mr. SPEAXER: Order! I hope the
. Lieader of the Opposition will aceept the denial
-0f the Minister.

My, NICKLIN: I would be glad to accept
is explanation, but it is entirely different
‘from what I and other hon. members heaxrd
im say.
o Mr, WALSH: T rige to a point of order,
ou, Mr, Speaker, definitely asked the Leader
f-the Opposition to aceept the denial of the
Minister but he has refrained from doing so.

- Mr, SPEAEER: Order! T ask the
hon. gentleman to aceept +the Minister’s
xplanation; T ask him now to aeccept his
enial,

. Mr. NICKLIN: [ thought the Minister's
emarks werc in explanation, but if they were
deninl, T accept his denial, but I challenge
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the Minister to justify the imputation he mada
this morning against members of the Opposi-
fion,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! ¥He denied ke
made any accusations, I ask the Leader of

the Opposition to accept his denial.

My, NICKLIN: I do.

Tet us mow 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 bhefore ecasting his
vote.

Mr. Walsh: I fully agree with that,

Mr. NICKLIN: Then why does not the
Treasurer vote according to his conseience
instead of as his party dictates?

Let me firgt refer to the relevant portions
of the Aets covering this matter, which led
to Mr. Creighton’s being brought before the
Bar of the House,

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

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

In the Lands Acts Amendment Aet of
1831——o

Mr, Walsh: That was introduced during
the Moore Government’s time,

My, 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 ecourse, Mr. Creighton was appointed
Chairman of that Board., Section 15 of the
Aet 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 thercfrom unless an addresy shall
be 7presented to the Governor by the
Legislative Assembly., That is the aetion
that is being taken here foday, The section
gays further that the ground for such
removal shall be proved iisbehaviour or
incapacity. I emphasise the words, ¢‘proved
mishehaviour or ineapacity.’’ Before we cast
our votes we must decide whether Mr.
Creighton has Tbeen proved +to have
misbehaved Thimself or to Thave been
incapable of holding his officc, The Minister

admitted that the Public Service Aects do -

not apply to Mr. Creighton, or to the other
members of the Tiand Administration Board,
in the same way as to ordinary publie
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 hbefore
any member of the Board ean be lealt 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 ineapacity.
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The Government, after long consideration,

eondemned as a Covernment which condones
as the Minister said this morning, have eome

corruption or permits it to flourish unchecked. M. Wi
to the coneclugion that Mr. Creighton has The hon. member who was found guilty took Parliamer

been guilty of a misdemeanour. However, his place in Caucus when the charge against the situat
is it a proved misdemeanour? In examining Mr. Oreighton was being diseussed. He is . NI
that, it is necessary to refer to the state- not present today and should not be, Mz.

ment of the cause of Mr. Creighton’s Mr. W
Mr. NI

: . S ‘Where, by all the standards of decency
suspensior, which ~the Minister tabled i3 the justice in this state of affairsd TLet
yesterday.

. me remind hon, members opposite of the
Tt is abundantly clear that the wuspension, gimple but telling biblical quotation—

Mr. Wi
or removal from office, of a member of the : . : . hand
Land Administration Board can be effectad Mo that is without sin, lot him first B oftene
only when one or both of the grounds One.

provided hy the 1931 amending Act is or Similar eireumstances exist today. In the

Mr. NI
are oxigtent. These grounds of dismissal first instance, the nccusers, being themgelves hear the 17
are proved misbehaviour or Incapacity. smitten with conseience as to their own sing, Parliamen
Tn this ease I think there is mo quesfion of melted away so that none remained to pursue its full ri
Mr. Creighton’s eapaeity or ability. e was their accusations. Of course, that will not ment have

suspended from office on 11 April this year happen here. The honm. members of the
on the ground of misbehaviour, In aecord- Government, aware as they must be of their
ance with the statement of suspension Own sing of omission or commission, are
delivered to him and the cause ol SuSpBﬂSiOﬂ utteﬂy devoid of ¢ongeienee aﬂd' are appax-
laid before the Mouse, it i3 ineumbent on ently today bent on perpetrating a deed
the Government to make an address to the Which will befoul the records of owr Parlia-
Governor through the House for the mentary gystem for ail time. That is Wha‘.t\ , with a gre
dismissal of Mr. Creighton on the grownd of  Will happen if they carry the motion to sack nately the
misbehaviour. That has been done and the Creighton. What are Creighton’s so-called i they have
motion is now being debated. sins;, his motives for committing them, and Maopy hon,
Aftor d ideration T cive it their outcome as they affect socisty as a . uuhappy
) T Coep eonsl elﬁmno‘ 'ggte 1T a8 MY hole? THe ecarried on a correspondence, f: Let me cor
firm conviction that Mr. Cregllon is LOW  thought by him to be in the strictest the statute
being viclously vietimised by the Government ., pgence “with Mr. Cecil Wallace Edgar - and effect:
because he.'had thef audacity ’go.b1.§a]1 Williams, & northern umion offeial of the land settl
through their eode of fear and‘ _mttlmlda,téon AWT,, about departmental matters. As forests, an
and take action to expose 211'601‘1“1)1 m;mMer Mr. Creighton said at the Bar of the House, - actions, fa
of their f’old. ‘That was the result o . T+ he had been associated with Mr, Williamg on 5 been guilky
Creighton’s aetion. =~ He brought to Ught royal commission which largely formu- venfure to
corruption of a Minister for the Ovownm, y1ui.9 the basis of Government land policy ecapability,
corruption in the high civeles of Government. 44,7 That correspondence was entered into the inotion
In  such cireumstances gurely 4Ly by (reighton, I believe, with the idea of fare, be as
indiscretions of his should be oveﬂook?d endeavouring to clean up something that was was perfect
and, instead of Dbeing dismissed, he should ungavoury in the adwinistration of the Lis duties
be given eredit for bringing to light some- Department of Publie Lands. In that fﬂlhugi it s
thing unsavoury and unsatisfactory in the correspondenee he said many things about the served unde
official affairs of the State. actions of the then Minister, the hon. member actions he
The Minister made much of ethies this for Belyando, It ean be said, possibly with biaged, eont
morning.  True, Creighton’s astions may gome justification, that such divulgence of (Government
not have been in accord with the accepted information to & person outside the depart- as to conf
ethies of his and lke offices, but do they ment, the Government and Parliament, consti- bodies to t
amount to misbehaviour sufficient to warrant tuted a serious breach of the eode of ethics g?t“men.t 0]
the savege penalty that the Government now  pertaining to the office of Chairman of the aced “_7.1%1
seek to impose on him? I say definitely Land Administration Board. I say ‘code ?;;;‘;féegll; g
not. of ethies’’ in the senge that a person holding -
Members of the TLand Administration Creighton’s position is not bound by the Mr. Mool
Board hold office during ‘‘good behaviour’’ same statutory rules of behaviour as apply a stavt.
and are liable to dismissal for f‘mis- to publie servants. To judge whether these
behaviour.”” When does good behaviour actions amounted to ¢‘misbehavionr’’ in the Mr. NI(
cease and mishehaviour hegin? Obviously, ferms of the 1031 Amending Act the elements : 0\}’13‘-‘11‘731)’, no
by Labour rcasoning, good behaviour exists of motive and result must be considered. : Conumissione
while servility and blind obedience exist, Mr. Creighton has been suspended from

him. 'The
sacked it I
memhers o
gacked on
there are
ernment s

SRR R

i ' T confess
but misbehaviour commences when any act  office on the ground of misbchaviour but no thoughts we:
iz eommitted which, however right in the  details of alleged misbehaviour were supplied Labour Partt
ultimate, or however much in the best .

¢ the Stat T oS to him until the last day or so. i the Governm
interests o e State an e people, is _ ] . o belin
nevertheless of such a nature as to plffe'e’ the _Mr& W';IS]" Would that not be correet - ndayted vicni‘
T.abour Government in politieal danger, PTOCECUTE : rupiion  tha:
That is an important consideration. That Mr. NIOKLIN: When you suspend a tieungh  Lal
ig Creighton’s crime and he is to mect his person for misbehaviour surely he is entitled redaly s 11
punishment at the hands of a malevolent to know e.xactly what_was the misbehaviour it must he o
Qovernment, which ineludes the member he was guilty of, particularly when he holds

: f ing his actia
exposed as corrupt and which itself stands a high and important post under the Crown, Lonest gover:
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Mr. Walsh: You overlock the fact that
]"!giament is the only authority to deal with

'z_ gituation.

Mr, NICKLIN: I do not overlook that.
’ ‘1'. ‘Walsh: Apparently you do.

‘.’1!_[1'. NICKIIN: I do not overlook that.

T. Walsh: What right would we have
o hand out a statement to Creighton about

ig offence?

Y KLIN: It is rather strange to
'eﬂrthgl’l‘creasurer referring to the rights of
Parliament. 1 say Parliament should exercise
its foll rights in this ease but the Govern-
rent have done so because they prejudged
sith,.The Party prejudged him, If he is
seked it is not through the vote of the hon.
jiembers of the Chamber, He is going to be
qeked on a Party vote. I guarantee that
ere are many hon, members on tha Gov-
ernment side who will vote the Party line
_ with a great deal of reluetance, but unforu-
ately the iron rule of Labour is such that

v have to do as they are told or get out.
‘Many hon. members opposite will he very
uphappy when they east their votes
et me continune. His duties, in the words of
‘gtatute werec to administer the land laws
ndeffectively control matters relating to
nd . settlement, prickly-pear lands, State
orests, and national parks. Has he, by his
tious, failed in these duties, and thereby
been .guilty of misbehaviour? There can, I

venture to say, be no question of Creighton’s
pability, nor, in fact, iz this questioned by
16 motion before the House. It can, there-
fore, be assumsed that Creighton at all times
swag perfectly efficient in the performance of
Jhistduties as dietated by the statute. His
~ failing, if such it ean be called, was this: He
erved under a Minister of the Crown whose
s actions he had good cause to belicve were
binsed, contrary to the professed policy of the
vernment of the day, and of such a nature
5. t0 confer benefit on certain persons or
odies to the detriment of others or to the
triment of the Crown estate, Oreighton was
faced with this dilemma: He believed his
ministerial supericr to be corrupt., What
ould he do{

Mr. Moore: Hiz belief was wrong for
start.

Mr. NICKLIN: The Minister has
gvidently not read the findings of the Royal
- Uommissioner,

I confess that I helieve that Creighton’s
houghts were prineipally for the good of the
~Liabour Party and its preservation in office as
‘the Government of this 8tate. I have reason
- to - believe that, becanse of the method he
idopted in endeavouring to expoge the cor-
Tuption that he believed existed—that is
#hrough Tabour Party channels. However
udely his illugions must have been shattered,
tmust be comceded that the motives prompt-
e his actions were for the maintemance of
onest government he it Labour or any other.
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‘What avenues were open to Creighton to dis-
close what he honestly believed to be—and I
credit him with honest belief—blatant eor-
ruption on the part of his Minister? To any
person who has followed in the Press or read
the actual transcript of the evidenee of the
commission, it is evident that Creighton’s
loyalty to the Minister must have heen
]sltraén%d to the breaking point. What could
e do?

Mr, Walsh: Can the hon. gentleman
honestly say that he has read all the evidencet

Mr., NICKLIN: No.
read all the evidence?

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

Mr. NICKLIN: I have read the report.
It is impossible 1o read all the evidence taken
hefore a 7royal commission, (Government
interjections.)

Mr. SPEARER: Qrder!

Mr. NICKLIN: In order to discuss 'ﬁs
matter properly one hag to read the commis-
sion’s report. It is not neecessary to read
every word of the evidence taken dJuring
weeks of sittings. I should think that very
few not conneeted with the case have read the
evidenece,

Mr., Walsh: I was prepared to read it.

Mr. NICKLIN: Tt must never he for-
gotten that Creighton took these steps to
communicate hig suspieions of the Minister
and to endeavour 1o have the matber
rectified—

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

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

Mr. Galr: On one case only,

Mr. NICKLIN: That was one case.

Mr. Gair: What did the Commissioner
pay about that ease in his report? Have youn
read that?

Mx. NICKTLIN: Tt 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-
misgion, I'rom Creighton’s interview with
these persons, he guite reasonably concluded
that they were in sympathy with his convie-
tiong regarding the Minister, but what
eventuated from these approaches? '

Has anybody read

gtate that 1

My, Hildon: 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
¢onelude that some notice wasg taken of what
be said, as he, a high officer of the Crown,
was pointing oub something that he did not
think was right in regard to a very impor-
tant phase of (lovernment aetivity,

From his interviews with thess persons
what cventuated?! Fixactly nothing. Having
taken the course of action in communicating
with these persong to no avail whatever, what
other. eourses were reasomably open to
Creighton ?

I now turn to the Statement of the Cause
of Sugpension which states that ‘‘any com-
plaints whick 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.?’
Tet us examine those avennes by which it is
suggested Mr, Creighton should have com-
municated his guspicions.

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

Mr. Walsh: He is not bound to aet 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 hound to act on
adviee only. -

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

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

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

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

Mr. NICKEIN: I am stating facts and T
am adopting a reasoned atftitude in regard
to this matter, That, I submit, would have
been the rvesult 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 personaily.
Keeping
Creighton’s
Secretary for

in mind the futile nature of
previous approaches to the
Labour and Industry, the
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Becretary for Public Works and Housing
and Messrs. Luey and MeceLean, what could he
have reasonably antiecipated would have besn
the outcome of his approach to the Premier$
Hon, members should also bear in mind thaf
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 approvel when he said
in this House on 15 September, 1955, ¢‘The
Minister has already told the Houge that
up to the present no application in regard to
that lease has been received.”’ Homn.
members will find that on page 349 of
¢‘{Hansard.”’

Mr. Gair: It is still all right.

My, NICKLIN: Here is the Premier on
12 July, 1954, reguesting speclal conmsidera-
tion for an application by a Crown lesses,
and just over one year later, when the
matter is questioned, maintains that no
application was made.

My, Gair: It is untrue.

Mr., NICKLIN: Hon. members are well
aware

Mr. GAIR: 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 1s mot true
that T asked for any speeial consideration
for Cameron at all, and to say so is a
deliberats lie.

Mr, SPEAXER: Order! The hon. gentle-
man wil} have to withdraw the term

‘¢“deliberate lie.’’

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

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

Mr. NICKLIN: T will aceept the
Premicr’s denial but I wish to quote the
relevant evidence and I quote from page 96
of the report of the Royal Uommission and
refer to these words—

‘“The matter was raised in Cabinet and
Exhibit 90 was the resulf. That document
is as follows—*CUahinet—I12th July, 1954:
Diseussion 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
¥ ‘leases, should be given because of
gvelopmental work of an unusual
quantity with high value, commenced some
Zears ago and still proceeding atb
Bullamon Plaing’? and ‘‘Lundavra’’.’ ??

Mhat is exactly what I -said. I am xot
speaking from any brief which is mot
¢orrect, but a brief that can be verified by
%o evidenee before the Royal Commission.

My, Gair: You admitted you had not
vead . the transeript of evidence.

Ay, NICKLIN: Let me proceed. Hon.
hers are all well aware of the intense
ill fecling created by the prospect of the
vranting of Cameron’s applieation and I
put. it to you, Mr., Speaker, in all
goriousness, that the Premier’s eonduet in
' regard clearly indicates that the
Prémier was highly desirons of hiding
gomothing, and that that something was a
definite irregularity of which he was well
aware eoncerning Cameron’s application,

Time, on motion of Mr. V. B, Jones,

My, NICKLIN: I thank the hon. member
v -Oallide and the House for the eourtesy
tided to me. I am cognisant of the fact

at the Commigsioner found nothing corrupit
the dealings with Iundavra on the
evidence offered to him, but I can in mo
way excuse the conduet of the Premier and
the. Minister in this regard. I repeat that
ngider that the Premier had something

to hide when, with the full knowledge of
his recommendation for special considera-
m of an applieation by Cameron in regard
undavia he virtually demied in
ig. House that such application had been
nade; - He merely repeated the Minister’s
Furthermore, how did the Premier

ha allegationg/made by them concerning the
er? ~He treated these matters with
utteroidisdain and as of mo importance,
- plthongh they were in fact -allegations of
he preatest scriousness, not only from their
ery -mature, but also because they were
rought before him by a body that is a
owerful forcs, Thoth  politically and
ally, in the Labour movement. He
not seriously confront the Minister with
he -gllegations made by the AW.U. but,
ceording to the transeript of the evidence,
rivately told him, ‘¢All they have is bar-
om'-gogsip.’’

That was exactly the attitude that the
Preinler so arvogantly displayed
seé . when, on 15 Sepfember, 1955, he
y. disposed of an Opposition motion to
ring: Mr. Bukowski before the Bar of the
House for examination on allegations that
10 liad made im ‘‘The Worker.”” On that
ceasion the Premier went so far as to
cuse - me of misusingt the privileges of
lament in bringing such an important
e before the House. However, the
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action of the Opposition on that oceasion
hag been more than justified by the findings
of the royal commission,

Mr. Hilton: You would not have debated
your motion had the Premier not ealled ¢ ‘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 ecertainly
got if,

Mr. Gair: You did not want it.

Mr. NICKLIN: T 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 justiied by what has
happened sinee.

The Premier had had relayed t¢ him the
information given by Creighton to the hon.
members  for Charters  Towers and
Carnarvon, but what did he do in the face
of infarmation 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 bhad given him
information seriously reflecting on the
honesty and infegrity of the Minister. Is
that not a remarkable course of conduct on
the part of a Premier of a State? Was
he ghielding a Minister whom he knew fo
be corrupt, for the very simple reason that
the Minister’s conduet 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 Creighfon’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 wasg likely to bring
the Labour Govermment 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 faken the venturesome step of com-
municating his suspicions of the Minister
to the Premier, his representations would
have met with exaetly the same fate as those
of the A W.U. delegation, He would have
been warned and told in mno wuncertain
language to keep his place and to mind his
owLn  business. The only effeet of such
an approach by Creighton to the Premier
would have been, as he sald to-dsy, that he
would have had his head cehopped 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, Oreighton’s mind would have
repulsed the mnotion of approaching the
Premier on the Minister’s abuses and
dereliction of duty. The third method of
approach was to the Cabinet, The only
meang of doing that would have been
through his Minister, who was the person
suspect and that would have been impractie-
able. Moreover, the communication of his
suspicion to two Cabinet Ministers bhore 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 Liand Admimgtration
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 Aects
Amendment Act of 1931, which constituted
the board, were published in the “* Government
Gazette’’ of 19 March, 1932. They included
this provision—

f‘The decision or recommendation of the
majority shall be the decision or recom-
mendation of the board.’’

Hence the cmbodiment of Creighton’s com-
plaints and suspicions in such a report would
have necesgsitated the eonsurrence of the other
two members of the board, and I ask hown,
members to refieet on the ppssibility of that
event, Ag we all know frgm the evidence,
there was considerable friction between the
members of the board. Creighton seems to
have regarded Mr, Bergin ns an incompetent
““stooge.”’ There would have been no possi-
bility whatever of gaining the consent of the
other members of the board to the inelusion
of such matter in the annual report. Equally
improbable is the mnotion 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
reagons today., There would have been no

avenue whatever except throngh his Minister.

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

Mr. NICKLIN: Ag the hon. member
interjected, it would mot have hit the deck.
Nothing further need be said on that point.

In all eases in which it has been contended

that Creighton should have employed methods
other than the one he adopted, it must be
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remembered that he had nothing but & firym
conviction in his heart that the Minister wag
dishonest, a econvietion engendered by the
highly suspicious conduect 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
picioms, The plausible tongue of the Minister
and the ready, sympathetie ears of hig
Cahinet and Government colleagues would
have ensured that.

It might be suggested that Creighton shonld
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 politieal 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 Iouse.

Br, Hilton: And you were not prepared
to debate it.

Mr, NICKLIN: Not wishing to play
polities, 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 persomally as an out
come. Soomer or later he would have been
placed in the position he is in today. There-
fore we cannot support that eontention either.

After considering the four methods of
approach contained in the tabled statement of
the cause of susponsion 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 cirecles. I believe that
COreipghton was eoncerned 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 politieally desirable
but also those morally corrupt. This was the
beginning of the ecorrespondence 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 activaling 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 to prevent the use of
the Crown estate for eorrupt purposes.
Nobody could say that he was not a man
wedded to his job. He endeavoured to earry
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4 to the letter the policy laid down in the
and laws of the State. We ean easily
agine his reaction when he saw these land
aws being brushed to one side by the
Minister’s acting corruptly.

At page 129 of his report the Royal Com-
nissioner said—

t¢Ag I early said I am not coneerned
“with Mz, Creighton’s conduct unless it was
. gorrupt conduet and, however mlsguide'd,
" however extravagant, or however wrong his
eorrespondence and conduct may have been,
T pannot porsuade myself that it amounted
. to eorrupt conduet in respeet to any deal-
" inps with Crown leaseholds.’’

'fherefore Creighton has been found guilty
0f.no offence buf, at the most, merely of some
form of indisereet conduet.

©1 believe that primarily he was activated
by a desire to do good and the methods he
employed were not in breach of any statute,
‘bt however indiserest they were this was out-
weighed by the results of his endeavours which
isclosed corruption at ministerial level. In
o final analysis Creighton’s asetiong have
“ benefited the people of the State and it is
dsplorable to contemplate that the representa-
tives of those who have so benefited should
digplay such inhuman vindietiveness as is eon-
templated today.

Tn all the circumstances T eannot do other
than vote against the motion.

My, AIKENS (Mundingburra) (3.35
: So that history will have a completo
record of this shoeking business 1 propose
to:deal first of all with the eirenmstaneces that
iip to the disgraceful scemne We witnessed
hete this afternoon with honourable members
f. the Goyvernment almost openly jeering at
Mz, 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
ne- dre sickened at the slobbering hypocrisy
hat runs ke a broad red streak through
the whole of the proceedings that led wp to
the: dismiggal of Mr, Creighton—-beecause he
hag already been dismissed, The earriage of
this ‘motion by Parliament with the Labour
Government majority will be a mere formality.

Lot us go back and find out what led up
8 dismissal. I am not going to digress too
Mr. Speaker, or try your patience or
ance. We all know that some time
0 there occurred in the Labour Party a
articularly violent and vieious open split
lietween the Crouper faction of the Labour
Party and the Anti-Grouper faction, or, as
Creighton eaptly termed them, the
ntis’? and the ‘‘Antis.’? We know
that ‘the Groupers for some time were led
Queensland by Joseph Bukowski who is
W the State Seeretary of the
V.U. We know that subsequently Mr.
owski somersaulted and became an anti-
per, consequently he was eager to get as
many members of the Queensland Central
Divéoutive to vote with him on what is
own as the Anti-Grouper line. After the
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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 deeided 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 Seceretary for Public Lands and
Irvigation was the wvepresentative of the
Lahour Party on the Q.UXE. The screw was
put on Mr, Foley—if T may uge his name—
to vote with the Bulowslu section on the
Q.C.E., particularly on the motion dealing
with the lack of eonfidence 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 eireum-
stances Mr. Bukowski ascertained that Mr.
Williamg, the District Secretary of thae
AW, 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
f¢The Worker,”’ not for the purpose of
clearing up any corruption that might exish
in high plaees in the Labour Party, as he so
unctuously and hypoeritically told the Com-
migsion, but purely for the purpose of putting
the serew on the then Minister in order to
get him to toe the anti line on the Q.C.H,
Had Poley decided to toe the Bukowski line
on the Q.C.H., those articles would have auto-
matically ceased. Let there be no mistake
about that. The first instence of slobbering
hypoerisy came from Mr. Bukowski at the
royal commission when he said he was
interested in exposing and erushing these
allegations and rumours of graft and ecorrup-
tion in high places within the Labour Party.
Imagine Bukowski of all people being econ-
corned with allegations of gross corruption!
For years we have heard and read in the
Press sllegations of grafi and corruption in
the matter of tickets and ballots, against
high officials of the AW.U—

My. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. AIKENS:
Bukowski.

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

——and against Mr.

Mr. ATKENS: I had been dealing with
matters that occurred before he entered the
witness box ab 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.T.
or the Government, I think that perhaps
the most despicable, detestabls and contempt-
jble statement that ever emanated from a
human throat emanated from Mr, Bukowskl
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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 Oreighton,
Williamg wanted to respeet Creighton’s
confidence. He did not want 1o betray
Oreighton, but Bukowski made what I have
deseribed as the most despicable, contempt-
ible and detestable statement that ever
emanated from the human throat, ‘‘Never
mind about Creighton. Think only about
the AW.U. and yourself.’’ Aeting on that
advice from his superior officer, Williams went
into the witness box and diselosed for the
first time to the outside world that his
informant was Mr. Creighton and that the
leading articles in ‘*The Worker’’ were hased
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 msn topping off another man or pimping
on another man. They now say, ‘‘He did
an ‘Bdgar Williams’ on him.’’ If one man
is going to top off another man, he states,
“I will do an ‘Edgar Williams’ on you.”’

My, SPEAKER: Order!

Mr., AYKENS: Bukowski and Williams
have gone down in history besmirched and
besmattered by their hetrayal of Creighton.

Mr, Gairs What about Carey?

Mr. ATKENS: 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
rughed blindly into setting up a royal
commission. The =royal commission would
never have been held beeause the Government
knew that Oreighton knew too mueh, They
. would never, of their own volition, have taken
' the guicidal 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
gubpoenaed to give evidenee in any Court
in the land, I would be only too glad to
give the evidence, and I would add a Dbit
more in the witness box to what T s=aid
previously.

Mr, Power: What about the Golden
Casket commissionf
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Mr. ATKENS: 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 gunts to let 16
give evidence. I was thrown out of '0¢
Golden Casket commission before T c0Uld
give any evidence by the A‘ntorr:uay—C%eller3"1’s
Judicial stooge, Mansfisld,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I agk the BOL
member to withdraw that remark 224
apologise to the House. It is a reflection OO0
the Judiciary.

Mr. ATEENS: Very well, Mr. gpealiel.
I do as you suggest.

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

Mr. AIKENS: Very well. I withdTdW
and apologise. T am going to complete TS
speech even if T have to apologige to
Attorney-General.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I inform the
hon. member for “Mundingburrs that he ¥
not entitled to reflect on the judiciary in 807
way at all. He must know that, if he has
any knowledge of the Btanding Orders.

Mr. AIKENS: All right, Mr. Speakel:
Tt has been said—as a matter of fact 1 hav®
it here in my notes and will deal with it
~—that My, Creighton should have adopt_ed
the stupid suggestions madc by the Premitl
or the Seeretary for Public Lands and
Irvigation or the Secretary for Tabour and
Industry and that he should have done the 89
called right thing, Their conception of the yight
thing is that Mr. Creighton should have
made hig rcport to the Premier, or e
Cabinet, or His Txeellency the Governotr, 9F
Parliament, or somebody else, We all knoW
—and I agree with what the Leader of the
Opposition said and I interjeeted when D€
was speaking—that had Mr, Creighton don®
what the Government considered to he th€
vight thing and made his report offieinly
either to Parliament or the Premier or the
Minister or anybody else it never, to uS®
the vernacular, would have hit the ground.

Mr. Gair: He should have made it t€
Parliament.

Mr. AIKENS: It he had made it (©
Parliament, the hon, gentleman would have
argued it on the floor and blndgeoned son?®
resolution through the ITouse on the (Jover®”
ment’s majority, and that would have been
the end of it. He would have exonerate
the Minister and everybody else from hlam®
and he then would have dealt with Creighto®
and swung the axe on him., T am prepar?®
to bet everything I have got he never woll
have had the intestinal fortitude to gra®?
a royal commigsion on it, AIl this talk of
Creighton having done the wrong thing b7
going to Williams and all this talk aboub
Creighton having eommitted a heinous offenc®
in going to Williiams is so muech flapdoodl€
and will not fool the people of Queenslall_d'
It has not fooled them up to now and will
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ot fool them in the future. When we came
o this House on Monday we werc given a
ypy of Mr, Justice Townley’s report and
ia findings. I have gone through it eare-
ally; I sat up at night to get through it.
pay a tribute to Mr. Justice Townley on
i§ report and findinge which, in my opinion,
masterpiece of clarity and fairness, He
not use the wusual tangled legal
aseology so beloved by members of '1;he
diciary and members of the legal fraternity.
wrote a report and made findings in
that any layman with average
teiligence could understand. As a matter
&f fact, at times I thought he wag a little
generous in that he gave not only reason-

s but every possible doubt to the former
poretary for Public Lands, He eredited him
h every possible doubt. I do not think that
ny. Royal Commissioner sitting on a
mission eould have Theen fairer to
man than Mr, Justiee Townley

a8 to the former Minister, the hon,
member for Belyando, I think that any
air-minded person anywhere who reads that
port carefully will come to the same con-
usion as I eame to, that Mr. Justiece
wnley’s finding of corrupt eonduct on the
part of the ex-Minister was absolutely inescap-
able. He could have reached, in my opinion,
o’ other finding whatever. And so I pay
‘tribute to Mr. Justice Townley, In
fiess 1 should say that I was not at the
wmission, but I pay my fribute for the
irness and the clarity of his report and

'1'. Burrows: If you believed it in
ect of Toley why mnot in respect of

My, AIKXENS: I know that we are not
dealing with that matter. Thank goodness
the hom. member is mot in charge of the
House otherwise he would do what the Govern-
ment have done fo Creighton, Off would go
my head, without rhyme or reason. Thank
odness the hon, member is not Mr, Speaker.
e Government who wants to hold itself up o
¢ public of Queensland as a paragoen of
Justice and equity set up a royal commission.
Ligt 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
other, When the evidenee was brought
rward about the allepations made by grazier
Bell that the hon, member for Belyando had
solicited £1,000

~ My, SPEAKER: Order! I remind the

hon, member that we are dealing with

Mr, Creighton’s misdemeanour. Mr, Bell’s

allegations did not come before the notice

0f Mr, Creighton. We are dealing ouly wifh

Creighton and the motion moved by the Secre-
1y for Publie Liands and Irrigation,

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

[2 AvuaUST.]

Mr, Vivian Rogers Oreighion. 55

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 if,
Mr. Speaker, in deference to your ruling—
what did they do$ They immediately sent the
hon, member for Belyando on a Oriminal
Code charge before Mr. Hickey, sitting in
magisterial jurisdietion,

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
Seeretary for Publie 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 diseussing them at a later
date. I hope he will keep to the matter under
diseussion.

Mr. ATKENS: 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 have seen them also. I certainly
have gome comments in them on Mr, Hickey,
but they can wait.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

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

Mr. SPEAXER: Order!

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

T have been asked by interjection, to say
quite frankly what punishment I would inflict
on Mr, Creighton. Of course, I am mnot a
member of the Government although I could
make s 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 boxz, he would be
doing all right. Wken all is said and done,
the people are the final judges.

The only sin of which T can find Creighton
guilty is extreme foolishmess in writing
anonymous letters to be passed on to a man
whom he knew, or should have knowa,
he could not trust. The only punish-
ment I wounld infliet 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.
T take it I am entitled to deal with the
Government’s legal rvepresentation 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 hypoerisy of those who eontrol
the government of this State. Quite recently
we had another royal commission, the Red-
cliffe Commission. I will not labour it,
beecause 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 oeeasion the
Government sent to 7represent them a
barrister named MeCawley, I happen to
know a little about Mr. McCawley because
I was a young man working in Western
Queensland when the late Tom MeCawley, hiz
father, died and, with many other urnionists
thronghout the State, I subseribed a few
ghillings to a fund to complete the education
of the present My, McCawley, His anti-
working eclass bias shows that it was the
most stupid thing I ever did. However, it has
been said that Mr, MeCawley wag there on
that occasion representing the CGovernment,
Very well, let us accept that assurance from
members of the Government. Normally, if he
were representing the Crown, would it mnot
be his duty to fairly and decently do all
he possibly eould to diseover 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 Redcliffe inguiry.

_Mr. ATRENS: I am using it purely as a
sirnile. He attacked a member of the Govern-
ment on that oseasion and did everything he
possibly eould to prove him pguilty of fraud
and graft but the Creighton commission was
an entirely different matter. There he turned
a complete back somersault. At the royal
commisgion on land scandalg he did every-
thing he possibly eould to shicld the member
of the Government concerned, So let us be
honest and frank., McCawley did not repre-
sent the Government; he represented the
dominant faetion of the Government and,
consequently, all who were opposed to that
dominant faetion eame under the whiplash
of whatover intclligence and whatever legal
knowledge Mr. MeCawley possessos.

I merely mention that to show what hap-
pens when the people of Queensland—and
when all is said and done they are the omly
people I am econcerned with—rvead 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-
gented only the Premier’s faction of the
Government and he was prepared to do any-
thing to secure a verdiet in acecordanee with
the wishes of his bosses, that faction,

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. ATKENS: It appears that I am going
to -be rather ecircumscribed in my remarks
this afternoon. Nevertheloss, they will he
made in this Chamber and from the publie
platform. Mr. Creighton said at the Bar of
the House that he was ceoncerned with the
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good name of the Government and of Parlia-
ment. He may not have used those cxact
words but that was the tenor of his remarks.
He knew, too, that all the normal avenues
that have been so strenucusly stressed by
memhbers of the Government were elosed to
him. What a faree, what a sham, what a
travesty of justice, for the Government to
tell the people of Queensland that Creighton
could have done other than what he did to
have the matter exposed! All thaft the
Government are sour about is that the findings
of the royal commission vindicated and
proved to the very hilt the;%spieions held
by Creighton that the ex-Secretary for Public
Lands was receiving graff 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 Ccmmissicner 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. ATKENS: I will withdraw the word
“‘oraft’’ and say that he was found guilty
of corrupt praetices. I do not want to take
any unfair advantage of the hon. member,
but we all know what those corrupt praec-
tiees were.

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

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

Mr. GAIR: I just wanted to clarify it

Mr. ATKENS: Let us look at the whole
set-up. Let me, as I always am, be frank
and honest about it. People have wondered,
They hgve said, ‘‘If Mr. Foley was dishonest,
if he was indeed guilty of corrupt praetice
se 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., GAIR: 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. TFoley
at all. The bon. memhber for Mundingburra
is trying to deal with the Commissioner’s
report on Mr, Foley. There is a very definite
end speeific motion before Parliament today.
It refers to Mr. Oreighton and his conduet
and the Government’s proposed aetion. That
is the only thing for econgideration at the
present time.

Mr. SPEAKER: The point of order
raised by the Premier has some bearing and
some merit. However, when speaking about
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(r. Creighton the hon. member for Munding-
+a, naturally hzs in some way to refer to
Commissioner’s report. But I will ask
im to try to confine his remarks to the
sofion before the Ilouse.

My AIKENS: I see your point of view
T can even see the Premier’s. I am doing
16 best T ean with my limited ability to tie

46 whole thing together. I am trying to find
what was agitating Mr. Creighton, and he
old us that at the Bar of the House. Hoe
sld us that he was greatly eoncerned about
hose allegations and the effect they might
ve on the good name of the Government and
on the good name and reputation of land
i dministration in Queensland if the Homour-
ble ex-Secretary for Publie Lands did
gcelve any concessions or favours.

Mr SPEAKER: Order! I pointed out
Yot the Commissioner in his findings
nerated the Minister of any eriminal act
corrupt dealings in regard to the lease-
olds of the Crown.

. ATKENS: May I refer to an almost
ilar case, not in this chamber but in this
arliamenty I refer to the late Mr, Theodore
and the late Mr, McCormack, and tie them up
ith the present case of Mr, Creighton.

Mr, SPEAKER: Order!

 Mr. ATKENS: After the Mungana case
he then Hon. W. McCormack said in effect,
“We were merely the thieves, the Party were
he reccivers, They received a eut of any-
hing we got.’’

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr, GAIR: I rise to a point_of order.
he hon, member appears to be determined
) “depart from your ruling on the motion
efore Parliament, Earlier today I was
nformed that the hon. member was deter-
iined, through this debate to receive even
re publicity than he normally enjoys. I
ew befors Mr, Creighton came to the Bar
£ ~the House that the hon. member for
Mundingburra was to assist Mr. Creighfon
“the presentation of a fthroat lozenge.
laughter).

Mr., SPEAKER: Order!

Mr, GAIR: And I also learned that the
on, member for Mundingburra has stated

hat he will do everything possible to he
t out on this issue.

', Alkens: Bunkum.

Mr. GAIR: It is evident from the homn.
eniber’s conduct this aftermoon that he is
lapnning that way.

- Mr. SPEAKER: Order! T point out to
Premier and to all hon, members that the
. member for Mundingburra has certain
tivileges and rights in this Chamber., So
ong as the hon, member conforms to the
tanding Orders he has the opportunity to
peak hig full time.
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Mr, AIKENS: I am trying as hard as I
can, I think you realise it, Mr. Spesker,
(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 ean deal with that
matter on a later debate. I ask the hon,
member t6 confine his remarky to the meotion
before the House. ,

Mr. AIKENS: If 1 cannot do those
things I shall see if you will allow me fo
deal with the action of the Government om
this issue and the actions of the Govern-
ment on an almost similar issue to sece
whether they are acling fairly and deeently
towards Mr. Creighton. If was the same
Government and an almost identical Cabinet.
I think it must bhe realised by members
of the Government—otherwise they would
not have gome through the claborate farce
of allowing Mz, Oreighton to appear at the
Bar—that public fecling has been highly
incensed.

Mr, HILTON ¢ I rise to a point of order.
Is the hon. member in order in referring to
2 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 $o appear at the Bar of the
House. Now our decigion is deseribed by
the hon. member for Mundingburra as a
screzming farce.

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

Mr, ATKENS: Surely T am in order in
saying what the people of Queensland are
saying in regard to Mr, Creighton’s dis-
missal, which, in effeet, has already taken
place—all that remains are the formalities
The people are saying that the royal eommis-
sion. has found—and I shall not labour it—
that the ex-Seeretary for Public Lands and
Trrigation was guilty of corrupt practices
but that Creighton was inmoecent——

Mr. Burrows: Nothing of the kind.

Mr. ATEENS: Abgolutely innocent. The
Commissioner sald that he did not want fo
refer to the improprietry or otherwise of
Mr, Creighton’s remarks, but that he was
innocent of any eharge. And the ex-Minister
was guilty of one of the most nefarious
charges of whieh 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 remszin as s 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 gugegest Mr, Speaker would
be the best judge of that,

BMr. GAIR: The hon, member would not
be a judge of anything. There is now a
very definite resclution before the Houge. We
are not discussing the findings of the royal
commission,

Mr. SPEAKTER: I have already pointed
out to the hon. member for Mundingburra that
we are dealing with a motion moved by the
Secretary for Lands and Irrigation. T ask
bim to eonfine his remarks as clogely as
possible to that motion,

Mr, ATEKENS: Surely to goodness I was
doing that. I was pointing out the different
treatment msted out by this Government to
the man found guilty and the man found
ipnocent. Creighton was found not pguilty,
but what will happen to him¢ Xe has lost
hig life’s savings because of having to pay
eut of his own pocket for legal representa-
tion before the commission and he will now
jose his position, He is a man who dd a
signal serviee to this State, even if he did it
in an unorthodox manner. He was vesponsible
for the expogurc of corruption in high Govern-
ment places. He wag found not guilty of any
corrupt practices, but beecause of the exposure
of that corruption he has mow 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 falr deald

Mr, Gair: Yes.

Mr. AIKENS: I think I know more
abont the opinion of the man in the street
than the Premier. T know he will not think
that that is fair treafment. T am concerned
that the guilty skould go free and the inno-
cent should be punished,

I do not know how far you will allow me
t0 go on my mext point, Mr. Speaker, but I
intend fo montion s parallel case. We bad
before the Bar of the House a few minutes
ago u top-ranking Government officer who
will be dismisged for the solo rcason that he
entrusted his confidence to an A W.U. offieial
who betrayed that confidence. That is the
only sin of whiech he is guilty, Foolishly,
he wrote anonymous letters to My, Williams.
Those letters were made available by
Mr, Williams to Mr. Bukowski and
Mr. Bukowski published the context of those
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letters in ‘‘The Worker’? in an endeavour,
a8 I pointed out earlier, to put the sgerew an
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, T think that ' will
be their opinion. They will agres that
Mr. Creighton had no other recourse, no other
avenue, Whatever foolishness he wag guilty
of was more than vindicated and more than
Jjustified by the result of his action,

Mr. Glair: A Goodnsa cagg—-

My, ATKENS: T think he was “nuts” to
have trusted Bukowski and Williams, I
think anyonme who trusted Bukowski and
Williams with a serious eonfidence would be
“nuts,??

Let us examine what the Government did
in respect of snother high-ranking civil ser-
vant who was found guilty of very serions
practices by a judge of the Supreme Court.
I vefer to Mr. Maguire and the Bulimba
Eleetions Tribunal. A Supreme Court judge,
Mr, Justice Mansfield, found that ecorrupt
practices has been indulged in. I think
““fraud’’ was the word he used.

My, GAIR: 1 rise to a point of order.
I cannot see the relevance of this.

Opposition Members interjected.

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

My, SPEAKER: Order! That guestion
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. memher for
Mundingburra made his remarks. As a
matter of fact, the time of the hon. member
hag expired.

Mr. COBURN (Burdekin): I move—
‘“That the hom. member for Munding-

burra De given an extension of time to
complete his speech.??

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

A Government Bember: No.

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

Question—That the hon. member for Mun-
dingburra be granted an exfension of {ime
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5 complete his speech (Mr. Coburn’s
motion)—put; and the House divided—
' AYEs, 23.
. Alkeng Mr, Low |
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Resolved in the negative.

 Mr. MORRIS (Mt. Coot-tha) (4.23 p.m.):
Af‘t_;er the rather amusing occu)rrt(mce ap ]itt)]e
while ago, when the Government revealed
that they were so worried about what hon,

mbers might say in this debate that they
opposed the granting of an extemsion of

My, SPEAKER: Order!
o1, member that there is a speeific motion
before the House. Any hon. member can
tpeak, g0 long as he confines his rcmarks to
at motion.

I remind the

- Mr. MORRIS: One would think that the
‘Government would extend the usual courbesy
of -an extension of time to any hon. member
wanfed it. As has already been pointed
“by the Leader of the Opposition, this
18 2 unique occasion for many of us, at
leagt in this Chamber. Whilst we are ealled
mupon. frequently to make decisions on legis-
ative or admimistrative matters, this is the
st time in my experience—and I am sure
in {he experience of many other hon. members
—that the House has heen ecalled upon to
in a judicial capacity. It must be remem-
ed that our decisions on legislative and
minigtrative matters are mot irrevocable
hough they may have an important bearing
n:the future of the State. They may be
hanged simply by an amendment to an
t.. This matter is entirely differemt. We
JBow acting in a2 judicial capacity and

[2 Auavst.]

Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighion. 5%

the effects of our decision may be more
far-reaching than that of a Supreme Court
judge. An unsuecessful litigant in the
Supreme Court, has a right of appeal to the
High Court and, if he desires, to the Privy
Couneil. 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 setiing a precedent for the fgture.

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,
whiel reads—

““In all caseg 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 sages, of
the Commons House of the Imperial Par-
liament of Great Britain and Ireland for
the time being, which shall be followed
and cbserved so far as the same can apply
to the proceedings of the House.’’

The normal proecedure in the House of Com-
mons in a ecase like thig 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
charged by this Parliament!

Mr, BIORBIS: To suggest that he is not
being tried is simply ecquivecation. 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 ceompletely outside all normal wusages, as
the Treasurer will find if he refers to May’s
“‘Parlismentary Practice’’ and other text-
books,

It may be argued that because I have
guoted Standing Order 833 I am to & eertain
extent out of order, as a resolution was
carvied this morning to suspend Standing
Orders for the purposes of this debate. T
point out that though we sugpended Standing
Orders down to No. 332 we did not suspend
Standing Ovder No. 383. You, sir, are in
charge of thie processes of this House and I
gubmit respectfully that we are now breach-
ing the Standing Orders and parliamentary
procedure,

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

Mr. MORRIS: That again is quite an
inecorrect argumcnt, The motion hefore the
Chamber was the suspension of the Standing
Orders to permit us to bring him here,

Mr. Walsh: No, no.

My, MORRIS: Oh yes it was. Rule 333
suggests that unless there is anything speenﬁic
to the contrary the rules of procedure in
the House of Commons must apply. There

is not being
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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 guote from May where
this procedure is wrong,

Mr, MORRIS: T think that you should
investigate this, Mr, Speaker, because it is
extremely gerious. 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. T have no doubt that the quots-
tion will be given to him in due course if
he will exercise his patience,

I intend to speak mow of the cage as
presented to us by Mr. Creighton today. It
1s the duty of the Government to appoint
Judges of the Supreme Court, TFrom those
Judges we expect justice without fear, with-
out favour, and without any thought of
political background or helief, The findings
of the Commissioner furnish a magnificent

indieation of the independence of the
Judiciary.

Mr. Power: Appointed by a Labour
Government.

Mr. MORRIS: The Government by their
acts and statements indieate 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 s right. I repeat
that it is a magnifieent indication of the
independence of our Judieiary.

Mr. Power: 1 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 oxpect 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 deeision
of Caucus after listening to this debate amd
to the speech made by Mr, Creighton. Surely
they will not be bound by decisions made in
(aucus some days ago.

Mr. Power: You have not got the
evidence.

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

My, SPEAKER: Order!

Myr. Power: You nasty man! My
character is as honest and as decent ag the
hon., membear’s.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem-
bher may not reflect on the character of the
Attorngy-General. I ask him to withdraw
that remark,
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Mr. MORRIS: The only reflection is
drawn by the mind of the hon. gentleman,

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! The Attofney-
(eneral has taken exception to the hom, mem-
ber’s remark and I ask him to withdraw if.

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 conseience,

Let us lock at a few of the facts in regard
to this matter. I point out that the suspen-
gion was earried out at a time when the Goy-
ernment—and this is an important point—
were unaware of corrupt practices which sub-
sequently wore found by the Royal Commis-
sioner against the hon. member for Belyando,
The cause of the suspension could only relate
to matters which wore 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 te the eonditions
that applied to his suspemsion prior to the
findings of the royal eommission, Tn that way
we are acting wrongly. I point out our action
and the action of awny man, whether it be
Oreighton or you, Mr. Speaker, or I is judged
not so much on the action itself but by the
cireumstances which surround the action, I
shall give a simple illustration. Under cer-
tain cireumstances we could kill 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.
TUnder other cir¢umstances a man may be wot
guilty on the ground of self-defence. Liet us
take an extreme example. A ¢itizen may
guffer a severe penalty for killing s man, and
not many years ago during the war ws were
encouraged to kill. The circumstances that
surround the aet are much more important
than the aet itself. If we are to consider
this question of Creighton we must consider
all the eirenmstances which surround the
actions on which he is charged and on which
the Government wish to dismiss him., Mr,
Creighton was eonvinecd—and that has
become azbundantly elear 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 aection that the Government
demand he should have taken.

Mr. Power: Why couldn’t he?
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My, MORRIS: He believed it, and the
screctness of his belief wag proved by the
ading.

Ar. Power: There was no findings on
5 evidence he gave, and the hon. gentleman
ws that.

Mr. MORRIS: Mr. Speaker, you ruled a
pile ago that it was not competent for an
6o, member to discuss matters other than the
ispissal of Mr. Creighton. 1 ecould answer
;o Attorney-General simply, but only by
ping against your ruling. I suggest thai he
ot contributing fairly to the debate in
ing to take any hom, member away from
yuling that you, Mr. Speaker, have made,

Mr. Creighton believed there was corruption
‘the land administration of this State, and
4t his belief was well founded has been
oved apundantly by the findings of the royal
mmission. I shall use his words. He said,
#4] came to the conclusion that, unless I
uld stop what was going on, my posifion
“(Chairman of the board was one which no
ést man could oecupy.’’

,, Power: In hig findings the Commis-
¢ner dismissed all the charges and allega-

ons made by Creighton,
. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr, MORRIS: As thig man, occupying a
ry- high position in fthe Public Serviece of
1§ State, came to this conelusion and decided
af-he eould not as an honest man eontinue
cocecupy that position, what could he in
wt-do? He had to try to clear up those
rcumstances and try to remedy the corrup-
on which he believed was operative in his

Tf. any hon. member, even hon. members
posite, i8 prepared {o be fair, he will say
iat  Creighton took every available oppor-
ity to elean up the corruption without any
ublie seandal, He approached two former
men of the Land Administration Board,
esgra, Luey and McLean, and as a result of
8 approach to those persons he then went
- two Minigters of the Crown,

Mr. Power: On one subject only.

. MORRIS: Take this example: if I
olieve the Minister guilty of thieving in 10
stances and I bring forward one only, surely
At is sufficlent. I have not to make repre-
ions in respect of every imstance,

» Tower: But he had no evidence.

Mil‘._’.MORRIS: He approached the Mini-
¢rs in respect of one case,

Ay, Power: But he had no evidence on

MORRIS: He did. He approached
parg, Luey and MeLean and then the See-
ity Lor Labour and Industry and the See-
tary for Publie Works and Housing. The
Serotary for Labour and Industry read to
the “Jettor he sent to the Commissioner,
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Having heard the letter, I think it indieated
that he thought the matter was not an
important ome. Tor the benefit of hon. mem-
bers, I should like to read ancther 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—

#Office of the Minister for Publie
‘Works and Housing,
Treasury Building,
Brisbane, B.7.

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

The Cormmissioner,

Royal Commission—Crown Leaseholds,
Box 1443T, &.P.0., :
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 Liand
Administration Board, or the Honourable
the Premier, upon the subject of any deal-
ing or proposed or sugpested dealing with
any Crown Leaschold; also that I set out
in such statement any other evidence or
information I may have which might be of
agsistance to the commission. Relying on
my memory only, I wish 1o advise as
follows:—

In August or September, 1054, Mr. J. P.
Lucy, Land Court Judge, ’phoned me and
informed mec that Mr, Creighton desired to
have an interview with me on s certain
matter. I agreed fo the request and sub-
sequently Mr, Imey brought Mr, COreigh-
ton to my room in Parliament House, Mr,
CUreighton expressed concern regarding the
possibility of leases of the property known
as ‘Lundavra’ being extended and men-
tioned that Mr, Bergin had heen instructed
to make a rveport om thig property. I
intimated that I would not be favourably
disposed towards such a proposal,

Mr. Creighton later saw me in my office
in the Treagury Building, and furnished
me with details of the properfy mentioned
at this interview. Mr, OCreighton also
mentioned that Mr, K. B. Camerpn 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
Adminjstration Board, T gave due thought
to what had been said by Mx. 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 DPremier. At least three
Ministers at that sftage kvew that the
Tumours were circulating and knew of the
disturbance in the mind of Mr. Creighton
in relation to the administration of the
Land Laws of this eountry. The letter goes
on to say—

““‘Tn December, 1954, Mr. Wm. Gunn of
the TUnited GOrazierg’ Association infer-
viewed me on the question of the
“‘Tundavra’’ leases being extended. I
informed Mr, Gunn that I would be
strongly opposed to such o proposal and
intimatad that in my opinion the Govern-
went would mot agree fo 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
““Imndavra'’ leases. On all such oceasions
I expressed a strong opinion that no such
extension would be granted, When I read
Mr. Bergin’s report concerning the ‘¢ Bulla-
mon Plaing’! and ‘‘Tundavra’’ properties
it became apparent to me that such con-
econcession eould not be granted until the
last seven year periods of the lesses with-
out an enabling amendment to the Land
Acts.

¢“I have no other information which
would be zrelevant fo the purpose of
the Commission,”’

I have rsad the letter in full because I
realise, notwithstanding the passing of time
I eould have been charged with deleting
gome of it. It proves that there were three
Ministers of the Crown, one the Premier, and
another the Secretary for Public Works and
Housing eoncerned with the situation in
regard to the administration of this depart-
ment, Mz, Creighton tock action to prevent
o continuation of what he believed was
wrong within the administration of the
department—what he knew in his own mind,
althongh he had no proof since 1949, THe
had not been able to get it eleared up. I
ask hon. members to visnalise what must
have been the mental attitude of Mx,
Creighton at this stage. He had been
thwarted at every turm; he helieved that
there had been corrupt practices and yet,
as Chairman of the Board, he was unable
to clean them up. The main hurden of the
charge against My, Creighten is for having
turned to My, Williams, and in doing so he
was accused, amongst ofher things of
systematic deceit and treachery to Her
Majesty’'s Ministers. As the Leader of the
Opposition peinted out fully and elearly,
having found that it was impossible for him
to take steps (a) (B) (e) or (d) as laid
out in the charges, this man had no alterna-
tive but to go to somebody else, His job
was o select somebody o go to. I remind
hon. members of a comment by Mr,
Creighton today when he said that jn 1950
there had been a royal commission appeinted
by the Government to investigate pastoral
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leases and land matters generally in Queens-
land, and that the persomnel of thag
commission or eommitiee were Mr, A. Bell
of the Department of Agriculiure and Stock,
Mr, MeLean, representing the GCrasiers’
Association, Mr, Williams, representing the
AW, and Dhimself, representing the
Department of Puoblie Lands. I musg
reiterate that it was on the investigation
by this commission that the amending Bil
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. Ag Mr. Oreighton and Mr. Williams
were fellow-memhbers on that royal com-
misgion, who would be the most likely man
for Creighton teo turn to in his dilemmag
There was no more likely man fto 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 sysiematic deceif .

merely because he discussed his problems
confidentially with the person to whom he

wonld natnrally tum., In the statement made :

by Mhr., Creighton today—and I took par-
ticular notiee of it, because to me it was

extremely important—he said that when he -
information on to
‘Williams, he passed on nothing that could :

was passing  this

be designated as secret, We all know
perfectly well that within the department
there are matters designated secret whilst !
others are merely normal, Aceording io
Mr, Creighton’s evidenee—and it was not

denied—mnot one matter that was designated @
One can °

seeret did he pass on to Williams.
only assume, therefore, that the matters he :
passed on would be within the knowledge:
of guite 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 mot |
baged on lies. Had it not been for the
charges made by Creighton, the rottenness .
that way within the Department of Publie
Lands would never have been cleaned up
Tog suggest that Creighton’s statements
were lies 18 as fantistically stupid as the ©
Premier’s statement that he knew somebody
was going to pass a cough-drop.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

My, MORRIS: There is also the fact—
and the Seeretary for Labour and Industry
has referred to this—that at that stage the
AWU, was growing in strength, Thal
probably was another reason why Creighfon
believed that by reporting this matter to a
member of the AW.U, thers was more hope
of cleaning np the robienmess in the depart-
ment from within than by a2 publie seandal.

Mr. Burrows: He only wanted to clean
UP ong Corner.

Mr. MORRIS: I will clean you up in
2 minute.
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My, Vivian Rogers Cretghlon.

GPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon.
- tp withdraw that remark,

ORRIS: I withdraw it.
follp, remark.
- one considers the various matters to
& T have referred, ome can come only
ite. conclusion that Creighton took the
;rsé “that any homourable man of cou-
sice would take. Rather than condemn
o should commend him for his courage
honesty. What we want in this
and in Australia, are public servants
ho courage to do what they know is
- uven in the teeth of Tabour

nigtration.,

There are other aspeets of the matter.
all I do not think it desirable
‘ghould refer to the findings
oyal commission in relation to the
etary for Public Lands., I think all
ombers know what they were, but it is
ant to the question to say that T
Yhat the Premier for ome is totally
tto be one of the members of the House
¢ise judgment on Creighton.

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! That is a reflec-
o1, ‘the Premier.

Mr.. MORRIS: I am expressing an
nion.

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

It was a

he

Soar

. MORRIS: You place me in a_very
ult® position. I bave expressed an

: EER: It is a reflection on
remier and I am asking the hon.
an to withdraw it. He has made a
ite charge against the Premier, which
flestion on his integrity, and I ask him
withdraiw it.
r. MORRIS: Very well, T will with-
T feel that it is a grave situation
in yiew of the evidence that I intend
te, people are able to be In this
¢ér.and express by their vote an opinion
t & man of the moral ealibre of Mr.
hton, I shall mention those people and
oguently deal with the Cabinet as a
e First of all, let me give a few
nples of where I Dbelisve the Premier has
+ guilty of misleading the House. Af
610 of ‘‘Hansard,”’ on 10 August, 1955,
Foley was referring to Mr. Camercn and
lindavra’’ leases,

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

TORRIS: 1 expressed the opinion
migled the House.

_,.SPEAI{ER: The hon. gentleman
4 definite statement that the Premier
tilty of misleading the House.

SPEA.
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Mr, MORRIS: 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
give some quotations,

Hr. SPEAKER: Order!
Mr. MORRIS: I said, “Very well.”

My, SPEAKER: T asked the hon. gentle-
man to withdraw the statement. .

Mr. MORRIS: Well, I withdraw it. 1
will come back to this subjest later on.

On page $9 of ‘‘Hansard,’’ 10 August,
1855, Mr. Toley, referring to Cameron said—.

¢¢This man, about whom so much fuss
ié being made, has never applied to havo
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 remewal of the leases,
consequently the Departmental officers,
ete.”’

That was again referring to Mr. Cameronm,
In sach of those instances Mr. Foley said
that mot one of the lessees of ‘‘Lundavra’’
had applied for a remewal of a lease.

On 15 September the Premier said at page
349
“{The Minister has already told the House
that up to the present mo 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 Seeretary for
Public TLands that no application had been
received from the Camerons of ¢‘Lundavra.’’

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

“¢Digeussion 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 gome years ago and
still proceeding at ‘Bullamon Plaing’ and
‘Tundavra’, 1 pointed out to Cabinet
that when such leases expired the wusnal
practice of the Department is to eonsider
their suitability for subdivision and that
the question of whether a leascholder who,
as in the case of Mr. Uameron, was pre-
pared to spend very large sums of money on
jmproving Orown leases, should be con-
sidered for special treatment, was a matbter
for Cabinet direction.”’

8o the Cabinet minute goes on.

Let me

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 ths 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 matfer was raised
by me before Cabinet on a letter, not an
applieation from Mr. Cameron. That is
digtinet from an application in the preseribed
and orthodox form, He wrote me a lotter which
I took to Cabinet for conmsideration. I have
said that repeatedly and I say it again. What
T said to the House was in accordance with
facts.

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

Mr. MORRIS: I will accept the explana-
tton, 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 aceept the explanation?

Mr, MORRBIS: said that I
accepted it

This Cabinet minute continnes—

“‘T was instrueted by Oabinet to arrange
for a comprehensive report on the work
by Mr, Cameron, its cost, its value ete. and
ag to what concession in the way of new
leases for all or some of existing fenures
held by Mr. K. B. Cameron and his co-
partners, would be warranted.?’’

(Time, on motion of Mr. Low, extended).

My, MOBRIS: I thank hon, members

for the extension of time. I am foreced by
procedure to accept the denial, but the facts
gspeak for themselves. Y would remind the
House that the practice in nearly all British
Parliaments—obviously with the exception of
thig—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
resigng his seat, Mr. Herbert Morrison, one
of the leaders of the Labour Party in
BEngland, in his book—

Mr. GAIR: T rise to a point of order. I
do not think that there is any ambiguity
about what the hon, member is saying. T am
compelled to rige and complain. Is the hon.
member saying what I understoed him +teo
say—that 1 deliberately misled this House?

Mr, Nicklin: Nothing of the gort.

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

I have

[ASSEMBLY.]
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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. T understood him to say if it did happen
o Prime Minister or a Minister resigned.

Mr., MORRI

Mr, SPEAK]
momber that i
of the Chair 1
pnforee that at
gider his deeisi
obey the Chai

Mr, MORRI}
33 the position.
1 have said is
withdraw it.

Mr, SPEAK
{mputed impror
of the Cabinet

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

Mr. SPEAKXKER: Order! With hon,
members interjeeting it fis hard 4o hear
what is said. If hon. members remain silent
and let the hon. member make his statement
it eould be heard correetly, If the hon, mem-
ber made that inference I ask him to with-

draw it. 1 asle him to w
Mr. MORRIS: I shall continue my Mr. MORRI
guotation. ’ findings were a

of Cabinet.

Mr. SPEAK}
to withdraw his

Mr, MORRIS

AMr., SPEAEKER: Order!

member make that inference$

Mr, MORRBIS: All sorts of words are
imputed to me. I eannot withdraw what they
say I said.

Mr., SPEAKER: Did you say it?

Nr. MORRIS : Earlier I did and I with-
drew it on your inmstruetion—much against

Did the hon,

NAM]

Mr, SPEAK]
put te nams
Coot-tha for d

my grain. the Chair,
Mr. SPEAKER: Order! .
My, BURBOWS: I rise t int of SUSFER
T : rige to a point o ) .
order., I am not satisfied with that. Mr, SPEAKE

member for M
{the autlity o
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tions about the 1
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nember refuses
ihe Chair,

Mr, GAIR:

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!
with that point of order.

Mr. MIORRIS: I wish to read this guota-
tion from the book entitled ‘¢ Government of
Parliament’’ by Herbert Morrison published
in April, 1854, in which he said—

¢‘The proper aunswer 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 puble servant,

Under the present -eircumstances that
applies particularly to this Parliament, I
have no doubt that what I am going fo say
will raige the ire of some hon. members. I
refer to the majority of members of Cabinet,
not all, I admit, but the majority. At the with whiel .
very least they could be echarged with criminal AR I a
negligenee in regard to the now proved mal- of I (‘,Irir- mtotw;
practices that occurred in the Department gerions] ,Hﬁ 8
of Dublic Lands. 'That is at the least. I P
could go further and gay that they could be T
dealt with. - Wamber for

L osnpeal o th

Mr, SPEAKER: Order! The hon. mem- i on, T
ber has made an imputation against certain i dor and
members of the Cabinet—that they could srvied o
be charged with eriminal negligence. @ prog brudsg,

I ask the hon, member for Mt. Coot-tha to 'W’E]“J;il"" the rer
withdraw that remark. It is a reflection on i:-?d: m’“ House
some memhers of Cabinet, He is imputing i ”Tw'”- I ap)
improper motives to some members of Cabinet. A956—p

I have dealt




hi012.

yoint out to
10H, member
I asked him .
he withdrew
t did happen
‘egigned.

ﬁORRIS: I refuse to withdraw.

SPEAKER: Order! I warn the hon,
that if he disregards the authority
Chair I shall have to take steps to
that authority. I ask him to recon-
iy decision, withdvaw his remark, and
hon, mem- ! ;
¢ Parliament :
RRIS: It is my belief that that
psition. It is my belief that what
aid is true, and I do not intend to
it.
PEAKER: The hon. member has
d improper motives to certain members
‘Oabinet, and has reflected on them,
him to withdraw his remark,

With hon.

rd ‘to hear
emain silent :
is statement
¢ hon, mem-
im to with-

MORRIS: The royal commission’s
5wvere a refleetion on a certain memher

1net,

itinue my

 the hon. .SPEAKER: I ask the hon. member
fhidraw his remarks.
f"%ﬂ%ﬁ t%‘;j, MORRIS: I refuse.
. ~ WAMING OF MEMBER,
it?
o SPEAKER: T have no alternative
1d I with~ to mame the hon. member for M.
ch against tha  for disregarding the authority of
liair.
SUSPENSTON OF MEMBER,
point of
. SPEAKER: I have named the hon.
ber: for Mt Coot-tha for disregarding
ive dealt hority of the Chair.

) V. C. GATR (South Brisbanse—
s guota- i (6.12 p.am.): This debate is a

rament; of ‘fleld for some exhibitionists and
published bon. members take advantage of it,
“nister is ICKLIN: I rise to a point of order.
s head it emier is imputing an improper motive
ble Mini- n. member for Mt. Coot-tha, and I

SPEAKER: Order! I ask the hon.
i1 not to make any improper sugges-
out the hon, member for M¢. Coot-tha.
eported to the House that the hon,
jer ~refuses. to obey the authority of
ir.

ces that
ment. T
g % Y
aber, I

Cabinet, -

At the + GAIR: That is the only matter
eriminal hich T am concerned at the moment,
ved mal- “motives imputed against members
sartment net sghould be regarded more
leagt, T ‘than the improper motives which

could be gested I have imputed againgt the

: mber for Mt, Coot-tha,

ppeal to the hom. member to reconsider
ision, If he is in eonsonamee with
ider and iz desivions of having this
carried out in proper fashion and on
asis, he will obey the Chair ard

1. mem-
. certain
¥ could

#-tha to W the remark he made. If he does
stion on the ‘House will be compelled to dcal
nputing T appeal to the hon, member for

Jabinet. 986--p
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Mt. Coot-tha as Deputy Leader of the Opposi-
tion to be comscious of his responsibility
and to maintain some decorum during this
very important debate.

Mr. MORRIS: I have said what I belisve
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—
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Resolved in the 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 2 member of the Government—
I think it was the Secretary for Health and
Home Affairs—called out ‘“Cood riddanee!??

Mr. MOORE: The Leader of the Opposi-
tion is evidently loging his sence of decency
ag well as his sense of hearing. I emphatie-
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 gatd, ‘“Glood riddance,”’ but it was the
hon, member for Sandgate.

My, Gair: What if he did say it?

Mr. SPEAKER: Order! On Tuesday
last referéence was made {o the eonduet of
Parliament, when mueh was said about the
dignity and decorum of the House. The
Premisr paid that it devolved upon every
hon. member to asgsist Mr. Spesker in main-
taining dignity and decorum, amd it is up




to every hon. member to do that, It is not
right for any hon. member to direct unseemly
remarks at another hon. member.

Mr., MOORE: Will the ILeader of the
Opposition withdraw hkis accusation against
me$

My, NICKLIN: I had the decency to
apologise.

MR. VIVIAN ROGERS CREIGHTON.
MOTION ¥OR REMOVAL FROM OFFICE—
RESUMPTION OF DEBATE.

Hon. W. POWER (Baroona—Attorney-
General) (5.23 pm.): 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 hag attained
suech a high rank as Chairman of the Land
Administration  Board. However, Mr.
Creighton has placed himgelf in this position
ag the result of his own treachery, and his
action in mot approaching the head of the
State or using the other avenues available
to him.

Mr, Creighton c¢laims 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 incorreet 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 doefor,
he buries hiz misbakes, Creighton said that
whatever he did, however dishonourable or
disloyal, his whole course of econduet was justi-
fied. How ecould anybody justify going to
an outside person or organisation and making
entirely untrue allegations? As I develop
my speeeh I will show that the Commissioner
dismissed all of the charges made by Mr,
Oreighton against Mr, Foley and the
administration of the department.
An analysis of Creighton's conduet 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 Tand Administration Board. e had
tiiosc matters within his knowledge and held
them against the day when he might turn
them fo his own use. In this Chamber Mr.
Foley replied to allegations made in the
Press based on informatiom supplied by
Creighton. Creighton sat here and gave him
replies to the sllegations based on informa-
tion that he himself had supplied. TFurther-
mors, he helped Mr. Foley’s legal advisers
nrepare & defenee to the information supplied
by him to an unauthorised person and which
was found by the Commissioner to beincorrect
and unfounded. Could anyone justify the
despicable tactics of a man of that calibre?
A royal commission was appointed in 1851
and he was one of the commissioners, While
“ the termg of reference may not have covered
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the matters raised later by him, he was in 4 Tiiesion o |
very strong position to raise those matter,
then but he made no attempt to do so; ke
remained silent. Today he spoke at the Bay'
of this House. He was not brought heyy
but the Government gave him the opportuni

to gpeak. He sald that he could not hay
given the information to His Hxeellency th
Governor and he reflected upon His Excelleny
by saying that no action would have begy
talken, that the malter would have hee
referred back to the Executive Couneil. T}
iz 2 gross reflection on Her Majesty’s repr
sentative, who must see at all times th whing Qrder
right is dome. It is true that the Goverg fhig  gp 417
is guided by the recommendations of thep Creighton 1ine
Bxecutive Council but he is not bound §
aceept them. Sir John Lavarack is a mg
of outstanding character and a great soldie
To suggest that he would ignore represent
tions from a man holding such 2 high offig
as Creighton, is to reflect on his integrit

Creighton remained silent +ilI the iim
when it appeared to him that he had a gop
oppportunity of ousting the Government an
under cover of secrcey, he opened higs attag
employing all the familiar methods of
man who acts in the dark—allegations base
on anonymous telephone calls, fabrication
facts, claracter assassination, and seizing i . ! Tefer now 4
ineidents, however slightly the evidens Frand B3yl
to draw an adverse conclusion  fio .l-*“l'”“:" Uoy
them and to place upon them g 9 1920ty

I il oy
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wrong  eonstrnetion, That has : .’l',]]lj']": C0AYCY gomg
Creighton’s attitude right through th arky Bhai egulq
matter. This occurred simce Mr, Creig DIORL gy gy

was appointed Chairman of the Land Ad

parts or gy Stat
igtration Board. It is interesting to

m .
that the Lend Administration Bosrd negf "0 “Uon of ¢
met and that Creighton was the man » lf: “"—’“}l‘“ir:‘:d st
decided all of these matters. All this tin ‘1"""”")" For sorvant
he acted as confidential adviser to fhF ¢ Vorld, 1y g
Minister, never giving him a hint, ‘howe W reeognisg ip Dre
of what he was doing, never giving anyb Amother oy e, of

5 hint that he, the Chairman of the Lamik L the Bugrq wag oy
Administration Board, was betraying and o fmh‘l‘nucd‘ﬂm
trust and conveying information to an v direetio, Way pive
side person. He allowed his Minfsgl  for iy (‘ieatrlist'L
to come into the Chamber with his rep ¢ Kiown pg Hn-"“lm
to the allegations that appeared in ‘¢ When hy Wlm—lllm m
Worker’? and all such replies were prep extension 0;‘ ‘] :}Sked
by Mr, OCreighton. No reasonable . i Liensas

tlelayo
could  justify that  attitude.  Any b, jor P abtho
who can has a very oasy conso,ie!‘ : z“jﬂ}’ﬁh\‘* P oserviep
I certainly cannot. Matters  arl shonld di W charge
out of newspaper reports were SR remen ey
cussed with the Minister. e assisted gl oo dl]ring the
advised him, Queries were raised in MR TUEMow QigTy0
House and he remained silent, There J did oy Ay fhat
goveral debates in the House but there: WO My sy
no word from him on the issmes ral : 5o i
Tieming was attacked and he did motk Wt hhn

The statement by the Opposition Meut gp t

Creighton was responsible for th_e appe 50 1o (g 1’“ 1t s
ment of the royal commission is eni "‘3’"(’f;‘iph)(“t in view
SR on Y

untrue and without any foundation.
s member of the Quecnsland Cabine
matter was discussed there. The Freé
gave agsurances in the House that if .
evidence were given we would appoint a

) vig 101y
Amiss o5 0p fomlld .

e, B. Taylor:
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investigate the facts. Cabinet Mr. POWER: That interjection only goes

. \ iid ¢ Fleming has been mamed as to show that hon, members opposite have not
;i];ém‘)ch];zewiisag;r \ qaﬁd;we will base a royal commission  read the report. His eonclusion reads—
mpt to do so; : Hogations made by Senator Tan Wood “‘It will be notieed that I have made
) ; .

s spoke at the B ational Parliament of Australia.’’ scant mention during the course of this

. was asked te go before the royal report to Vour Excellency of the artieles
iﬁihzlggggfmﬁlg to give evidence Benator Wood which appeared in ‘The Worker,” the
he conld not have nd the fact of his being o member material supplied by Mr. Williams to
o oould mot sment; he was not prepared to come Mr. Bukowski as a basis for these articles,
pon His Exeeﬂen nd gohstantiate his statement. The and the eorrespondence whereby Mr.
would have be tnigsion +was not the result of any Creighton supplied most of that informa-
would heve Do v gtatement by Mr. Creighton, tion to Mz, Williams.’?

i “ o . Lot us deal with the faets, and the evidence
e g he oo Lt sk 5 w1 st ’

) “Orders bu W 4 .
%ﬁaflihgméisvefie g ot the royal commission that ‘‘The first and second almast wholly
- .

e 0f - . depend on the third, and the third con-
: n i d no evidenece . T Py :
iendations of thy .1_1;:91@ agalzglleﬁeﬁyhzusp{lleiou?. He sisted of accusations and insinuations, and
is mot bound tg ience and in some cases he based not of evidence. As I earlier said, I am
avarack is a m -teeyents on alleged anonymous telephono not concerned with Creighton’s conduet,

1d a great soldi etee ) . . ) uu;less_ it wag corrupt eonduet, and however
ignore represen L .16511 V:trl{); n};mgviz?zn;?agfmi;ysatezgltig misguided, however extravagant or how-
such & high offi du loity and  disloyalty. =~ If this ever wrong his eorrespondence and conduch
on his integri oglrduct is to be permitted to may have heen, I cannot persuade mysell
§ , 0 mitted t bli that it amounted to ecorrupt econduct in
nt should be permitted to every public respect to any dealings with Crown lease-
it bt .ad a good 0. matter Wha,ft ghOVG]I‘?]JI{jl]elﬂt SEl-l‘e in holds.??
+ Governmert and If the head of the Public Serviee s )
spened his atta public servant cannot be loyal to the Let me be fair. There is no suggestion that

Creighton was guilty of corrupt conduet in
regard to Crown leases. Nobody has made

: ‘ that charge but there iy the charge, that his
erinow to the transfer of the late conduct has not heen in accordance with the

- methods of % nt in power he has no right to hold

tls, fabrication
n, and scizing

! alier. and Jack Copley by the anti- ethies of a high Crown employse. The Com-
y the eviden overnment that eontrolled the State missioner said that Creighton’s conduct did
ﬂon‘ﬂ“ml}l ‘ 1932, That Government felt that they 1ot amount o corrupt conduet in respeet of
111:5}_:;011 them onyey some information to the Labony any dealings with Crown lcaseholds, but he
td‘ through £ hat could affect them as a Govern- did, clearly by 1111P11@a'3‘1?11; condemn his con-
A G%-ei i hey transferred them to remote Juet in these words, ‘‘However misguided,
the Ls.md Agm_l he State as protective action, however extravagant or however wrong his
. conduet may have beew.’’ There iy the alle-
ieresting 'to il ction of Creighton is opposed to all gation that Mr, Foley got some benefit and
1onﬂi80a1d ng ognised standards of loyalty and I want it to go on record that the Commis-
as A?l Jﬁlﬁfll W r gervants of the Crown throughout siomer found that Mr. Foley got no material
5, A iy ti his own department he refused  OF monetary benefit from his actions. None
advgser to G actice th . of his actions was criminal. Mr. Foley was
a hint, howey 156 in practice the appointment of not guilty of graft, there was no evidence
: giving anybo ember of the Board. No meeting ¢ '5;” , “Gloar condemnation, by implicati
C i . - , by implication,
an_of the La rd avas ever cailed by.t}us Chairman  of the methods of Creighton, Nowhere is his
i Detraying ssimed the role of a dietator. When 1ack of decent comduct better exemplified
:;tioz; *a 1xem 0 on was given to appoint more rangers than in his allegation of the payment of
1 1 Minis '

) _ hie destruction of the noxious plamt £100 to the Minister on or before 17 Sep-
with uis Tep] Harrist martini he eircumvented it, tember, 10564, referred to on page 125 of the
yeared in ‘‘TI was asked to give his opinion on $he Teport. Aeccording to COreighton, this allega-

38 Wwere prepa n 0f Jenses to Cameron he deliberately tion had its genesis in an amonymous tele-
reasonable 1 “at the same time h eful phone ¢all, which he said was received a few
tode.  Any . © was careiul - §.oq phofore 17 September, 1954,

asy  conseien service and Iip obedience to the i o ) . .
Tattors  amé ter in charge of the department. It Mr. Burrows: He used to ring himself.
rts were ¢ remembered that the Royal Com- Mr. POWER: He may have done that,
He assisted ? durlng the hearing said that what He said he recsived this anonymous phone
v raised in . did ‘was wrong. The Government ocall. If he cver did, what aetion did he take
nt.

ay that what Oreighton did was to report it to the Premier, to Cebinet, to
The first man to find this man 119 lixcellency the Govermor or any ome
omething wrong was the Royal ¢lge? He remained silent. Personsally I give

he did mothl omer. I am not going to quarrel IO credence to allegations made anony-
Jpposition & somment on the findings of the Royal mously.

or the appo er, It iz not within my province The report PI'OGEEde . '
fdon ig entir _Put.in view of the defence put up ‘The aceount which Ml". Williams said
ndation, ghton T point out that the Royal Mr. Creighton gave to him purports, in
d Cabinet; uer found him guilty of wrong. effeet, to be that of an eye witness and not

based upon any anonymous telephone eall,

. Taylor: What page? It is difficult to imagine any reasonable
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explanation for the disparity between what
Mz, Creighton says he told Mr, Williams
and what My, Williams says he was told.
It would seem from the evidence of

My, Bukowski that, when Mr. Williams
and other officials of the Australian
‘Workers’ TUnion saw the Premier,

Mr. Williamg gave substantially the same
agcount of the allegation as he gave before
me.””?

The Commissioner went on-—

‘I see no reason why Mr, Williams
should invent the account whiech he said
Mr. Creighton gave him and the disparity
between the two aecounts is so great that
it could hardly be attributed to mistake on
Mr. Williams’s part.

“‘The transeript of the notes taken at
the deputation does not seem to bear out
the aceount of the proeeedings which
Mr. Williams said Mr. COreighton gave
him,??

In that instance again the judge did not
believe the statemerts made by COreighton.
It would seem, from the remarks of the
judge that Oreighfon 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 eonduct from a man cccupying
hig position, one who mow endeavours to
paint himself as a man of honour? Would
any Government accept such conduet from a
man in that position? Apparently therc is
nothing too low for him t{o stoop $o. No-
whers are his methods of character agsassina-
tion better exemplified than in hisz allegation
of o gift of a traetor to the Minister ox
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
eredit the mewspaper 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 echaritable person would
immediately have seen in it a reference to
the Ministcr. The report proeeeds, ‘¢What
justification there could be for cither M.
Oreighton or Mr. Williams repeating it I
entively fail to see.’’

His eonduct in respect of Paradise Island
is along the same lines. When the subject
of Paradise Island was firgt raised, T rang
the Australian Workers’ Uniom and sald,
¢¢Where did you pget this rubbish about
Paradise Island, Paradise Island is freehold
property and does not belong to the Urown
at all.’’ Paradise Island wag mentioned by
Creighton in a lstter to Williams., I meation
this to show that Creighton is a man who
eannot 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:—

t¢What does the Minister for Tands
know about Paradise Island, on the Nerang
River just outside of Southport?’’

[ASSEMBLY].

-show how wrong Creighton was, what

Mr. Vivian BRogers Creighton,

*‘Does the Minister know if there g
any seeret negotiations in progress rely
ing to the lease or purchase of the landsgn.

Those questions were based on informatig
given by Creighton to Williams. I ghall giy
the facts in regard to Paradise Island
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Let me go further and refer to the allega_itfi’::- }':ﬂ;(;;‘l"

tion of the gift of a racehorse to Thomay o
Andrew Yoley. It was alleged that a rase R NE
horse wag given to Mr, Yoley, but let me reag: i -'fllck’
what the Commissioner found in conmnecti sid i
with that allegation. I do not propose SIS,
read the whole of it. I simply give th sler eo
information to show what deliberate lies we e do-
told and what evidence was manufactured in :“‘: E}\l“l!”
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deliberate liar he was and the insinuatioy
he was prepared to make. It beeams fyg
hold land by deed of grant No. 38195 tp
man mamed Johm Atchells on 20 Januay
1879. 'This property has been frechold sin
1879 gnd wes not under the control of
Crown. On 21 November, 1955, as the_ Teqy
of information supplied by Mr. Creights
and manufactured by him and sent to M
Williamg there was the inferenee that
Premier knew something about it and th
there was a seceret lease granted. The Ian
was transterred in 1833 to a man by f{
name of Boren and to a man called Parso
in 1049 and to Young and Yowe in 1953 ay
to Chevron Q’ld. Lid. in 1855. As I sal
thig had not been leasehold land sinee 187
veot the infersnce goes out. In his findin
the Commissioner said—

or even suggestion, that there was on tl
part of Mr. Creighton or Mr. Korman—
the evidenee of the only two persons eo
corned in the negotiations—or of any oth
person whatever any eorrupt conduet

respect of any dealing or proposed dealin
with Paradise Island or the land added

it by aceretion.”’

There is another piece of evidence of {
attitnde of Mr. Creighton in an endeavour
gmear My, Foley and the Government.

Creighton to
Lounghnan had arranged for the Minister &
Mz, Taylor to visit Dutton River as his guss
and.he would pay their air fares. By fl
way, I got an apology from ‘‘The Coue
Mail’? of their reference to me in this ingu
but I have not yet got my eosts, The mnth
is still under consideration. The Commission
said—

There
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“¢There is no reason that I can see w
they should not have been Mr., Loughnas
guests at Dutton River or anywhere el
Mz, Creighton said that the Minister {0
him of the arrangement and the Minist
denied that there was amy suek arrang
ment and that he told Mr. Creighton ib
there was, JIf he did tell Mr. Creighton
ean hardly think he would tell him th
Mr. Loughnan was paying the fares. Ho
vver, as therc is no suggestion of corTd

hlown . oy
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sioner said—
hore is no evidence whatsoever that
ister or any other person received o
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otion with which I am concerned or,
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have the statement by hon. members
‘Opposition of a ecomplaint {o two
of the Orown with regard to Lun-
that eertain improper things were
ce. The defenee of Creighton put up
Opposition seemed to be based on the
hat he made a complaint to the Sescre-
andg and the Secretary for Labour
try with regard to Lundavra., He
allegations at all with regard to
g improper in connection with the
yn_of the lease. There was no evidenes
thing eorrupt in comneetion with that,
uggestion of the Opposition is that
t of his exposure in connection with
% the Commission made findings
rupt - conduct, Let me read the findings
mmissioner in regard to Lundavra.

t the slightest evidenc
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5-T said at the outset I do not Ppro-
to, set out the evidence in detail. I
dto it and have since read it and by
left unconvinced that there was
arrupt conduct in connection with the
davra or Bullamon Plains leasehold.

I have no doubt that Mr. Cameron, who

e as a man of forceful personality
vitbout inhibitions in advoeating his
Ahrough frequent visits to the Mini-
onyerted the latter to his own views
lat cause, but it is a far ery from
o1 to corruption, On all the
te I am not satisfied that there was
rupt conduct on the part of any
0. respect of any dealing or pro-
dealing with the leaseholds com-
g Lundavra.”’

“Royal Commissioner discounted an
made by Mr. Creighton about
ons of the then Minister,

§-not one serap of evidence that
g - brought forward by Creighton was
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the evidence shows clearly that
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every matter that he brought forward. I
would mnot be advocating the dismissal of
any man if T thought he was being treated
nufairly, I have always tried to give every-
boedy 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 hig findings on the allegation concerning
Paradise Island, Mr. Justice Towaley said—

““Hxhibit 69, written by him (Creighton}
to Mr, Williams on & Noyember, 1955, after
a reference to ‘a bit of dirty work dome
over Leunon’s Hotel at Broadbeach,’ con-
tinnes—*and at the same tims ask the
Government what it knows about Paradise
Tsland in the Nerang River at Southport,” ??

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

“‘Tha letter coneludes with the postscript
—f¢P.8.: You ean 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
Mz, Williams whilst there. The evidence
of both Messrs, Williamg and Creighton
is that they met in Townsville and the
information which was sent to Mr.
Bukowski in Exhibit 46 can oaly have
been based upon material supplied by Mr.
Creighton to Mr. Willlamg upon that
oceasion . . .

“‘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 Tands Department but did mnot
remember when he gave that information
other than by the brief reference in
Exhibit 69.°7

As Attorney-General, I know something
about Paradise Island. At ome 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 deeided by
wy department. -

My departmental legal advisers said that
where land is lost by crosion 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
Tsland referred to my department, Creigh-
ton’s allegation shows the depths to which
he was prepared to stoop inm 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—

¢‘Nog-one can or would believe them.
There must be a purge if Labour is to
Tive here. Cair, Walsh, Power, Moore and
others have had it and ean only lead their
Party into the Mulga.’’

He made an attack on members of the
Cabinet and said that they would have fo 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 eolleagues
were returned with me, Creighton failed in
his attempt to defeat the Government despite
his resort to dishonourable practices.

The eommissioner eontinues—

“The information must, in my opinion,
have been given as I have stated above, for
I cannot eonceive, nor is it econtended, that
Mr., Williamg 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 eonduet is misbehaviour, If
Creighton is allowed to go on with that type
of conduet the same rule sghould apply to
every publie 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
digmissal is inesecapable.

Tor the publie service to function there
must be co-operation between its members on
the one hand and with the Goverament for the
time being on the other. The link between
the executive and the public service is the
departmental head, the position which Mr,
Oreighton oceupied 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
whieh he would be head if restored? What
would Mr. Creighton’s own reaction™ he if
one of the members of his staff employed
against him the factics he has employed
against the Government? The man would be
ruthlessly dismissed.

Creighton’s whole course of conduet is
quite unconseionable. The invention of faets,
the invention of baseless inferences, and
general course of conduet involving charactor
assassingtion are such as no man of con-
geience would resort to. There is nothing
so low that Creighton would not stoop to it.
If every pubdlic servant behaved in the same
way no Government could earry on.

On his own admissions, Creighton has no
defence, His conduet has been exposed to
the light of day and it will not bear examina-
tion when measured against the standards of
honesty, loyalty, and deeency. Only oue
courge is indieated for such a man and that
is digmissal from the serviee.

Mr. BJELEKE-PETERSEN (Barambah)
(7.15 pam.) : There are many issues connected
with the motion that eall 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

¢

My, Vivit
the motion because it is not in keeping iy
the findings of the royal commission

Land Leases, where Mr, Creighton was ex,
erated by the Commissioner and the Minig
proved guilty, Tt seems Inecomprehengiy
that on the one hand the Government g
demn the innocent man whose accusations sy
suspicions proved trug in many instane
while on the other hand they do mnothiy
about the guilty party. Ministers b,
referred at length to the deceitful and ungy
hand methods adopted by Mzr. Creighton,

Mr, Gair: That depends on your oy
standard.

Mr, BIELKE.-PETERSEN: That is qu
true. Many of these suspicions mentioned b
Mz, Creighton

Mr. Power: And disproved by the cg
mission.

Mr. BIJELEE-PETERSEN: Were
by the commigsion.

Mr. Power: Disproved by the cop
mission, ‘

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: Some cas
were disproved by the commission simy
because there was not sufficient evidence’
which to base a finding. There is no dogf
that Mr, Creighton brought to the ILigh
day many things that the Commissi
eventually found. There is also no dou}
that the Government practise deceitful
underhand methods in their own busines
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Mr. Moore: Give us an instance.

Mr. BJELEKE-PETERSEN: Take
Attorney-General. When he was spe
I could not help but think that there may
different degrees of deceit. ‘

Mr. Power: You know the lot of tI_i

Mr. BIELKE-PETERSEN s I will no
anything in relatiom {o the hon. gentlem:

Mr. SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: The :h
gentleman spoke about deceit. e spoké
the penalty people should pay irrespet
of who or where they ave. I conld mot h
but +think that the Minister himself
some of his officers continually prae
deceit, :

Mr. POWER: I rise to a point of
That is offensive to me and I want it
drawn,

Mr. SPEAEKER: The hon. memb .
imputing improper motives to the Mi iflz"* BIFLKE-PL!
aud I ask hum to withdraw the statem AU ahy i:“c.ul‘{l, I 3}]1
TAVE L TWOr

Mr, BJELEE-PETERSEN: I withds that not
it. I said there might be different d
of deeeif. His officers go into business ¢ May I

pretending that they are normal, eve:
cifizens of the community, They mak
chages from these unsuspecting bu
houses to find out whether they are seclli
prices approved by the Minister, The
applies in other places, for instance,
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tars. Many times people go to a
or and tcll him something confiden-
anid “expect him to keep the matters
ntial, but we find that Ministers of
oV mment use that information when
em in this House,

wer: You have never referred
‘4o me of a confidential nature that
ve vot treated as confidential, When you
application to get a chap out of gaol for
fa ng with a girl under the age of 12
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SPEAKER: Order!

JELKE-PETERSEN: The Minister
magipicg something. I merely asked
inister to investigate the ecase at
ritten vequest of the person eon-
T ean recall the ocecasions if
gmbers wish to have the instanees
t before the House where econ-
matters have been revealed. Take
e of Mr., EBwan, who was membher for
The then Sceretary for Public Lands
rigation revealed all sorts of things
uld have been treated eonfidentially
Hon. members opposite
noa man for revealing something of
fdential nature, yet they themselves are
condemnation, Hon, memhers oppo-
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Hiim- here today

Burrows; He was not brought; he
here, _

BIELKE-PETERSEN: He came of
ceord, I am pleased he did. I feel
lie gave a worthy account of his actions
wed that not he, but the Government
ndemned by their action.
Walsh' May I ask this question: did
:representations on  behalf of
respect of ‘‘Lundavra’’?

BIELKE-PETERSEN: No. T could
_considerable length and deal with
these questions, but T know that hon.
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members will be getting weary. I say that
the consequences of the Government’s actiong
will be far-reaching throughout the Public
Serviee. 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 Oppom
tion reminds me the Government should resign
and go to the people on this issue, The
pubhe generally feel much stronger on this
matter than the Government Would lead one
to believe. Knowing the treatment metad out
to Mr. Creighton, what publie servant would
be prepared fo take the risk of dismissal
by revealing corrupt practice? This action
amounts to the sacking of o 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 approachsd two
Ministers on one issue only, which subse-
questly he was umable to prove.

Mr. Power: The evidence disclosed that.

Mr. BIELEE-PETERSEN: Yes, hut 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 W.,U. approached the Premier and
brought to his notice a number of these
matters,

Mr, Gair: Why was I not told that
Ureighton was their informant?

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

Mr. Gajr: What letter? I sald there
was no appleation,

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

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

Mr. BIELEE-PETERSEN: We were led
to believe by thc Premier that he had not
received anything. It was a request.

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

Mr. BJELHKE-PETERSEN: And T would
have a lot of trouble in believing a lot of
the things we might bs told by the Premier.

the hon.

Mr. Gair: The hon. member would only
helieve what sults him.

Mr, BJELEE-PETERSEN: Although his
actions were unorthodox, ths ultimate result,
the findings of the royal commission, justify
bis 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-
gentations, 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
Mzr. Creighton before he had been proved
guilty.

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

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

Mr, BJELKE-PETERSEN: The Treag-
urer should apologise to Mr. Croighton. Mr.
Creighton has done this State a serviee 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 sec 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
Mz, Creighton bub proved Mr. Foley guilty.
No responsible Government should be asso-
ciated with such aetioms. The faef 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 beeause 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 charvacter and integrity and could
be relied upon to uphald the policy of the
Government,

I have already given an analogy sc far as
Government officials are coneerned. The aetion
taken by the Government was mnot honest
because the commission brought to light
certain things, We can only conclude that
the @Government’s aetion in upholding the
Treasuver in  the earlier suspension of
Oreighton is seeking to save faco, If is a
matter of frying to make Mr. Oreighten the
scapegoat as it were, to detract from the
actual findings of the commission. Their
actions will go down in history as an
episode rovealing their comdonation of mal-
administration and malpraetices, something
of which they should be ashamed. The man
whom you would think should not he
punished is being punished whereas the other
man is going free,

[ASSEMBLY.]

My, Vivian Ragers Creighion,

You, Mr. Speaker, gave a ruling in cqy
neetion  with  Mr. Hickey. As ¢
the assisting counsel to the commission, My
Dan Casey, I say that the ordinary persy
and I myself, for instance, could be fo
given for believing that he was th
proseeuting counsel. ‘

Mr. Walsh: That is unfair.

Mr. BJELKE-PETERSEN: I will stay
by that statement,

Mr. Walsh: You are biaged and pre
judiced.

Mr. BIELKE-PETERSEN: I say that th

agsisting counsel was biased. :

Mr. Walsh: You would like to ha
M}', Casey to defend you if you were eha,rg:
with a criminal offence.

Mr. Moore: Give us an instance of hj
unfairness.

Mr., BJELKE-PETERSEN: I know thg
every fair-minded person will admit thy
It is an undeniable faet,

Mr. Walsh; Do you know that Mr. Dar
Casey has a retainmer from the ¢¢Cour
Mail’?¢

Mr. BJELEE-PETERSEN: I am ng
aequainted with who retains him, The fae
remains that he was assisting counsel fo ti
colmmission, If it iz good enough for fl
ex-Minister fo retain his position in th
House, we are more than justified i
demanding that Mr, Creighton be reinstated
There is no real foundation for the wcharge
that the Government are making againg
him. By their action the Government wi
make public servanty afraid to play thd
part in ensuring that we have honest goved
ment, No fair-minded citizen would beliey
that the Government’s action in dismissin
Mr. Creighton comes within the bound
of DBritish  justice. In my opinio
it would not come even remotely withia
those bounds. That is another rcason Wi
I intend to vote againgt the motiom.

Hon, V. . GAIR (South Brisbhan
Premier) (7.36 pm.): Today’s debate
been unique in the history of this Parliam
It must canse some measure of regret, beeaus
we have seen before the Bar of the Hous
a man who formerly posscssed the confident
of the Government of this State to a degl
gufficient to merit his promotion to the
and exalted position of Chairman of the L
Administration Board, That position is
vided for in the Land Acts, and is much al
the noimal position of a publie serval
Indeed, it is a higher position than thal
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jhes not give me any pleasurs, as Leader
Government, to support a motion that
or be diseharged from his position.
& eontrary, irrespective of whether it
inessage boy or an under seeretary, it
me greatly. I derive no pleasure from
gople or doing anybody an injury,
<r it is merited or not. However, as
nder of the Government, I have 2
naibility to do the right thing by the
olg of this State. As long as I occupy
tion, having regard fo my under-
of my chligations and my require-
hall diseharge that responsibility, by
tase of God, to the best of my ability,
aptiously and well.  Irrespective of

in the interests of Queensland and
ls T shall ensure that those under my
equally as well in the discharge of
responsibilities.

that he was
unfair,
RSEN: I will stan

‘e biased and pre

SEN: I say that th
ased. ;

ould like to hay
if you were chargg

ighton appcared befors the House today
rily to state a casc why he should not
eharged from office.

an instance of

SEN: I know thy

unre: The resolution did not say
n will admit thai

GAIR: Oh yes, it did.

r, Munro: It gave him the opportunity
iswering the eause of his suspension,

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

(mow’ 't Mr. Dar
Tom - ¢ Cour

SEN: I am
uns hiln. The £
sting eounsel to the
od enongh for {l

Munro: No, the cause of his suspen-

EAKER: Order!

. GAIR: He accepted the opportunity
i6. eame before the House. His chief
was to launch an attack on me ag
riof the Government. However, I
1ot - very much coneerned about that.
my political Iif¢ T have been accused of

- things and if I had stopped and
ddered at every accusation made against
ould not have done as much as I
eeded in doing, Rather should I
' daunted and intimidated by them.
conscience is elear. When one is
rged ‘or aceused it is important to ask if
geuser iz a worthy persom, a man who
t least dvne his job and whe is in a
on to accuse. In that case one might
exgmine himself, But today I have
accused of dercliction of duty and all
if -things by a man who has failed to
dppointed task and who now waunts to
on to someone else,

raid to play th
have honest gove
tizen weuld beliey
ition in dismissin
ithin  the bound
In  my opinion
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_think hon. members will eoncede that a
irst duty is to defend himself; indeed,
servation 1s the first law of nature.
egin by defending myeelf against the
made on me today.

+ limb of the Press combine

carries the headline ‘‘Gair
by Creighton.”” Had I been accused
Yhody of greater standing I should
pahave been distressed and disturbed,
- am not, hecause the criticism matters
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nothing.  When I have finished my speech
T think the public of Queensland will undez-
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
mueh space to my reply as it has given to my
accuser, I say that the Press have treated
this eage very badly. Because of their com-
ment I believe that none of them has been
industrious emough to read anything more
than the Commissioner’s report. They have
not read the transeript of evidence, which is
all-important in dealing with this case, ‘We
have heard the unfortunate admission by
the Teader of the Opposition that he had not
read the transeript. I challenge any hon,
member of the Opposition to say truthfully

that he has read the transeript of evidence.

The Commissioner’s report in itself is not
sufficient. It is wrong for the Press and
for those who subseribe to the Press simply
to take the Commissioner’s report without
reading the transeript. The report merely
deals with the Minister and corruption,

Mr, Hiley: If that is accepted should
not Parliament have been asked to print the
transeript?

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

v, Muller: Has not Mr. Justice Townley
mafle his findings on that transeript?

Mr. GAIR: The hon, member can read
the {raunseript of evidence.

I will deal with Creighton’s ecriticism of
me as Premier, He said—

T 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
ineseapably condemn also the hon. the
Premier and the mover and secondsr 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 DMf.
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
helieved he was not entitled to, that we were
departing from poliey.  After all, under-
gecretaries do mot determine poliey. The
Government can change their poliey every
week if they want to, not to suit individuals
but if they believe that an existing poliey
is reaeting unjustly on some person or soma
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number of people. He saw these two Mini-
sters and he did not report any ecorruption
whatsoever, Tere today he went on to say—

““Tt was proved in ovidence 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 disecussed 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-leyel
inquiry.’’

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

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

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

“‘Parliament also knows that the Premier
did not in faet 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 {o me hut you will recollect that I said
immediately & charge was made I would
appoint a royal commission. A royal com-
mission was appointed within six or soven
hours after I rsad ‘“The Courier-Mail’’
which contained a report of a speech made
in the Senate by Senator Wood. I encour-
aged o definite statement so that T might
have s commission and X did it with the
support of my Cabinet.

My, Muller: Thinking you would put
Serator Wood into troubls,

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

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

. Mfr. Vivian Roges

i GAIR: I accept the findings of ¢
eommission, - ’ﬁ had done and as

Mr. Dewar: Were you disappointed w; That is 1o

them ¢ sirtment in a Pl
motly 8 letter to
My, GAIR: I am not saying whether rnment, n lotter des

am disappointed or mot, Alkens: If it is

Mr. Walsh: Your face is not too cle ¢ owas M Bergin
Mr., Dewar: It is as clear as yours wijk a repo? b
ever be. - 4fr. GAIR: Because |

Mr. GAIR: The hon. member wants ap mlruek mef a? Wér‘E
know whether I was disappointed. Natura ‘us header of ghe Go
I would be disappointed that a Commission it Lo ”I’I’m’ft a‘“ﬂwz
should find a Minister of my Governmegjh uny matter “}:‘:t o on
guilty of corruption. As a responsible leadey  whuther the ma .cgl)lsdcf o
of course I was disappointed and, to say morg] tien i1 the prescribe
I was surprised. I shall go on to say in rep ¥r, Nlley: May 1
to Mr. Creighton who talked about my takivsy eppilisr the writer aglt
no action, of eourse I did not. It would pﬂﬂjm_-,ulur terms in tha
impossibie to follow up all the accusatis
that T hear. I am fulll; oceupied now. L M. ﬂ,.&.!'ﬂ,:w{ie natu
people come and make a charge and gy Lig own property.
stantiate their statemenfs and they will y yir. Iiley: Did he as
investigated on all eceasions. I am not he L . . .
to be the reeeptacle of a lot of diabolie M., GAIRL: Nlotguri{ge
statements many of which are based on hatrg ﬁ]"tﬁk«,@‘ ﬂlu;!l‘t ‘wnlf{claned 1
and jealousy, personal ill feelings of one f 1'1‘”}.»"”,"3”5‘,;(,’ ﬁmﬁ e
another. I am not going to receive that kiny Je#" ! w'l'l l?ut‘ o did ¢
of stuff and hence I tock no action, partiqf D8 P 1,“';»(}1 T e sad
larly in view of the faci that when the AW.y§ " PP rl"]b,:q& Who  wero
came to me they came in good faith and saidd 3!*«&5&'}’1‘ ors ove Llieir
**We do not want the Minister here; we waa ““'mfm-p{f:'lni):)plv:c&te thag
to bave a talk about things as you are par "'V".l o of thoir loases. I
of the Labour Movement.’” There was q ';;:!;;” i enlled an

nol  an fpplicilion,

.

record takem—hon, membery know that fro
previous debates. They came to me in pr
ference to publicising " this in the paps
Within a week or more—mnot more than 1 a1 iy always  eas)
days—they foatured their deputation to m prpunity,

in their paper. Would that encourage you?i
proceed with any investigation which wi
supposedly initiated on such a basis? It wii
then that I said that Mr, Bukowski or any
body else who had something definite fo s
against any Minister of the Governmer
should come forward and I would investigal
the matter. Today we heard Mr. Creigh
charge me with taking no action after receip
of hig information,

I listened to the Seceretary for Pu
Works and Housing and the Seeretary o
Labour and Industry when they discussel
the matter, and I knew Cabinet policy, Bhe veselnlion which i
that I believed our policy +was absointe] debote T4 eouehed in cle
correet. It struck me that our policy migh ]_,;llg-, the ouly issuw

[ pontent myseld wwith

i s wise Lo eluMenge
peeusoer,’’

apothing is so swift
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Nothing more widely
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mitigate against the Ieascholder whe “avhit ivian Hogers €
doing something, as eompared with the leag of dpisnelnviour by eonn
holder who was not effecting improvemsats fan o whieh  came  fo

It was then decided that Mr. Bergin should
make a report. Tonight we heard
repeated charge that I migled ;
Parliament, My, Creighton in the arbidl
published in ‘‘The Sunday-Mail,’’ and I

not blame that newspaper for publishing i
said that I misled Parllament when T staiel
there was no application. I repeat that th
was no applieation. You eannot regard
an application a letter received from a per
complaining about our policy, pointing
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done and asking for some con-
That is not an appHeation to
ment in & preseribed form. It
a letter to me as leader of the
, a letter dealing with our policy.

Atilens:
ag M.

1f it ig not an application,
Bergin instructed to make

ATR: Because the contents of the
sick me as worthy of investigation,
leader of the Government I have the
o -dppoint any offieer to investigate
aiter that comes under my notice,
_ihe matter is contained in an appliea-

the Prescribed form or in a lstter.
Hiley: May I ask the Premier
the writer asked for amything in
“ferms in that letter?

. 50 say in reply
Jbout my takiy,

1erge and s
d they will
I am not h

jley: Did he ask for anything?

. GAIR: Nothing in particular. He
& “apout what he had done on his
‘he mentioned the acreage and the
ifestation. He gave the history of
rty, but he did not ask for anything
. articalar, He said he thought that
ben the A.W lders who were prepared to @pend
to improve their properties should not
tovecil to vacate their properties on the
of their leases. Thia is the doeument
v enlled an  application. It 1is
- applieation, it is a letter.
tent myself with these quotations—
easy 10 aceuse with

13 you are p
There was

more than

always
putation to J

ipunity,
is wise to challenge the character of the
yoenger,’?
thing is so swift as ealumny;
thing is more easily ubtered;
othing more readily reeeived;
thing more widely disbursed.’’

‘we have this quotation from Horaee—
om doss lying ealumny alarm excepd

not disturbed at the accusations by
f -the charaeter of Mr, Creighton.

resolution which is the subjeet of this
§ eouched in clear and unambiguous
1age; the only issue for Parliament is
her: Vivian Rogers Oreighton was guilty
behavionr by communieating informa-

Bergin shou which came +to his knowledge as
e heard { 'man of the Tands Administration
misled d to Ceeil Wallage Bdgar Williams, who

not a porson entitled to receive such
mation, in order to make it available for
cation in a newspaper, and whether M.
ton made complaints in a elandestine
concerning the administration of
ands Department to Williams, whereas
roper course of duty was to refer the
liints to either Hia HExcellency, the
tnor, Cabinet, myself as Premier, or to

[2 AvugusT.]
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Parliament, Hon. members will note that in
hig defence today he made mno reference
as to why he did not communicate the matter
to Parliament. He was charged with
systematieally 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 Couneil 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 commizsion
in accordance with which Mr. Creighton
office as Chalrman of the TLand
Admintstration Board. In other words, has
Mr. Creighton been guilty of a breach of the
trust and confidemce reposed in him by his
commission; has he been guilty of treachery
to Her Majesty’s Ministers, and does his
conduet, established by evidenee and his own
admissions, render him ineligible to con-
tinue in office# In relation to his snspension
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.
Howceyer, it has been stated, with a view
to ereating the impression that he has been
s man motivated by pgood conscience, that
there would not have hesen a 7royal com-
mission had it not been for the aetivities
of Mr. Creighton, IT.et me dispose of this
false hypothesis. Mr. Creighton, directly or
indireetly, had mnothing to do with the
appointment of the royal commission. It
has been the poliey of my Government to
appoint royal commissions when concrele
charges haye heen made. Mr. Creighton
had nothing to do with it; indeed, he hid
jn the background. Cerbainly he suppled
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 lagt session of Parliament a good deal
of time was taken up because of the articles
whieh were then published in *‘The Worker*?
newspaper., The Government then adopted
its consistent attitude that if and when a
concrete eharge of corruption or maladminis-
tration was made, it would be investigated
immediately. We lead up te Senator Ian
Wood’s statement which charged an innoeent
individual in the persom of Mr. Peter
Tleming. He made a scurrilons and
unfoundsed attack on an innocent person,
and this was contemptible  conduet,
partienlarly in view of the fact that the
commigsion found that there was not a serap
of evidence to support Scnator Tan Wood’s
statement. T will not eanvass or counten-
ance the gquestion of the immoral eowardiee
displayed by Senator Tan Wood in hiding
behind his Parliamentary privilege and
refusing to appear before the royal ecom-
mission, but in falrness to Mr. Peter
Fleming, I wish to place on reeord the
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findings of the commission which are to be
found on page 7 of the report,
Commissioner said—

‘‘There was not a scintilla of evidenee
that Mr. Peter Fleming ever had even the
remotest connection with any dealing with
any Crown leasehold. As no attempt what-
sover has heen made to sustain before me
the allegations made against him in the
Senate or to provide information ag a bhasis
of investigation, I see mno reason why I
should wmot wunreservedly accept M.
Ileming’s evidence, which I do. Indeed,
there hag been during the courge of the
proceedings no suggestion that I couwld or
should do otherwise.

€T 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 eorrupt conduet in respect of
any such dealing.’?

I hope that no member of this Asgembly will
. ever be s¢ cowardly as to make a charge
against any person outside Parliament based
on lies in the manner adopied by Senator
Jan Wood. Such an aetion could result only
in bringing diseredit on Parliament and doing
irreparable harm to an innoeent 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 Tan Wood. The fterms of refcrenee,
I think all hon. members will agree, were
generous and wide, and enabled the eommis-
slon to earry out its deliberationg without
restrietion. Counsel to assist the commis-
gion were appointed, and eounsel retained
for the Department of Public Lands.

It is pertinent here to mention that up <o
that time no allegation, or even suggestion,
had been made by Mr. Creighton of mal-
administration or corrupt dealings on the
part of the thenm Secrctery for Lands and
Irrigation. Up to that time Mr. Creighton’s
voice lLad not been heard; there was no
complaint by him, or by anybody else, that
the Minister was corzupt. In ‘fact, M,
Creighton had helped his Mirister in pre-
paring replies to newspaper articles, to which
I have alveady referred, and actually
attended, in eompany with hisz Minister, con-
ferences with counsel for the Department of
Public Lands. Could you contemplate having
around you men of such duplicity and deceit
Tt was nobt until he was exposed as the
authority for the information wupon which
newspaper articles were based that his Mini-
ster, or the Government, or X, had even 2
suspieion that Mr. Creightorn was at variauee
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 jnterviews were arranged by
Megsrs. Melean and Luey, Members of the
T.and Court, and in faet Mr, McLean
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- tions against me,

Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton M. Vivian Rogers

endeavoured to persmade Mr, Creighton ig: : ;.
see me, ag head of the Government. qu viet0 1 propose BOW tot]?:eal NG
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what he said in evidence on page 343 of i, '
transeript—
“T don’t feel I can go to the Premis
over the head of my Minister beeauss
have nothing substantial to offer.’’
He did not feel like coming to me over h
head of his Minister, because he had nothing
substantial to offer, Yet he wrote gy
article for *‘The Sunday Mail?’+that made mp
out a Har and the mis-leader of this Parli
ment, and came here today and made aceusa
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It is relevant to quote here what My
Williams, Northern Distriet Seeretary of the
AW.U, had to say on this matter. Hs
is the Mr, Williams referred to in the
motion. T quote hiz evidence from pages 204
and 295 of the transeript—

Q. You told us you ook steps to Leep
the name of Mr. Creighton secret as yow
informant?

A, Yes.

Q. You had some conception that it was
to be always a secret?

A. Yes. immaterial to the case a
Q. Always? fuels,”

A, Yes. Mind you, they do not af
Q. Did you intend to disclose to +his me. cmphasise that  par
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Q. Why did you not bring this man face
to face with the Premier?
A. Tt was not his wishes,
Q. It would have foreed an inguiry.
immediately? :
A, Yes.??

Thig evidence on the part of Williams was
in no way controvorted. So much for the
desite 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, Tt is questionable whether
they would ever have seen the searching light:
of the royal commission had it not been for:
Mr. Bukowski. i

On 9 March, 1956, Mr, Williamg vang Mz
Bukowski and the following conversation:
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ensued ;-

‘*Mr. Bukowski: I have placed all your. CCameren and his
evidence before the Commission and that: dng wslections woay
means that you will get a subpoena. : “Hallmon Plaies " and f

““Mr, Williams: How will I be able to.. i ared in

« They have spe
i the development
ifly or wrongly Mr
tf iy entitled bBim to ¢
it aboug this land, T
e Yiporously to Mr, ¥

proteet my informant?

“‘Mr. Bukowski: You ecan’t, I hav
dropped everything in. You have to look:
atber yourself and this union too; you can’
make a fool of the unjon, Creighton’s name.
will have to go in,’? '
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for Public Lands, to Mr. Creighton as chair-
man of the Land Administration Board, and
finally appealed tc me as Premier of the
State. No decision kas heen arrived at, It
was discussed by Cabinet on 12 July, 1954.
Becsuse of the imporiance of the issues
involved it was decided to instruet a member
of the Land Administration Board to make
an investiagtion and the wmatter could be
considered in the light of his report. The
investigation was also to be made infe all
other similar cases tn Cameron’s because I
wanted to know whether our land policy was
right or whether it diseriminated.

AMr. RASEY (Windsor) (816 pm.): I
move—

“‘That the, Premier be  granted

an extension of time to enable him to-

complete his speech.’’

Question—That the motion (Mr. Razey) bo
agreed to—put; and the Fouse divided,

Resolved in the affirmative under Standing
Order No. 148,

e

Mr, GAIR: I desire to thank sincersly
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 asny part of
their poliey, and alter it at any time. Unless
8 Government have sufficient flexibility in
thelr policy they may run into rnin. I do
not say in this case whether our policy is
right or wrong.

It hag been stated that I have misled this
Chamber by saying no application had been
received when I had dealt with the matfor
in Cabinet mysclf, It was stated here again
today. I dealt with a lebter 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
cxercise the right to take it to Cabinet and
obtain the views of my fellow Ministers, Not
having a very wide knowledge of land
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 implieating all of
Her Majesty’s Ministers, 1 sLall now read
an extract from ¥zhibit 57—

““For some tme now there have been
very nagty rumours ahout 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
wark has been done with tax concession
money and has been given a lot of pub-
licity. Bub 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,’”

Thess 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 acreg in sime. This ia
the eountry the Government’s New Settle-
ment Aet was ailmed at—the brigalow
country. The guts of this gutless Act is
that any squatter in the bripalow country
ean surrender his expiring lease straight
away and get two living areas for himself
and anything left over is eut up for sclec-
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 eertain
pecple and now all the dogs along the
Moonic and the MeIntyre are barking that
Cameron says he has been promised new
leases over both  ‘Bullamon’ and
‘Lundavra.’

‘i Tyery politician in the Talkshop Nas
heard these rumours;, ’?

This is the lanpuage of this exalted public
gorvant who, according to his own statement,
is above g public servant. I suppose it is
not too much for me as leader of the Govern-
ment and the public to expeet his standard
to be at least up to that of the publie

service gencrally.
¢ every grazier knows about it and

it is talked of from Cairns to Canberra.
We know & tame stooge is running around
the country on a mystery hush hush jpb.
Pcople say he is finding the ammunition
for a stunt to give new leases to certain
people. There is talk overywhere of the
price being paid for all this and who is 1o
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 Parl;y.' If
it ig NOT true the whole nasty business
can be Killed quick and lively, It only
needs the Premier to say In a publie
anmouneement—no hedging—that his
Government pledges itself not to give new
leases to Uameron or anyone else whose
leases are it for cutting up. Which is
Labor poliey,’’

My, Creighton assumes the right to say what
I and any Minister of my Cabinet may say,
He feared that the poliey to which he was
married might be ehanged, irrespective of
any view the Government may have that
there was merit in changing the poliey.
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I now quote an extract from Exhibit 5g_

‘‘After the passage of Bucket of
‘Whiskey’s resolution on Monday*the intefy;.
gent vote will NOT follow Gair & Co. N,
one ean or would believe them. - They,
must be a purge if Labor is to live here
Gau-,. Walsh, Power, Moore, and others have
had it and can only lead their party intg
the mulga,

““The replies to those resolutions have
not yet been framed and comment will be
forwarded you when they are; it is possills
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 he one prompted
by noble motives and acting in the interesty
of the public of this State. That was hig
claim in ‘‘The Sunday Mail’’ and in his
address today., Whet business is it of his
28 Chairman of the Land Administration
Board where Gair, Walsh, Power, and Moore'
should go¥ He undertock, 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 althongh it is in g
deelared closer settlement area and smaller |
leases alongside have already been eut up
and selected. This is the £10,000 question.
and is on everyome’s mind.’’
Perhaps he should have said “‘lips.’? .
““Only a declaration for the publie fron
the Premier can ever restore public con
fidenee in this matter.

openly stated he is gotting a new leas
and has quoted the price.”’

Now I come fo an extract from Fxhibit 62
‘‘Mr, Dufficiency impresses on me that
he has mever mads representations out of
keeping with a Labor stalwart,
does this, Apparently the ‘antis’ ag
well as the ‘santis’ are awave of what
is going on, One thing I DO know. If
Cameron does not get what he has been
promised he will SQUEATL, T put it
like that to emphasise what ke will do.
He is about 5% inches off ¢entre at the best
of times, a greedy unserupulous fanatic
and will he put the ‘tops’ in.»’

Again I ask is that the statement, the
languoage, or the letter of a highly-paid public
servant appointed by Aet of Parlizment, to
be given to an unauthorised person coneern-
ing those in control of the Govermmeznt of
this State, and members of this Parliament?

I now come to Fxhibit 63. This ie 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 fo Gair has not frightened
them g Dbit. That is no cxaggeration. I
ENOW. 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
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s Ores, .
oo ive. Couneil on Thursday. The law
tho offer is then made and the lessee
3 months o accept. But C, will be
the doorstep accept at once and from jche
et day following meccptance the thing
ing and CAN’T be upset. Now if
or iz made and taken just before the
- dzy even the depariment staff won’t
ind then there will be mo time for
s or anything. Home on the bi.t.
oficiency now knows all this and his
xpott gumming np is—money has already

ssod, - 1 believe him but the thing is your
dline is 30th Sept. mext. They eould
toride to December and put the thlpg
ongh after all the members have dis-
ad for Christmas and When‘ there could
o party meeting for a time but my
non is, and its guided by things I sce
hear is—they will do it soon and brazen
out:  There will be no effective opposition
i the Opposition if as I hear Corkserew
has done his work with Sparkes. And
M.P. who goes oub of line then will not
} Oabinet support and Cabinet will have

from Exhibit 58

ore, and others hay
id their party ing
e resolutions hay :
d comment will b

- not follow exact])
Ivisers.”’

iiness is it of hj;
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Power, and Moo
k, as he said, fp
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l‘om’,*“
owd ! ‘get mew
wugh 1t is in §
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2 £10,000 questi
1d.??

ti]ryg geen ome after the other reckon
tliey could stop this thing. You people are
Jast left bub if you want to stop it you
1 need to move fast and strong.’’

ing with an extract from Exhibit 64 we

Well it didn’t take long, Cameron was
down the day after you left. I don’t know
6 was told exccpt things were going to
4 bit tougher—and pricier? But I DO
ow he was NOT told it was all off.’’

cad another extract from Exhibif 64,
nying—

44T am eredibly informed that Ililton is
on ‘the verge of a mervous breakdown and
a-permanent sweat. This business 1s
ht in his electorate, he doesn’t like it
anyhow but as a tool of the Mick’s Master
lig has to go aleng. Anyhow boy you can
bt it out of your mind that last Wednes-
‘s effort stopped things. It’s still on as
neh as befors, !

me now to an extract from Hxhibit 65—
‘*The Tilboorroo file would show Tom’s
letter to the Chairman on a new lease pro-
posal and hig reply and so would Kil-
immin, and so would Bullamon Plains.
1l small things perhaps but they add up.
o ohe would endorse a file ‘So and so
id me 80 much for this.” There may be
her filles too but your adviser is a bit
nwilling to send for files ontside the seope
Thusiness the way things are,

£ Apparently Gair told Tom he gave you
sople the brush off and set you baek on
r tails and you all admitted that you
ly had bar room gosgsip and were now con-
ced all was well. But this article in the
orker and Tele reports the Premier as
greeing he had heard things, ete., and is
[om SAVAGE with Gair—and distrustful

865 oL me tha
sentations out o
twart. To me h
the ‘antis’ a
aware of wha

. Person concern
! Government o
this Parliament

. This is wha
r—

me that they ar
© regardiess gnd
18 not frightened
exaggeration.

[2 AvgusT.]

My, Vivian Rogers C’re’ighta'r;,. 79

too. Put in a eall 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 eurtail the reading of some of the
extracts—they are all in the record of the
Commigsion, Many hon, members of the
Opposition have mnot even zead the
evidenee. 'These are lettdrs written by
a vesponsible officer. Can we find out
how  well supported he is- in  the
gtatements he has made which he said in the
first letter to Mr, Willlams were <factual?
Let us first of all deal with the guestion of
the £10,000, one that is on everyone’s mind.
He here indicates a speecific sum, or does he?
Later on it went up to £15,000. I suppose
that is based on what he wrote when he said,
‘“things were going to be a hit tougher—and
prieier,”? ‘

In Hxhibit 63 he talks abont 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 Magter-—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 onej;
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 ave co-religionists of
mine,

Mr. Aikens: Where does hie say you wers
the Mieck’s Master?

Mr, GAIR: Obviously the hon. member
for Mundingburra has not read the transeript
of evidence, either, The irresistible infer-
ence from the recerd is that I am the
Master of the Miecks, 1t is a nasty term, but
it does mnot disturb me very mueh. Tiveryone
knows what religion I embrace, and I have
never felt obliged to apologise for it. I hope
I mever will, I do not think any decent
member of the community will ever ask me
to. TUp till now, I have never been asked to
apologise for my religion. I exercise that
right and I give it to others. Mz, Creighton
apparently believed that, because Mr. Hilton
was a co-religionist of mine, he would blindly
follow me irrespective of prineiple 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 ot to see what’s happened to
the down payment, I don’t know.’’

In HExhibit 68 we find on his faetual
information that *‘the threat’? will keep them
fairly honest meanwhile.
Now I come to the evidemee on page 307
of the transeript. It reads as follows:—
‘“The Commissioner: There is talk every-
where of a price being paid for all this,
wag that statement in the exhibit based
entirely on a telephone call?
Ans.: Yes.
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The Commissioner:
phone call?

Ans,: Yes.
The Commissioner:

The anonymous tele-

And nothing else?

Ans.: I cannot reeall anybody mention-
ing a price,’”’
Page 341 of the transcript of evidence
reads—

¢¢The Commissioner: That is the amount

of £10,000%
Mr, Wanstall: Yes,

The Commissioner: In connection with

Lundavra$
Mr. Wanstall: Yes,
By the Commigsioner 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 franseript,
which reads—

‘‘By the Commisgioner: If you heard
talk of a price heing paid for all this and
who is to get it, I would like to know what
this tall was and where you heard it and
when.

Ans.: The talk as to price was told to
me over the phone and T do not know who
from, but it was somchody who seemed to
be aware of what was going on in that dis-
triet,

Q. Was it an anonymous caller?
A. Yes, I have had several.

Q. Do you remember whether it was a
trunk-line eall or local?

A. No, a local call, theyl were all loeal
calls that T got.

Q. And that is the only information you
had upon the subjeet of a price being paid
and who wasg to got it?

A. Yes.

Q. When you wrote this information to
Mr, Williams{

A, Yes.?’
T have read somo of that information tonight.

This is the man whom the Press, and some
members of the Oppogition, desire to support.
As I said at the outset, I feel diffident about
approaching this question, which deals with
an offiecer of long service and standing.
Howover, this man has been go irresponsible
as not only to throw away his own livelihood,
prestige and character, but also to impute
improper motives to the Premier, his Minigters
and others. He haa libelled not only the
Premier and Cabinet Ministers, but decent
leaseholders and other members of the publie,
In the transeript of evidenee hon. members
will see statements made by this man against
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people like Mr. Kruttsehnitt, 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,
asgked—

““You go on, still on the subjeet of
‘Lundavra’ and speak of the methods by
which it might go through—There will be
no effective opposition from the Oppositiod,
if, as I hear, Corkserew Jack has dome his °
work with Sparkes.” You have told us %0 :
whom yeu refer as Corkserew Jack. Who |
is Sparkes?’’

Creighton answered—
‘“Well, the Member for Aubigny.’’
The evidenee goey on-—

Q. He iz 2 Member of the Opposition,?

f6A, Yes,

Q. Can you reesll who told you?

‘A, My anonymous caller.’’

Now I will quote from the Commissioner’s
report. It says—

““In the letters written to My, Williams
by Mr. Creighton there were suggestions
that ‘money had passed’ in connection with
‘Lundavra.” With Mr., Cameron’s ecousent
~—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 My, Oreighton examined the
relevant bank accounts and financial state-
ments. No evidence was found of any sich
cheque, The only cvidence of the passing
of mouney or of an instruction to pass it—
if it can be ealled evidence—is that thab
statement was made to Mr. Creighton by
an anonymous telephone ecallar,’’

Again it was an anonymous tclephone caller,.
My trouble is that I get a lot of ealls from|
such people, particularly late at might, all of -
them telling me what I am not and some even
suggosting that my pavents were never,
married. ‘

Mr. Wanstall

The report of the Commissioner continues—

‘“As I am not prepared to treat an
anonymous statement as in any way estab-.
lishing a faet I see no reason to pass an:
opinion on the question of whether or mot.
Mr. Creighton reccived the eall. I am
prepared to assume—without deciding—
that he did but that assumption carrvies
the matter np further.’’ '

Whilst quoting from the Commissioner’s
report, &4 ¢opy of which iy in the possession-
of gll hon. members—and at least they may:
have read that even if they have not read the
transeript 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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[r ; in some coneession o which' he thinks
me time or Ltitled. There is nothing wrong
18 they hag

4 gven though if may result in his
ving treatment which others have not
the - opportunity of receiving. That

fr, Wangtall :
’ estion of poliey and every alteration

subjeet of y must to some extent work what
methods by gem injustice to persons who have
here will be s their position under the old pohcy.
Opposition,; T cannot too strongly stress that it
a5 done hig right of every person to submit his
1 told us to sd have his case Gonsm'lerec'l 'and, if
Tack. Whe ggary, investigated before decision.”’
”inet do anything wrong when it
ted Mr, Bergin to investigate this?
'lgny‘J) =

rge not.
Ipposition.} ther Mr. HEdgar Williams has any
‘about the propriety of Mr. Creighton’s
ot is disclosed in his evidence on pages
90, in reply to_n series of questions by
sey. The replies are very illuminating
dering the great association that existed
oii Williams and Creighton. The evidence

you?

nissioner’s’

Quegtion: Do you rogard in assessing
integrity the attribute of loyalty?

d that & or: Yes—that is part of integrity.”’
Question: If by any chanece .. .. dis-
ifod with Mr., Bukowski’s . . . . would

onsider yourself justified in carrying
irreptitions Press eampaign against

eanﬁsi?gh nswer: No, but . . . . I would not take

paI;Jss 1t—% ssatistaction to Mr, Bukowski, ’’

that that stion: To whom would you take it?

ghton by stion: Tn other words, the Cabinet of

U.?

ne caller : That is right.”’

i’}gsaﬁ O;Ifl Question: Don’t you think in the same

ome even ty ‘of Teasoning vou have given to me

e mever clation to the A.W.U. that he should
. ade an official report to Cabinet?
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Mr. GAIR: The Press clamoured for
weeks for the full report I gave. You saw
how they treated it. How much was the
publi¢ given of the report I made available
in pretty quick time considering all T 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
gort of thing. I sat up until the early hours
of the morning reading the transeript to
make the findings available to the Press. I
invite hon. members to lock for themselves to
see just how much of it was published. BSee
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 artieles in the ‘¢Courier-
Mail,’? <*Telegraph’’ or any other newspaper
hag read the transcript of evidenee, Until
they have read it they do not know the story
of Creighton., Kven 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
bere equally industrious and vigorous 4o tell
what remaing unsgaid.

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 mothing to do with
leasehold. This is the reliable gontleman
who has been supported by some members
of the Opposition. I think it must he con-
ceded that the Leacer of the Opposition
diselosed the weakness of Lis 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
matfer 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 exalled position in the
serviee of the Government and the people of
Queensland, He was appointed to a position
held to merit appointment by Aet of
Parliament, therefore we have to come
here to remove him by resolution.
If Mr. Creighton’s subordinate sommitted the
same offence that Mr, Creighton is c¢harged
with, he would have been dismissed by Mr,
Creighton himself. He pleads that he did so
in the publie intersst. Take all that I have
given of the evidence. If hon. members are
not satisfled let them read through the trans-
cript of the case and they will see the nature
of the man with whom we are dealing. T
think you will then unierstand that what the
Governinent 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 Publiz Service of the State and
Queensland generally.

Government Members: Hear, hear!
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Hon. E. g WALSH »(Bundaberg_
Treasurer) (8.52 pam.}: 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 nob only in this
State bub in Australia. At the outset I wish
to say in regard to the outery by the Press
and some individuals that certain things
should be done by the Covernment, that if
Mzr. Creighton iz penalised in some way he
should still be given a job in the Publie
Serviee, that this House is ealled on to make
a deecision 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
ig not sgreeable to that course he is auto-
matieally restored to his office. Tet us not
get away with the idea that Parliament or any
other body ean make any decision other than
one made by this House. Creighton is either
out or in, That iz the Act. That is the law
of this country.

I am not going to bring in any politieal
issnes. I am not going to deal with anybody
else involved in the evidence before the royal
commission except to the extent that evidence
wag given by Mr, Creighton before the royal
commission about that person. Although one
may be tempted to talk about the politieal
aspects of the question that resulted in the
royzal commission, T think it ig the duty of
every hon. member to eliminate from the
discussion the Party political aspeet on this
question,

Unfortunately, the leader of the Opposi-
tion, ¢id 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 eommitted what might be
called an indisecretion and, having conceded
that, the Leader of the Opposition said,
‘¢ Porget about the rest. Forget about every-
thing else that happemed, 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 arc far from being supporters
of the Tiabour 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. T mention a few, Mr.
Kruttechnitt, Mx, Jamieson, Mr, Hill of Natal
Downs, Mr. Winter of Woolerina, the diree-
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. CUreighton in mot
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
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that attitude, because apparently he is pre.
pared to condone that eondust on the parg
of those issued with Qucen’s commiission
and Mr. Creighton was issued with the Queen’y
commission. ‘Apparently he believes they
should have the liberty to go anywhere othey
than comstituted authority in this State. It
we accept what the Leader of the Opposi.
tion has said, why have a Governor at gallg
As I intimated during the course of the
remarks of the Leader of the Opposition, it
is a refleetion on the Governor. :

My, Muller: What rot!

Mr, WALSH: The hon. member has beeu.
slipping on margarine so long now that he
does not know where he is. !

The faet remaing that the Leader of thy
Opposition said in so many words that the
Governor is prepared to accept any advics
given to him by his Ministers, whether it i
against corrupt practices or in favour of
corrupt practices. :

Mr, Nicklin: I did not say anything of
the sort, .

Mr. WALSH: That is the only interpr
tation I can place on his words.

Hon. members will rememhber the acti
taken by Sir Philip Game in New Sou
Wales when he dismissed the Governme
from office. Does not the Governor of Queen
land possess exactly the same powers in th
respect ag the Governor of New South 'Wal

Mr. Hiley: Tt is hig only executive pow
to recall the Fovermment.

My, WALSH: It is sufficient if he cou
recall the Commission issued to the Premi
of thiz State to form a Government. TH
is a powerful weapon in the hands of an
Governor, I have a recollecfion, of cours
of something that happened in this Sta
mony years agoe but not in the days
Labour government, The CGovernor of 4
day failed to accept the advice of his Mi
isters and he was recalled by the Unit
Kingdom Government. But that was not
the days of Labour government.

Assume Mr. Creighton had followed th
course as hag been suggested. I will com
later to where Mr. Justice Townley clear
indieated the course Mr, Creighton shou
have followed. What a stronger positi
would Mr. Creighton then have been in
he was in a position to say, ‘I went to 1
Governor and the Premier and the Cabin
and reported this to Par]iamentfu—”

My, Muller: His head would have g0
olff,

Mr. WALSH: I will not waste time Wl
the hon. member’s silly nonsense. I W
saying that Mr. Creighton would have be
in n strong position because no Govermme
would have dared to ehallenge his submissi0
to the Governor or the Premier or Cabin
The Government would have been compelk
to aet.
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he’ = g the discussion the Teader of the
o0 threw out certain challenges. I
interjection when the hon. member
A symaide sought to come into the debate

re oth asty inference. Tiven now I am not
“ip bring these things out for the
{hiat there is no time to vefer to them,
not mean that at some future date,
'hope the Premier will give us an
v of debating the report of the
sompnigsion, there will mnot be a lot
s said from this side of the House.
5 an oceasion that I propose to take
188 bes 6 0f to say what I nug]flt have to
* Yhat respeet and conecrning a few

things too.

i of ] *D‘e uty Leader of the Opposition today
that § 1)¢h£'q£estion as to proesdure in this
iy advi d maintained that we did mot keep
ther it Standing Orders, that we lhad not

sctice and usage in the House of

‘avour ed pr ] :
sisne. . We cannob cite an instance. I

. ips him and I know that hon. members
ything ¢ "have paid any attention to the

now full well that the only parts
tanding Orders suspended were those
itd have prevented the right of
ghton to appear at the Bar of +his
snd mo more. Why mislead people
guch a ridiculous statement in
“of this debate? In any case, as
fore, there would be no other case
stralia of a similar nature to this,
‘perhaps one which oceurred in South
jia many years ago when a judge was
‘from office. But there again it
“different plane because the matter
‘with under different law, 2 law
‘that by which members of the
would have been dealt wifh here,
ids of an - was very disturbing to know that
' Creighton, the holder of a commission
‘the Crown, should have withheld infor-
e clajimed was in his possession In
these matters for such a long
f his Mj without revealing it st all, it also
the Unit 4 me somewhat to know that there are
‘Nolding eommissions from the Queen
likewise have withheld information in
jogsegsion. I refer to allegations that
“their possession and that have been
td from both the Government and the

]ﬁgz s 1t is only reasomable to suggest
zer | some future time something should
" been 1m 7hout that in this House, irrespective
went to ition of the person concerned.

rest of my remarks, in the main, will
ith-the written and the spoken words
Creighton himself, Except to the
hat T have to interpolate here and
omments on parts of the transeript of
ings, I do not propose to engage in
tsiderable eomment on Mr, Creighton.

nge,

House has already been given the

asons why Mr. Creighton should be
%t from his position. It is mnot
ment that dismisses him, Let that be
All that this Parliament does
'ty the motion, or otherwise. If it
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is carried, it remains with the Governor in
Council, not Parliament, te dismiss Mr,
Oreighton.

The statement that was tabled yesterday
contains a very significant paragraph, It
refers to Mr, Creighton’s misbehaviour and
Bays—

“‘The facts and inferemces aforesaid

establish that the said Vivian Rogers

Creighton was guilty of a breach of the

trugt and confidence reposed in him as

permanent head of the Department of

Public Lands and of +treachery to Her

Mzajesty’s Minigters and that generally in

relation to his said office his conduet was

unconscionable and unjustifigble.’?

Apart from the reasons given prier to
that, there are so many other {hings about
Oreighton’s eonduet that can be described as
mighehaviour. Different members of the
Asgembly may seek to put different inter-
pretations upon the word ‘‘misbehaviour.’’
From my point of wview and so far
as this case is comcermed, it could be taken
to include disloyalty, treachery, deceit and
Iying. I should say that Mr, Creighton has
been guilty of each of those things. He
himgelf, by the evidence that he gave on
oath before the royal ecommission, proved
that he was guilty of them,

Mr. Creighton elaims 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 respomsible for exposing
it, That is very important. I am not
agking hon, members to aceept 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
muech difference between the Press combine
bere and that which funections under the
dietates of Soviet Russia.

My, Muller: That is an awful statement
to make,

My, WALSH: It iz not an awful state-
ment to make. If the hon, momber has read
the Commisgioner’s xcport, he will know that
not one word ean be found in it in favour
of Mr. COreighton. TIf he ig thé - hero
respongible  for  exposing  the corrupt
Minister, one might expect to find somewhere
ir the report an indieation that the Com-
wisgioner held him in esteem for his eonduct 3
but it is not to be found.

References were made by COreighton to the
Premier, I fully realise that this House has
never before been confronted with a situation
such as this,

Opposition Members: Hear, hear!

Mr, WALSH: I think that in future
consideration will have to he given to the
rights of a person who appears at the Bar
of the Fouse. 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 it 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 wounld
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 zn hon.
member was nob 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.

Mr. WALSH: I fully appreciate that,
and I say it with' all sincerity.

Mr, Gairs

Mr. WALSH: Yes, unusual circum-
stances. There were other aspeects, sueh as
when, for purposes of exhibition or otherwise,
the hon. member for Mundinghburra wanted
to come in with a helping hand.

I shall deal now with the references to
the Premier. At page 953 of the transeript
of evidence, Mr. Casey was examining Mr.
Creighton and this evidence appears—

““You will admit hate has destroyed
men before; they have been eonsumed by
hate and they have become irrational?®—
I have read of sueh things.

$¢And unrecognised on the part of the
person that has the blight?—I do not hate
anybody.

¢If you do mot hate amybody, you will
not readily make suggestions destructive
of another man’s character?—That is not
the basis of hate.

‘{¢Hven in this witness Dbox you have,
despite the faet your coumsel 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 wcro
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, T am not
desperately fighting in a corner. That
position has long sinee passed.

““Have you not attempted to show you
are somewhat of a heroie character in
fighting this matter alone?—No.

“‘Take the members of the Cabinet—it

An unusual case.

[ASSEMBLY.]

correspondence :
Williams and others regarding these mabtel

Creighton giving these answers to Mz, (Casey.

Mr. Vivian Rogers Oreighton.

Take them down through the Cabiy,
the Deputy Premisr, Mr. Dugga®s N
Walsh—I do not know the order
semiority Mr. Power, Mr. Moore, M1. Jop,
Mr. Hilbon, Mr. Colling, Mr, MeOathie
we will leave Mr. Foley out because he ;
the subject of this inquiry. TFlave y,
heard one thing or can you advance g,
plece of probitive evidence here fo 8hy
that these men that I have mentioned; 4
members of the Uabinet, and leaving Folg
out advisedly and only because of g
commission, are anything but men of i}
highest integrity %—No. o

And yet you suggested n while ago thy
Mr. Gair may have been guilty of Som
corripy conduet, Have yon any evidence g
probitive worth fo suggest that Mr. CGg
is anything but a thoroughly honest manj
—I have told you that I have none.’’

Mr, Creighton had the hide to stand the
today at the Bar of the House and repe
the aceusations that were made through i
that was given to M

On page 955 of the record we find M

““You told Mr. Bennett~I thinl it Wa
Mr. Bennett—that the facts that you g
in these letters to Mr, Williams were
correct? The faetgd——-o

Not the commentad—T said there mi
have heen minor disevepancies as to ar
I didn’t write them with the records av
gble. I mentioned something ab
Bladenshurg.

In relation to Lyndhuist, the propo
exchange suggested to Krubtschnitt ne
took place? We are all agreed on thati—

The proposed handing back of porticn
The Lynd for portion of Carpents
Downs never took placei—That was
second proposal. The first proposal ¥
the return of The Liynd.

Neither proposal met with accept
from the Government?—That is so.

I am reading from Exhibit 5—It 3
started by Kruttschnitt, throngh Gair,
gave it his blesging.’ That iy a state
of faect?—7Yes.

That means that Gair approved o
was sympathetic to the proposal put
Kruttsechnitt¢—Yes,

What probitive evidence have you
relation to Gair’s state of mind in rela
to that?—None whatever.

_And you said that he gave it his
sing for s consideration to be pai
Yes.?’

ol
En

Can hon. members imagine sneh 5 m
Imagine his state of mind: on the one k
he denies a thing and then he eomes al
and repeats it. That is his state of mind
through the evidence I will quote tonigh

is the same Cabinet that appointed you,
, or practically, or perhaps Mr. MeCathis is
an addition sinee then$—Practically.

. ““Tn all your career in that department,
S and speaking now as a thoroughly honest
: man, do you know anything against the
integrity of the Premier—INo.

_M_l'. Muller: Did not Mr, Foley do soi
thing similar? :
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yugh the Cabinet;
Mr. Duggan,
w the order of
Moore, Mr, Jones.
, Mr. MeCathie—
out because he
juiry. I

WALSH: I hope you are not going
‘zﬁa:[ée me fto talk about the Dairy
sion report tomight,

PEAKER: Order!

WALSH: We have it on the evidence
(reighton in reply to his own counsel
was appointed to the board in 1952
ointed chairman in 1953, At page
My, Creighton was replying to hig; own
sal, M, Wanstall, and the evidence

When you were appointed to the Land
dministration Board, had you heard at
4t stage any rumours in regard to irregu-
e in the matter of dealings with
leases t—X es.

m the time of your appointment up
he present time what has been the
sition concerning the circulation of those
amotizs—They have been frequent.’

ghton was appointed in 1952 and it took
‘over fwo years to make any reference to
2inatters. On his own sworn evidence he
“he had heard rumours at the date of
ppointment in 1952. Homn. members
1d keep that important point in mind.
hy: did he withkold that information for
% long period and then handle it in
ay in which he did? e made a claim
iy statement today and in °“The Sunday
L2 Amongst other things he said,
ndlly, I would ask the people to believe
T.acted on the compulsion of my con-
T had hoped to strike a blow for elean
Tet us have a look at

it that Mr, Ga
thly honest man
\ve nene.

—I think it wa
8 that you gav
illiamg were al

1id there migh
ies as to sreas
¢ records avail
1ething  ahou ENC

ministration.’’

- ; On" page 607 of the record the
, the proposed ey
ttsehnitt ﬁever o is as follows— .
d on that? Y. MR. McCAWLEY: Wag it your

¢t to unmask eorruptiont— I did not
~that corruption could be uvnmasked.
ple ‘do not perform corrupt acts before
itnesses. However, I did hope and try
spe that what I thought were corrupt
ices, would be stopped.

\nd that should he stopped without the
ublic . knowing?— Unless there was
efinite proof to be given, the matter of
public knowing about it was not going
do any good to anybody.’’

“evidence to be found on page 607
g follows—

‘BY MR, McCAWLEY: Very well,
yyere suggesting that there ought to
6.9 kind of top-level inquiry$— I think
The Worker’ newspaper did.

id you suggest it to Willlams$— I
bt it. I do mot recall.

ould you havei— No.

)idyou have any kind of inquiry in

nd?%—No, I did not want an enquiry.

! t wanted this stopped, and the whole

ingss ecould have been simply stopped
efinition of policy.

U saw ‘The Worker’ demand for am

mquiry$— I did not write the article in
The Worker,?

k of portion of
£ Carpentaria
~That was a
proposal was

8 & statement

proved of or
posal put by

have you in
ad in rvelation

3 it his blos-
be paid?

1ch a mant
she one hand
comes along
of mingd all
& tonight.

3w do some-
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No, but you had an opportunify of
eorrecting your correspondent if he went
beyond your ideas$— ‘The Worker?
articles did not go beyond my ideas.

And when they demanded an inqguniry,
they did mnot go heyond your ideas,
either— An inquiry, of what nature I
could not determine,

But you read the articles?—

Yes, 1
read them,

And in determining an inquiry, they did
not go beyond your ideas?— I teld you
that I did not want any icquiry, I thought
that the whole matter might be stopped’
without any inquiry. That was my
objoctive,

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 (ommissioner has
found there was no foundation for the
allegations or charges. I refer to the
various leases of ‘“Woolerina,’’ ¢ Bombine,’’
““Joomrith’! and others. I ghall not deal
with the casec of Mr. Bell because that is
finished “‘Dutton River’’

Mr. 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 hefore
Creighton was appointed to the Board. His
only reference in fhe communications was
that if the ‘‘Dutbon River’’ file was
examined it might reveal this or that. TIn
no case that he raised during the period
that he was a member or chairman of the
Liand 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.
MeCawley asked Mr, Creighton referring to
‘Williams—

‘‘Buppose he might tell Mr. Bukowski?’’

“That would be on the cards would it
not?’’— I understood that my letters to
Williams +were confidential ag between
us.’?

Tt is apparent that he never intended anything
Le wrote to Mr. Williamg to see the light
of day.

Hr. Hiley: There is no doubt about that.

Mr. WALSH: The hon. member for
Coorparoo agrees with my statement, and I
do mot think any sensible person could
digagree. The e¢vidence continues—

““BY MR. McCAWLEY: Well then, Mr.
Creighton, you dJo not profess to have
been doing this is pursuance of any publie
duty, do yout—Only to the extent that it
was connected with the matter, which was
publie.
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Do you think it was consistent that you
should be telling Williams things i pur-
guance of a public duty, if he was fo keep
them locked in his private breasti—Again
please?

If he was to keep them Jocked in his
breast$—As I thought he would. I have
no doubt that many people have said many
things to their friends 7

That is again elear evidence of his inteniion,
despite his claim here today and through the
Press that he set out to expose corruption.
He got mixed up in another confliet that I
do nol propose to deal with at this fime,
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 iz the evidence—

“BY MR. McCAWLEY: You have, in
effect, initiated a public investigation, have
you not%—No,

You have not{—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 ke
nott—Yes,

And ‘The Worker’ got its articles from
‘Williams%-—Yes.

And Willlams got them from you?—TYes,
So, in that sense, you realize that wyou
have brought this Commission about?—2No,

You did not?—Reference 1o ‘The
Worker® articles wag 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 wasin 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 come now to his sources of informatiom,
and this is partieularly inferesting, I should
gay, bearing in mind the very respongible
position that he has been occupying, parbleu-
larly aince 1952. Tt is interesting to think
that he ghould resort fo this sort of informa-
tion in setting out to besmivch the character
of many good eitizens of this State.

This is the evidence at page 558—

¢‘BY ME. McCAWLEY: In one of your
letters, you say that there were rumours
from Canberra to Cairns. Do T guote you
correctly —You do,

What were the sources of those
rumours?—The only definite source is the
one that T referred to, the phone ecaller,
who took it on himself to tell me things.

My, Vivian Rogers Creighton. [ASBEMBLY.] My, Vivian Rogers Creighion.

The source wag the anonymous phone
caller? I want a responsive answer, The
source was the anonymous phone eallerd—
In particular, in regard to OCanberra, suell
matter had even been mentioned in Parlis-
ment Houge in Canberra, or by M’s.H.R.

When did he tell you this¢—I do nob
know what date. There was a succegsion
of calls. T told you when they started.

When did they commenced—The firsb
call was shortly before the ringharking
depufation, which was some times towards
the end of 1954,

Over the period, how many ealls did
you receive from your anonymous callerf—
I never counted them. My impression is
that there were a number, but I have also
told the Commission that in disenssion with
two M’slnA., 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 i,
The only person with whom T diseussed it
openly was Mr., Gunn, because he was the!
leader of the Graziers’ Association and
no particular personal friend of miune,

You said that you +were under the
impression that you had a number of
phone calls?—Yes,

Anonymous callst—VYas,

‘What would be the minimum number ¢
calls which you had?—I never kept
record of them,

I am mot asldng you for a record
am asking you for your memory?d—

would say there would be not less tha
five or six.

And not more than$—I would not say

I am asking you. Were there moz
than 209—I do not know how many ther
were.

Bul were there more than 208—T
not kmow how many there wcre.

Could there have been 202—I do no
think that there were 20, but I am not in |
position to say how many there were.

Could there have been Z20?7—T1 do no
know, but I doubt it,

You doubt it? For all you know, ther
might bave been 20%—XL doubt that ther
would be that many, but I do not know
what number there were,

Where were these ecalls made?—To mé
in my office. .

'VNVas 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,

Wasg it & woman or a man?—It was @
male voice,
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id you ever ask him who he wasi—

16 first call he made it clear that
“not want me to know who he was.

cemed glad that I did not recognise
yoice. .

4o you never asked him who he was?—

vou did not have the slightest ideat-—
5

any hon. member opposite if he can

the position where a responsible
ve officer reccives anything up fo 20
ons telephone calls and never pro-
' Lo ascertain the identity of the caller,
thing is too stupid or ridieulous to ask
ia men to believe. What would any
miember do if he got one or two anony-
ealls?  Would not his first question
ho is speaking?’’ Tou have the
evidence that Mr. Creighton took no
pjsv o ascertain the identity of the person
had congistently called him over that

did

realise the limit of my time, I should

Filﬁﬂ}caﬁ_person_ e o to ok permission of the House o
h o ,_a.k ahout 1.+,_." 111_(1_3”111 the record of the Parliamentary
)eom,l scussed it tés documents identified as Exhibits 3,
Caus. .6 Wag th 7, 55, 59, 63, 64 and 65—the relevant

’ Asgsociation an
friend of mine,

were Tnnder

28,

mimum number o

-I mnever

for a record.
your

-T would not say.

Were there more
v how many there

than 20%—I do

menory $—IL
be not less than

pondence  between  Creighton  and

ams. X ask for that permission,

",.‘ _fEAI(ER: Is it the pleasure of the
5o fhat the documents referred to by the
sarer be inserted in ‘‘Hansard’’ without
g read?

omable Members: Hear, hear!

VALSH: I thank hon. members.
information which should be available
ill" detail to hom. membeors. These are
Hxhibits referred to—

I

EXHIBIT 3.
LAND INFORMATION,

Prior fo the Royal Commission into
astoral Tiands and notably during the
ings of that Commission stress was

e Wfﬂ & ; 1de by Grazing Organisationg on the
o 207 I do mot seourity of land tenure. A ples was made
but! A not in a: and a substantial ease made out for security
there were, : of tonure,

n 209—71 do mot

1 you know, there
doubt that there
t I de not know.

s made?—To me,.
ent at any time?

1 5 to 20 phone .

glean any infor-
1r¥—No,

manf—TIt was 2

heir argument was discounted to a suffi-
cient . extent o show that actually under
Quecnsland Land Administration pastoral

ses_have equal to if mnot better tenure
han freehdld land.

Urther after the sittings of the Commis-
sign-the Lands Department to offset propa-
ganda on this point invited landholders to
gurrender their leases before the due date
{hey would be given instead of the one
ricrity bloek that they would have at the
1orinal expiry of their lease, they would be
given two and in cases of land which was
suitable for cutting up for farming pur-
Doses; more than two bloeks, and they would
be piven 28 {0 80 years lease of those areas,
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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 Grazlers
have made application and have surrendered
their leases and in accordance with this
prineiple received new leases. Others are
still contemplating such action, and some
have made no move at all,

(1) Luwpaves HOLDINGS.

These properties are situated in the
CGoondiwindi arez in the eentre of hundreds
of miles of country that is readily adapt-
able and has haen converted into small areas
based on sheep and small farming,

The normal tenure of this place is due
for resumption in approxzimately ten (10)
years time and at the time of the mormal
resumption the present lessees would be
entitled to eight (8) TDlocks, 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
1ot proceeded with hia applieation,

It has heen 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 iz £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,

Camoeron also owns Bullaman Plains near
Dirranbandi a hundred miles further west,
and he has achieved some publicity by an
irrigation projeet that he has exploited on
this property in that he damned the Moonee
River and floods a congiderable portion of
his eountry. He was not licenced to dam
this River, and it is considered that the
Dam has not been constructed on sound
engineering prineiples, and that his scheme
on this property will ruin the country.

Information is that Cameron can have
new lease at DBullaman Plaing 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 he does not geb it he will
talk loud and involve all the persens com-
cerned.

The blocks adjacent to Lundavra have
alreadly been cut up for cloger settlement,
and I understand, distributed.

(2) Tt is rumourcd that it is proposed
to give a stud lease to Whynbah Pastoral
Company ncar Dirranbandi—the Owner of
this is D. M. Fes——area 75 square miles
(48,000 acres) C.C. 1/4% or 1066. Sheep




88

My, Vivian Rogers Creighton.

could be inereased to 1 to 3% aecres or say
13,000 sheep. Terms of Lease—30 years
of 1-7-87 expiring 30-6-57,

(3) It is also proposed to give a new
stud lease of Tilbaroo lease near Cunna-
mulla 1/38vrd of this property has been
reserved,

The partievlars are Tilbaroo Eulo 520
square miles—Owners J. Jordan Pty, Idd,
—Terms of ILease—30 vyears from the
1-10-34—expiring 30th September, 1964,
CC 1 1o 8 acres or 4,600—could be
inereased to 1 in 7 or about another 5,000
sheep.

Resumption of 165 S.M. will teke effect
on the 1-7-1955 (2 blocks per competitor)
—will ezrry 1 to 8 aerves or 11,733 sheep—
leaving the lesses Company 355 square miles
with a carrying capaeity of about 30,000
sheep.

The actusal position of the sub-leases is
that in those cases they are merely a meang
of giving investment of this natore to
Pagtoral interests, and in aectual fact more
rams come off places that are not sub-leases
than those that are sub-leases (see evidence
Royal Commission Pastoral Leases).

(4) KiLouMMIN, OLERMONT.

112,000 aeres carrying ecapacity 35,000
sheep—expiry dated 80-6-1965 (today).

In 1952 Ted Hill or his family Company
Natal Downs Pty. Litd. of TRosevale
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 2 consideration in the
15,000 freehold avea 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 outeome they
claim, of cxperiments of food corporation
leases.

These have and are being cut up and
Kileummin is better than these lands for
eloger settlemont.

It is claimed Hill has been to the Mini-
ster, whe is favourably dispossd to an
extension of lease.

(5) WoorERINA LiEask VIA DIRRANBANDL
Owner B, M. Winter—Area three hundred
and three-quarter squarve miles—Rent 100
ghillings—Terms 30 years from the 1-10-31
—Bxpiry of Lease 30th September, 1961
~—Carrying Capacity 1/9 at present, Sheep
earried 21,427,

It is elaimed this will improve to a
earrying eapacity of 1 to 6.

There has been mno resumption of this
lease although the Government sapproved
of this 3 years ago, and it is claimed the
Department had  the resumption order
countermanded after a visit by Winter to
Brishane.

[ASSEMBLY.]

Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton.

Adjacent to this is Coombmrah, wh
v&r.sw}.[l cut inte four bleeks of 5,000
each,

(6) CHARLOTTRE PraINS. Known
Dutton River holding north of Hughendey
Lease normally expires about 1960. Ty,
late owner was known as ¢‘Seamp’’ Whits
and an offer was made to him for 30 yeap
lease. Conditional 70,000 acres was Ship.
rendered for mew setflement,

Before the offer could be exploited op
otherwise ‘‘SBeamp’’ White died and thy
place has been purchased from his Executor .
by a new owner named B, Loughpan. '

It is reported that an offer has been
made to Loughnan of & similar nature, by’
to date hag not been aceepted.

. It is rumoured that Loughnan is negoting.
ing for the whole of the lease ineluding the
70,000 aeres, and that he has made o state.

ment that he expects to geb it, o

(7) The Queensland Stock Propeyties:
were given new leases of Magoora, Forest
Home, Carpentaria Downs and half of
Lyndhurst Station.  The other half of
Lyndhurst is to be eut up for closer’
settlement.

Kruttschnitt of M1, Isa Mines has since o
become & sharcholder of this Company, and
has made representations throngh some well -
placed person, and an Official of the Land
Department was detailed to make reports
It was expected following these rcports
that the Land Acts would be changed i
the next session of Parliament to prov
for the continuation of leases of the othe
half of Liyndhurst to this Company,

Consistent with this information, Burgi
an Official of the Lands Department did g
north, but I am advised his itinery is dis
tmbed by the heavy wet weather expe
enced in the Northern areas, but it i
reported from friends of mine, that he wa
in Hughenden and was in Richmond,

It has further been infimated to me tha
following resclutions from the Townsviile
ALP, 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 settlerient poliey at this stage.

leh
sheap

EXHIBIT 0.
SPECIAL WEEKLY FEATURE,

TO THE MAN ON THE LAND AND
TO TIHOSE WHO WOUWLD IIKE TO
GO ON THE LAND.

These are facts you should know and
wa suggsst guestions you should ask thereto,

““The Lands Aet Amendment Act of
195277 was issued in forw main parts, three
of which were of general interest to
holders of crown leases. '

The first of these deal with smaller
holdings for hetter development and offers
a solution to the problem confronting those
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org of grazing selections and pastoral

tonures whose lands are situated in
jities where the advent of closer settle-
Y4 more intense land usage is
ont and inevitable.

ny of these Jeases are too large for
ment by one individual in fact com-
je livings are being seeured on the
cloped portions of the holdings and the
gloped balanee considered a little more
on embarrassment to the lease holder.

ot 2 of the Act deals with the sur-

or in ecertain instances of existing

sy in exchange for new ones and a

lified experiment has been offered to

owners and intending land owners by

sof a questionaire and answers thereto

out by the Minister for Lands.

TThe  questionaive explaing if & grazing

glector or 4 pastoral lessee is uncertain

“ o the further of his lease he can apply
ave it renewed,

Officers of the Department of Lands
Yen ‘inspect it Tf it is purely Pastoral
and the applicant will be 5o advised and
“411 know where he stands.

+# is mot, officers from the Land
partment will tentatively design the land
to blocks as if it were an expired lease.
he Minister then ean make an offer to
ihe lessee that if he will surrender his
present lease he will be given priority of
appiication for a new lecase from any tWo
“fhe desigried sub-divisions as provided
by this Act.

B, Cameron oWwLs three grazing leases
i Thallon ealled ‘¢ Bullamon Station’’.
this property & weir has been built
§ the Moonee River with the object of
flpoding the swrounding country.  This
fnrerprise has been given a Jot of publicity
£ we understand this is mot a sound
ngineering venture.

ameron and his family own another
roperty known as ¢ ‘Lundavra’’ comprising
four grazing leases of first class brigalow
try over 70,000 acres in size, near

m

th

2

and

T

idiwinidi.

cally the value of this property is
garded as from £6 to £8 per acre bub
o basis consistent with proper values
considered to be worth at least £5
acre,

A total value of at least £350,000.
te 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 cove of the Act is this that any
Squatter in the brigalow country can sur-
nder his existing lease straight away and
get two living areas for himself—still good
money if you can get it. Anything left
ver 18 cub up for selection.

1f the eircular given out by the Minister
Lands is correet Cameron ean geb eight
ng areas from ‘‘Lundavra’’.

It’s

[2 AoaUsT.]
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1ig rumoured Cameron wants the lot,

Mis also rumoured from Cunnamulla
to Cooktown that he is going to get it.
It is understood a departmental officer
jg making & report on the property.

Countries and Governments have risen
and have fallen on their Land Administra-
tion.

Ask  questions
articles and wateh what happens
¢¢Tundavra’’,

More about
places next week.

eonsistent with these
to

¢{undavra’’ and other

EXHIBIT 57.
Brighane.
Tuesday.

Dear Edgar,

T don’t know how you want this done.
If T give it in outline the ¢twrite-up’’ man
could go off the rails and if T set it up for
printing there’s a chance of heing reeog-
nized. What follows is not in my usual
style of writing and there are sundry small
orrors on the techmieal gide which are
immaterial to the ease and don’t affect the
facts. Also these little bits of history
¢annot be contradicted.

Tt's a long time since we had a land
seandal in Australia but it looks like one
35 coming up. Smoke hag been rising ever
sinee Foley took the Tands portfolio and
where there’s smoke there’s fire.

was mates with the lae F¢Qeamp’’
White and back in 1930 ¢tQeamp’’ bought
Bladenshurg Station after the lease had run
out and while the Lunds Dept. was making
up its mind what to do with it. White
paild the owners £0,000 (vepeat £9,000)
for their occupation lease and as soon as he
did Foley gave him a new 30 year lease of
the place which “¢Qeamp’’ immediately sgld
for £42,500 (repeat £42,500), A niee quick
profit on a nice hot tip bubt we ask why
the new lease was given to White and not
competed for by others if the place was not
to he eut up.

Then ¢‘Seamp’’ bought Charlotte Plains
on a contract which gaid the scllers bore
the costs and the buyer got the incomse
while the sale was going through. Foley
Leld 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 bub when his Estate
gold to Jaek Toughman there was no hold
glthongh the burr is as thick as ever bub
Tack has reputation for giving racehorses
away to politieians.

Tor some time now there have heen very
nasty rumours about Rew leases for a man
ealled K. B. Cameron. We have maps
which show Cameron OWHS three grazing
lesses near Thallon eailed ¢‘Bullamon
Plains’’. He has built a weir across the
Moonie River without a license and get out
o flood @ lot of his country. The work

Toley
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has been dome with tax comcession money
and has boen given a lot of publicity. But
if his stoek returns are dinkum he is not
carrying any more stoek now than he did
6 or 7 years ago and no meore per mile
than his neighbours do and they have no
weirs with or without Heenses.

It is ruomoured this irrigation works was
to be the excuse for giving Camcron new
leases of ancother property near Goondi-
windi. We have enquired about this place.
Ts called Lundavra and is four grazing
Leases of first clags brigalow country over
70,000 aeres in size. This is the country
the Govts. New Settlement Aet was aimed
at—the brigalow country. The guts of this
gutless Act 1s that any squatter in the
brigalow country can surrender his expiring
Jease straight away and get two Iiving
areas for himself anything left over is
eut up for selection, If Foley’s pamphlet
on the matter is to be believed, Cameron

could get EIGHT living areas from
TLundavra.
But Cameron wanted the lot. So he saw

cortain 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.

Bvery politician in the Talkshop has
heard these rumours, every graszier knows
about it and it is talked of from Cairns
to Canberra. We know a tame stooge is
running around the couutry on a mystery
hush hush job., People say he is finding
the ammunition for a stent to give new
leases to certain people. There iz 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—mno 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 poliey.

We did ask the locals what Taundavra
was worth and were told ‘‘anything from
six to eight quid an aerve’’ and a new lease
of the lot would be worth ‘*half a million’’,
So people have reason to talk.

EXHIBIT 58.
Brisbane.
Ist June, 1955.
From V for Vietory
To E for Energy.

Good work pal: you threw a BIG seare
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 sinee Saturday last his
attitude iz differemt. I understand there
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was something or other happened ip-
Victoria. A ecold place and their chilling
winds reach a long way. '

Though no judge of political responsiye
ness on the part of the electors it is obvion
from eonversation with a wide section op
persons that a patched up peace will noi
win the Party an election. After ths
passage of Bucket of Whiskey’s resclution
on Monday the intelligent vote will NOT
follow Gair & Co, No one esn or woulg
believe them. There must be a purge if
Labor is to live hers. Gair Walsh Power
Moore and others have had it and ean only
lead their party into the mulga.

The replies to those resolutions have not
yet been framed and eomment 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 Corksercw Jack: he and
Tom were bocked to fily vp to Hughonden
(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
politie to go—for him anyhow—so see
what you have dome. It also led to sending
for the new Member for that part of the
world but what transpired T do not know,
Present indications are that this plot is
busted—it certainly frightened the parties
—bnt you will be advised of the position
from time to time.

Some talk of Lyndhurst has also taken
place and general indications are a cocling
off on that proposition, It was started by
Krushednutz through GAIR who gave it
his blessing—TLor a congideration to be paid
—but you will be advised on the matter
in the light of the reply seut you officially.
Tocidentally the owners are the Queensland
Btockbreeders and not the QN. Pastoral
Coy. which is a matter of little concorn.

EXHIBIT 59.
BRISBANE.
June 1955,
Dear Tidgar,

You would be pleased if you knew all the
stir those A.L.P. resolutions lave eaused.
TFoley is all hot and bothered about it. I
don’t fancy either Liyndhurst or Dutton
River will come off now so good has been
done. Of course, your enguiries will lead
to nothing—officially—as what has been
done iz 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 eertain people
are where they are it can always come on
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The greedy ones know that certain
soare willing to play given the chance,
the State Iixee. of t_he A.W.T_I. has
ceting with the Premier on this new
_giiestion—I suppose you are aware of
owiki’s request—these are some points
n-eause & lot of unpleasantness:

at is Taylor’s interest in Duftton River
ad why did Loughnan give him a race-

rened

{18

esolution
il Nom
T would:

pr d to give a Stud Lease to
purge if it -propose g

;énbah Pastoral Lease rear Pirranbandi
ey is Fea) and what is Taylor’s
gt An this,
it proposed to give a mew stud lease
?e-Bgla}:r]lee of Tilbooroo Lease (Cunna-
1) mow one third of it has been
tmed, (A Foley speeial.)

' is Kilcummin to be cut up for
closer-settlement (Foley—Whyte special).

exactly

to an

3.}1119 and  has no resumption been made from
2 Onde_n orina Lease (Dirranbandi) though the
afhoil ; approved of this three years ago.
of i Toley Taylor special). Owner is Winter
notl N8 W, squatter and Tom eountermanded
:SO S abitiet’s instruction after a visit from
:endmg ; or

of the €T,

i know, {he Cameron crowd to get new leases
plot is Tandavra although it is in a deelared
Parties settlement arca and smaller leases

osition tngside have already boen cut up and
acted, 'This is the £10,000 question and
everyone’s mind, Only a declaration

302%;; ‘the public from the Premier can ever
ted by regtore “public confidence in ‘glus m_a.t‘cer.
ave it eton has openly stated he 1s getiing a

e paid “lease and has quoted the price.
matbter they mention his Bullamon Plaing
icially, pation scheme ask these questions. Hag
nsland license from the Irrigation Commission
wtoral ‘dam the Moonie River: Is the dam eon-
T, ueted in accordanee with sound engineer-
‘prineiples. What extra stoek has he

ed sinee he built it.
he truth is the dam is illegal; it is
b cturally unsound and it is only a matter
)55 imeg before the river euts a new channel
L und it and his method of alleged irriga-
il result in ruining his land.  He
Ml the rrigs 1o more stock per acre or mile than
aused, his ‘neighbours.  And he can have new
'llff.:tor]i enges for Bullamon Plains for the asking.
been This  stud lease business is racket too
lead ¢ certain polilicians use it in repard to
been d:-which they know they could not get a
apart ew lease for in the ordinary way and make
* the 1D _';10‘; of bulsh about the value of o stud.
binet 1 these days every cocky has a stud and
sh in hebest studs in the State are on land not
ent’s dder: stud but ordinary lease. These
anted Dilbooroe people who have properties else-
ch ag here dn QId, and N.8.W. almost got the
these osumned area back but Mr, Dufficy got that
)eitl?e pped.  (Wasn’t let in on it). However,
. lg hey are well set with Tom for & new stud
Ople sase of the 300,000 acres left.

e on
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By the way, the Premier told Tom a
friend told him that Bdgar Williams the
AW.U, Becretary at Townsville had got
those A.L.P. resolutions passcd. 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 Vietory.

EXHIBIT 63.

E for Energy,

The Worker article was a damp squib and
Tom lifted his tail as he was fearing some-
thing—mnow he is taking Bucketo on by
publieising his previous leiter 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 bif.
That is no exaggeration. I ENOW,

The drill will be this, Cameron applies
for leasc extensions—probably has. = The
stooge recommends to Tom who takes it to
Cabinet on a Tuesday goes through Exce.
Couneil en Thursday., The law says the
offer is then made and the lesses 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
guarter day even the Dept. staff won’t know
and there will be no time for protests or
anything, = Home on the bit. Mr,
Deficieney now knows all this and his
expert summing vp is—money has alveady
passed. I believe him, but the thing Is
vour 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 effective
opposition. from the opposition if as T hear
Jotkserew Jack has done his work with
Sparkes. And any M.P. who gocz 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 Lancd Court when Payne’s ferm expires
on fitth September. He’s eligible for re-
appointment for 5§ years and that was put
up to Cabinet by Tom hui there was opposi-
tion from the WRECOKER 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 beeause if they

—
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don’t they won’t get any lolly. I’ve seen
one after the other reckon they ecould stop
this thing, You people arve the last lefi
but if you want to stop it you will need to
move fast and strong, There is not much
time left. Your personal visit idca is the
best and if you can bresk O. 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 tithit wnse

Woolerina.  Cabinet approved resumption
in 1953. After L/C inspected Winter
(lessee) saw Tom who countermanded

Cabinet order ealy in 1954.

EXHIBIT 64,

Brisbane.
14-7-1955.

Dear Edgar,

Well it didu’t take long. COameron was
down the day after you left. T don’t
know all ke was told except things were
gommg 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-
cceding just as before, TFoley 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 eareful
how you use the information., If he IS
going it iy to an organised public opinion
poll on rew leases for Cameron with certain
graziers and selacted people, I am eredibly
informed that Hilton is on the verge of a
nervoug breakdown and in a permanent
sweat. This business is right in his elee-
torate, he deesn’t like it anyhow but as a2
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. Tt’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 MeCosker of Emerald have
always been his main opponents—I faney
Rundle stood against him in au emergency
—and both have lease trouble. Both have
been to see him and MeCosker hag already
got some preferential {reatment, Details
could be got if nceded.

Don’t know if I told you Foley has had
a directory made of every property in his
electorate with owner’s mame 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.

Al for mow,

V for Vietory.

[ASSEMBLY.]
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EXHIBIT 85,

BRISBANT,

18-7-55,
Dear Edgar,

There was a great to do

Dept. today. The Tele reforred to an

article in the Worker about lesse extensiong -
Said hoyw
much better things were in Russia whore
they shot people who talked like that ang
how he’d like to shoot certain people anq .
spoke of sending for the police ete. ete, Ip:
e dasheq .

and Tom went up in a blast,

other words—you rang the bell,
off statements to the Tele and the Worke

and a letter to Bucketo saying how hurt he:
and his Chafrman wore at the inginuations, |

sent Bucketo a map showing all the neyw
Ieages granted sinee 1950 or something and
offering an open go at any file or any of

the properties coneerncd, Now files are files :
and don’t show the proofs of eorruption,

All the leases shown on the map have been
through the process—inspection by fieid
officer, recn. by the Board to the Minister
and by him to Cabinet. But if a delegation
came to inspeet files ‘“at leisure’’ as offered
and—without warning asked to see a fow
NOT on the map as well as on it they might
prick their ears. If warned you can het
the files would be purified and anything
contentions taken off, The Woolerina file
would show Tom’s countermanding of
Cabinet’s ingtruction to resume part of it
after an interview arranged by Winter
recorded by telsgram secking the interview,
The Liyndhurst file would show his readincss
to listen to Krushednutz and the stooge’s
willingness to play ball on the idea.
Bladensburg file would show how quick
White got and sold a lease at a small profit,
I thick 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
till the first contraet expired. The Til-
boorroo file would show Tom?’s letter to

the Chairman on & new lease proposal and '

his reply and so would Kilcummin and so
would Bullamon Plains. All small things
perhape but they add up. No one would
endorse a file ‘“So and so paid me so
mueh for this.’’
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
convineced all was well, But this article in
the Worker and Tele reports the Premier
as agrecing he had heard things ete. and is

too. Put in a call for him and is going
to play hell. There is no love lost there
Tom goes to M'boro tomorrow and back
on Saturday. For some reason this team

in the Landai

The :

and had Tom hold the sale’

There may be other files
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45 cocky as ever after a brief setback
ndhurst, Bullamon, Kileummin and
o rest will he on again as soon as the
Huits. There has been no publie
a1 or cleaning up and you can bet the
olders knowing these blokes were pre-
2 to talk turkey will not let them rest
robably raise the ante. Something hap-
53 over the week-end to the Tuesday
_you people left to alter things from
to of Iright to cheekiness again.

on motion of Mr. Moore, extended.)

L8H: I thank my colleague and
mgh%}ers generally for their eourtesy in
o an extension of time.

n%v to the question of disloyalty.
respect I want to make a contrast
;on two men occupying the same office.
T took over as Acting Secrefary for
Toands in 1940 Mr. A, G, Melville
Chairman of the Land Administration
He was a man with a very wide
nee in the administration of the land

T shall never forget Mr. Melville
ing up and down in front of my desk

This- hands in his pockets confessing
6, “fMr, Walsh, I have never been a
ur man in my lLfe.’? T said in reply,
it ddes mot interest me ome bit. I
a8 a good and efficient public servant
ificer who administers the law as laid
by Parliament and gives effect to the
the Government of the day, irre-
¢.of its polities. If he does that,
nob only keep himself out of =z lot
otible . but he will keep Governments
ytitronble as well.”” In the whole of
riod of ministerial administration,
ig just on 12 years, I have mot had
o loyal adviser on administrative
18 and CGovernment poliey than the
Mr.  Melvillee. 1 contrast the loyalty
o -man to his Minister with the
ong. of 'the man who is being dealt
“here today, a man who said in sworn
nee- that he hoped the Labour Govern-
Ahis State would live. Surely he
~ask me to believe that? It is

val public seryvant has no need to
lis politics to the Minister to whom
Tesponsible. As long as he does his
his~Minister is mot concorned with his
cf, -1 think the letters that the House
igreed to insert in f*Mansard?’’ will give
- mémbers of the public who read
ird’? gome jdea of the eonduet of Mr.
o

JMow I come to page 694 of the
t. It reads—

My, Oasey: I submit in no conceivable

stances could it be said that he would
Ugtified in dealing with any of the
ite’s business by indulging in any
plitions correspondence.

[2 Avausm.] My, Vivian Rogers Creighton. 93

The Commisgioner: I eertainly did mot
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 eeased,
within his own mind at any rate, he should
then have gome to the Premier or the
Cabinet or the Govermor, That iz 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
Eonour’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 coneluded, rightly or
wrongly, that the Minister’s conduct was
such that his loyalty to the Minister had
ceased, he sliould 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 perfeetly 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, indieated that that
was the course Ureighton should have fel-
lowed?

I have already said that Mr. Creighton was
guilty of many things. I said that he was
guilty of treachery and dceeit. Under that
heading could be included the faet, 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
bhim through f‘The Worker’’ and elsewhere,
were actually prepared by Mr, Creighton him-
self. Ile 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 ease prepared
for submission to the commission in favour
of the Department of Public Lands and justi-
fying the Minister’s actions. I sghould be
surprised if many hon. members opposite
would attempt to Jjustify his action, To
gave time I refer hon, members to pages 564,
610, 774 and 775 of the transeript of
evidence, There they will see ample evidence
in Mr. Creighton’s replics to counsel of the
charges of treachery and deceit that I have
mada against him,

I spoke of character assassins. The Premier
mentioned the references to the site of
Leunon’s Hotel at Broadbeach, Woolerina
pastoral lease, Kilecummin, Bombine, Coomrith,
and all the other grazing properties involved
in Creighton’s allegations, I understand it
was even suggested that a son<dn-law or other
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relative of the hon, member for Aubigny
wag going to contvibute o Labour Party
funds in return for some concesston that
might be coneeded to him, We know the
findings, It is not for me to elaborate on

them but apart from the fact that the Com-.

misgioner said not one word in Creighton’s
favour, the report containg much evidence
damning him, In that respect I want to furn
now to the instance that I really want to get
on reeord to prove thaf Creightom lied. This
appears at page 695 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’¢—1In effect, yes.

€41 sugpgest to you that it is elear that the
imputations wmade against the various
people—Mr. Foley, Cabinet and so forth—
have been fabrications. Do you understand,
I suggest that?—Yes.

i But for the most part, outside this hall.
I am now going to suggest to you that in
the witness hox this morning you deliber-
ately lied when you stated that White’s
lease had heen extended?

¢¢The Commnigsioner: that iy Hawkwood?

¢ My, MeCawley: Yes.

By Mr, MeCawley: Did you noi? T
stated that I believed that to Dhe the case.

“‘How could you believe that to be fhe
case? You know the facts, do you not?—
That is my recollsction.

“You dealt with the matter#—WNo.

““Look at this lease. (Shown to witness.)
Liook at the term there?—fIn counsideration
of the !

““Are you looking at the ‘term, the
poriod$—TIt is Lor 30 years from Oectober,
1935,

““That will bring it to 1965, Waa it ever
extended? You ean  answer  that
question $—No.

““Why did you say that it had been
extended—TIt was in my memory that it
had been, The concesyion was of g 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 matber.
At page 696 My, Creighton iz heing cross-
examined by Mr. MeCawley, and the evidence
reads—

““Torget about that., Dealing with the
length of the term, you say that you
harbonred suspieions that the lemgth of
the term had been extended?—Yes, I was
incorrect in that degree.

““If you kad that suspicion, you could
very soon have dissipated it by locking at
the lease?—TYes,

““Yet you have been content to make an
allegation of corrupfion against your Mini-
ster, It i1s an allegation of corruption,
is it mot¥%—TYes.

[ASSEMELY.]

In  other words, the Commissioner calls
Creighton & liar and says he belisves Williamng
The Commissioner went on to say-—

Mr. Vivian Rogers Creighton.

“‘And 2 glance of five seconds at fhe g
would have dissipated your suspieion
far as the extension of the term wag g
cerned, would it not?—Yes. I did
have the file available,’?

The Chairman of the Land Administrag
Board did not have the file available! x
was not prepared fo look at the file to g4
whether he could sustain the allegation begg
he made it.

At page 125 of the report, the Commissiep
had this to say—

““Mr, Williams’ evidence was that
gaw Mr, Creighton in the latter’s off
on  the afternoon of 4 July, 195
Mr, Creighton mentioned the deputation
the Minister of 17 September, 1954, ¥
said that the purpose of it was to ma
representations to the Minister to hy
ringbarking made an allowable improy
ment, Mr, Creighton said £100—ten £
notes—had been left on the table ag
‘down-payment’ for something th
expected to receive, He also said the
were two membors of the delegation w
could not come but the eight men wvep
gsented ten different landholders. M
Creighton did not mention any name
that of the person leaving ‘the money but
Mr. Williams’ impression was that he saii:
it was the last man to leave the room, My
Williams also said that Mr. Creighton
showed him a list of the names of the
members of the deputation and he copled
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
effeet, to be that of an eye-wilness and nof
baged upon any anonymnous telephone call;
It is difficult to imagine any reasonabls
explanation for the disparity between whal
Mr, Creighton says he told Mr. Willams:
and what Mr. Willams says he was told;
It wonld seem from the evidence of M
Bukowski that, when Mr. Willlams an
other officials of the Australian Warkers’
Union saw the Premier, Mr, Williams gave.
substantially the same account of the alleg
tion as he gave before me. I can see 10
reason why Mr., Williams should invent ths
aceount which le said Mr. Oreighton gave
him and the disparity between the two
accounts is so great fthat it conld hadly
bo attributed to mistake on Mr. Williams?
part.’’
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““The transeript of the noies taken at
the deputation does not seem to bear out
the account of the procesdings which Mr,
Willinms said Mr. Creighton gave him,
My, Williams appeared to me to be an
intelligent and honest witness,

YT am not really concermed fo decide
whether Mr. Creighton gave My, Williams
an  apparently  factual  sceount  of
the alleged inecident and then invented
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¢ role of an alleged eye-witness.
he did, and that amounted to

“respect of a dealing or dealings

in Crown leaseholds, But what-
.-position in regard teo Mz,
nand this alleged ineident, there
tainly mo evidenee upon which I
d" that it took place either in the

videne 1 which Mr, Creighton said the
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a 126 the Commissioner further says—
v, Creighton in his evidence said that,
o and the Minister were on a
y o Canberra in 1854, the latter
im = that Mr. Loughnan—then the
of “Dutton River—had given him a
yse——a colt. The Minister said the
‘was dn Sydney and he was going
ive alook at it mpon this occasion,
information was volunteered apropos
thing in partienlar and Mr., Creighton
ceomment. The Minister later
Hithat the horse had heen killed
ling tree. Later still the Minister
Ji that Mr, Loughnan had also given
ge to Mr. J. R. Taylor, M.L.A,
-satisfied that Mr, Loughnan did
a gift of a horse either to the
kror to Mr. Taylor and that ths
ter ‘did not say that he had.’’

&t again branding Oreighton as a
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ton River 2s his guests and was paying
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Mr. Lounghnan’s guests at Dutton River or
anywhere else, That, in itself, is perfeetly
harmiless, Mr. Creighton said that  the
Minister told him of the arrangement and
the Minister denied that there was any
suech agreement and that he told Mr.
Creighton that there was. If he did tell
Mr. Creighton I ean hardly think he would
tell him that Mr. Loughnan was paying the
fares. However, as there iz no suggestion
of eorrupt econduet on the part of or in
relation to Mx. Lioughnan, it is unnecessary
for me to resolve the conflict,’?

8o I say that if hom. members care to go
through the transeript and the report of the
Gommission they will find abundant evidence
to justify the action taken by Cabinet in
requesting Parliament to deeide whether Mr.
Oreighton should remain in his office or
whether he should be dismissed. T quote the
following evidence from pages 891 and 892
of the record. Mr. Green who was counsel
for Mr. Willlams, asked Mr, Creighton the
following questions—

“‘Leaving aside Mr, TFoley for the
moment, do I state the position fairly if
I put to you that you have mo suggestion
of any eorrupt action apainst any other
Labour Member of Parliament in Queens-
land #—No.?’

What did he say here foday? 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 evidenca—only

‘‘Nome againsi Mr, Dufficy %—That would
not be correct. I at least inferrsd the
possibility of corruption.

““You only wish people to infer eorrup-
tion; Dbut have you any evidenece of
corruption—To Williams I have inferred
corruption of other people.”’

Later, on the same page further questions
were asked by My, Green—

“You knew, of course, that Williams was
going to pass on any facts that you gave
him to ‘‘The Worker’’ mewspaper, did
youf—7Yes, 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? No.

“¢It did not exceod any information that
you gave him?—Np,

‘‘So, when you communicated with
Williams, in the first place, you promised
him that you would give him ecertain faets
upon which articles could bhe written in
“The Worker’’ newspaper?—That is so.”’

On page 915, Mr. Green asked the following

questions—

‘“You have mnever alleged that any
Minister apart from Mr. Foley was in-
volved#—(No answer.)




el
i
i
i
g
K
e
i

“‘You remember in the Senator’s speesch
-—Qertain ministers are involved’{—Well,
if you read my letters, there is an
inference that there must be some others
too.

‘““You do mot speeify any others?—I
mentioned the Premier.

‘“You are not alleging any eorruption 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 mot know, how could you

allege that the Premier was guilty of any

" corruption3—Well, if money was to be paid

to the party funds it would not be paid to

one man, or moie than one man would
know about it.

““You believed that, did you?-——Yes.

So it goes on. In the first place he said that
lLe had no charge of eorruption 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. Harlier in the evidenee in reply
to Mr, Casey he said that he had no evidence
of any kind against any Minister or hon,
member.

T conclude by referring to ‘‘The Sunday
Mail’? artiele that dealt with his approach
to the Secretary for Public Works and
Housing and the Seeretary for Lahour and
Industry. That parvagraph was put over {he
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
bhave mnot 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
subjeet 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 diseclosed all his
suspicions. He went further and said that
he was disappointed because they did mnot
show their disapproval. Apart from the
letter written by the Secretary for Labour
and Industry, which waa 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 hoth of those Minigters he
provided them with certain details. It is
within the Lnowledge of the Premier and
other Ministers that both those Mimisters
brought the matter fo Cabinet. Neither
Creighton nor anyone else was able fo 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 Cameronf

Mr, Vivian Rogers Creighton. [ASSEMBLY.] Mr. Vivian Rogers Greighton.

In any case, may I refer the hon, meny
ir Barambah to his remarks which appey

page 1180 of ‘‘Hansard’’ of 4 Novemh
1954 regarding Mr, Cameron and the gy
work he was doing. T also refer the ILeyg,
of the Opposition to page 1173
‘‘Hansard’’ of that year. The House wy
informed by the Minister in these term
“‘We are having an investigation made tg g
if there are other people in the State doiy
the same thing. The objeet of Cabinet
to give gpacial consideration to such peopls
and so on. Of course the House wy
informed that certain action was being take
in respeet of ‘‘Lumdavra,’ and the kg
member for Barambah spoke in justificatis
of everything that Mr. Cameron
elaiming,

o

Have I to suspeet the hon. member
Barambah because he visits the deparime
and makes ecertain representations on heha
of certain Crown lessees? I do mot suspe
him, but that is the inference to he draw
from Mr, Creighton’s conduct. If I adopte
the same attitnde as Mr. Creighton, would
uot be equally justified in saying that i
was guilty of corruption in elaiming th
Sir William Glasgow should have got ¢
his area when it was being subdivided {hr

whether at any stage of his eareer any Crow
lessee has offered him monsy and wheth
Mr. COreighton has ever faken any mone
That would have been a pertinont guestic
before the commission, hut, of eourse, i
aceordance with the cthics of the legal pr
fession counsel do mot care to drag in the
things, and justifiably so, but if I listen
to the rumours that eamoc to my ears whi
I was Secretary for Lands and Trrigasio
I would have grave suspicions about offiels
of the Department of Public Lands in vario
parts of the State. I did not listen to the
and it was mo good listening to the rumou
unless there was something concrete hroug
before me to justify me as Minister i
taking aetion., The whole trend of M
Creighton’s eonduect, as I said before, W
to engage in a campaign of slander agaii
decent and respectable people—a sorry sta
of affairs for & man who has reached #
position where he is appointsd to an off
where he has absolute protection by th
Parliament. He rgould have snapped b
fingers at the Premier or thumbed his 10
at any of the Ministers, If he had tak
the eourageous action by reporting 1
sugpieions, if well-founded, no Governmd
could have resisted the demand for an op
fnquiry. Imstead of that he adopted bae
door methods and tried to golicit the he
of people with the idea of eventus
destroying this Government. There is
question about that. When it comes to
stage that I have to speak more on ¥
political phases of the activities whieh 1
up to the ecommission, I will have ofb
points to make. TLet me say, in conelusil
that Mr. Creighton lisfed Mr. Gunn W
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M_r. Vivian Rogers Greighton.,

aent in the Graziers’ Association as
f- 10 men who had each econtributed
a bribe of £100 to weorrupt the
‘The Commissioner found th
hing - had taken place. There agaln
onstration of his state of mind and,
¥ when it becomes necessary for me
g0 1 will have to produce the hand-
“pf A certain person in this State
tt was noted by this individual that
nn knew all about this and was biding
ne and was going to drop it just
an ' eleetion. This is mot the
te_time to produce that document,

or of it will mot be able to deny
n - handwriting. That will be
Mhe Government have not been
fence in this matter mnor likely to
~‘defence in respeet to any other
of that savours of ecorruption. It is
ant.that these charges were proved,
“to the evidence submitted to the
happenings of six or seven years
ell if we go digging into the dim
@ :are a lot of things people have
~As T sgid, it is a sorry state of
hen - you 'have an officer who has
3 ‘high state of responsibility in
who seeks to slander men who
‘accepted in any part of the
“ag having a high echaracter,
%o reason why every hon., member
oise  if he votes aecording to his
-can do other than vote for the

ILEY (Coorparoo) (104 pm.): I
1ed :throughout this quite lengthy
s other -hon, members have done to
ord ‘touching om the issue hefore us.
ligtened “to the debate a cuzious air
redlity - became more and more
paltmulaﬂy in the approach to
or . by.:Government speakers. I shall
that - air of unreality by quoting
rast ' which the Treasurer invited
¥e dn comparing the quality of

‘given 10 him by My, Melville when
\ga) L;Lsurer was Seeretary for Publie
: ith - the quality of servige and

given by Mr, Oreighton to the
ary for ~Public Liands. That is a
migsion, and one that invites

ation in all its aspeets. Iowever, a
t' fact that stands out when you
omparison is that Mr. Melville, who
fures up on the 'Treasurer’s
200t ~the highest ideals of what
xpected of the holder of sueh an
Lo Minister who he had not
b reason to fesl was guilty of
ur. against whom =2 finding of
.wag “Gubsequently made, There
-difference hetween the standard
o alty and behaviour of a person
rving  under a Minister of
iteprity, and that of ome who
ider 5 Minister whose integrity
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he suspec’ss and who, as it eventually turns
out, there is very good reason for suspeecting.
In other words, I mlgh‘c aptly draw the
parallel of the sad experience of Australian
cricketers trylng to bat on a bad and sticky
wicket and using technigues 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
extraordivary and unprecedented dilemma that
confronted Mr. Creighton., Much has been
made of the snggestion that because of some
things that were sald in cross-examination,
and because of other things, there was no
relation between Creighton’s action and the
ultimate setting up of the royal commission.

HMr. Walsh: Hs said so himgelf.

Mr, HILEY: It is true that he said so
himself under cross-examination, but the
Commissioner’s report convineingly 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 bcen amazed to read in the
Press staterments made recently by Mr.
Bukowski, ome of the leaders of +the
Australian Workers? Union in Quecnsland,
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
leagcholds identified by reference to articles
in ‘“The Worker,”’ ineluded in whieh is
the leaschold of Dubton River, in respect
of which the Commissioner made a fnding
of eorruptiomn.

Mr. Burrows: There were two leaseholds
at Dutton River.

HMr. HILEY: And the Commissioner
found ecorruption in respect of both.

To me it seems that there is an ineseap-
able inference—and it appears to be widely
accepted by the public of this State—that
whatever can be said about the manner or
langnage of Mry. Creighton’s approach—and
I shall have something caustie to say about
both those things direetly—Creighton’s dis-
clogures to Williams, then to the AW.U,,
and then to ‘‘The Worker,”’ picked up in
turn and vepeated in the Federal Touse,
set up the chain reaction that resulted in the
finding of corruption,

. Ajkens: That is indubitably obvious.

Mr. HILEY: Tt is supported by docu-
ments in  the Commissioner’s  report.
Conscquently, I refuse to consider this matter
as completely separate from the baekground
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 inténd that
to happen, did he?
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Mr. HILEY: That may be.

My, Hilton: That is all vital to the
point we are discussing.

My, HILEY: I doubt even that. What
otherwise would be his purpose?

Mr., Walsh: You cannot go against his
own word on oath, surely?

Mr, HILLY: T noticed that Government
gpenkets have been very skilful in choosing
a word here and a word there from the
evidence and trying to make much more
eapital out of them than out of a balanced
roview 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 transeript
of the proceedings into the IHouse, Tt is our
duty to consider Creighton’s behaviour and
the propriety of his actions on all of the
evidence and nob on selecbed parts of It.

It has been said truly that for the first
time im the history of Queensland—and
gimilar instances throughout the demoeratie
countries of the world could be counted on
the fingers of the one hand—Parliament,
which ordinarily passes laws and leaves it to
the eourt to interpret and administer them,
is making itself the determiner, administra-
tor, and interpreter of the law and deeiding
whether there was misbehaviour. We are in
thigs rare instance a court and at least it
behoves us to behave as a court should. We
ghould permit the person concerned to be the
subject of a charge clearly expressed and give
him the right tc be heard in person or
through his eounsel. We should then deter-
mine on the eovidenee before us whether the
charge is sustalned or not and it behoves us
to determine whether it is sustained beyond
a Teasonable doubt. That follows the best
principle of all judicial tribumals, In other
words, in my judgment, it is our plain duty
to comsider this matter applying the same
tests as the Commissioner himself applied
when he considered the gquestion of eorrup-
tion echarged againgt the hon, member for
Belyando, He said, in words that commanded
my respeet and admiration—

t¢ ... nevertheless I think I should nct
make such a finding”’—that is corrup-
tion—

““ynlesg I am satisfied beyond reasonable
doubt that it has been established, that all
reagsonable hypotheses consistent with
inmoeence have been excluded.’’

He went on %0 say, after weighing the
importance of hearsay, the cvidence of cor-
roboration, and so on—

¢ Althongh 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 conduet may
result in grave consequences, and, for that
reagon, T think I should adopt the standard
of proof above indieated.’’

I am very glad that the Commissione
impelled to put on record that stangy,
test that he should apply. I submit g
is the same standard that should app
any British ecommunity, We should S8
ourselves beyond a reasonable doubt thy
case against the person charged is estal;
and that all reasonable hypotheses cong
with innocence have been excluded. Wy,
apply these tests my judgment is that 5
charge was laid out in unmistalkal le langug
No-one could reasonably complain abon
clear language used in the statement g
cause of suspemsion tabled in the [
yesterday. It complies with all the reg
ments of a eclear charge necessary under g
crcumstances. I do mot think the slighi
valld objection eould be taken to the w
it is dealt with.

Mr. Walsh: And you
admitted thist YO0 BEIeE that he

Burrowns A
_ Mr. HILEY: No, I don’t. In partst ' LEY W
is not a shadow of doubt, but we will diry .

it all. I will go through this in detail,

It is our duty to see whether o eg
established beyond a reasonable doubt. T
is a further element in the procedings of
tribunal such as this when it proceeds t
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the hearing and eongideration of the mgh
without any bias and without any prejud
They must be prepared to hear the eviden
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Mr. HILEY: If a person’s interest wd
so close that it tonched him it would cay
a stink in the nostrils of any deeent pers
if he sat in judgment in his own cause

_ Mr, Bmirows: According to your line.:
31111c1gme11t we are not eompetent to deal W
this.

My, HILEY: I will come to that in
minute. All hon, members of the, Governmt
party should sericusly consider the posit
they have put themselves in by arriving s
deecigion before the matter came to Parlian
to be heard and by, erying to the housel!
before the trial took place—and this i €
trial before these proceedings—<¢‘We !
determined the guilt of this man and
announce in advance what is going to L
pen.?? - :
wliinat Tha

Mr. Hilton: Have we not to prop0s L
LIhEL.

motion that the man ought to be remove
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ves in by arriving
der came to Parlia
rying to the hous
plece—and this is
roceedings—< ¢ We
of this man and
what is going to

we not to propo
>ught to be remov

hat applies to the Opposi-
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Mr. HILEY: Exactly, but with this dif-
ference; finding ‘‘D’’ happens to be a find-
ing against the Australian Labour Parfy as
such.

Government Members: No.

Mr. HILEY: He found that Thomas
Andrew Foley solicited this domation on
behalf of the Australian Labour Party. Hon.
members of the Government tock the trouble
to make it plain that the evidenee was that
he did not solicit the money for his own per-
sonal gain, 'We must assume that this matier
will econtinue so I shall proceed to examine
the charges laid against Oreighton and the
evidence in relation to him and to measure
whether in the circumstances mishehaviour is
established. If misbehaviour is established
then beyond a shadow of doubt not orly is
the law elear buf 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 mishehaviour was the wrongful
communication of infermation which came to
hig 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 seerecy as one of the most sacred
obligationg that ecomeerned every person in
the publie service.

Mr. Walsh: Is the hon. member trying
to build up an exense to vote against him?

My, HILEY: There is not the slightest
doubt that in normel circumstances that duty
of meerccy is absolute. Consequently, I ask
myselt if there were any circumstances that
overrode the ordinary ganctions and duties of
the office and that would justify Creighton’s
departure from the ordinary rule of seerecy.

Mr. Colling: Does the hon. member not
agree that most of his submissions were
ineorreet?

Mr. HILEY: I shall say that. 'The
evidenee betfore the commission, and I am
glad it was supported by the amplifying
statements made by the Secretaries for Public
Lands and Irrigation and Labonr and
Industry, was that, as he had this doubt
concerning the propriety of departmental and
ministerial conduet, he did approaeh members
of the Cabinet, not onee bub twice. First of
all, he went to Mr. Lucy, and then to Mr.
MecLean, Ie then approached the Seeretary
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 mnot 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 decop-
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 Creightom’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-
gequent proceedings may have been vastly
different if, instead of confining himself to
his doubts concerning Lundavra, he had
unfoided the full volume of his suspiclons
and doubta, [

Mr, Burrows: Which did not amount to
any evidence,

Mr. HILEY: That is accepted. He has
made it abundartly 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. HILEY: I will say this, if nobody
had any doubts and if everyone had waited
for full and conclusive evidence, there mever
would have been a Royal Commission and eor-
ruption would never have been unfolded. Is
that the answer the hon, member wants?

Mr. Bmrrows: I want something more
substantial than that,

Mr., HILEY: That is the answer, cor-
ruption established.

My, Walsh: I think at a later gtage on
another oecasion we eould have a very
interesting debate on the interpretation of
corrupt conduct. 'The hon. member will agree
that the Commigsioner has found there was
no eriminal action on the part of the Miniater,
other than the Bell case, and that the Minister
did not gain finaneially or materially.

Mr. HILEY : 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 ecorrupt con-
duet

Mr. Walsh: To be honest, an action of
a nature that you and T ecould justify could
be interpreted as corrupt conduet within the
meaning of the offence under the Criminal
Code—aections that you and I would justify,
and actions that I know have talen place at
the request of Opposition members as well as
Government members.

Mr. HILEY: If the purpose of that inter-
jeetlon is to suggest that all corruption means
something that would amount to an offence
under the Criminal Code, I point out that the
Commigsioner has dealt with that at con-
siderable length, and has drawn a very proper
digtinetion between the two.

Mr, Walsh: Very interesting.

Mr. HILEY: Very, very interesting, but
nevertheless true and I should like the
Minister to demy that anything which is
sufficiently bad to warrant a Royal Com-
migsioner making & finding of corruption on
full proof—anything short of full proof
he dismissed—is something which should
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cause the greatest concern to this Parhamen
and everyone in the community It 4s
enough if we find ourselves in the pogiy
where his behaviour was such as to g
it possible for a finding of corruption g s
made. If it were mot for some of
things I am frankly saying T do mnot
at all, nothing might yet have happene] an
couuptlon might still be rampant. /

My, Hilton: Do you infer that corrupt
might have taken place?

My, HILEY: It could have,
Mr, Hilton: On whose part?

Mr. HILEY: On the part of the pers
found to he corrupt.

Mr. Hilton: In respect of what partiey
property ¢

Mr. HILEY: We have had a_ good
of cup-reading today. A reasonable per
could be justified in drawing the infere
that where & man, not on one but on t}
counts is adjudged guilty of corrupt
remains in the samo office, unless someth
happens to limit his aetivities there co
be further instances pecurring. TIn my ju
ment it iz a grave pity that Mr. Creipl
did not make a fuller disclosive to
Minister whom he approached. He did i
What happened mnext must, I think
assessed on his failure to secure any resp
to the approaches he made to members
the Cabinet.

Mr. Hilton: There is a very 1nterest1
poin} there you want to examine.

Mr. HILEY: If the Minigter will
me what it is I ghall examine it
determined not to omit the examinatio
any point,

Mr., Hilton: What was his next lin
action after he approached My, Jones
myself ¢

Mr., HILEY:

“I have
Cabinet and that has failed, I will no
other means.?’

Obviously,

Mr. Hilton: You will admit tha
approached us on one matter and b
any conclusion was reached he turned I
and vilifed myself and other people.

Mr. HILEY: I do not know that
the evidence of the Sceretary for
and Industry he said he was appro
in Bhow weck,

v, Hilton: So was L

Mr., HILEY: The first correspond
took place in January or Febrnary follo

Mr, Hilton: At that time no report
been furnished and T read a certaln
today.

Mr. HILEY: The Minister iz tryid
suggest that if a man comes along
expresses concern about  somethin
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pens for six months he should
o waiting. The Minister might

“He knew that an officer
in making a trip round
~ang  eompiling an  extensive
i was not presented for months

ruption to. A4
some of
. do mnot
happened

ant, : .
Y: That is most interesting.

“the - cass, we have been told
o this House that he made a
regard to omne case only,

ons: Quite so. That officer was
ipating complaints.

LY: Then, why was an officer
“relation  to this  complaint
1 over Queensland inspecting all
if ‘the only matter under con-
55 ome partieular place?

f‘n: That case was stated in
with some other cases,

Y Who said that?

TiY: By whom? By you?
on: No, not by me,
Y By whom?

Me knew from his depart-
olL,

Yi All I can say is that that
¥ from helping in a eonsidera-
matter, makes it worse. Rightly

gter will-
iine it.

Mr. oighton felt that he had gone
and--that although months had

« wthing “had happened. What should
I have i ould:he shut his eyes to what he

I will now doing, Should he be prepared,
moxnth, to condone ywhat he

dm’ vil and perhaps allow himgelf
ter | ! position where he might even
e tarned y.to that evil? What was his
n people syou have the whole key to
subsequent behaviour, which

now that ordinary standards and under
ay for La derations, would offend me to

svas for that reason that when
ty for Public Liands and Irrigation
g this morning and was developing
0t about the loyalty that a person
inister; T asked him whether
nting his argument as an abso-
ether it was a qualified argu-
1d 1ie that he was presenting it
te argument. That touches the
of the case. No-one who really
al issucs involved eonld aceept
of -absolute loyalty or absolute
I.-every conceivable eirenm-

no repor
4 certain

gomething
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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 loyally and
devotion should be expected. But if respect
is forfeited from on top, it eannot be ordered
down below. Mo foliow the Minister’s argu-
ment o its logical conelusion, if the Governor
of the Bank of England was raiding the
vaults and asked a megsenger to wheel the
barrow out with the loot, the messenger should
become an accessory to the erime. Did you
ever hear such nonsense?

Mr. Hiltons Wag any crime proved at
that time?

My. HILEY: There was corruption
present, which was proved later as a resulb
of Creighton’s diselosures,

Mr. Hilton: Mr. Creighton said on oath
that he had no evidence whatever to offer.

Mr, HILEY: He said that under cross-
examination, but an inspection of the whole
of the reeord shows a clear link between his
diselosures, the articles in ‘‘The Worker,’’
the speech in the Federal House, and the
setting up of the royal commisgion,

Mr, Hilton: Are you implying that
because he was under ecross-examination he
was under duress and eould not speak

Mr. HILEY: No, but if the Secretary
for Public Lands and Trrigation can spend
some time in a witness box and have every
word he utbers 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 mo evidence.

Mr, HILEY: That is a different matter,
T 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 expeeted wnder
ideal conditions, Where corruption or some-
thing of that character iz 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 mot have heen clumsier or more
careless in hig handling of some faets, but
fundamentally he faced & position where his
moral and social duties, in my judgment,
excused him from the wvery high duty of
keeping a quiet mouth in loyal scrviee to a
Minigter 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. HILEY: BExactly. Creighton felt
that he was driven fo 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 eateh a thief, He
had to resort to surreptitious, deceitful and
clandestine methods to enable the possibility
of corruption 0 be examined and assessed.
I am bound to say that I was very unfavour-
ably impressed by the manner of his next
approach. TUndoubtedly there was consider-
able mistake and the form and tone of his
correspondence, I thought, was deplorable.

Mr. Collins: Yet you think he shoyld
remain in his position?

Mr. HILEY: You will hear my argument
fully, At least T am trying to look at all
sides of the ecase and I have not heard muech
of that nature yet. The only conelusion I
can reach from the form of hiz corres-
pondenece coming from a man of hiz 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
‘fBucket of whiskey??’

My, HILEY: Who would fail to under-
stand it?

Mr, Devries: Who would understand it?
My, HILEY: The recipient did.
Mr. Devlies: 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 ‘¢The Bulletin’’ years ago a cartoon
that well illustrated the point. In deference
to the gallery T 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 mewspaper lying around and, read-
ing it, he said to his mate, “*Joe, what does
this mean—One man one vote’%’’ Joe eaid,
“fBill, 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 aceustomed
to a style of correspondence that would be
offensive to others. Obvicusly this corres-
yondence was never intended for open eircu-
lation. From its very mnature there ig mno
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 ho
was driven to surreptitious and deceitful
methods to expose the background of corrup-
tion that was werrying the inside out of him.

My, Hiltors Do you believe that he was?

Mr., HILEY: I do, because I cannot
explain it in any other terms.

Mr. Moore: That does not absolve his
treachery.

[ASSEMBLY.]
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Mr. HILEY: Does the hon, gentl,
still say it is treachery if the person to W
loyalty is ordinarily owed is unworthy of

Mr. Moore: Treachery to G
ment, He could have gone 1o ttl]l]i Pf.’ee‘
He eould have gone to the Governor. |

Mr, HILEY: The hon, )
been away. If he had beengirg-leelﬁen
have heard me deal with that, T go not
interjections from people who hyyve bee
lowing the ergument but T do not pr
to listen to interjeetions from a0ple
Lhave been out of the (uamber
have not heard the dchate,

I am nauseated at the nature of the
regspondence Creighton chose to employ. T
explain it only by the fact that herve
lebter never intended for publiegtion in
wide sense. It was a personal sdvice we
for a particular and seeret Purpose to the
to whom it was addressed.

There is not the slightest doubt in my
that these letters caused the ehgin ey
which brought to light the corruption
land administration of the State

Mr. Power: It was never proved.

Mr. HILEY: Dutton River was
the report. B

Mr. Power: You have another 0
Dutton River. he

Br. Muller: Put the chickep hatk
the egg.

Mr, HILEY: Clause (@) of the ¢
says that Creighton communiegteq iof
tion whieh came to his kmowledge b .
of his office to Williams, and go on
ton admits that. Of course Le di
gsecond charge in Clangse- () v
admitted. No-one could possihly do
sueh a eommunication took place,
two legs to Clause (¢). 'The first b
statement of faet that he made eomp
a clandestine manner and there is
slightest doubt about this,

(Time, on motion of My, N_l
extended.)

Mr, HILEY: T thank the House
consideration and I will he as kyjef 4
The second half of Clause (¢) depdl
merely stating facts and proeeeds to
what Creighton should have dons— 2
plaints he desired to make should bl
made to His Exeellency the Goyerll
Cabinet, the Premier, or Parliamait.
of a report. I have heard no suggest!
he should have made complaints t
It is obvious from the way the €
Arawn that the Government conside!
by taking any one of these cowrse
fairly have discharged his respons

My, Hilton: He could haye w
all four if he so desired, '
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FY: He could have, but any one
5 been sufficient. There is no
e made o partial approsch. I
ready dealt with the lamentable faet

4s such an incomplete approach he
members of the Cabinet, and through
fie Premicr. It is a grave pity that
‘atioms to Messra. Hilton and Jones
od to Lundavra and that there was
‘general presentation of the con-

t,

re: Don’t you think he should
the implication of that?

16 to the Prg
2 Goevernor, =
BI

1, gentleman-
yeen here he

EY: Of what?
ore: Of the limitation of what he
‘man in his position.

he Chamber
e,

nature of the
)se to employ. T
fact that her
publication in:

FTY: He mentioned Lundavra
ve told tonight that almost six
qter the matter was still being
sied and that Creighton would have
1t from within the department, In
i Oreighton would be entitled to
trod two Ministers of the Crown with
 Where did that get me? It got
sre.’?  That seems to me o be at
6 point in justifieation.

st douht in my
. the in regy
he ct. .ption
10 State,

wer interjected.

IIEY: While the Attorney-General
“the Tlouge the Seeretary for
nds and Trrigation waa kind enough
e House about the inguiry set in
“widespread inquiry not confined
avra’' and that that was still pro-
1epeal, my view is that it is a
vy that. Mr, Oreighton did not take
the matters to the two members of the
‘through them to the Premier,
e and nothing happened, and it
epsbnable to assume that he felt,
tried the Cabinet and it got me
10w have to try other means.’’

ilfon: That is a fallaclous argu-
him nowhere with what?

sver proved.

River was.

7e. another look

chicken back

(@) of the cha
mmunicated infar
knowledge by ¥
Ly and so on, G
course he did.
wuse ' (B) was
1 pogsibly doub
ook place. The

The first hal
16 made eompla
and - *here 1s n
hig(

of Mr, Nie

ILEY: With the matter that he
before yourself and the Secretary

r and Industry.

Hilton: Where did he think he
tountil the report was furnished?

LEY: I do not know. He thought

of corruption. It is also claimed
systematically deceived the Govern-
£ ho think a Minister is eorrupt do
‘he is entitled to take any step to
rruptiond

k the House fc
1 be as brief as
wuse {(e¢) departs
1d proceeds to
have done— an

0ore interjected.

ILEY: According to the Secretary

and Home Affairs if a man serves
thinks {0 be corrupt he should
and say, ¢‘T think you are vorrupt;
to the police.”’

00re: I do not think anything of
_Lhere were half o dozen ways that

have taken if he was homest.

these courses he
. hig responsibilil

)(1111d have writt
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Mr, HILEY: It is also stated that he
fofled in his duty of loyalty to Her Majesty
and her advisers. Let us get a slant on
loyalty. Loyalty that means anything does
1ot mean pergonal subservience and loyalty
to a person. Toyalty is an ideal—something
that springs from the heart. If loyalty meant
that a man had fo keep his mouth shut in the
faec of what he felt was wrongdoing, then
loyalty to the man might mean the mast
grave disloyalty to the State. Rightly or
wrongly, I have made it clear that many of
Mr. Creighton’s aetions were foolishly taken,
but T still think that he wag in this position:
am T going {0 be loyal to the Minister and
disloyal tc the State, or should I put my
loyalty to the State above a personal loyalty
to the Minister? That wemt 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 T
eannot strip my mind of a reasonable doubt
that the action he took, while strange to me,
whilst one I doubt whether I would have
eonsidered talking myself, was one not without
justification—justification to the point that
entifles me to say to him, as Mr, Justice
Townley said in regard to some matiers
concerning the hon, member for Belyando,
‘41 give the benefit of the doubt.’’

Mr, DMoore: Would vyou employ
Creighton?

My, BILTY: I will consider that when
he is free to aeccept 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 angwers to
coungel and so on., I think Creighton should
have looked further ahead and should have
realised the extraordinary diffieulties with
which he would find himgelf faced. Once a
marn sets out to play the part of a thief to
cateh a thief, eventually he will find that
surreptitious and clandesfine bhehavieur is
ungvoidable. I attach mno particular
significance to that aspect in this ease. It
had to follow from the courge of eonduct
that he elected to take, If he had chosen
other methods of bringing these matters to
light, he may have avoided the necesgity for
that conduet, T find nothing mongtrous about
the fact that, having decided to adopt that
method fo bring eorruption to Light, he found
himself in the position in which every secreb
agent, every spy and many police officers
inevitably find themselves in the proper
exercise of their duly., 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 eclandestine hehavicur, which
characterised his behaviour, but, if you accept
that he was Jjustified in doing somecthing to
overcome corruption in this State, vou must
accept what flows with it. Much ag T deplore
the secrecy, the surreptitionsness and the false
position in which Creighton inevitably found
himgelf, if it is held that he wag justified in
taking extraordinary steps to stop corruption,
those unpalatable things have to be accepied.
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Let us now look at this matter from the
moral aspect,

‘What will be the impaet on the public at
large and on the Public Service$ I am going
to say that the publie 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 bis eosty paid by the Crown
while the man who helped in some part to
bring the eorruption to light is dismissed from
his office and forced *o bear his own costa.
It would be regardsd by most people as an
outrage of decency and public affairs, It will
be aceepled as a calenlated warning to all
that, irrespective of the crime, the corrup-
tion or the malpraetice 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 eould well mean an end of the moral
code in this State, and it could well be the
start of a political dietatorship, a reign of
terror in politieal administration.

What will be the effect on the Public
Bervieed The effect on the Publie 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
offeet on the Public Serviee will be iragic.
Tt will be a clear warning to members of
the Public Service to shut their eyey and
close their mouths irrespective of the wrong
done by amy Minister,

I have mentioned the tests of public
reaction and the effeet on the Publie Serviee.
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 hs
behaved but, I cannot divorce from my
mind the whole background against which
he acted and the extraordinary background
and set of cireumstances whieh justified
conduet which in itzelf was extraordinary.
I repeat, my test of this rests om features
that have emerged at certain stages in the
minds of decent people, that there Is a
moral and social duty which transcends
cvery rule in the hbook, every accepted
sanction and inhibition. Much as T dsplore
hig behaviour and the looseness of language
and his proueness to exaggeration and mis-
take, T feel he is entitled to the henefit of
the doubt on the basis that what he did
was justified.

Mr. BURBOWS (Port
pr): The hon, wmember who has Just
resumed his seat used a ericket vernacular,
and I think he was playing for a draw,
To the best of my ability I have examined
much of the evidenece; T think I read quite
a lot of it. X read the report through a
number of times becanse, like every other
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bhon. member I am reluctant to come
decision which might have such g
effects on a man’s livelihood and fypy,,.

Mr, Aikens: And a serious reflectioy
the Publie Servies, too. "

Mr. BURROWS: I shouid say thy
Labour Party is more sympatheiic jy
regard than the Opposition. When I he,
pleadings of the Opposition over thig
tail amongst publie servants I wondg
mueh sympathy they wounld have had js
man concerned becn some clerk on the
wage. However, I particularly rose t
to a couple of things mentioned by they
member for Coorparoo. He said, whan 14
ring to the approaches made by Mr. Crejg)
to. Ministers, that beeause six mg
had elapsed before action was takep 3
Crieghton was entitled to go somewhere
Mr. Creighton knew that a fellow n
of the Land Administration Board wag y
ing certain inguiries, and those in
embraced the whole of the ‘State
Government could not give one lesses ¢
terms without making those terms uni
throughout the State. This was a
important matter and a decision could n
rughed, There was no urgency, becaus
Cameron had eight or nine years to go
his lease wag up. 'There was no urgen
that regard. Mr. Creighton’s motives
and I make it plain, to play pol
throughout. If one lives by the swor
shonld die by the sword. That is thet
T follow. If he wants to play politie
him come out onto the hustings and
it the way we play it, not under tho g
of an Act of Parliament.

Mr. Aikens: Come up North and 1l
ag we play it

MMy, BURROWS: With respect to the
member for Mundinghurra, I say th
matter how dirty they play it up Not
how unserupulous they ars, their
would not he worse than the mann
which Creighton played polities. He ¢
on correspondence under a nomedep
yet hon. members opposite hold him
a courageous man, I ask them hew
courage is necessary to write annd
letters, and how much less courage
sary to write lies in anonymous letfe

The hon. member for Coorparco said
Creighton got tired of waiting i
action following his interviews Wi
ters. He did nmot get fired of waitilg
was desperate. He wanted Governmen
to be what he thonght it should be, 1
the Government might decide as the
their investigations. Let us tale O £
own evidence of hig conversation With
Williams. He said—

¢TI added to that that it only T
an authoritative statement £x0
Government that new leases of ©
perties suitable for subdivision w9
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to ecome nin deelared closer-settlement dis-

fgeoteh’ rumours that were

ited to change the poliey, Although
consider Mr. Cwameron. to be an
{sr, Creighton was afra;'td that he
ain some advantage. Creighton was
srned about the poliey of the Govern-
45 concerned more with his hatred
meron, He wanted Cameron’s case

say that
thetic in

ver this sily jome years before a renewal was
I wonder wanted it decided in the way he
ve had ha it should go, and Dot on the
k on the s

ong: Hag the Cameron case been

ROWS: I do not think he would
chance of getting an extension

T e | However, 1 understand that it will be
fellow me ceara before his lease expires. .
Soard wag member for Coorparco said that
those ing top. raised something that was

& State. “the Commissioner, I interjected
stage and the bon, member mentioned
‘River. What Mr. Creighton raised
utton River ease was the lease to
~in respect of which the Commis-
d de could find no evidence of cor-
There wag a finding on Dutton
it Telated to a lease held by M,
died in 1951, at which time Mau.
was not even a member of the
mijnistration Bozrd. He did not
hairman of the board until 1953,
‘he made allegations in his letters
ilfiams that the lessee of DPutton
40 get certain concessions, which
sioner found he did not get.

&h to.-eorrect the hon. mermber for
jo. on that point, None of the mat-
ntioped by Mr., Creighton o Mr,
,oand mnone of the articles that
“‘The Worker,’” had any sub-
g, In mno instances were the
ontained in them sustained in
oner’s findings,

ghton is a very lucky man that
Camboon kept something in cold
even or eight years and decided
at a time when the commission
.very stieky wicket. In my opinion

is ‘mot fit to remain in his office.
andard of devotion to duty, loyalty
-yirtues is expected of & man
such 2 position than of someone in
Creighton wrote many letters

's motive

play po
the sword

rth and play

pect to the &
I say tha
it np Nox
;, their aefi

2
the manner

tics. He calr
v nom:-de-plu
hold him up

i te
o1 P
ous letters.

rparoo said
aiting for

ews with M Williams eontaining seurrilous matter,
of waiting currilons’’ ig the correet word to
overnment eferibing an aftempt to rob people
nuld be, not hatacter, T have always been taught

ctter for 10 guilty men to escape
one innocent man to be punished.
case the order is reversed and we
guilty men all in a bLeap. Im
0f-the alleged bribery the eharacter
fdight men was attacked and for the
o their lives it will be Drought up,

any of them stands for Parlia-
will ‘be said, ¢“Oh, you gave £10 to

3 a5 the resuld
take Creigldl
ssation with

ases of old
vision would:
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a Minister for some coneession.’’ I do mot
think there will be any doubt in anyone’s
mind that the Commissioner by implication
found that Creighton was not telling the truth
there.

The Oommissioner said—

f¢It will be noticed that I have made
scant mention during the course of this
Report to Your Excelleney of the articles
which appearcd in ‘The Worker’ the
material supplied by Mr, Williams to Mr.
Bukowski ag a basis for those articles and
the correspondence whereby Mr. Creighton
supplied most of that information to Mr,
Williams. The first and second were almos
wholly dependent on the third and the
third consisted of accusations and insinna-
tions and not of evidence.’’

Creighton is not an ordinary layman. He
has occupied a judicial position and he has
had considerable Court experience, Hig
salary indieates 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 skightest
evidence in any of his accusations. In other
words, he was guilty of making loosc and
false aceusations, A man guilty of such a
thing cannot be allowed to occupy such an
imporfant position,

Members of the Opposition have said that
we arc 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 duly conseientionsly. It is not easy for a
Labour man to vote a man out of a job, At
the same time, it iz hard to get a TLabour
man to evade his responsibility and to let
polities influence his judgment. After read-
ing all the cvidence I honestly say that I
do not think Creighton is fit to oecupy such
a high and responsible pogition. I make no
apologies for saying that and T 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
ineident has been the most regrettable in
my experience in this House, Perhaps that
iz 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 afterncon. I have nothing in
common with Mr, Creighton and like the
Premier I have never spoken to him in my
life. T read the evidenee falrly closely but
T did not read the full transeript. The argn-
ment we have heard has been based on the
evidence submitted to the royal commission
and not on the findings., Criticism has heen
levelled at hon, members of the Opposition
because they failed to read the transeript. It
is a mighty job to read the transeript and
examine all the evidenee. We 3all 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 tramseript. That
was a very small ease compared wifth this
inguiry, There are hot many copies of the
transeript floating about the place. Both
the Premier and the Treasurer said we should
have read the transeript and that there were
copies in the lbrary. I have since made
inquiries and find that there is one copy avail-
able, The library is open from 9 a.m, to
4 pm, With 24 hon. members of the Opposi-
tion how eould we all have had an opportunity
to read and study that transeript? I am
informed that an ample supply of copies have
been made available to hon. members of the
Labour Party. If that is not correet I invite
5 denial from hon, membeors 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 transeript 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
transeript, or as much of it as he could, before
the leading articles were framed. Thesc red
herrings that have heen drawn acrosg the
trail will not impress or influence anyone.

We have listened to long argumernts, par-
ticularly by the Premier and the Treasurer,
based on the evidence. Xt was vory elear to
me that they shied clear of the findings. They
were not prepared to diseusy 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 aeted in good faith, Did Mr.
Creighton aet in good faith? I admit that
I do not agree with every aetion 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
politieally or prejudice members of the
Government personally.  All the evidence
leads one to the belief that Mr. Creighton’s
polities lean towards ILabour. (Government
laughter.)  There is no reason why hon.
members opposite should endeavour to
dispute that point. Oan aryone imagine a
man whose polities were mnot inelined to
Labour eonfiding in Mr., Williams., If he
wished to make a political issue of the
matter he eould have made a complaint to
the Opposition. I am safe in saying that
not ore 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 poliey 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 p,

forward. The incident today is the sadp
experience of my life. There is oty
more unkind than to charge, conviet
sentence o man before you hear him,

Mr. Jesson interjected,

Mr., MULLER: The hon. membep ;
Hinehinbrook should be the last to il
jeet.  The hon. member made a
statement that this man was going
sacked.

Mr. Jessoms I did not say anythi
of the sort. Y

Mr., MULLER: He did It woual
better If the hon. member kept his y
closed. If he does mot I shall not
hit him below the belt but throw him ;
out of the ring. (Laughter.)

‘Mr. SPEAKER: Order! I ask the
member to withdraw that remark, j
highly unparliamentary to threaten any
member.,

Mr., MULLER: Of course, you are
judge, Mr. Speaker, and if you think j
I will withdraw it., I shall stick strict)
the question, particularly in view of the
that we are likely to have an opporiy
of diseussing the findings of the Royal (
mission at s later stage during the sesy

An Opposition Member: The Prs
promisad. .

Mr. MULLER: I think the Premier
cated that was likely to happen. «

Charge (b) in the statement of ths g
of suspension reads as follows:—
““During the year 19556 he
information gained or conveyed to him
virtue of hig office for a purpose other
for the discharge of his duties and eufg
into a elandestine correspondence wi

gaid Cecil Wallace Edgar William

the purpose of having such informy

published in a newspaper.’’
The charge goes on to say that i
Creighton had any ecomplaint to make
should have goune to His Hxcellene
Governor. Mr, Creighton dealt wi
in his address. I want you, Mr, Sp
and hon. members to place yourselyes
Mr., Oreighton’s position. Would 2
us in Mr. Creighton’s position, wil
eoncerote charge to make, take thatb
As he admitted in his addvess today &
the Treasuver mentioned during tho
of the debate, he had no conerete chal
make, but he had very deep suspiciol
the findings of the Royal Commission }
beyond all doubt that those suspieioid
well founded. Suppose he went X
Governor, Would any hon., member P
go to the Governor with a complaint ¢
kind? T think the first action -0
Governer would be to lay the coll
bhefore the Premier, The Premier 1
would convey the complaint to the M
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'reighton. ‘

¢ Lands and Irrigation. What do Mr. MULLER: If he was working for me
the case he ose would have happened? Cabinet In one of our butter factories and I was
y is the sad ]?ave met and would have vealised as guilty as the Commissioner found the

Oreighton did not have substantial ex-Secretary for Public Lands was, I would

ge, eonvict, + the complaint to the Governor feel that he was justifed. The action I

hear him, suld have been dismissed promptly. would have.taken would be this: if T wag
no question about that. Mr»,  bowled ont in that way and hq was working
would have been asked to prove for me, I would promptly resign.

n. member Tf he failed to do so he would

Ile was charged with having eonveyed
information to a Mr. Williamg for the pur-
: .. pose of having that information published
eomplaint goes om fo say that his  5,° 5 pepgnaper I should remind hon.

should have been a report 0 yaybers of an experience we had in this
Op bis own evidence he had no  you4 only a few years ago relating to
gubmit to Cabinet. What would  ,veele  1n the course of an argument that
the result? He would have been  yevelnped the then Minisber for ‘Works, Mr.
The charge says that he should Harry Bruce, went out of his way and called
_to the Premier, but would the g5 papers relating to my land tax returns.

* o charged with disloyalty to his

shall not ve been any different? Those papers were presented in this House.
throw him ge says that in so acting he Confidential papers were produced and the
) 1y deccived the Govermment and  figures were mentioned. Those particulars
I ask the eut and failed in hi? duty of loyalty appeared in ‘‘Hansard’’ and in the Press.
remark Majesty and her advisers. I challenge Would hon. members say that the action

tement. Did he deceive the Govern-  of Mr. Creighton in passing on information '

Did he deceive Parliament? He did o Mr. Willams was any worse than the
e me. I have read this evidenece gaetion of Mr. Bruce in relation to myself?

th_g‘g,ommenccmenf} and I have not been In the course of his remarks the present

ed, He did nf%: (1(}31661"&0]?:. }1]119;211115;;nt a.g; Seeretary for Public Lands and Trrigation
desive to cle:n uv ;llllis watber said that Mr. Creighton joined the Depart-
esLre sibilit 11?0 investionts Ment of Public Lands in 1923, If T make a
5 i N i mistake, the Minister might correct mo. I
r thoroughly. followed his speech as closely as I was able.
Collins: Does the hon. member think  Fe has therefore been in the Department
! The Pre riting letbers to Willlams and giving  pop 33 years and it has taken the Govern-
v the answers is comsistent with ment all this time to wake up to the fact
: that he was guilty of treachery. He must
ULLER: To reply to the Minister, D0ave had a elcan record, on the Minister’s
suggesting for a moment that all admission, to be appointed to his present
otineould he eondomed, but T want position. He was appointed a member of

hreaten any

8, Yo are
yoy nk {
stic. _.rietl
view of the
an opportu

WS t— Speaker, and the Minister, to the Tand  Administration Beard on
055 he yourselves in a similar position. 1% February, 1952, If_ he was an unreliable
veyed to him vorried man beeause he knew what Peérson or unsuited or incapable of doing the
rpose other ¢ con, T admit he made mistakes. - Job just why was he appointed o such a high

and semior position by this Govermment$®

morning the Seeretary for Labour

nsbry sald that by his actions he Mr. Devries: There was nothing against
himself temperamentally unsuited, or  him at the time he was appointed.
words that he was possessed of a

mentality, The hon. gentleman did Wr, MULLER: But the Government have
se words but the inferemece iz  suddenly found out that he was guilty of
igree with the Minister. At that some irregular practice. I am saying that
a8 temperamentally unsuited. He there must have been some reason for this
amentally unsuited because he change of attitude on the part of Mr.
amentally upset. There is mo  Oreighton. He did not simply deteriorate in

yndence with
r Williams
uch informa
3

vy that if
nt to make
E- lency
led  yith
u, Iy, Spe

& yourselves ut that. The Minister said that a matter of weeks, e had grown up in
Would any ters in which he referred to the the department, and all the information we
gition, with: a8 Gair and Co. The hon, ecan gather about him is that he has been
take that sked what would hon, members a reputable and eapable officer. Because he

w8 today and
wing the cg
nerete charg

pposition have to say if Creighton  was suspicious and had svery rcason to be
rred -to them as Nicklin and Co. suspiclous, he perhaps made a mistake in
he company, I say that in view confiding in Mr. Williams. I am not going
- puspiciong,: matances he would be perfectly to eriticise Mr. Williams. Tf something
mmission pr at is my view., I should say that irregular was taking plaecs, surely Mr.
suspicions being disloyal but I would not say  Williams and the AW.U, were entifled to
3 went to g in  that way would Dbe know of it?

Mr, Collins: Was not Parliament entitled

omplaing of Collins: Tf he was working for you to know of it
action of our butter factories under the
the eompl

Imsfances, would you keep him Mr., MULLER: I will come to that in a
minute.

Premier in it
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.On 9 November, 1953, Mr, Creighton
became Chairman of the Board. I remind
the Houge that in 1931 amending legislation
wag passed containing provision that the dis-
migsal 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 aetions not to the Govern-
ment alone, but to Parliament., Why then
was he advised to go to Cabinet or the
Government?

Mr. Collins: He couid have done any of
those things. That is the point.

Mr. MULLER: He was not answerable
to Parliament alone, he was answerabls to
the peopls.

According to the charges laid againsh
Mr, Creighton, he betrayed his position of
trust. 1 cannot see where he did that.
Tmmediately he sugpected something irvegular
he used his own method of approach. I am
sure that mnow no-one knows better than
Mr, Creighton that he made a mistake, but
he explaired very fully today that he did
not want to damage the CGovernment politi-
cally. That is borne out by his demeanour
and hiz 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
gsomething and he was determined, by hook
or by crook, that the people would hear
about what wag going on,

The Minister would not be the hoow,
anyway. ‘

There is not the slightest doubt that the
whole of the eirenmstances must have .Jbeen
very disconcerting to My, Creighton. No-one
could hold that office, kmowing what had
happened both prior to and affer being
appointed to it, without being suspicious.

T do not intend to deal with the whole
of the evidenee as the Treasurver did, but I
ghall 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 conneeiion with the closure of
the road through Hawkwood, and the Mini-
sler’s aetion in going contrary to the advice
not only of Creighton, but of every officcr
of hig department, against the closure of the
rond. Three local authorities—the TMidsvold,
Mundubbera, and Chinchilla Skire Couneils—
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 Minisber.
The United Grazicrs’ Assoeiation and indeed
all users of the road complained bitterly.
The matter was discussed with Mr. MeLean,
Mr., Ferguson, Mr. Creighton, and the land
ranger and it was made elear that tbe road
was required for the use of the general public
but beeause of the persistent requests of the
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Iate B. 8. White the road was closeq,
were in the position of Mr, Creight,
you knew that, Mr. Speaker, woulg nél
be unhappy? Would not you thiny i
must have been something more thay a
to Mr. White and something more ,
baek of the Minister’s mind to inﬂueuce i

We are not done with Hawlowogg
Again, the late Mr. White appealsd fo
extension of the Hawkwood lease ang tor
it at a low rental he offered to clegy 1
aeres of land and to grass it. For that
expected a continnance of the lesse
half-penny an acre whereas all {he Oﬁ;‘t
of the department said that the trye w?}
of the lease was mot less than 23, ,,
an acre. White’s applieation was ge,
by the Minister, though rejected by EP‘;
officer of the department, and it v,
out that the Orown gained a benefit of g
and the lafe R. 8. White gained a beneg;
£9,9560. T do not suggest that the oy
sioner found corrupt conduet there. o'
not. Mg gave Mr., Foley the benefit f |
doubt. Nevertheless, I ask hon. menthery
examine Creighton’s feelings. Aftey
Creighton could not by any stretch of
imagination be called a fool. He knew g,
things were going on.

Take the ecase of the sale of the Dud
River holding. Tn order to delay the
the then Minister used the bogy of I
infestation. Officers were sent out to insy)
the property and they reported that
infestation of burr there was no worse
on any other propertics in the distriet, 3
the vendor company undertook to pay §
whole of the working expenses op §
property until the Minister had given |
consent to the sale, : :

Mr. Aikens: £300 a week.

Mr. MULLER: There is no need for
hon. member fo make my speech., As
condition of the contract the company unds
took to Thear the whole of the wor
expenses on the property until the Minis
gave his consent, They amounted fo £
a. week and the Minister dilly-dallied :
five months so that it ecost the com
£6,000. Hon. members are not silly enough]
believe that this action was not delibe
Mo-one can tfell me that there were no &t
rcasons for the Minister’s delaying Lis
gent to the transfer. The solicitors trif
apain and again to get his decision, fndl
saying, ‘‘If you are not prepared to g
your eonsent tell ug that you refuse to
sent to the sale or transfer,’”  Wher !
Minister was finally pinned down he s
““Yes, T will eonsent to the sale of
property provided that you pay another &
and Mr. White will be required to clear t
property of burr within the next 12 months.
What happened? White got the extra &
and he did not clear the property,

Mr. GAIR: I rise to a point of ord
The hon, member is drifting away fr
motion.
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o Pavian Rogers Oreighton.,

LLER: The hon. gentleman does

as closed, T “ivhat I said. He has mot heen

lr. Creighton
31, would ngt ;
IR: I have been listening to you
; been off the motion for some
time. You are dealing with the
#’s report rather than Oreighion
1ution before the House.

SPEAKER:

more than 5
ung more g
! to Inflnence

To some exteat the
drifted away from the
Yefore the House and I ask him to
“hig remarks with Mr, Creighton’s

lease and tg
ed to elear §

¢ the lease j
w all the o
at the tirue

than 2d. op.
don was acees

[(LLER: T will make every pos-
ffort to keep within the words of the
ton. . The Premier has not been in the
e minute while I have been speak-

air: I have been listening to you.

LLER: 1 did not see the hon.

He walked in and echarged me
arting from the resolution. I have
; to the royal commission’s

d - Mr. Creighton’s mind.
ly reason and if I am not entitled to
tiit is only guessing.

mier questioned my right fo speak,
e him o silent hearing tonight and
im-an extension of time.

j.S‘.I?EAKE]EL: Order!

MULLER: I do suggest that the
t Lag walked in and endeavoured fo
me: from speaking without knowing
T have been talking ahout.

raw . attention to what the Commis-
says about Nelia Ponds.

e of the Dujg
to delay the g
he bogy of
ient out to insp
‘eported that f
vas 1o worge
the distriet,

rtook to pay

er had pgiven

For the hon.

PEAXER: Order!
t2s ‘information. the Promicr has indi-
to the House that we will be able to
h the report of the Commissioner at
ter date. We ave now dealing with the
tion .about Mr, Creighton and I ask the
ember fo connect his remarks with
on’s misconduet as alleged.

[r, MOULLER: I am not dealing with
I will speak now of
g that oceurred at the Department
blic Lands in the presence of Mr.
ton, A Mr, and Mrs. Douglag came
Mr, Foley and Mr, Foley called Mr.
eighton into the room. He heard the argu-
gnd hon, members know vwhat hap-
These people had sold a property and
Wing 1t they decided that they did
tish to sell and wanted to find some
gy to hold it, notwithstanding that they
d aiteady signed a contract of sale. When
‘Signed the contract they were legally
«»The ex-Minister called Mr, Creighton
the room and I think he asked him if
vas any means of evading the contract
r."Creighton replied that as far ag he
s¢e the thing was legally binding. The

3 1o need for

le company un

of the worki
until the Mini
amounted to £

dilly-dallied :
rost the compa
not «illy enough

port at all

ed down bhe =
the gale of |

1g away from ¥

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 firvag
occasion they weve to recsive £105,000 and
on the second oeccasion £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 baek 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 ag I do not
weary you. Do not worry about me; lock

after yourself,

‘When they came back they asked for his
belp in order to stop the sale and he intro-
dueed the burr matter. Mr. Creighton was
in fhe room. He knew the whole of the
cireumstances, If the hon. the Premier was
placed in similar circumstances to Mr,
Creighton he would be looking to someone
in whom he could confide. Tle was out to
honour the trust placed in him. There were
several things that created suspicion in hig
mind., Mr, Creighton held the hiph office of
Chairman of the Land Administration Board,
and if he failed to diselose any corrupt or
jrregular 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, whieh 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 publie
gervice. He had everything to lose and
nothing to gain.

My, Power: He never thought he would
be found ouvt.

Mr. MULLER: Tt tock the hon, gentle-
man 32 years to find him out and as late as
two years aga when he was appointed to this
position he said he was an honourabla
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 Govermmernt or to me if ha
thought that I was gnilty of similar prae-
tices. He could not, if he was an honour-

able man.

If the Government ave out® to make a
soapegoat of the man by erifieising k.\im,
they have to Jook for some means of criticism,
and the only eritieism that they ean level
against him is his means of approach. The
royal commission has proved beyend all
doubt that corrupt practices were being
carried on in that department.

Mr, Hilten: Not “were being carried
Dn.”
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Mr. MULLER: Corrupt practice was
carried on. It was proved beyond doubt.

(Time expired.)

Mr. MUKNRO (Toowong) (1156 p.m.):
The question before the House is whether
we should or ghould mot pass the motian,
If it is passed it will have the effect of
removing Mr. Creighton from his office as
Chairman of the Land Adminigtration Board.

In considering this question, we should
congider and debate the whole of the sur-
rounding circumstances. That has been
established by the speaches made by the
Premier and Tressurer tovight, and I think
that practice is correct, because in my view
this is one of the gravest and most important
motiong that has ever come before this
Queensland Parliament. I do not say that
bacause of the immediate personal sffect on
My, Creighton, but because of the tremendouns
importance of the reactions whieh are likely
to ocenr throughout the State as the result
of the passing of this motion,

Most of vs realise that the two gquestions
involved ave interwoven. We cannot consider
one withount consideving 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, Mogt of us who have
approached this question with an open wmired
have come to the conclesion 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 hag turned on the manner in which
he acted. As a high administrative officer he
was faced with an extremely diffieult problem.
Tt may be that he did not deal with that
problem in the best possible way. That is
the allepation he has to face, We are also
faced with an extremely difficult problem.
Let us examine ourselves in the samc way as
My, Creighton bLas been ezamined. ILwet us
coneede that the broad general purpose of
congideration hy hon. members in this
Chamber is an attempt to do what i3 xight.
The first thing we have to recognise
is  that this js ome of those rare
oceasions where we are acting in a judieial
or quasi-judicial capacity. We are, in effeet,
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 Coorparon
who has quite rightly pointed out——and I do
not want to repeat what he said——that the
normal course of proecedure in any case of
thiz natures 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
crunciated by the hon. member for Coorpareo
to show how far our proecedure has been from
the procedure of a judicial anthorify. The
first thing hon. members on this side heard
of the case was the report in the Press that
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caucus composed of hon, members ap
bad prejudged the case and had comy
decision as to what the judgment wag
to be, several days before thiz motig,
before the House., I do mot want ¢,
the Notice of Motion in defail but 4
stanee of it was that Vivian Rogers Crq
ought to be removed from the of
Chairman of the Land Administration
1 ask hon. members partienlarly to moi
this motion does not deal with his suspe,
but sets out that Creightonm ought
removed from the office of Chajrman
Land Adminigtration Board, More
atterthought, and after the matter
heen and after i

mueh of the Btanding Orders as would of
wise prevent this House from granting
Creighton leave 1o appear. I waunt )
members to mote the wording of the seg
paragraph to the effect that Vivian Reg
Creighton be given leave to appear in pey
or by his counsel at the Bar of the Hp
and address the House in relation to
ceause of his suspension. I want |}
members particulavly t0 mnote the limg
words that My, Creighton be given leaye
address the House ‘‘in relation to the cauy
his suspension.’’ Let hon, members note §
very important limitation. All
Mz, OCreighton wasg permitted to addy
the House about was in relation:
the cause of his suspension. In of
words, this House has mnot given
Creighton the opportunity at all to say
he should not be removed from the offi
Chairman of the Land Administration B
On top of that, wo heard Mr, Creighton U
early in the afternoon, I do mot thin
had heard the speeches of the p
Seeretary for Lands and Irrigation o
Secretary for Labour and Industry,
Mr, Walsh: He was in the gallery.
Mr. MUNRU: Whether he heard the
not, it was at 2.15 this afternoon that
Oreighton had a limited opportunity to &
on 5 very circumscribed subject, Ever
then, the House has been debating
matter and it was omly after dinner
evening that we heard the speeches of
Premier and the Treasurer, .
My. Gair: They were very good spee
Mr, MUNRO : They were very interesif
speeches, in which was brought forwar
great deal of matter that, so far as I kno
may have heen completely new to
Creighton. In any ease, Mr. Creighton &
has no opporbunity of rebutting thoge st2
ments, If we regard curselves as a jud
tribunal, if we regard ourselves &8 be§
the highest court of the land, as the
member for North Toowoomba likes to 18f
to us at times, where are the witnesss
Where is the evidemee that is placed bel0
this eourt to emable us to arrive at & JW
verdict? I have heard many allegab
and I have heard many interestimg spee
but when T look round for real evid
I am shocked to find how little there is




Rogers Creighs,
oion. iy Vivien Rogers Creighion.

bon. members opps
ise and had come 4

; oyd: Tell us why Creighton did
he judgment wag gg

¥a & Teport o Parliament.

efore this motigy o _
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MUNRO: I am not worried about
My. Creighton was aware of the
What I am concerned about is that
“#he hon. moember for Port Curtis
ware of it. I ask him to listen
while I read it.

;ﬁr.at paragraph of Section 15 of the
¢ty Amendment Act of 1931—and it

; relation
cusion, In
3Ionot  given My
"2t all to say why

“members of the Board shall hold
¢o during good behaviour, and shall not
‘romoved therefrom unless an address
11 he presented to the Governor by the
lative Assembly praying for such
oyal - on  the ground of proved
aviour or incapacity.’’

ould: like hon, members to mnote par-
y the words, ‘‘proved misbehaviour or
acity.?’

urrows: In other words, he had

er proteetion than the average public
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Ir. MUNRO: Mr. Speaker, it is impos-
or-me to proceed if one or two hon.
c1s opposite persist in continuous inter-
~Their interjections arc entirely
it and it seems to me that they are
d:to waste my time,

[xi SPEAKER: Hon. members are not
tled to interject.

MUNRO: Txcept that I think
Ung  Orders mention eontinued inter-
N8 a8 being  highly  disorderly.
m o sure you will pardon me for
g attention to it but I think it is
g “that the hon. member for Kedron
d have it brought to his notice.
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My, LLOYD: I rige 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, MUKRO: 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 limifed time,
and I am having very great difficulty in
making myself heard.

I wish to emphagise the need for mishe-
haviour to be proved. Tirst T will answer
one of the interjeections of {he member
for Port Curtis. He sald that this was a
higher degree of protection than that accorded
to an ordinary publie servant, No doubt
that is beeause it is a very high and responsi-
ble office. I take it that the legislature had
in mind that the powers and respomsibilities
of the holder were such that he should be
protected from anything in the way of
political interferenece., So he was given a
proteetion pimilar to that given to the
Auditor-General and to some extent compar-
able with that given to a member of the
judieiary.

Mr, Lloyd: That was my guestion.

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 1831, I will tell you the sfory one
day.

Myr. MUNRO: I will develop that argu-
mont 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 eonduet on the part of a then
Minister of the Crown and the seceond this
allegation of mishchaviour, 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
conduet. The possible effect of that on the
future of the State is more important than
that there might have been some misbechaviour
by Mr. Creighton. The corrupt conduet of
the then Minister is the dominant feature,
and it must faveur our whole consideration
of the mishehaviour, 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 fenee, damaging it and
damaging flowers in the garden, then broke
windows, such conduet which normally
would be reprehensible would be viewsd 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, T feel that some punishment is
merited. I do mnot think any of us could
say that Mr., Oreighton had aeted rightly,
but I do submit that thers was mueh Jjusti-
fication for the action he took,

My, Gair: Do you think he pursued every
avenue open to him?$

Mr. MUNROQ: That has been covered
fairly fully and I do not want to go over
it again. I do not think either the hom.
gentleman or I would have acted in the same
way, nevertheless we must agree that Mr.
Creighton wag faeed with a partieclarly diffi-
eult situation and there was eonsiderable
justification for the course he took, Because
of that, if ws regard this as a punishment,
then it is excessive. If it is proposed to do
this in the public interest and for the better
adminigtration of the Department of Public
Lands then I think it is misguided in some
respects becanse it is not directed to the right
quarter. I consider publie interest the more
Important guestion. 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 regponsibility,
I am wnot gquarrelling with that, but I am
using it as an introduetion te the wvery
important point that an examination of the
provisions of the Tand Acts revealy that
though Mr. Creighton oceupied the position
of Chairman of the Land Administration
Board his real powers were not mearly so
great as most people think., Seetion 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 diseretion approve of an
application or roject 1t. Section 47 dealing
with oeeupation licences says that the rent
shall be the amount mnotified or bid
or fixed by the Minister, as the ecase
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 provideg that if
the Minister is satisfied he may in his abgo-
lute discretion approve of such agreemoent
either in whole or in part. I was vather
horrified to learn from the statement by
Mr, Creighton that, although we have a Land
Administration Board comprising thres
people, formal meetings of the Board
were rarely held and it did not appear neces-
gary to do so.

Myr. Hiltom: During his term as chair-
man,

[ASSEMBLY.]
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Mr. MUNRO: That is his statement, T,
ug look at the position that has axg
Although, quite rightly, we have these legi
lative safeguards, for setting up o board
three persons, we have found that the praet;
has grown up that the Board does not me

Mr, Hilton: It meets now.

Mr. MUNRO: I am glad to have th
assurance. I was horrified to learn thag
had the position that tremendously impoyts
diseretionary powers were being exerciseq
the Miunister involving considerable sumg
between ome person and another and thy
was not even a formal meeting of the Bogy

Mr, Burrows: Is not that a reflection g
the chairman?

Mr. MUNRQ: Tt may be a reflection ¢
the chairman to some extent, but the Minist
was the person responsible, I am not sayi
by way of criticism, but as a safeguard f
the future, that I think the Minister woyl
be doing a much better job if, instead Ty
making these personal deeisions, he saw to
that the Board met as a Board and funetiong
ag a Board.

Mr. Walsh: Would he not be as con
competent as the Auditor-General fo may
a report to Parliament? Would it not i
reagonable to expect that, if the DBoard we
meeting under the previous Chairman, i
would continue to meet under the ne
Chairman? How would the Minister lme
meetings were not being held?

Mr, MUNROQ: Surely it cannot he sug
gested that the Minister would ng
know whether the Tand Administratio
Board was meeting or not.

Mr. Walsh: If the hon, member had an
idea of the administration of that depat
ment, he would realise that a lot &
diseretionary power is exercised by th
Chairman  of the XLand Administration
Board, not the Minister, -

Mr. Nicklin: I am sure the 'Treasurel
when acting in that portfolic would knoy

when the Board met.

Mr. Walsh: That is so, When I wab
there I arranged that two members of the
Board initial each document, We did nd!
know the position until this inquiry, started

Mr, MUNRO: With the extremely df
eult diseretionary problems that must i
decided within the administration of 9
Liands Department, it is necessary that th
should be an independent Board of thr#

persons, Tt i regrettable that fE
diseretionary powers of the Minigter are &
great. He is in an invidious position, #
tremendounsly diffioult position, in thab
has absolute diseretion in those dceisions
I have spoken in this Chamber on maiy
occasions of the growth of ministerit)
powers. T feel that is ome of our greates
problems,
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flton: I am afraid you do not
nd the method of administration in
arfment. The chairman took unto
-+ board § 211 the powers of the Board and
! seisions without eonferring with the
mbers of the Board.

NRO: Is it suggested that the
ant are not responsible?

loyd: Would the hon. member
fhat Parliament is not responsible?

MUNRO: We are now learning of
Sition for the first time,

Parliament has never

oyds:
= report.

] ﬁNRO: In drawing attention to
Masserh that the Chairman of the

ipigtration Board should not have
copt all the culpahbility.

Lloyd: Would the hon. member say
iop was different from that of the

0

rman MUNRO: The debate has indicated

the ne Here are very grave problems which

ter kno ige in -the future in the administration
ig - department. Sinee the eommence-
‘of this thirty-fourth Parliament we

be su eard -an address by His Excellency
vernor, and I must confess that I was

1y disappointed in mnot hearing that
ne was proposed to remedy the grave
18:that have arisen in the administra-
his important department,

SPEAKER: Order: I hope the hon.
will keep to the matter before the

UNRO: I do not want to go away

I.am concerned about the public
which there will he when we have had
te: bringing out the facts and if the
ody proposed by the Government is

1 id - of the Chairman of the Land
3 o1 th tlon Board and nothing else is
did mo

ccorrect the matter.

alsh: Could you imagine a nota-
ch ag this being placed on a filse by a
ible officer, ‘¢ This report could be put
ptic system?’’

MUNRO: T have only limited time
¢h ‘fo speak. T think the Treasurer

ab : his spesch without interruption,
| Are 80 ohlemg with which we are faeced are
ition, a e in the history of Queensland. These
that be of corruption and possible corrup-
ecisions,

o things met with in other paris of
1d and it is not inappropriate to this
0 guggest that matters associzted
iege. two features do 7require some
ther thar that taken in this motion,

1 many
nisterial
oreatest
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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
Ethies and the Voter’’ by Thomas A, Rousse
(U.B.A,, 1952). I think it would be useful
for any hon. member to read. T shall skip the
quoting of quite a few things I would have
liked to read and read ome by Paul H.
Douglas in which he said—

““I have eome to the conclusion that the
whole level of government administration
would be immeasurably and permanently
raised if we were to adopt basie standards
of propriety which arc to be followed.

These standards could properly be
embodied in the Adminisirative Procedures
Act and should deal with the proprieties to
be observed by administrative officials,
applieants 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 whe says
referring to these eases of eorrupt conduet and
the rules for overcoming them—

¢These may seem like general rules, but
they suggest an approach to one source of
corruption whieh 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
thig motion mainly on the broad consideration
of the publie interest, partienlarly keeping in
mind the statement by Mr. Creighton at the
Bar of the House when he said, ‘“I have
already been  condemmed  without a
hearing.?’ Taking that inte account
and  whilst there are many things of
which I confess we lhave no knowledge I
feel that there has nof been evidence placed
before this House to justify the passing of
this motion. For those reasons I am opposing
it.

Hon. J. E. DPUGGAN (Toowoomba—
Minister for Transport) (12.34 am,): 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 depariment that employed this particular
officer forming the subject of the resolutiom,
should take part in the debate.

I must confess that I find myself at
variauce with the hon. member for Coorparoce,
who generally approaches these matters with
s fair and an informed mind, He was of
the opinion that those on the Govermment side
who had participated in the debate did so
with a curious air of umreality., I was rather




114

Mr, Vivian Rogers Creighton,

surprised at his adopting that attitude,
becanse T think that he himself found extreme
diffienlty in justifying the time allotted to
him to take part in this debate. The whole
of hig contribution was qualified by remarks
about the eonduct and attitude of the gentle-
man who is the central figure in this debate.
Throughout the hom. member’s address we
heard phrases such as these: ‘‘The form and
tone of his correspondence were deplorable,’’
T was nauseated by the character of the
correspondence engaged in.’’ ‘I felt that
he made a more than lamentable approach to
his regponsibilities.’’ *‘‘I agree that he did
systematically deceive the Government.”’ I
am very unhappy about much of Creighton’s
behaviour.”? ‘7 Creighton should have looked
forther ahead.’’ ‘It 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 ig opposing the motion feels so unhappy
about hig feelings towards this gentleman and
expresses himself in such language, T think
it is he who approsches the matter with a
sense of unreality.

I do not propose to state in the precise,
formal Jangnage of the Beeretary for Publie
Lands and Irrigation the charges against
My, Oreighton. That has been done clearly
and suecinetly by a number of Government
gpeakers, Once the mechanies of the motion
had been presented to the House, it devolved
upon sueceeding speakers to provide the sup-
porting material that could direct the Housc
to come to the comelusion that the Govern-
ment have sponsored. The Premier, the
Treasurer, and other members of the Govern-
ment submitted abundant evidence from tho
trangeript 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
gubjeet of tremendous misrepresentation,
were extremely temperate and generous in the
way they presemted their evidence and the
reagons why Parliament should take action
against Mr. Creighton.

1 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 submiiting of the
motion, but to his action ai the Bar of the
House thiz afternoon,

Mr. Aikens; Do you think he shounld
have come here and cried?

Mr. DUGHAN: When a person seeks the
priviloge that the standing orvders and ths
practices of this and similar Houses of
Parliament confer on eertain people, he
shonld appreciate that privilege and mnot
engage in a  violent and scurrilous
attack upon leading members of the
Government or condemn FParlement itself,

[ASSEMBLY.]

My, Vivian Rogers Oreighton,

What is the use of people eoming intg
Chamber and talking about the meeq
high standard in our Public Service gy
the preservation of our Parliamentar
tutions and for doing all things eondyg;
the acceptance by the public of the ng
set the highest possible standards whe
gentleman in question said here, “rp
vote of the majority of the memberg T
I will be discharged from my office. j
voting Parliament will not dishomour y
will dishonour itself’’? Do hon, me
helieve that those are the words of 4
who came along in clear aonseience ang
humble spirit fo throw himself wnpey
merey, generosity and justice of fthe ms
of the House?

Mr. Coburn: He did not ask for
this afternoon,

My, DUGGAN: I know he did nat
for merey, All that he asked fo
the opportunity to vilify eertain mep)
of the Government without any.
porting evidence. On the other .}
fact upon fact in great degree’
presented  to  hon. members by
spokesman from this side of the Chy
showing eonclusively Crelghton’s unfitng
remain in his present position.

I want to deal only with the generg]
ception and the pgeneral responsibili
the members of the Public Scrvice an
of us engaged in the discharge of owr py
mentary function. Even the Leader of
Opposition eaid ‘that Creighton’s p
was above that of an ordinary publie
and because of that he should hav
exempted from some of the obli
attaehing to the office of most public a8
Creighton bhhmself said that if he ha
mitted some misdemeanour or poeme
it was small eompared with the grav
the offenee committed by the Prem
virtue of his superior status in th
muuity, r

If one goes to those great lengths in
to establish that a man is exempted
some fundamental obligations to the
munity and to Parliament, I think it
to examine responsibilities generally.
is the means whereby omr Parliany
system operates? Is it mot true in th
instanee that we have a two-party or
party system of government and is it m
of all parties that policy is pro
either by their conventions or im their.
rooms and subsequently implemente
ouse by way of legislation? Tg it
{hat members of all politieal parties are
by the dleiplinary powers which keep.
politieal parties together? Tf there i
loosening of the strings of dicipline, ¥
it be in the Army or auny other of the.
services or private enterprise or Parh
iteelf, theve follows a gradual disin
tion, a lack of driving force and ¢o
and a lack of direction in the aetivill
the organisation,
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GGAN: I am very thankiul o
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in the fi

vy but I cannot see that it has
ce at all to this gentleman’s cage.
he opportunity and be had a funde-
ligation to ventilate his grievance

yrOper constitutional manner and I do

. that the end justifies thg means
w6 go to the point of saying that
a5 of such o kind as to merit the

at - approval of Parliament or the

1 all these cases there is an obligation

i the acknowledged authority of cne’s

shether it be the ¢hild’s obligation

,'wledge the conirol and authority

+ her paremts or the obligation

soldier to acknowledge the authority
ficors from his immediate superior

to the Commdnder-in-Chief, o in
ie.Serviee each person must acknow-
“guthority of his superior. On the
41 lével there is a greater responsi-
fave in my own department men

gquently differ from me on various

put the moment I say, ‘I respect
of view but that is the decision
"the policy of the Government,’” I
& section which move hononrably and

discharges the obligation of
‘g deecision, using ali iis gkill and

trative foree to make the scheme or

Hiley: In the absence of corruption

erfectly right and proper.

TCGAN: T am leading up to what
oi member has tntroduced.

ference was that because a Royal
oner found corrupt practice that
senred a  dispensation for Mr.,

on ‘from the obligation of pursuing
5 with his own Minister, or higher
& of eommunication and gave him the

hoose any course he thought he was
o because of his greater loyalty to
nd to pursue any means to see that
.of view was ventilated in eertain
I would aceept that argument if
heen evidence of the corruption of

f these higher authorities available to
would accept that argument if there
dence that the Premier was corrupt or

had been produced that it was
that he was guilty of eorrupt prae-
at the Governor or members of the

or other authorities were corrupt. Asg

out by the hon. gentleman tonight

on himselt said that there was mo

eflect on the integrity o1 honesty of

igmber: of the Cabinet, leaving out the
Minister who formed the subject of

¥.:the Royal Commigsion. Why was
ecd to seek means other than that
properly constituted authority to

ate his grievancesy That is g funda-
oint. It hag been shown convincingly

f these agencies available to him
accused by any gtretech of the
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jmagination of being parties to any corrupt
or improper praectices. The very defendant
himsgelf acknowledged that there wag no blame
or odium attaching t6 any of these people.

I mentioned earlier that there was an obli-
gation on all of us. This applies fo hon.
members of the legislature carrying out their
funetions in accordance with the Constitution;
it applies to the Ezecutive, the Cabinet, i
members of the Public Service, the judiciary.
All these things are important and neeessary
in the successful operation of a parliamentary
tdemoecracy. We munst have this system of
obgervance of authority, T would be the
last to suggest that any one should eondone
anything eorrupt. Does the aetion of the
Government suggest that they were anxious
to econdone, conceal or prevent the courge of
justice? The Government set up the Royal
Commission. Was there a publiec elamour
for it? Immediately some responsible person
declared that cortain alleged <facts had
cecurred in Queensland, without any Press
agitation and without any public demand for
i5, the Government, at the Premicr’s
instigation, immediately called =a special meet-
ing of Cabinet which resulted in the appoint-
ment of a Royal Commission,

Dy. Noble: Was Mr., Foley in favour of
the Royal Commigsion$

Mr. DUGGAN: He asked for it and when
the Commission found againgt him he
immediately resigned in accordance with the
accepted practice. When we talk about
altering the Land Acts and the system
whereby people are givem certain protection
by reason of statutory forms, the revision of
the Standing Orders and the Constitution,
we might look into the guestion of dealing
with people who indulge in character
assassination and who, having been partly
responsible for the establishmont of a Royal
Commission fail to come forward to give
ovidenee in support of their allegations. That
is a matter that should be locked into, That
ig rather a dreadful thing., Not only was the
ox-Minister for Lands the vietim 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 vefute
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 supremaey of Parliament and the mneed
for integrity in public men come forward
and do everything to proteet a poliey of
character assassination and that seems to be
the sort of thing occurring periodically. If
can have the effect of destroying our Parlia-
mentary institutions, That is an aspeet to
which T want to refer, The hon. member for
Coorparoo sald that he found himself in
complete agreement with the clear eass made
out in regard fo the charges. He compli-
mented the Secretary for Public Lands on the
way that the charges had been drawn and
those respomsible for drawing them., Not
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only was the mechanies of the resolution well
presented but the supporting evidence was
piling up abundantly and showing eonclusively
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 vietim of a eampaign of destruetion is
gomething that should be debunked, With all
this elamour for blood one wonld 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 politieal capital can be secured
againgt  certain  political  organisations,
particulaxly Labour, these aftacks are con-
sidered proper and fair and all iz done in
the interests of demoeragy. It is arrant
nongense and it is untrue. In regard to the
men carrying out public servies, 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 demoeracy of which
we ean be proud. I have never as a Minigbor
believed in encouraging sycophants or
flatterers around me. I think it iz 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 hag the courage to come and
say if he thinks o thing is wrong. I should
be thankful if a departmental officer eame to
me and said, ‘I want to give you the benefi
of my departmental and specislised knowledge
so that you might profit from my years of
experience in the Public Service or my yeais
of experience in this particular department.’’

An Opposition HMember: Would that be
go of every Minigter?

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 syeophants 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 effielent depart-
mental officers. If a Minister has the help
of an extremely outstanding and able public
gervant he is built up also hecanse of the
help of this efficient officer.

I regret very much indeed thaf somc hon.
members opposite have songht to make
political ‘capital out of this dcbate. Since
dinner, however, they have not felt inclined
to press this problem with the same
vehemenee that they exhibited prior to the
dinner adjournment,. Before then they were
using politieal cliches and endeavouring fo
make political eapital out of the situation,
but sinee then the tenor of their specches
has been that they regretied this sorry
spectacle, that they did not approve of what
Mr. Creighton had done in these matters,
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and that they would not have hepy I
with a man like Mr. Creighton ip 4
of the department. Since dinney
speaker has apparently been tryip
justify, under protest, hig voting 4
this motion,

¢

My, Munro: That is very unfair com

Mr. DUGGAN: It may be unfair,
sorry if it is.
 Munro:

Chamber have given impartial consige
to the subject.

My, DUGGAN: I accept with respeg
remarks of the hon, member for Tag;
because he is always most inoffensive,
always courteous and nearly always
informed on these things. 1 did net
to male any personal attack or eritigy
the hon. member for Toowong, bocau
is a man for whom I have a very pref
respect. I may be wrong in my Judg
but if I am wrong in my judgment J
have to aceept the responsibility, :

Mr. Munro: My protest does not g
only to myself. It applics also to the
member for Coorparoo.

My, DUGGAN: That does not app
the hon. member for Fassifern, for 3
I have a very high regard as a pol
serapper. He did not eome in here ton
however, to engage in objective considen
of the question. He was full of belligan
He even threatened to throw out ¢
ring my old friend the hon., memb
Hinchinbrook, who suffers from az
That shows how belligerent he was.
only sorry that a challenge of that
was not made to the hon. memb
Hinehinhrook 80 years ago.

I do mot wanf to labour this poi
mueh. My sole purpose in rising
stress the importance and the ng
respect of lawfully-constituted authori
to emphasise the points which had no
covered by the previous speakers in
to the great obligation on this !
pursue this chamnel of communieath
the rectification of grievances.

My, Aikens: The hon. gentlemal
realise that the public will have to.h
vineed that the Government’s aekio
not prompted by vengeance.

Mr. DUGGANs As a matter of 1
the Government had in any way bet
temptuous of public opinion it collll
avoided a lot of the melodrama thal
to have revelved around this question
last few hours by not giving Mr. Oz
the opportunity of coming to the
the House. Wo invited him to com
Bar of the House,

r. Gair: Without an application
him, :
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not have been }
Creighton in o}
Since dinner
itly been trying
5 his voting ag

U : And withk no prompting
12%(*%111“ the volition of the Govern-
isolf we invited this man to come Lere.
. {hat invitation had been extended to
3 there was Press publicity surround-
nvitation we would not have seen
public gallery thaf has been
auring the coursc of the debate. Yet,
*mepber for Mundingburra has the
1o suggest that we are afraid of
pinion.  To the contrary, we wel-
“We say that people should not take
Jedl. and prejudiced account of these
ps as set oub in the newspapers, but
1d read the whole of the evidence
t place and the whole of the debate
vded in ‘*Hansard.”’ If they do that
artain that the reaction on the part
“nblic outside would be favourabla
iotion whieh the Government have

very unfair commy
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rg on this side of
mpartial consideraf)

zept with respect
nember for Toow,
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nearly always
ngs., I did not ;
attack or criticisn
Toowong, becaus:

egrat very much indeed that if this
tion .is carried, which I invite mem-
: o support, it will mean the termina-
o the services of a highly-paid and
ortant member of the Public Service. T
y tribute to the quality of Public
o administration in the State. If we
be successful in building up the State
quire not only wise legislation from
Assembly but aetive and efficient
Tagsifern, for w] tion by members of _the Publie
regard as a pok iiee to see that the intentions of the
come in here toni fure are earried out in  the .mosb
shjective eonsiders it and ecomomical way. I pay tribute
as full of belligere many thousands of people in the
0 throw out of Qervice who arve desirous of making
;he hon. membe ribution to the development of this
tffers from arthe 6, and T regret very lll‘;tl(.‘,h mc'[ee.d that 8
rorent he was. I tleman, beeause apparently of his phobia
llenge of that ng judices, should try to got square with
e hon. membe he disliked and chose a method of
ago. eeting - what he believed to 'be impro-
) ] n-eertein places and has jeopardised

abour this peint god name of the Public Service. I am
se in rising was hat responsible members of it without
dering their vight to he outspoken and
i-corruption where it ocecurs will agree.
bour Party has never been afraid of
0f corruption. In any ease where
iy the slightest suggestion of impro-
-being practised suceessive Labour
8;-including the present one, have
immediate and prompt action to see
he: people who make the charges have
pportunity of ventflating them i a
where a proper determination can be
and, if found guilty, adequate punish-
1posed. 'We have nothing to be afraid
othat regard. This particular gentle-
ag, after a highly successful career in
partment of Public Lands where he
layed . quite an extensive knowledge of
Lind laws of the State and a person in
the ‘Government imposed great trust
confidence, taken the action he did.
g hon, member for Belyando informed
Mr, Creighton was a man to whom

ries could be entrusted. He had impTieit
dence in him and T think we are entitled
et reciprocity in that regard. If gz

. my judgment I
sponsibility.

stest does not apy
plies 2lso to the L
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man’s eondnet 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 arc given the opportunity of having
their grievance rectified and the position put
right. T regret also that the hon. member for
Belyando has had to suffer humiliation,
embarrassment, financial Ioss and fremendous
personal sorrow in thig particular case, I
think we might, in the midst of all this con-
troversy, reflect o 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. membsr for
Belyando that the Royal Commissioner found
in a certain direetion, but that the hom,
member aeted in no way to beneflt himwself,
As the hon. member himself said very
eloquently and very emotionally, even if it
were found that he wag guilty, all that eould
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- diseretion? 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—foreed on
the spur of the moment to exercise their
diseretion? When they were successful they
were lauded =as great military strategists.
If they succeeded they were lauded to the
skieg; if they failed, they drew upon them-
selves ignominy and eensure.

Dr. Noble: They did not solicit funds
for a party.

Mr. DUGGAN: T 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 diseuss this
matter in some debail. At this stage I do
not accept the eonstruction 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 hecause of the alleged solicitation
of moneys. I am not prepared to admit that
my personal rcputation, or that of any other
member of the CGovernment, is involved. I
am not prepared to say that the hon. mem-
ber for Belyando did solieit the payment
of £1,000,

An Opposition Member: Are you saying
the Royal Commissioner was wrong?

ir. PUGGAN: No. The Commissioner
had the choice of aceepting the word of
Mr, Bell or that of Mr., Foley, and he
accepted the word of Mr, Bell
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My, SPEAKER: Order!

Mr. DUGGAN: T was provoKed into say-
ing that by the interjection, However, that
matter can be dealt with on a subsequent
occasion.

Az a ecolleague and a friend, I can appre-
ciate fully the unpleasantness, the embar-
rassment and the sorrow of the hon, mem-
bher 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 fealures of this case, T
feel that overwhelming evidence has been
given in & ealm, detached and temperate
manner by speakers on this side of the
Honse from the Premier down,

Mr. Muoller 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 ease has been made in favour
of the motion. I am gsure that when all
the clamour of the Press dies down, the
fairminded ecitizens of the eommunity will
realise that if Parliament accepts the
motion it will have eome to the ouly correct

decision,
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he was still excluded from the AXW, |,
allowed to join my staff wherae

artillerymen were trained. During ¢
months or se that he served with

learned much about his personality, ohy,
and ability,

‘When I listened to the very able Pre
tion of the case by the Seeretary for p
Lands and TIrrigation and the Sceretar
Labour and Industry, T felt thai they
more concerned with the manver of
ard the terms used than with the gy
matter of the letters Creighton wrote,

i the evening the Premier apg
Treasurer in their effective and elq
addresses dealt ndore gpecifically with
text of those letters. When I hean
Seeretary for Public Lands and Treig
slaborate his case and emphasise the ioj
in the text and the facetious way tha lsy
were written, I understood how Creighy
had come to write in that strain. I
Mz, Creighton when he was in an ofie
mess of some 20 or 30 young subali
They were some of the finest gp]
Australia ever sent cut. In their p]
and high-spivited way they talked to
degree the way the hon, member
Mundingburra. suggests Mr, Creighton
in these letters, If hon. members
anything about young men traimed to

highest pitch of efficieney, physieally
walting to get away to do their jobs oy
seas, they will know how high-spivited th
can he, Tt was Mr. Creighton’s seng
humour developed in his Army training w,
probably inspired the manner in whie
wrote those letters. 1 am mot appro
or disapproving but I understand the re
for such attempts at humour, We hav
had the expericnce of making f£rive
remarks which make people laugh hut
they appear in cold, hard print it is
entively different story, :

Mr. Ailkens: What did he mean when
gaid that Bill Power will lead the Liaboy
Party into the mulga?

. Mr. H, B, TAYLOR: I am not her
interpret what he roight have meant.

Had My, Creighton stood at the Bar
the Hounse there to be tried by seven il
officers constituting a general courf-marll
a verdict wonld have been arrived at i
very different way. In a court-martial,
the evidence for the proseeution is hear
as we have heard it given to-night—and th
evidence in extenuation is heard—as we hut
heard from some hon, members on this
the President agks the junior men
of the eonrt to express his opimion.
scnior member would express any opinie
influence the junior member. What
happened herc?! We had the sd
members giving judgment,

A Government Member interjected .
Wy, 3. B. TAYLOR: Do not be fu

Stand up and make a speech and do 1ot
like & fool. *

Mr, H. B. TAYLOR (Clayfield) (1.9 a.m.):
Ever since this debate opened this morn-
ing, I have listened very ecarefully to all
the speakers.

Hr. Gair: You mean yesterday morning.

Mr. H. B. TAYLOR: Yesterday morning,
I stand corrected by the Premier,

Ever since yesterday morning I have
listered very attentively to the various
spealkers 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 om several eomnris
martial in the army and I compared this
trizl with the trial of an officer in a
general court martial. It is the praetice
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 persomality of the accused.

I have known Mr, Creighton sinee 1933
when he eame to my regiment in the artillery
to offer his serviees in the ALF. He was
then aged 89 or 40 years—past the age
for enlistment in the ALF. However, he
was defermined to serve his country when it
needed him, and I adwmired him for his sense
of responsibility as a citizen, He enlisted
as a gunner in the artillery and applied
himself to his fasks and persisted with his
ambition to become a member of the A LT.
I+ was no{ long before the commander of
the hon., gentleman who last spoke
recommended him for a commission,  Though
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ernment Members interjected.
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5 i Vv this House; a decision has to be
opy aeise the wo _y_*;hether he should have his Living
way from him. He knew that every
member on the CGovernment side had
influenced and would act under the

line that prevails in that Party. I
o a preat admiration for Mr. Creighton
. gervice to the Government. I appreci-
fiq sense of responsibility to his eoun‘%y
: ¥
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‘fhat sense of vesponsibility to his
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of responsibility to hiz State in peace-
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ng after he felt suspicious of cor-
1 on the part of the Minister could be
nted-indefinitely. He felf that he was
o something in the service of his Btate.
overnment are making a martyr of him
efforts to maintain honest adminis-
‘ns he saw it and for going aboui it
way in which he believed o bo right.
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ind for his service to the State in the
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FTLETCHER (Cunningham)

476 meant. I wish to make a few remarks that I
d at the Bar of sider very important., Before making my
L seven fiel eral observations I wish to refer to some
ord art-martial arks by the Minister for Transport. The

gentleman deplored the actions of Mr,
ghton who, he said, villified the Premier.
k& the hon, gentleman was hardly fair in
rogard, My recollection was that the
able the Premier did not do too badly
. Mr. Creighton exercised his
o defend himself, In all fairness fo
Oreighton I do mot think if was
' The Minister for Transport
the fact of the eclamour

blood, presumably from this side.
thove has heen a elamour for blood
m this gide I suggest there has been a
h more distinet clamour for the same
)4 from the other side. I paused to
der ‘during the Minister’s remarks as to

he had cast in the light of the toreador
whom in the light of the bull, I think

arrived at in
mrt-martial, afte
;ution is heard—
:o-night—and the.
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g few hon, members on the cother side would
cast Mr. Creighton in the character of
toreador. The whole matter revolves round
the alleged disloyalty to the Minister by
Mr, Creightou. In my opinion it ignores to
a certain extent the responsibility that oves-
shadows even the personal loyalty of a man
to his Minister, The whole coneeption of
loyalty depends on morality and personal
standards of truth or honesty. Inm my opinicn
all men have a responsibility and a loyalty
to themselves, to the community and to the
accepted standards of moral eonduct which
transcend any personal loyalty, I claim that
this is instinetively 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
coneeives that his love or his loyalty depends
on a background of truth and honesty. Im
my opinion we could justify the deviation
from the loyalty, the persomal loyalty, that
Mz, 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 evidenee in Mr, Creighton’s mind
that there was eorruption, I think we should
coneede that his loyalty to the Minister
would be superseded by & more general
loyalty to the publie,

To meet this point, the cause of suspen-
sion lists certain thinps 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 Tixeellency, the Oabinet, the Premier,
or Parliament, Tt is pertinent to ask if he
could substantiate any statements, I do not
think it could be sustained that those are
good and effeetive methods that Mr. Creigh-
ton eould have taken. We have to bear in
mind the fact that in My, Creighton’s mind
not only the Minister but also the Party
bhehind him was suspeet.  Whether that is
true or mot is beside the peint. The point
is that that was Mr, Creighton’s conviction
and the thing that caused him to deviate from
his loyalty.

My, Walsh: The Judge thought other-
WiEe.

Mr. FLETCHER: I am not sure that
that is so.

Mr. Walsh: Read the findings and fhe
evidence.

My, FLETCHER: In fact Mr, Creighton’s
convietion that there was something wrong
in the department and his further convietion
that there was nothing effcctive he could do
in the nature of what has been suggested,
becauge he had tentatively approached the
Minigtry or two Ministers on the subjeet
and had been, to put it bluntly, knocked
back or discouraged, prompled him to take
the action he did take.

Br. Power: That iz not true.
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Mr., FLETCHER: That is what Mr.
Oreighton thought, that he was not going to
get any effcctive action by taking the formal
ecurse that he would otherwise have taken.
He felt that bis 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 suspleions or
allegations that were mot backed up by legal
evidence. As Mr, Creighton did not at any
time have anything that eould be ealled legal
evidence, he felt that he had no alternative
to taking the vmusual and perbaps regrettable
course that he did take. Ie was faced with
the convietion there was something wrong
and he would not get anything done by geing
to the Government through thoge avenues
and he then chose to confide im an outside
gentleman called Williams,

My, Aikens: A gentleman!

Mr., FLETCHER: Well, 2 man called
Williams. Letters were obviously writter in
rather regretiable terms but entirely eon-
fidential in his mind at all times. The very
nature of the lotters proves that. He wrote
to & man he had entered into an agrcement
with to elean up what was decided befween
them as something wrong iu the Department
of Public Lands. They had both agreed
that something had to be done. The man
Williams disclosed this faet when pressuve
was put upon bim, On the face of the
evidenee here or that given at any other
time, it is pretty diffienlt to know what
Mzr. Creighton could have dome other than
what he did believing what he did aboui tho
internal situation of the depariment and the
Government,

In this statement of the cause of suspen-
gion it says, ‘“The facts and inferences
establish that the said Vivian Rogers
Oreighton was guilty of a breach of the
trust and confidenee reposed in him.’’ If
we examine the Royal Commiassioner’s report,
it ecan with egual fruth be said to have
established jusfification for the uneasiness
and suspicion that Creighton held, The man
most implicated and against whom suspicion
was held was brought in as having been
guilty of eorrupt conduct. Creighion himself
was referred to as having acted with
unwisdom but without indulging in eorrup-
tien, 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 s
lot more ahility 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 iz wmy opinion and
T still hold it

The Minigter said yesterday morning that
he had a painful and stern duby to perform.
I belisve he was speaking truthfully and T
believe he regrets what he had to do. I
suggest we all thought that this stern duty,

painful as it must have been, could
directed against somebody} else ]mf
found guilty, because this man wag #
inmocent, We were appalled g o
partieular aspect of the whole sitmation
Munsg;er, in presenting his case, eoneen'tra
on evidence given at the eommission, by
my opinien it would have been more a,t
priate if he had direeted our a.t‘cemt;ioE
the conclusions on the evidence rather th
the individnal pieess of evidence he seleq
from the large amount of evidence g
Partieularly did he lay weight on the evidey
given by Williams. In my opinion, g
aspect of the évidence has been given e{xtir
{00 mueh weight., Obviously the letters v,
written as confidential documents and v
never designed to be used as written, T
were something of the nature of a puy
diary. f

A Government Member: They were toﬂ
uged by ¢ The Worker.”’ ;

Mr. FLETCHER: They were not t
used by *‘The Worker,”’

A good deal of the evidence that has
adduced here was of a persomal nature
consisted of uninhibited comment
uninhibited hnpressions about current g
between one man and another., Maxg
them were speculative and were not inte
to be used as considered opinions,
have said, they had something of
character of a diary or a confidential
versation between gentlemen, T {ake if
acute embarrassment could be cansed
tape recording was taken of & confid
conversation bebween any hon, member
cither side of the Touse, There -
probably be comment that would be u
tering to many of ma. Tt wounld not
any wmalleious intent, but it would:
if it was given the status of sworn evid

To have such confidential letters place
record gives them weight that they
never intended to have, and a literal i
pretation of them has conveyed 4
pletely false impression. The Treasarer
the evidence of the lettors, to a eg
extent at any rate, when he made the ¢
that Mr. Creighton had made a delib
attempt to hesmirch the characters
number of men, Ag those lckiers:
designed to be completely confidential,
is no evidnece that they were intends
besmirch the character of the men ref
to, Their econtenls were never mean
eome out into the open,

Mr. Williams and Mr. Bulkowskd,
entered intc an agresment ostensibly
the puble good to take eertain infor
from Mr. Creighton and use it at thelr
erstion, should have a feeling of -
responsibility for what has happene
their comradedn-arms, so to speak,
Creighton, Under pressure they dise
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D e it does, Our o ™ thought of anything we
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S0 he went outside and took the Mr. Powers The Queensland .
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Mr, Vivian Rogers Creighton.

We are Mr. Creighton’s judges. Because
of hig position we have the responsibility fo
judge and dismiss bim if necessary. The
proper investigation mecessary for the action
contemplated has not been made. There is
no expert legal representation for the accused.
We are asked to aceept bald statements thab
he ig gunilty 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 beesuse the Commission was nod
appointed to inquire into Mr. Creighton’s
conduct particularly. The Commissioner mads
only passing reference to Mr, Creighton bus
Le exonerated him to a certain extert.

The worst feature is that we have decided
that the man is guilty before this judieial
committes, this eonrt, ever met, Y support
the remarks of the Leader of the Opposition
aud the hon. memher for Coorparoo when they
took strong exception to the pre-judging of
Mz, Creighton, It was the responsibility of
Parliament but the verdict was decided upon
before Parliament met., Parliament as =a
judieial assembly should forget party
affiliations. T 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. Gair: Do you believe everything you
read in the uwewspapers?

Mr. FLETCHER: I beliove that anyway.
We are in effect a cowrt and we are judging
the defendant, Presumably Caucus was
indulging in the arrogant assumpition of &
power which, under the cireumstances, was
most fmproper, Tet us eonsider My, Creigh-
ton’s position briefly. He has been in the
Publie Service 33 years. The fact that he has
worked up from the bottom to the fop is an
indieation 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 mot a
thing to gain by the action he took. He has
already logt his position and it hag cost him
a lot of money for legal representation at
the eommission. I take the Treasurer’s word
for it that this judieial committee has only
two alternate courses: either to sack
Mr. Creighton or leave him where he is. In
those cireumstancees I think we ghould leave
him where he is ag the lesser of two evils. IE
we sack him the community will feel that
we have done a grave injustice, The whole
idea of what we are deing cannot be divorced
from the fact that the royal commission was
held to inguire into allegations made by
Mz, Creighton. In the eyes of the community
a grave injustice will be perpetrated if he
1s sacked. X suggest the alternative of leav-
ing him to retain his position is the lesser

[ASSEMBLY.]

My, Vivian Rogers Creighton,

evil. I think that we are breaching g,
ponstbility as members of a responsihlg
liament if we carvy this motion, Q
ponsibilities were impressed on us hy
Ion, the Premier as late as yesterdy
appeal to hon. members opposite, mgy
whom I am sure are feeling the same ag
I feel that many members opposite fg
I do in their hearts, that they are nog g
this man what, in Australia, is ealled 5
go. T think that the last worgy
Mz, Creighton on the matier are relevap
true. He said that it would not bhe 4
honour to him if we passed the motion
o c%ishonour to this House. I believe 4y
a fact.

Mr. CHALX (Lockyer) (156 am)
the commencement of hig spesch the Ligay
of the Opposition eaid he hoped {this wmg)
wonld be treated on & non-party basiy g
that every hon. member would east hig
in aceordance with his conscience, I
listened attentively to speakers om both sig
of the Chamber in an effort o satisfy y
conscience ag to how I should vote. I hels
that T have not to jndge the whole |
the findings of the royal eommission g
that all that is expeeted of me is tha
should exercise my vole on the charge ty
has been made -against Mr, Creighton,
charge involving actions by him during
term of office and allegations made duy
the royal eommission hearing., Tt has he
said from this side of the Chamber that th
was some justification for the actions of M
Creighton, I want to explain the aetion
propose to take. I feel there was s
justifieation for Mr. Creighton’s actiong, b
having read the report and having listen
to the remarks of some Government membhe
which ineluded extracts from letters th
came bofore the yoyal commission, T f
in falrness to my conscience, that I cam
give Mr. Creighton the credit of havi
absolute justification for the steps he to

Having arrived at that deeision, I have
docide how I sghall east my vote on 't
motion. I have ejther to vote with 1
Government Members because of the way
feel, or leave the Chamher. Beeause I f
as I do, T propose not to exercise a vole
have spoken go that my feelings will
recorded in ‘‘Hangard.’’

Finally, T want {0 give the rcason
1 eannot vote with the Government. I thl
that Mr. Creighton has been given a rath
raw deal by the Government while they all
the hon. member for Belyando o remalb
member of the Government, The position
that if T voted with members of the Gove
ment 1 would bg voting with members Wi
are associating themselves with and allowing
the hon, member for Belyando to eonimil
in the office he holds. I foel that actied
should have been taken against both th
gentlemen at the one time because there 3
a firding in the Royal Commissioner’s report
of corruption so far as the hon. member £07
Belyando iz concerned. '
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So enough of this ballyhoo and erocodile
tears. I do not wigh to detain the House at
any great length, Because of the importanse
of the motion I regret that members of the
Opposition, having decided upon a lne 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 matber.
The same can he gaid 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 eould mnot even make
inguiries and learn that those important decu-
ments would be available to him.

Mr, Aikens: We were given the Com-
missioner’s report. ‘Why weren’t we told that
the transeript was available§ You falk about

secreey and clandestine methods, Why
weren't we told about that?
Myr. HILTON: It is the first time I

have heard the hon, member eandidly admit
that he is eguivalent to a babe in the woods.

T repeat, as I said in all sineerity earlier,
it is a painful and a stern duty. The motion
has mot been put forward in any vindietive
way. T feel in all conscience that the action
being taken is a correet one and the omly
action that we can take in fhe sorry civeum-
ptances, 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 agresd to—put; and the House divided—

A¥Es, 43,

Mr, Baxter Mr. Hilton

,» Brosnan » desson

.  Brown ,,  Jones, A,
,» DBurrows ., Xeyatta

.. Byrns »  Lloyd

o Olark n  Marsden
» Oolling . McOathia
w Cooper »  Moore

s Davies y»  Maoores

. Devries v  EOWOY
Dr, Dittmer ,» Rasey
Mr, Dobring ,, Robinson
o Donald w Smith

w  Dufficy »  Tayler, J, R,
,» Duggan .. ‘Turner

o Lnglish 5 Wallace

. Forde w  Walsh

e alr w  Wood

s Gardnoer, H. R,

' Gardner, R. J.

»  Graham Tallers:

o Gunn .. 'Kehos

,  Hadley s Skinner

Nozs, 18,

Mz, Alkens Mr. Munro

. Qoburn .. Nicholson
s Dewar ;s Nicklin

;s Byans Dr, Noble

;s Heading My, Pizzey

w Herbert » Taylor, H. B,
o Hiley

" Jones V. E. Telleras
.- ,» Bielke-Petergen
v Muller .+ Fletcher

Resolved in the affirmative.
The House adjourned at 2.22 am,

[ASSEMBLY.]

Questions.

TUESDAY, 7 AUGUST, 195,

Mr. SPEAKER (Hon. J. H, y
Brisbane) took the chair at 11 am,

MEMBER SWORN.

Mz, O. 0. MADpsEN.

Mr. Otto Oftosen Madsen, having g,
the oath of allegiance and wubseribed
roll, took his meat as member for th
electmal district of Warwick.

QUESTIONS.

Byrperiy DaxM PROJECT,

Mr. NICKLIN (Landsharough—Teader
the Opposition) asked ihe Premier—
“CWhat was the total expenditure on 1
Burdekin Dam project to 30 June, 19567

Hon. V. €. GAIR (South Brishage
replied—
¢4£2,827,600. This expenditure is exd
give of amounts expended on nccess roy
under Section 19 of the Main Roads Ag
which amounted to £392,097 at 80 Juy
1956.°7

Borprxiy Rivik RATLwAY DBribeg,

My, NXCHLIN (Landsborough—Leader:
the Opposition) asked the Premier-—

1. What was the expeaditure on il
Burdekin  River railway bridge .
19556-1956% :

Ti2, What was the total expenditure o
guch bridge to 30 June, 1856%°°

Fon. V. €. GAIR (South Brisbane
replied— -
€41, £464,388.

€C9. £2,461,840.7?

MarpEpA-Dinsurnam, Dawsonw RIVER AR
Nogos RIVER SCHEMES.

Mr. NICKLIN (Landshorough—Ieader:
the Opposition) asked the Secrefary
Puablic Liands and Irrigation—

41, What was the expenditure
1955-1956 on the following projech
viz.:—(a)Maresba-Dimbulah; (&) Daw
River; (e¢) Nogoa River?

“49, What was the tolal expenditure i
80 June, 1056, on each of such projects!

Hom, ¥. J. R. HILAON
replied—
€1, The cxpenditure on the projecis:
. 1055-1966 was—(a) Mareeba- Dimbul:
£2,187,500; (p) Dawson Valley—1
expenditure allowing for opcration ;af
revenue, £188,068; (¢) Nogoa River—1
expenditure after allowing for {ramsfer
equipment, eredift £133. '

(Carnarvo
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