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Some Historical Notes on

The Tank that (almost) Never Was

By Mike Cecil

Senior Curator, Military Heraldry and Technology Secticn

Australian War Memorial

q S a curator at the Australian War

emorial in Canberra, it is not
unusual to field many inquiries and
requests during the working week.
While many are routine, there are a
number that spark just that much more
interest. So it was when I received a
call from Nancy Lee, asking if I could
provide some historical background on
the Australian Cruiser tank project of
the Second World War. Nancy kindly
sent me a draft of Marigold Paine’s
article which is a fascinating insight
into the human side of the Australian
Cruiser tank story. I hope these few
historical notes do her personal story
justice.

Urgent priority
With the outbreak of the Second World
War, Australia was in a parlous state
in terms of mechanization, not only
in armoured vehicles, but general
mechanized transport of all types. The
immediate and rapid expansion of the
defence forces required the acquisition
of all manner of equipment, much of
which had previously been obtained
from overseas sources. With allied
countries under similar pressure to
expand their armed forces, and with
the early setbacks in Europe, there
was precious little equipment available
to Australia from overseas sources.
Consequently, we had to look to local
manufacture to provide for Australia’s
needs. The raising of the Second
AIF saw four infantry divisions — the
6h, 7% 8h and 9" Australian Infantry
Divisions, raised for overseas service,
along with 1* Australian Armoured
Division. The problem with the latter, of
course, was the absence of any modern
armoured fighting vehicles (AFV)
with which to train and eventually
fight. With little prospect of obtaining
AFVs from allied sources overseas,
the Australian government authorized
local development and manufacture.
Several types of AFV were developed,
either to local designs, or based upon
United Kingdom designs adapted to
local manufacturing methods. After
some initial administrative problems,
the Directorate of Armoured Fighting

Vehicles Production was established to
design vehicles to Army requirements
and coordinate production.

5,000 Machine Gun Carriers
The most successful of the local AFVs
was the Machine Gun Carrier, of which
nearly 5,000 were built. There were two
derivatives: a mortar version, of which
400 were manufactured and 200 of the
anti-tank gun version. Small numbers
of scout and light armoured cars were
also built, and attempts were made at a
heavy armoured car and an armoured
command vehicle, neither of which
reached quantity production.

Probably the most ambitious AFV
project was the design and manufacture
of a tank. From the early concepts
in 1940, it evolved into what became
known as the Australian Cruiser Tank.
It had many revolutionary features,
including the casting of the armoured
hull structure as a single piece, and
the use of Australian-developed
armour, called ABP3, which stood for
‘Australian Bullet Proof™.

The early experimental models were
constructed of pieces of cast armour,
bolted together. These were three,
designated ‘El’ to ‘E3". They were used
for testing and evaluation of ideas and
design changes, and the third, ‘E3’, was
apparently renumbered to become one
of the first production model vehicles.
The remains of one of these E-series
tanks survives at the Melbourne Tank
Museum in Narre Warren, Victoria.

Cruiser Tank AC1
The first production model was
designated the Australian Cruiser
Tank Mkl, or ACI, with the name of
‘Sentinel’. It was powered by three V8
Cadillac 75 petrol engines, arranged in
a ‘clover leaf” and working through a
common transfer case to a single drive
to the gear box. Inall, 65 of these tanks,
armed with a 2-pounder gun, were built,
but only a few were ever accepted by the
Army, and then only provisionally, as
they required a number of modifications
and development changes to make
them ‘battleworthy’. There are three
reasonably complete survivors: the
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most original and complete is located
at the Royal Armoured Corps Museum
at Bovington in the United Kingdom,
and two partially refurbished examples
are located at the Royal Australian
Armoured Corps tank museum at
Puckapunyal, and the Melbourne Tank
Museum at Narre Warren, both in
Victoria.

AC2, AC3 and AC4
The AC2 was envisaged as a lighter,
more easily constructed tank utilizing
a number of readily available truck
components. It was a design concept
only, and none were actually built.
The AC3 ‘Thunderbolt’ was a revised
design armed with the much larger 25-
pounder field gun, and with a number
of structural and design changes to the
hull and fittings. It dispensed with the
hull machine gun (a very distinctive
feature of the ACI!) and utilized a
Perrier-Cadillac engine, which was
three Cadillac 75 V8 engines clustered
around a common crankcase, with a
single output shaft. It was a smaller
and more powerful configuration.
The pilot model AC3 was delivered
in June 1943, only a short time before
the project was terminated by the
Australian government. The sole AC3
built is housed at the Treloar storage
annex of the Australian War Memorial
in Canberra.
An AC4 tank, mounting the formidable
17 pounder anti-tank gun, was in the
design phase when the project was
terminated. Various photographs
of one of an E-series tank with an
experimental turret mounting the 17
pounder gun exist, but this model of the
AC tank did not advance any further
than that.

Termination
Theproject was terminated by Cabinet in
August 1943, as a result of an extensive
review conducted by Colonel Green of
the US Army Ordnance Department.
The United States had a vested interest
in the project, as they were being asked
to provide machine tools and many parts
under the Lend-Lease program. An
important consideration, and one which


















BOOK REVIEW

hat this book is all about, the
author summarises on the
very last page. He relates the

position of Australia fifty years ago, and
I will quote it verbatim: “That Australia
was not perfect. But our hospitals,
our medical services, our schools, our
universities, our insurance industry, our
f:riminal justice system worked well and
In many ways worked better than now.
And we lived in a society where State
governments guaranteed law and order
to such an extent that any citizen who put
bars on her windows or alarms on his car
would have been thought of as eccentric.
?t was a tolerant society, welcoming —
indeed warmly welcoming - immigrants,
well before the word multicultural was
even coined. And as well, a referendum
on aboriginal issues had been passed and
Passed overwhelmingly. It was a society
In which the family was the central
core institution ensuring the well
being of children”.

Acts of God and man

If you do not like that regime, or disagree
Wlth- it, you will be wasting your time
reading this book, unless you honestly
Want to know what has caused our
nation’s decline, which is so adequately
explained in it. There can only be two
avenues through which to pursue the
answer. One being that this tragedy is
all an act of GOD, (like tidal waves,
thunderstorms and earthquakes) and
We cannot do anything about it — the
fatalist path, The other being it has been
a deliberate act of MAN — which means
1t can be altered and therefore there is
hope. Then if it is an act of man, are the
Elites truly the culprits?

The word ELITE in this book will be
Quite a worry to the guilty, but a vague
Dotion to the enquirer, so perhaps at
the outset we should put the ELITE’S
Philosophical identity and position
bey0nd dispute. There are only two basic
Philosophies of man from which all
thought and, hence, action are derived.
The oldest by use is the belief that
all POWER AND AUTHORITY is
€xternal to the individual, traditionally
Practised by Caesar and absolute Kings,
anfl present day Marxists (and some
Prime Ministers!), where both power and
authority reside in the hands of a selected
Single person. The more recent discovery
of 2,000 years ago is the antithesis of

The Twilight of the Elites

that original philosophy, in that all
POWER AND AUTHORITY arises
from within the individual, which
makes each individual responsible, not
only for his/her actions, but also for
his/her thoughts. Any exercise of power
needed to be tempered by the authority
of God. Western Christian Civilisation,
of which our nation, and we ourselvers,
are a product, was built on that latter
premise, and we still cannot get figs
from thistles!

Politically correct

This point is important, for in a review of
this book by Christopher Pearson in The
Weekend Australian (22-23 November
2003), the critic very carefully tip-
toes through the tulips by taking the
dichotomy approach of ‘right’ and ‘left’.
This is a very safe political approach, (it
being “politically correct™) because
nobody really can tell you the difference
between these political parameters,
whatever they are, but ‘right’ and ‘left’
was the invention of the early ELITES,
born after the French revolution as
they sought to ‘divide and rule which
produced the intellectual chaos that now
reigns.

Well, I hasten to assure you that
Professor David Flint is absolutely 100%
soaked in the latter philosophy, of all
power and authority arising from within
the individual, and he makes very clear
that his adveraries are firmly entrenched
in the former philosophy. Right at the
beginning of his book, in his own back
yard of the Law, in the first chapter,
he deals with the lawlessness of the
lawyers, brilliantly paraphrasing what
the lawyers have done to us, with the
parable of the Australian Samaritan, who
on the road to Canberra comes across an
Australian taxpaying peasant bashed and
robbed and left for dead by the roadside.
The Samaritan rolls the victim over and
aghast — exclaims, “We must find who
did this and help him”! Well we all
know what help the guilty receive, an
enormous increase in salary from the
public purse, together with promotion,
and the adulation of the media.

Defence of Anglo-Celtic tradition
Professor Flint is at his best when dealing
with our Crown and Constitutional
institutions. The only emphatic critique
from Christopher Pearson puts it so
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clearly — “One of the great strengths
of The Twilight of the Elites is the
defence of our Anglo-Celtic tradition,
particularly the role of the Crown and the
Westminster system as the cornerstone
of our constitutional framework. Flint
makes the point that the very openness
and flexibility of our tradition as one
of the oldest democracies in the world
derives from these traditions. The
importance of the Anglo-Celtic tradition
to modern Australia is endorsed by
David Malouf in his recent Quarterly
Essay 12 — Made in England: Australia’s
British Inheritance.

Defence of family unit

It is his defence and understanding of
the family unit, as the whole basis of
our previous stability and success, which
is so important in this book. No fault
divorce and abortion will destabilise any
normal social structure and neither of
these policies were derived from society
as a whole, or mass protests, but were
imposed by manipulation from what he
calls “Judicial activism” whose amoral
base was made safe by the withdrawal
of the churches from the battlefield,
taking with them what took more than
a thousand years to mould, by the long
process of trial and error, sometimes in
the very face and out of the hands of the
ELITES. When Mother Teresa spoke at
one of President Clinton’s breakfasts,
she brought the whole assembly to many
seconds of silence, when she asked the
President: “How are you going to stop
people murdering each other if you
allow mothers to murder their own
babies?” And as Professor Flint asks,
“why do we resort to mass immigration
to replace the 100,000 odd murders a
year by abortion?

In the first pages, Professor Flint quickly
cites examples of how an infinitesimal
minority has imposed a range of policies
on the great majority of Australians, then
poses the “fundamental question™ how
did this minority impose its agenda?
Only by exposing the way the ELITES
operate and, of course, their agenda,
can the majority ensure that Australia
is the country they wish it to be. That
is the theme of this book. Then at
the conclusion of that chapter, he tells
us: “The way ahead for Australians
is to understand how the elites — a
small minority — have surreptitiously
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borrowing ceased, public works came
to a grinding halt. Private Banks were
already calling up overdrafts and,
not surprisingly, unemployment and
business failures occurred in epidemic
proportions.

NSW Premier Jack Lang

The only government to call this
tremendous bluff was that of Jack Lang
in New South Wales. Lang’s policy, as
stated at the time of the 1930 New South
Wales election, was that until such time
as Great Britain agreed to reasonable
repayment terms, as she herself was
receiving from the United States,
Australia should cease to pay interest on
overseas debt. Further,
the interest rate to
Australian bondholders
and private finance
should be reduced, and
the existing system of
currency be altered from
that of a nominal gold
standard to a -system
more suited to modern
conditions,  preferably
the goods standard. Jack
Lang refused to sacrifice
the people on the altar of
financial capitulation to
the Bank of England. A
policy of sacrifice in a
country literally stacked
with real wealth did not
appeal to him as common
sense.!

Money, media and dirty
tricks

At the time New South Wales made
this courageous stand, its bank
— the Government Savings Bank of New
South Wales - was the second largest
bank of its kind in the British Empire,
but it was not large enough to survive the
retaliatory guns of Money and Media.
The newspapers trumpeted that “Lang
will confiscate bank deposits!”; “Lang
will smash the banks and seize your
savings!”. They denounced Lang as a
swindler and a thief. People were hired
to walk in and out of the bank’s premises
as if a run had started. For seven months
it put up a great fight, but in the end it
was forced to close its doors.

This, then, was the environment in which
the League for Social Justice grew.

Through members’ personal experiences
in trying to find employment, or finance
their businesses and farms in this
climate, and through the enlightenment
they acquired by studying the writings
of C.H. Douglas on money creation,
and the takeover of national finance by
powerful private banking cartels, these
men were aware of the fraud being
perpetrated against them, and felt totally
justified in resorting to unconventional
means in their efforts to restore the
balance of justice.

List of demands

A list of demands was drawn up:
the introduction of a 40-hour week;
cooperative control by the farmer of all

Why do people obey the law?

The people do not obey the law because they are commanded
to do so; nor because they are afraid of sanctions or of being
punished. They obey the law because they know it is a thing they
ought to do. There are of course some wicked persons who do
not recognize it to be their duty to obey the law: and for them
sanctions and punishment must be inflicted. But this does not
alter the fact that the great majority of the people obey the law
simply because they recognize it to be obligatory on them. They
recognize that they are under a moral obligation to obey it. For
this reason, it is more important that the law should be just.
People will respect rules of law which are intrinsically right and
Jjust, and will expect their neighbours to obey them, as well of
course as obeying the rules themselves: but they will not feel
the same about rules which are unrighteous or unjust. If people
are to feel a sense of obligation to the law, then the law must
correspond, as near as may be, with justice.

Lord Denning: The Family Story

primary industries; full-time work for
the unemployed; the removal of all road
and bridge tolls; reduction in taxation
and rates; public finance without debt;
no alteration in legal hotel hours without
a referendum. “The League for Social
Justice wants a Twentieth Century
Magna Carta!” stated the leaflet they
drew up for distribution.

In the face of obdurate government
refusal to receive their delegation, some
members of this League decided to take
direct action to enforce a hearing.

The plan

The plan was to enter Parliament House,
forcibly detain members of Parliament,
and stage a twenty-four hour sit-in, with
the members of Parliament held hostage,
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until an undertaking was given to listen

‘to their demands.

A simple, straightforward, illegal plan!
As subsequent events were to show,
members of the League were apparently
well versed in the history of their
forebears, and were inspired by such
as Archbishop Langton, who brought
about the capitulation of King John with
the signing of the Magna Carta in 1215,
as well as the 1746 uprising against the
English by the Scots.

They had clearly concluded that
individual rights were only as secure
as individual will to defend them, legal
or not. In their opinion, government
in  Queensland required similar
intervention.

An illegal plan, of
necessity, must be
secret, and while
this may not be too
much of a problem
for conspirators who
have the backing of a
CIA or the resources
of an Osama Bin
Laden, for a group of
cash-strapped country
Queenslanders in
1939, the execution

of such a bold
move presented
a considerable

challenge. For the
protection of their
loved ones, it was
essential that they
be told as little as
possible, and one can
only speculate on the
subterfuge employed
to keep them in ignorance. Legend has
it that an important Brisbane cricket
match was concocted, to explain the
“training” sessions and planned absence
from home!

This was to be no furtive fourth-form
prank. Members of the League for Social
Justice included thoughtful men of
some standing in the community. They
included professional businessmen,
farmers and tradesmen. As already
mentioned, some of them at any rate,
had obviously studied the works, and
probably attended the lectures of British
engineer Clifford Hugh Douglas, on
the flaws in the existing financial
system and the measures needed to
correct them. Major Douglas had
conducted a speaking tour of the British
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Commonwealth, including Australia,
five years previously, attracting
enormous crowds and considerable
publicity. His proposals came to be
known as Social Credit, and despite
his warnings on the inherent dangers in
party politics, Social Credit Parties had
sprung up in Canada, New Zealand and
Australia.

Two, if not more, of the planned raiding
party were members of the Queensiand
Social Credit Party: the leader, George
Gray, and Phillip Cameron, who was
the Party’s Secretary. Gray subsequently
vehemently denied that the Social
Credit Party had anything to do with the
planning or execution of the raid, and
although there was some evidence that
the conspirators had made use of Party
premises while assembling their gear, it
figures no further in newspaper accounts
of the event.

Publicity and drama were essential to the
success of the plan. The men knew that
there was widespread disillusionment
and disbelief in the community
regarding the reasons for the Depression
and the handling of the nation’s finance
In general, and they were confident that
their actions would be received with
support in the community once they
became known, increasing pressure on
the government to listen to the demands
put before them.

As strategies were considered, it was
decided to conduct the raid on a caucus
meeting of the Parliamentary Labor
Party. This would involve all members
of the executive, and avoid confining
Opposition members of parliament.
They may also have given some
Consideration to the legal implications
Of taking arbitrary action to intervene
directly in the legislative process. A
caucus meeting was in the nature of a
Planning and discussion one.

Getting down to business, the group set
about the manufacture of stout batons
with which to arm themselves. Not just
any old lump of wood either. They made
a large number of well-turned batons,
which they stained and finished with
white cord-bound handles. It is not
unreasonable to surmise that Arthur
Stewart Ingham, one of the conspirators,
had a hand in this part of the plan, as he
Was a carpenter by trade. The group also
Contained a Minister of the Church of
England, the Rev. Father James Vincent
Cavey, and the reality of what they were
Proposing must have struck him forcibly
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at this stage, as he now protested at
the violent connotations of batons,
suggesting walking sticks might be more
appropriate. Warming to their work,
however, the others would have none
of this! A compromise was agreed. The
Reverend Father would not participate
in the raid itself, but would wait in an
office in King House in Brisbane for
advice that the plan had been effected,
and would then contact the Telegraph
office and the Criminal Investigation
Branch, and act as spokesman and
publicity agent for the group.

Whether any womenfolk were involved
in the preparations is not known, but
some neat needlework was certainly
involved in the preparation of identity
buttons and red, blue and green ribbons
to be sported by the raiders. Random
numbers — one as high as 160 — were
issued as well. These were to indicate
at the time of the action that a large
number of armed men were involved.
The tuse was successful too, as
newspapers subsequently reported that
the raiders were apparently only some
of a considerable number of members.

The raid was planned for the 4® August,
1939, around the time of the Brisbane
Show. Logistics required an assembly
point, as members came from several
different places — Kingaroy, Canungra
and Redcliffe; the five coming from
Kingaroy to fly in on the momning of the

rivem, 2041 e ammy Mbde) {© -cco-
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raid. A hall was hired under the guise of
a group of pineapple growers needing
premises to discuss the staging of their
exhibit for the Show.

As the plan was set in motion, the
opportunity to improvise and improve
on the plan presented itself in the person
of a pig farmer, who had just purchased
a supply of barbed wire, and had it in the
back of his truck “Bring it down! That
will be part of the joke!” they told him.
“We’ll carry these coils upstairs, and it
will make fine headlines in the press!”
The press described this individual as
an “unfortunate” pig farmer, without
detailing whether he was one of
the original thirty-seven who was
interrupted in his daily work by the onset
of events, if he did in fact accompany
them to Parliament House, or if he
merely permitted them to commandeer
his barbed wire. In any event, the barbed
wire arrived, complete with staples
and hammers, at the rendezvous point.
After checking their plan, donning their
identifying ribbons, rubber gloves,
buttons and numbered discs, and arming
themselves with batons, they prepared
to set off,

Whether or not it was due to the addition
of the coils of barbed wire, a number of
taxis were engaged to augment the
transport facilities available, and off
they set!

Courier Mail, Saturday August 5, 1939
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Arriving at Parliament House, they
dispersed as planned and marched into
the building from various entry points,
some carrying the barbed wire, and
some brandishing batons. A number
of them accosted a messenger at the
Alice Street entrance, and ordered him
to conduct them to the Caucus meeting
room. The messenger attempted to
divert the intruders along another
corridor, but was sharply instructed to
do as he was told. As they passed the
switchboard attendant, she recognized
the unorthodox nature of the procession,
and left her post to warn other members
of the staff. She was swept aside, as were
the messengers posted in other parts of
the House. They were told there was no
intent to harm them, but they should not
interfere with the delegation’s progress.

By this time they knew where to go.
After a short altercation with the
attendant at the head of the stairs, who
challenged them, they rushed the double
doors leading to the old Legislative
Council Chamber where the Party was
meeting, and flocked into the room.

According to reports in the Brisbane
Courier Mail the next day, and in
subsequent court proceedings, events
then proceeded as follows:

Astonished by the dramatic interruption
of men brandishing batons, some
bewildered Parliamentarians were at first
under the impression that a sight-seeing
party had taken a wrong turning. They
realized their error when a tall man gave
orders to his followers to encircle the
room. The men took up their positions at
the rear of the seats on which members
of the Party were sitting.

Members who attempted to rise to their
feet were pushed back into their seats.
One of them was the Treasurer, Mr. F.A.
Cooper. Mystified, he turned to the man
who pushed him and asked indignantly,
“Who are you — a detective?”

The man did not reply.

The leader shouted to the
Parliamentarians, “Keep your seats!”

“What do you mean by this?”’ demanded
the Premier (Mr. W. Forgan Smith),
rising from his chair at the head of the
centre table.

“Sit down!” commanded the tall man.

“I refuse to be instructed by you!”
retorted the Premier. Walking the length
of the chamber and standing in front of
the man he exclaimed, “What do you

mean by this invasion of a meeting of
the Labor Party assembled in Parliament
House?”

“You will know in a minute, our leader
is coming,” the man in charge replied.

A tense situation was developing, but the
Premier who remained calm throughout
this extraordinary incident, urged his
colleagues to restrain themselves.

Addressing the tall man, Mr. Forgan
Smith said, “I am astonished at this
display of force. This is a country in
which such a demonstration is absolutely
uncalled for.”

The man in charge muttered some
remark about a deputation to discuss
grievances, whereupon the Premier
retorted: “There is a constitutional
method of approaching me for a
deputation. This is a display of Fascism!
I will not countenance such an outrage
in Queensland! I refuse to be intimidated
by you, individually or collectively, and
I ask you to withdraw!”

The intruders refused to do so, and the
leading man exclaimed, “Have you
heard of Culloden Moor?”

“I have,” said the Premier.

“Well, my ancestor fought there. They
were rebels and I have a right to be a
rebel!”

(The Battle of Culloden Moor [April
1746}, where the Duke of Cumberland’s
army defeated the highland clans who
had risen in rebellion in support of
the Young Pretender, Charles Edward
Stuart. Culloden ended the rising.)

“If you are a rebel you will have to
take the consequences of being one!”
retorted the Premier. He was still talking
when the police arrived.

Police were telephoned

With considerable presence of mind, the
Minister for Health and Home Affairs,
(Mr. E.M. Hanlon) had slipped out of
the room unnoticed in the excitement,
and using a back entrance leading to the
Premier’s room at Parliament House,
telephoned the Commissioner of Police
(Mr. C.J. Carroll) appraising him of the
situation and instructing him to send
a strong party of police to the House
immediately.

Meanwhile, the Clerk Assistant (Mr.
R.L. Dunlop) had also telephoned the
Roma Street police station.

Making his way down a back stairway,
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Mr. Hanlon went around to the front gate
and met the police, whom he ordered
to surround the building to prevent
anyone from leaving. Six luckless
visitors to Parliament House, including
a prominent businessman from Mackay,
were detained for more than an hour and
a half before they were able to satisfy
the police that they had no connection
with the affair.

All of the men who had caused the
disturbance were taken into custody and
placed in the large committee room on
the ground floor under guard.

“You will need this!”

A Gilbertian touch in a scene which
had all the elements of melodrama
was provided when one member of the
“deputation” dropped his baton just as
the police rushed into the Chamber.
The Treasurer, Mr. Cooper, picked the
baton up and handed it to its owner,
courteously remarking, “You will need
this, won’t you?” Mr. Cooper must have
been a bit of a comedian, as he was
reputed to have broken into a rendering

of “The Red Flag” at some point in the
confrontation.

The men were packed into the Black
Maria and other cars and removed to the
watchhouse at 3.30 p.m. after warrants
for their arrest had been issued. Never
had the Brisbane watchhouse had so
many inmates at the one time!

A large number of batons and other
paraphernalia were collected by the
police. ..... In addition to the supply
of barbed wire which the visitors
brought in cars, trophies of the police

search included knuckle dusters, torches
and shaving kits.”

Doubtless the entire city was by now
buzzing with news of the affair, and
the Rev. Cavey duly arrived to provide
support. The day was now drawing to
a close, and the process of charging
the prisoners was proving to be a

lengthy one, as each one was charged
separately,

Late Night Court hearing

Rev. Cavey approached the Police
Magistrate, Mr. A.H. O’Kelly, and
requested that a night court be held, as
he wished to make application for bail
on behalf of each defendant.

This request was met, and the court
hearing was held, despite the late hour,
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at 10 p.m., and continued until midnight.
As they were led into court the men
rubbed their hands together and pulled
their overcoats closer against the chill of
the winter evening and the wind rattling
the windows of the court. The dock
would not hold more than half of them,
the rest having to be accommodated on
chairs around the court room. They were
charged on warrant with:

having assembled together and being
so assembled conducted themselves in
such a manner as to cause the subjects
of our Sovereign Lord the King in the
neighbourhood to fear on reasonable
grounds that they would tumultuously
disturb the peace.

The Magistrate was unsure of the
connection between them and Rev.
Cavey, or whether he had their authority
to apply for bail, but the accused
unanimously assured him that they were
indeed asking for bail.

In official police style, Sub-Inspector
R. Brannelly informed the court that
It would be alleged certain acts of
Intimidation and violence had been
commited at a Caucus meeting in
Parliament, It would be some time
before inquiries into the incident were
completed, and until such time as they
were, he strenuously opposed bail

Bail was refused, and the men were
remanded over the weekend.

Brisbane must have been a relatively
law-abiding town in 1939, because the
sudden influx of thirty-seven prisoners
to the watchhouse considerably
taxed its facilities. Extra blankets and
Mattresses had to be obtained from other
Police Stations. Feeding the prisoners
presented another problem. For their
evening meal they ate 34/- ($3.40)
worth of sandwiches, and seventy four
pies, although it was reported that they
changed their minds about the pies. One
can only speculate why; perhaps the
prison officer warned them not to risk
them, or perhaps they were going to
have to pay for them personally!

By Monday the 7% August when the
preliminary hearing resumed, the
number of accused had increased to
thirty-eight, as by this time the Police
had evidence that Rev. Cavey was
Involved in the plot, and so his name
was added to the list.

Those charged were:
Herbert Stanley Anderson, 40, Baker
George Henry Anderson, 52, produce

merchant and commission agent
Edward John Bunbury, 21, farmer
William Vessey Bunbury, 24, farmer
Richard Newton Boorman, 50, business
manager

Francis Charles Harding Cain, 37,
electrician

Phillip John Kellett Cameron, 22,
journalist

Harry Algernon Cash, 50, broker
Emest James Vincent Cavey, Church of
England Minister

Edward Henry Churchward, 18, farmer
Frederick William Percival Carter, 21
farm labourer

Harold Dwyer, 26, baker

Charles Dunstan, 26 farmer

Richard Dunstan, 29, farmer

Leslie Euler, 22, farmer

George Henry Gray, 36, accountant
James Robertson Grimmett, 46, scrub
faller

Amold Victor George Hallam, 40,
labourer :

Alfred George Hubner, 38, dairyman
James Cranston Huxley, 36, salesman
Arthur Stewart Ingham, 42, carpenter
Arthur Edward Jordan, 44, farmer
Volney Arthur Kirk, 48, farmer
Henry William Alexander Kirk, 56,
dairy farmer

Jonas James Kirk, 42, dairy farmer
Hugh McMartin, 55, farmer

Sydney David Protheroe, 48,
blacksmith

Charles William Rackemann, 30,
farmer

Raymond Herbert Rackemann, 27,
farmer

Raymond Reynolds, 32, farmer
Reginald Horace Reynolds, 28, farmer
Alfred Riches, 54, labourer

Charles Schloss, 27, labourer

Harry Joseph Sims, 40, farmer

Gustav Torenbeek, 29, plumber
Herbert Stanley Tutt, 25, axeman
William Francis Wood, 33, labourer
John Woulfe, 41, labourer

Police Court hearings resumed on the
21% August before Police Magistrate
PM. Hishon, when the court heard
evidence that George Gray, the apparent
ringleader, had told a policeman it had

Heritage - Vol. 28 No. 107 Summer 2004 - Page 29

been their intention to erect a fence
around the railing of the room upstairs
where the Caucus was meeting, with the
ten rolls of single-strand barbed wire
they brought with them, of a total length
of 50 chains, and stage a sit-down strike
for twenty-four hours.

Magistrate Hishon committed the
men for trial at the next sittings of the
Supreme Court.

Supreme Court at City Hall

A scene without parallel in the history of
the State was witnessed on the morning
of 10® October 1939, at the City Hall,
when the 38 accused appeared on
individual indictments before the Chief
Justice, Sir James Blair.

The spacious Brisbane City Hall
was constituted as a Criminal Court
in preference to the Supreme Court,
because of the need to accommodate
more than 600 jurymen who had been
summoned to be in attendance. After
empanelling of the jury the trial venue
was transferred to the Supreme Court
building, where the trial continued for
nine days.

All pleaded not guilty, and were
represented by an array of counsel. In
front of the dais occupied by the Chief
Justice were the star exhibits in the trial,
a pile of coiled barbed wire, and beside
a row of legal tomes on the bar table
were ranged a row of batons, buttons
and ribbons.

Eventually the trial drew to a close, and
on the 17 October, counsel concluded
their address and His Honour summed

up
In his remarks to the jury he said:

“It has been said that because nobody
interfered with them and no violence
was wrought about by the use of batons,
that there was no unlawful assembly.
With all respect I tell you that in my
view at any rate that is not the law.”

Did the jury think, he asked, that if
these people succeeded in having a sit-
down strike and compelling members
of caucus to remain there until released
that that would be an undue restraint
on their liberty? Would that be an
infringement of the law of security,
liberty and property?

The law said it was not right and it
was not lawful for anybody to seek to
alter laws by a display of force or by
an unlawful assembly coming into a
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private caucus room and endeavouring
to surround people there with barbed
wire, imprisoning them until release
came and using coercive tactics. “That
is not the way to alter the law under our
Constitution, and you are a part of the
Constitution to see that it is not done.”

“Ended in Fiasco”

“The idea was that they were to get into
Caucus, make an apron fence, pull the
wire down from supports, fasten it at
the end with staples and sit down there.
They had spied out the land, they knew
where they were going, and they had
found out on a previous expedition that
there was a café there and they would be
able to get food. When they were all in
there on a sit-down strike the newspapers
were to be telephoned. Well, it never got
that far. The police came and the whole
thing ended in a fiasco, although one of
the men said it was the first time that a

“What on earth they were going to do
after they had got there, behind the
apron fence and so on, I do not know. It
was sure to end in a fiasco at some time
or other, but it is the act charged that we
are concerned with and I have to direct
you on what I consider to be the law on
it, and the result is foryou ... ..”

“There is evidence that they had 300
batons turned out for them in a sawmill
and that they took a certain number of
them down to Parliament House along
with other paraphernalia. What do you
think of it? Do you think the Crown has
made out its charge beyond reasonable
doubt or not?

“This kind of thing is rather a dangerous
sort of method of opposing laws.

“To say that an assembly is not unlawful
because violence is not committed is not
the law as I understand it.”

In conclusion, His Honour said:

“We know there is poverty, there is
unemployment, and we know there is
distress, but there is a way to go about
alleviating that, and I venture to say it is
not in the method adopted in this case.”

Verdict of Not Guilty

The jury took 20 hours to reach their
verdict. During that time they were
confined to their room in the Court
House. Blankets and mattresses were
brought from a city hotel for their use.
Some jurymen slept on the floor and

others on the verandah. Finally, at 7
a.m., they reached agreement.

Despite the pointed remarks to them
by the Judge, the jury brought down
a verdict of “Not Guilty”, which was
announced to a crowded court room
at 10.30 am. on the 17% October,
and repeated thirty-eight times by the
foreman of the jury.

The accused
discharged.

were  accordingly

The close was as impressive as the
opening of the trial. None of the men
showed any sign of elation when
the Chief Justice turned to them and
said, “You are discharged”. In the
circumstances it was probably as well
they did not! They rose quietly, looked
for their hats and left the improvised
dock, shaking hands with the counsel
and solicitors who had defended them,
and exchanged greetings with friends
before leaving the court. “Justice will
prevail!” some one exclaimed.

Outside it was a different story. A crowd
outside waited to congratulate them.
“We regard the verdict as a vindication
of our aims, and a vote of censure on
the Government!” said the Rev. Father
E.J.V. Cavey. The League for Social
Justice would continue, he added, but
that did not mean there would be another
demonstration, but members of the
league had put their hands to the plough,
and would continue with their work.

Astonishing verdict

This extraordinary trial cost the State
more than £1,200. It was, considering
the circumstances, an astonishing
verdict, and was so regarded by the
government and the Parliament.

On the 17" November Premier Forgan
Smith initiated a Bill amending the
Criminal Code in Queensland.

One of the objects of the measure was
to give the Crown the right of appeal
in criminal cases, but the other part of

il
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the Bill was a direct sequel to the raid
on Parliament House. Offences against
members of Parliament and disturbances
that might take place in the vicinity of
Parliament House were covered in a
new section. The Code was amended to
make disturbance in the vicinity when
Parliament was not sitting an offence.
While the Speaker was vested with
ample power while Parliament was
sitting, there was inadequate provision if
a similar situation arose when Parliament
was not in session. It was also made
an offence to go armed to Parliament
House without lawful excuse, and
provided for arrest of persons by the
police without warrant for interfering
with His Excellency the Governor or
Ministers of the Crown in the exercise
of their duties or authorities.

It provided for dealing with people who
disturbed Parliament or were guilty of
disorderly conduct in the presence of
Parliament that tended to interrupt its
proceedings or impair its authority or
the respect due to it; taking part in an
unlawful assembly; taking part in a riot;
going armed in public without lawful
occasion in such a manner as to create
fear in any other person.

There was almost general approval of
the Bill.

“Mountain Out of Molehill”

Only one member of parliament, Mr. T.
Nimmo (UAP, Oxley), disagreed with
the necessity for the measure. During
the debate on the second reading he
asserted that a mountain had been made
out of a molehill, and he did not think
members required all the protection
provided for in the Bill. No one dreamt
that these men had any intention of using
batons; they had them only for effect.
Anyone could see that these men were
respectable members of the community;
they were good sound men.

The Premier, in reply, accused the
Hon. Member of being a “special
pleader”, and suggested he had a
wonderfully intimate knowledge of the
mental process of the men who raided
Parliament House. “ can tell the Hon.
Member, as I told these people, that no
display of force ever influences me, nor

has it ever don so. They never asked for
a deputation.”

He recalled that on one occasion he had
been assaulted, but he did not worry















