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response to the request contained in the memorandum

. 1943, to you from the Officlal Secretary, Office
issioner in Australia, I am forwarding herewith
of the High Court Judgment in the sbove matter.
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_m h my memorendum deted SOth April, 1943, returning
mus;b:h by the Becurltx Service for the -
] Court procecdings ss te the velidity of the
e Commonweslth sgainst a‘ehnvah's Witnesses and
mmmﬂar the Hztional Seeurity (Subversive
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of ecertain wireless tranemitting licences. o
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order or direction of tha .Mini‘zlor-

tate, or by a State togother
e &ery of ‘the Commonwealth—the

the whole or part of any Torritory
provigion, for the purposes

iout limiting the generality
oviding, in relation o thit reionnl

k .
able by the Minister or provided
Fconservation or supplementary

igtion: of production of stock ; and
the regional area,

i any Iaw of any State or Territory of Mintter sy
: ],“ arder in waiting, or by order published in :ﬁraﬁﬁﬁ;
ontrol of any stock to supply of stock,

E{Iw ‘order, of snoh marketing
,in such s i8 s
! M:o;:l:dingly ¢ .

hed in the declare nny ared in the Confrolied
Qommﬁ‘nwagbh to be a controlled area SFs
] %ne order, or by & separate
e production, Etc-rsno,
the controlled area.

irs or other establishnient - Registration of
istered for the purposes Slaughtoring
n become a rogistered bilshiments.

, and any person who Slughtering
stock ar dwglt&uwd. t 8 registered estublish- lcences.
in a form approved by jum for a uhmglm:mlg

n msy wnf&m such conditions and restrictions

at oy time revoke any licence u this regulation.
i observa nng ‘comply the conditions and

a wntmﬂod area; slaughtor, or cafise to be slinghtered, Btock nob to.
: ir human conyumption in any {orm exeept— ’

3 or

oe with the terms q‘pﬁ conditions of the

o ppmvﬂi of the Gonh'ul.lur, or Iy hla dﬂsnluon.a rson shall
s regional nres from an mogmul.l mamrmuml.h.é
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8 MESSAGE FRON INSPECTOR WILLIALS,
Pella 00 24.6.43.

1, of Alderman, Reid & Brazel,
tnesses has asked Imnspector Williams
now be made available to Jehovahs'

es of holding meetings.

' Williams informed Ir. Brazel that
ce he was retaining custody of the Hall

was delivered by Mr. Justice Starke. Mr.
rangement mede in lelbourne between

there was s
wles Alderman in regard to this Hall.
1 ught by Inspector Williams as to whether
over to Jehovahs' Witnesses. The Hall is

the military authorities as a Store, with
eorge Lnowles. &ir, Williams has not

ors of this approved arrangement.
& direetion is socught by Mr. Williams as to
is handed over, the Solicitors should

. Brazel has not been told that the military
s are at present using the Hall for their purposes.

tor-Generai.

Forwarded for your 1uformat1cn and advice as desired
%y Inspector Williams.
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R W.H.T. BASTON,

r of the elaim of Bpedflal Peace Officer
on, under|the Commonwealth Employees’ Compensation
pensation i respect of injury by accident caused
L ' 1942, I, Sir G-eor-g'L Shaw Enowles, a

ssioner for Employees' Co; ensation, heresby

'-;:I.eer Williem H.T. Ea\ ton isg
tion \mdar the said A t
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COMMONWEALTH INVESTIGAT

CANBERRA.
TIACT

sond July, 1942.

o advise ﬁhéﬁ'rnspector Williams recently reported [ihe
_ om Hall was in Aeed of repair gnd I instructed

an snstion made by an o ecer of the Works Depar
» that sn sstimsbed coat of effecting the necessary Ie

nformed that the Works Department estimates cost of

if Inspector Willisms may be

cireumstances I have {0 aslk
worlk carried 0Wj.

o have the nesessary repalr
i




1st Jaiy, 1643.

’ nttornsy-sansral's nepertment, for
action.

GEORGE A. WATSON,

'Behuty Crown Soliecitor,
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I enclose herewith two copies of the Order o the

(¥». F. CLAUSEN)
Deputy Crown Solicitom.

The ?rﬂ::re-ta!-;a'
At.ﬁome Crenciils
r your intoriuation

:‘%’/DZ:ZW —
97 JUN 1013




‘e this Court on the 10th, 1lth, and 12th days of iiawch
U ND A the said Case Stated and the annex-
p AND UPON HEARING Wr. Fallagar K.Ce and Jr. Alderman \
of ‘CoRRSET Por “uhe abbvendnet /natenaint Hudl clfife™
2 m;t'the gaid Case Stated should stand for judgment and
standing for judgment this day sccordingly THIS COURT DOTH
AISWER the questions reserved 1n the said Case Stated

Is the Adelaide Company of Jehovah's VWitneesses Incor-
porated & party competent to maintein that the Wation-
al Security (Subversive Associations) Regulstions, the
gald Order in Couneil, snd the said Diyrection of the
Attorney-General shove mentioned contravene the provi-
s8ions of Sec. 116 of the Constitution?

Yeze.

Tio the Natiomal Security (Subversive Associations)
Regulations or any and which of those regulations con-
tra¥ens the provisions of Sec. 116 of the Constitution?

Ho.

Do the Said Order in Council and the said Direction of
the &tmng¥-a'anera1 above mentioned or any and what
part thereof so far as they affect the said incorporat-
ed association or the association oi pergons “nown as =
‘Jehovah's Witnesses, contravene the provisions of Sec.
116 of the Constitution?




_ ciations)

] h of those regulations,
r authorities conferred by:-

tional Security Act 1939-19407

6A ~ YQB.
ﬂﬁaﬁoeﬂ_nﬂsﬂ—._m

r in Council or the said Direction
General or any and what part thereof
ts the said incorporated as-
eiation of bersona known asg
ond the powers and suthori-

The Kational Security dct 1939-1940.
Na 1 Security (Subversive Associations)

) =~ No Answer.

g

(b) = In respect of the Order in Council snd the
i Divection of the Attorney-Genergl - Veg,

€e) ~ In respect of the said Order in Council - No (|
i ansier .
In respect of the said Direction of the
Atlorney-Cemeral - Yeg.

iticnal Seeurity (Subversive dssocigtions)
tions, upon their proper construction, extend to
id Incorporated association or ‘the association of
known as Jehovah's Witnesses?
Yes, as to both associations.

DOTH ORDEH that the sald Case Stated be and the

remitted with the answers aforesaid to His Honour —e- _

BY THE COURT
(Sgd) g+ Ge HARDMAN
Principal Registrar.
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does not afford an unlimited licence %o propagate or
___*_“__ vzl 8 connection I would
; ‘ *d Sumner in Bowmen Ve
s U4BE, LET. "The words,
" society differ from
stable o1 insecure in
shers Lo be open to assauli.
i g dangerto society is a
2 facts Society has the
i freoll the dangers of the
] “h&te;“é'f-»m attitude of the law both
i criming) towaDAs— . _.<6hs depends Pundamentally on
: safety of the State"s

2Any regulations, therefore, which empower the govermment to

e doctrines or those prejudiciel to the defence of the Commonwealtli:

mthe efficient prosecution of the war do not infringe sec. 116.

 The peace, good govermment and order of the Commonwealth may be
protected at the same time as the freedom of religion is safeguarded.
Freedom of religion is mot absolute. It is subject to powers and
Festrictions of government essential to the preseryation of tlie
eemmmlty. Freedom of religion may mot be inveoked to cloak and
'ﬁ'ssamh';l-e- subversive opinions or practices and operations dangerous
to the common weal. Any competition beiween govermuental powers
and 1iberty uader the Constitution can be reconciled and mads
compatible. They co-exisl without invasion of their respective v
-'Bgl?ﬁiéeﬁ_ ef action. fccordingly I consider tlie regulations in
gka:__‘;gst_ién do not infringe the section.

< I am not, however, sabisfied that the National Security

iﬁub\rersive Assceiations) Regulations are within the defence powsed
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5 Vol. VIII, ppel02-420, has traced the
' %{?? ‘Eha law towards religlous toleration and it may be
Hpe "g_' us liberty and religious equalily are now
Constitutional History of Lngland, pe 520.
does not afford an unlimited licence to propagate or

subversive doctrines. In this comnnection I would

3 :ratﬁ-.., 1917 A.Ce LGS, at ppe. 466, L467. MThe words,
€ gets, which tend te endanger society differ from

e in proportion as seocicty is stable or imsecure in

\of bhe times and is a guestion of fact. Society bhas the

b to protect itself by process of law from the dangers of the

-.&ﬂy'.re?g‘ulatians, therefore, which enmpower the govermment to

"'."'..t gerser:s ‘or bocies from dlsseminating subversive prineiples

\er the efricient prosccution of the war do not infringe sec. 116.
ox - ]

fhe peace, good govermment and order of the Commonwealtl may be |
protected at the same time as the freedom of religion is safleguardeds f
Freedom of religion is not absolute. It is subject to powers and -
Trestrichions of govermment essentisl to the preservation of the
eommmunity. Freedom of religion may not be involked to cloak and
@issemble subversive opinioms or practices and operations dangerous
to the commer weal.  Any competition between governmental powers
a:mi 1iberty under the Ceonstitution can be reconciled and made
-em-aﬁiﬁie. They ct-exist without invasion of their respective v
Bph&res of actiom. Accordingly I congider the regulations in
qqus_-‘bion do not Infringe the section.

I I am not, however;, satisfied that the Natiomal Security

(Subversive Associations) Regulations are within the defonce power
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s not afford an unlimited licence te propagate or

sive doctrines. In this commection I would
__M'mmm-smm,w. "The words,

wsumemunmumt.
er & given opinion is #m adanger to society is a

t itself by process of law from the dangers of the
ver that right may be. The attitude of the law both
'ﬂmw
mmwmpvmeo

; 'nmmmmummMamcmmw

.'_'f__ﬁhmﬁnumtmdmmia safeguarded. |
_.mtmamm It is subject to powers and
: tmmummmmwm

MMN opinions or practices and operations dangerous
to the eommon weal. Any competition between govermmentsl powers

- and ldberty under the Comstitution can be reconciled and made
compatible. They co-exist without invasion of their respective
m of ection. Accordingly I consider the regulations in

o guestion do not infringe the section.

I am not, m. satisfied that the Fational Securiiy

" m m} Regulations a re within the defecnce power
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D FOR THE CONSIDERATION OF T7E FULL COURT.

of Jehovah's e, Aes
par competent

onzl Security
egulations,
and the said

nal Security (Subversive
) Regulations or any and
se e ns contravene
: cticn 116 of the

er in Council and the
n of the Atftorney-General
ioned or any and what part
far as they aflect the said
ted assoeiation or the

on of PErsons known &s

. Witnesses, contravene the

* section 116 of the

e National Security (sSubversive L As to (a) = 2s to
ations) Regulations or any and reg. B6A - Yes.

those regulations, beyond the as to
wers or authorities conferred by :- Tegs. 3 to 6 ang 6B -
' \ ' o answer.
) The Constitution. As to (b) - Yes.

b) The National Security Act 1939-1940%2

. Is the said Order in Council or the said 5. As to Ea—) - lo answer.
lrection of the Attorney-General or any As to (b) in respect of
' hat part thereof so far as either the order and the

affects the said incorporated direction - Yes.
‘\association or the association of persons As to (c) in respect of
Enown as Jehovaeh's Witnesses, beyond the the order - No answer:
powers and suthorities conferred by - in respect of the

direction - Yes.

() The Comstitution. (b) The Napl %%21, BRRE-
i ) The National Security J[ bg%gs% e E’&B

" | Associations) Regulations?

Do the said National Security (Subversive 6. Yes as to both
Associations) Regulations, upon their ‘Associations.
proper constiuction, extend to the said

incorporated association or the

association of persons known as Jehovah's

Witnesses.
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H OF AUSTRALIA.
LATHAM Cod .
ng raises important questions with referernce

the Constitution of the Commonwealth. Section 116
is as follows:-
shall not make any law for establishing
pesing any religious cbservance, or for
' - of any religion, and no religious
qui as a gqualification for any office or
st under the Commonwealth."
in that by this provision it is intended to place
on upon the power of the Commonwealth to eﬂact legis~-

vhich favours any religion, or which interferes with any reli- ;

activities of a body, the existence of which is, in the '

? the Governor-General, prejudicial to the defence of the

't that the subversive activities of such a body are founded
religious views of its members? Can such a body be suppressed
~ In the first place, it is important to observe that section
116 is an express prohibition of any law which fells within its terms
2 ﬁlqeée%ien deals with laws which in some manner relate to religion.

aﬁhaeet of religion. Section 116 therefore cannot be regarded %m|
4 . preseribing the content of laws made with respect to religion upon|!

L3 ~ the besis that the Commonwealth Parliament has some power of legis- |

1t is an overriding provision. It does not compete with other pro-

- visions of the Constitution so that the Court should seek to




AJ.J. the leg:.alative powers of the
n which section 116 impoges.
ess terms to "any religion", '-'any
rcise of -".-a;mn religion" ang any "peli-
lies in relation to all religions, and
one particular religion,
ot impossible, to devise a definition
adherents of all the many and various
or have ;:afx-:r;-siad, in the world. there are those who

cipally in a system of beliefs or state-

'-1-1igia_x_a may Dbe either true or false. Others i

invelving some prescribed form of ritual or reli-

religious conflicts have been concerned with matters
Seetmn 116 must be regarded as epera't.ing in
aspects of religion, irrespective of varying opinions’
- to the truth of particular religious doctrines, as to |
the
ar religious observance. What is religion to

to another. Some religions are regarded as morally

~of other creeds. At all times there are many who agree

- comment of the Roman poet - "Tantun religio potuit

ion in section 116 operates not only to protect the
» Ut also to protect the right of a man to have no

ral law can impoge any religious observance. Defaults

irias Diis curae. Section 116 proclaims not only the

ration of all religions, but also the principle of




be protected under the section unless the
lay regarded the belief or conduct or

of a majority. The religion of the majority
after itself. Section 116 is required to protect
f religion) of minorities, and, in particular,

of 'reli_g_iien. It appears to me to be difficult

far beyond protecting liberty of opinion. It protects also

m‘ahably most EBuropeans would regard religion as necessarily
ame ideas or doctrines affecting the relation of man to a

| by many authorities to involve no conception of a God. For |

Professor Gilbert Murray says: "We mist azlways remember that
chief religions of the world, Buddhism, has risen to great

- gtead it has Dharma, the Sternal Law." - "Five Stages of Greek
| . ' On the other hand, almost any matter may become
ement in religious belief or religious conduct. The wearing of
leular clothes, the eating or the non-eating of meat or other foods,




Indeed, it is not an exaggeration to
e ‘the content of his own religion. It is

priori besis, to disqualify certain beliefs
- preligious in character. '

‘A clear dist.imt:lﬂn between ruler and priest
#ala&'&iwly late stage in human development. Those
zracy refuse to draw the distinetion between
which is implicit in section 116. The beliefs
re similar to those of Jehovah's Witnesses, which
be seen, has to consider in the present case.
fused to take oaths, they refused to appear before
hey refused to bear arms or to make any resistance :
The I;g;lj_-vi;]_._ ;gpugrmejnts- of the world were regarded Dy them |
: to L-a_z‘_r.ti-.@h;_z__:-viat. Accordingly they would take no public
: wnu?iﬂranﬁer only passive obedience to Governments. Many
1y Christians hold similar beliefs. It cannot be said that |
such matters founded upon Biblical authority (as understood :
se who hold them) are not religious in character. Such beliefs
oncerned with the relation between man and the God whom he wor-
though they are also concerned with the relation between man
civil government under which he lives. They ave political in
~but they are none the less religious on that account.
It is perhaps not out of place to mention at the present time
here are large mumbers of people in Japan who believe that the
e qn, the Way of the Gods, affords a path to universal
e and prosperity under the guidance of the people of Japan. The
ip of the kmperor as divine is represented to the Japanese people

as eamt.iany evil and wicked. Many religions involve the idea |

W other sacred writings end traditions. So alsc religions




1 of millions of Mohammedans,
‘The criminel religions in India are
i it as a religious duty to rob
".éé.-, involving the immolation of the
her husband, was for centuries a part of

nt to show that religious belief and
ted either from politics or from .
y between religious and political duty has often
arly Christians refused to take part in the
3 Just as Christian conwverts in Korea

hinto ceremonial. In each case the State view

that. it is something whieh requires a true believer to

cherished faith.

:_o' tical purposes, be regarded as irrelevant. It assumes |
all religions can be good citizens, and that accord- )
no justification in the interests of the commnity for
) e free exercise of any religion.
examples which have been given illustrate the difficulty of

. which a court is confronted when it is asked to deter-

her or not a particular law infringes the constitutional pro-

¥ prohibiting "the free exercise of religion". Can any person,
(and honestly describing) his beliefs and practices as

£ exempt himself from obedience to the law? Does section 118 ;

7. religious belief or any religious practice, irrespective of
L or social effect of that belief or practice? )

_ ready been shown that beliefs entertained by a religious

as religious beliefs may be inconsistent with the maintenance of |

jovernment. The complete protection of all religious beliefs

*esult in the disappearance of organised society, because some




ise of religion. The word “free' is vague
n by the many decisions in this Court and in
e meaning of the word "free'" in another place
titution - in section 92, which provides

finitely with the context. A man is said to be
se, but he is also said to be free when he is

nd é@ﬁﬁsﬁs‘iﬁn., 25 well as of physical movement. bBub
1 obligation to obey the laws which apply generally

, United States of America in the case of Schenck v.
tes 249 U.S. 47 at p. 52, In James v. The Commonuealth,
578, the Privy Council dealt with the meaning of the words
alm free! in section 92 of the Constitution. It was there said |
: ‘Free! in itself is vague and indeterminate. It mst take :

e love, free dinner and free trade. Free speech does not

to his condition

meal open to anyone who comes, subject, however,

our not being objectionable. Free trade means, in ordinary

riance, freedon frau tariffs.” (Thus there is no dictionary meaning
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ea in all cases.

as there is a provision

onstitution of the United States
= no law respecting the establishment

. free exercise thereof. In the United

terpreted and applied independently
onstitution. fhe Supreme Court said in ;
33 with Reference to the constitutional
speech, freedom of press and freedom of
absolutes, to be exercised independently of
____-ggeé., protected by the same organic instrument."
ileges must be reconciled with the right of
overeign power to ensure orderly living "without
gtrérantees of civil liberties would be a mockery".
stration of the application of this doctrine of
) be found in the case of Cox v. liew Hampshire
It was said:- "One would not be justified in ignoring
i traffic light because he thought it his religious
he municipal command or sought by that nieans to direct
don to an announcement of his opinions'.
‘has been that the Supreme Court of the United States
-';q_ regard the provisions relating to freedom of religion,

sembly and freedom of speech as involving the invalidity

iawa which in any degree interfere with such freedom. For

e right of assembly is a right to peaceable assembly, and
. to orgenise or pramote riots; De Jonge v. Oregon 299 U.D.
i S, S0 also in Stomberg v. California 283 U.S. 159
s held that the liberty of the person which is protected under

process dause of the American Constitution, while it embraces

1d that, while the runicipal authorities may control the streets |

er to keep peace and order therein, they may not exercise their




re wﬂ&x a paaeeable and ron-cbstructive dis-
-lgha streets. See also Centwell v. Connecticut

+ was said with reference to

ic Jeﬁ‘n!-e&ta. was reeogniaed, but i

8L Late ;ma-?t-.' be so exercised as not, in attaining a
to infringa the protected freedom'". This
- reco ices that the general .protecti-.on given by the
he freedoms in question leaves it to the court to
a particular measure which in faet limits complete
! due!’ infringement of that freedom. 1t is upon
ms,ny cases have been decided in the American Courts.

%z!k on the American Constitution, states the effect of

_.ﬁ'?iéi protect unsocial actions (p. 504).
Gmaa .caaes to which 1 have just referred are recent cases-
,*t.he Constitution of the Commonwealth was adopted in 1200,

jons of the Supreme Court of the United States had dealt with the

¢t of the constitutional protection of religious freedom. These

asi 5 guite clearly determined that such protection was not ebsolute

nat it 4id not invelve a dispensation from obedience to a gemeral

I}gﬁl of the land which was not directed against religion.

. v. The United States 1878 98 U.S. 145, a lormon
polygamy, and who had more than one wife,

! 1ad a religious belief in
, ,m mﬁ;eteﬁ for polygamy. It was held that his religious belief

i uulﬂ not be accepted as a justification for the commission of an overt

 act mch was made eriminal by the lgw of the land. Waite CeJ o, who

Court upon the relevant quest.zon

- the unanimous deelsion of the

rnfen‘eé to the history of legislation in favour of or directed against

- religions, and to the fact that polygamy had generally

been & crime among the northern and western nations of Europe. He

aid, at p.166: "Suppose one believed that
would it be seriously contended

huwman sacrifices were a

; part of religious worship,




- So here, &s a law of the organisation of society

of the United States, it is provided that

11 not be allowed. Can a man excuse his practicesto
of his religious belief? To permit this would be to

mes of religious belief superior to the law of

et to pemitevery citizen to become a law unto him- |

| exist only in name under such circumstances."

hen the suggestion that religious beliefs should be

law of the land is rejected as a matter of course, it may =

wmam:a of such beliefs. But practical considerations
‘the Court to give a practical interpretation to the con-
provision and to abstain from giving it a meaning which was

by the Supreme Court of the United States of America. This
s0 dealt with the polygamous beliefs and practices of the

Here it was contended that a statute disfranchising

o *h# a mh which taught bigamy or polygamy as a doctrine of the Church

SR
’ir’ 3 ’ mmmtimﬁiml and void as prohibitng the free exercise of
»r.=
e on, Ur. Justice Field, after expressing strong views upen the

pject of polygamy, said that it was never intended or supposed that

- the first amendment, which protected the free exercise of rel:.gion,
4*3&1& be invoked as a protection against legislation for the
:nt of acte inimical to the peace, good order and morals of




exereise of religion may be, it must be
> the criminal laws of the country, passed
to ‘actions regarded Dy general consent as

protection of religion. 7The decision goes

3 'lzgg,a;:-ae sanctioned by what any perticular sect may

signate as religion." This method of approaching the

: "appeara to me to treat the constitutional provision

‘_ as it if were subject to the proviso which is to be found in,
fﬂﬁ exa‘.nple, the Constitution of Wew York of 1777, which is
quoted in the report of Lavis v. Beason at p. 348. fthat
Constitution provided as follows: "The free exercise

anﬂ .-.leja:f_-afaymgnt of religious profession and worship, without
:'_i?!filshrim_natian or preference, shall forever hereafter be
allowed, within this State, to all mankind; Frovided, That

the liberty of comscience, hereby granted, shall not be so
construed as to excuse acte of licentiousness, or justify
practices inconsistent with the peace or safety of this State."
The opinion which in effect adds such a proviso to the absolute




‘aﬁ"; me to be difficult to justify it upon any
nterpretation.
s which I have cited do show that in
ughly established in the United States
on preventing the making of eny law prohi-
s cise of religion was not understoed to
al law dealing with the conduct of citizens

eet o except:.ons in fawvour of pPEersons

and practised a religion which was inconsistent

isions of the law. The result of this approach
has been the development of the principle which
aﬁ; in the later cases, to which I have already
d, according to which it is left to the Court to deter-

the freedom of religion has been unduly infringed

to accord a real measure of practical protection to

igion without involving the community in anarchy.

There is therefore full legal justification for

'&i}ngmm:stralia an interpretation of section 116 which

' before the @nactment of the Commonwealth Constitution,

S iy been given to similar words in the United States. This
iterpretation leaves it to the court to determine whether a
ar law is an undue infringement of religious freedom.

it ':;.i;a possible, however, in my opinion, to decide the present
. case upon a narrower principle which escapes the criticismsto
1 that interpretation may be open.
Jobn Stuart Iill in his Hssay on Liberty critically
examines the idea of liberty, and his discussion of the subject is
- widely accepted as a weighty exposition of principle. The author




.

tion which is often made in words between

igsometimes very aifficult to
He recognised that liberty did not mean the
21s to do just what they pleased, because such

he said: "The sole and for which mankind are

or collectively, in interferinz with the

otection is "the sole end" which justifies any

ctions But I think it must be conceded that the
involves the continued existence of that society as a
rwise the protection of liberty would be mesningless

e. It ic consistent with the maintensnce of religious

| inconsistent with the maintenance of civil government or
eial to the continued existence of the community. The
. on pretects religion within a comminity organised under a
: -,*:'i’co_n,_,- so that the continuance of such protection necessarily
ﬁke-.;eén‘h’!iﬁuanee- of the commnity so organised. .This view
_I it possible to reconcile religious freedom with ordersd
er It does not mean that the mere fact that the Conmon-
Pt mglth Porliszment passes & law in the belief that it will promote
_ the peace, order and good government of Australia precludes any
: .I:;émﬁiﬁe;ﬁatfnn by a court of the guestion whether or not 'such a
" law infrinces religious freedom. The final determinstion of that
ggésﬁié‘n by Parliament would remove all reality from the constitution-
al gusrentee. That gusrantee is intended to 1imit the sphere of
ae‘him 2his the legislature. The interpretation and application of
%the guerentee cennot, under our Comstitution, be left to Parliament.
If the gusrantee is to have any real significance it mast be laft to
‘the gourts of justice to determine its meaning snd to give effect %o
i‘t. by declaring the invalidity of laws which infringe it and by

‘declining to enforce them. The courts will therefore have the




' _@_fgggioh may properly Dbe taken into asccount
t it is 2 law of the prohibited charscter.

@momea&.‘hh ParLamenu hag power to make laws “fa_z'.

calth" - Constitution sec. 51(vi). "The
the Commonwsalth is vested in the Queen and is
- the ‘Covernor-Ceneral as the Queen's Tepresentative,
h cution and maintenznce of this Comstitution,
of the Comnonwealth" -~ sec. 6l.
 In pursuance of the poviers so conferred, ths Common-
. the people, not only sgainst external aggression,
iﬁtemdl atitack, and in doing so can Prevent aid being
11 enemies by internal agencies. No organised State
O exist without a law directed sgainst treason. There
'-'szibiez-*sive activities which £21) short of treason

to the safety of the people. These activities, whether

mi.ous ferms. Bxamples &re to be found in obstruction
11ting, certainly in war time, and, ‘in my opinion, also in

: .,*&ma Gf pme. Such obstruction may be both punished and prevented.

.285,
'iut. waa 8aid at p, 262: “Government; federal and state, each in its

own. 'ﬁphére owes 2 duty Lo the people within its Jurisdietion to

| preserve itself in adeguate strength to maintain peace and order and

fs.o aéanr'e- the Jdust enforcement of law. Ang every citizen owes the

---rw;pa*dcal duty, gccording to his capacity, to support and defend

T wmant aine 1 enemies. Sel e W Cas
| & . 2 T all enemies _E_gﬂj;witraft Law Caces, 245




of citizems by force of arms o defend our

11 enemies wihenever nececsity arises is a funda-

galth in respect to military training do not prohibit
ise of any religion, and, therefore, are not an
% of gection 116 of the Constitution.
It is a well establiched doctrine of constitutional
Rt iB for Parlisment to choose the means by which its
are to be carried into execution. In the absence of a
£ constitution prohibition it is not a proper funetion of a
nit the method of exercising a legislative power.
' C- g sa:.é. in a famous statement in M'Cullech w. State
d 4 Wheat 316 - ™ye admit, 2s all must admit, that the

 powers of the government are limited, and that its limits are not

S0 B ancecended. But we think the sound construction of the
Cﬁnsi‘.ﬂautian must allow to the national legislature that discretion,
- :' "ji@‘ﬁﬁ.;-.e;spect %o the means by which the powers it confers are to be
& earﬂea into execution, which will enable that body to perform the
' high duties assizned to it, in the manner most beneficial to the
people. Let the end be legitimate, let it be within the scope of the
/Constitution, and a1l means which are'apgropriate, ywhich are
pleinly adepted to that end, which ere not prohibited, but consist

with the letter and spirit of the Constitution, are constitutional.w




 does effectively state the constitutional
iament, for mle, may legislate, not only for
ishing wrongful sets which have ‘been committed,

the present case the validity o certainregulations
he National Seaurity Act 1939/1940 is challenged. The
n section 5 that the Goverrior-General may make vegulae
‘m.'ing the public safetly and the defence of the
a.‘aﬂ the ¢ .eiiﬁéi‘terig_s of the Commonwealth and for
: matters which gre Hecessary or convenient to be
ﬁr tha more effectual Prosecution of any war in whieh Hig
I T may ;2.1??3'1 éngagéd. The Wationsl Security (Subversive
‘Regulations, Statutory Zule No. 109 of 1980, as
ere made under this bower. It is contended that these
s OF some of them, are not suthorised by the Wational
" Act and, albernatively, that if they are so authorised,
6 the Act itself exceeds the Dowers of the Commonwealth
- under the defence power.
I proposs to take the regulations in turn and to state the
. which are made to them. In the first place, I direct

ise certaina ctions, but the object of the
: n_ stions, as is showm By the t erms of the principal regulation,
"‘;‘.[:"f:--?":' Teg. 3, is to PUt an end to the existence of bodies the continued
Haistmce of which is regarded as being subversive of thewar effort.
Be £+ 3 is zs Ffollows:- "Any body corporate or unincorporate, the
~ existence or which the Governor-General, by order published in the
- @mte, declares to be in hiw opimion, prejudicial to the defence of
. the Commonwealth or the efficient prosecution of the war, is hereby
._ é‘.eelawed %o be unlawrui.r Tt Was not centended in arsument that
, J?eg. 3 taken merely by itself is invalid. The mére proclamation that
in the opinion of the Governor-general the existence of 2 body ig
Prejudieisl to the defence Of the Commonwealth, etc., creates no

offence and imposes no duty upon any person. The terms of the

‘_:dbg_i‘.tla’tiqn, however, become important by reason of other regulationg




Ebn-seguencés to the order of the Covernor-General.
d under reg. 3 is dissolved
i the property of the body may be seized.
depend in the beginning upon an order made by the

: ':I:‘E'g- Se




of & body is prejudicial to the defence of the
enit prosecution of the war, but upon the
5 of =.£né_'-&dvérﬁpri-a;énera1 to that effect. T
‘argued that the Commonwealth could not legislate,
= aggﬂ.nst bodies the existence of which was in faeb
' But it ie said that regulations which

on it is too late to raise this argument. In the

20 CuL.R. 299, this Court considered a

ce as he thought fit during during the continuance
It was held that upon proof of the fact that the

of a person could be justified under a warrant issued in pursuancel

‘end that the regulation, so comstrued, was valid. It

r action under the regulation: see 20 C.L.R. at Pp. 304, 309,
Th ; 1917 A.C. 260 where the House of

4 such a regulation. These declsions were considered and applied in

5 ease of __Et-...g"’aft'e' Walsh 18 A.L.R. 359, where the validity of a lational

rity Reguletion was challenged. The regulation was in the following

" "The Minister may 1f satisfied with respect to any particolar
| persen that with & view to prevent that person acting in any
" menner prejudicisl to the public safety or the defence of the
. Commonwealth it is necessary to do so make an order directing
. hat he be detained in such place and under such conditions as_
' the Minister from time to time determines andayy person ghall while




eraar"ma.e under this sub-regulation

ve Wallach (supra). See also The King

Lted relate to the liberty of the subject, which
: r of the very highest comcern to the iaw, ir

_ - iiberty by indefinite impmsonment, namely
: ﬁia &uration of a war, it can bardly be said that

» howevefz_- impertent they may be, have never been
be asscred as the right of personal liberty.
erefore, the objection talen to the validity of reg. 3
operation of the other regulations must be held to fall. il
a@s follows :- “Any body in respect of which a

Bt declaration, be dissolved". It is contended on
that this regulation is invalid.

h Parlisment mey legislate for the purpose of pinishing
&etﬂ which are p‘:’eg;}ﬁdieial_ to the defence of ‘the Commonwealth
. ient _”pméeeuﬁifan of the war, it is beyond the power of the
.to provide for the dissolution of what may be called
: _;af@giat-ibns,: that is, bodles the existence of which is
to the defence of the Commonwealth or the efficient
n Of the yar. I admit that I have some difficulty in
One obvious way of dealing with
‘which aim at the destructien of the commnity is to disband :
D) s them if they come into existence. Another means of dealing

o ¥ .Eatiwe._gower fo provide in effect "Associations of a particular

esive kind are not to be allowed toexist.  If they do exist they

1 be iisﬁq_liﬁefd'"". As I have already seid, the cholse of the means




.

'13 es&ent’&aily I=a‘=: matter for Parliament, and not
4 adopts means for the discouragement of such
: : re authority regards as useful and
! mm;, and not for the cowts, to determine
‘this means of discouragement is necessary or
ﬁ@?&@i’? of the Commorwealth to protect the
e now :é&il.l’ed-_ f£ifth column activities, that is
: taward’a .‘!_‘,"_I;_i.'_é destruction of the people mE of
e et e 1ivited to legislation for the
3 after they have been committed. Parliament may,
: ‘:ﬁ: d&fencagawer, seek Lo prevent such offences

he creation of subversive sssociations or

was submitted to the Court to the effect that, while

_,___'y_'az‘%ﬁ;iéﬁla-ﬁ offences, it is going too i-‘-a;’.'to dissolve

' on., I Tind myself unable to appreciate the basis of

is not for a court to say that a particular law is too
@&rﬁe 50 in Amerieca in extreme cases because there is

.M.E@.‘Vi:s{ion Prohibiting what are called "cruel and

ents,  There is no such provision in cur Gonstitution. But ;

e were such a provision, the dissolution of an association which |

in character is only a mild and natural precaution in the
{‘x&m people. Such a law is directed towards the prevention of
day involve the destruction of the whole community, and if
‘thinks 1t proper to destroy the association rather than to run
* the smmmnitybeing destroyed, it is not for a court to seek to
aa_llxé?’sﬁ_%q.' The regulations depend upon the possibility that the
of some associations may be prejudicial to the defence of the

th or the efficient prosecution of the war. If there are such

: fﬁ:“fiﬁmi‘b is, in my eopinion, within the defence power and within

Ps conferred by the National Security Act to take steps to Suppress
‘Fﬂt’ﬂ te:nninatg their existuece,

Jt_.sepgrgte 'ébj,ectifcm to rez. U is based upon the suggestion that '

of an association or a coypany lasts forever, whereas the
1ty Aet (see section 19) can continue in operation only until
*ed by proclamation but, in any event, not longer than six

8 Bajesty ceases to be engaged in war. It is suggested that

ved during the war continues to be dissolved after the war,
in this matier operate after the war. I do not agree that
the case. A provigion which gives a limited operation to an
nt does not medan that nothing having a permanent effect can
the Aet or that there must be a

kind of restitutio in integrum {8




T4 could mot (I
a aﬁatute gave . .
wogs Aimited in operalion to a p»riad ol
d he unlawful to pull down any houses undss the Act
'?@Qgin pulled down aiter the perlo@ of 5
P&seisely similay congiderstions sppear to ne to

g t,hgtrag. 4 458 inconsistent with sec. 19 of the

Imm#ghtfdhéﬁt by tie order of the Coveyrmor-General
4 without any curial proceedingss
a jodieial act. « Tt wae saddidin a general
a8 company affected the rights of the company « §
%ﬁdﬁlﬁiasalﬂtion terpinates the rights of g companys Lut
z on ﬁrovision ir Companies Acts to provide fox the
, Dot omly Ly 3 court, Bitt also by 'tlie

‘iofian;efficial. See, for example, the Inglish Companies

y see. 295, by which it is provided that, after certain

Registrar of Companies, a company may
the company is
v ﬁm " See the Yew South Wales Companies: Act, 1936 secs 383, and
vaeterxan Gompanies Act 1528, sec. 230. Thus it is viell recognised
i a registerea company say be disscived without any Judicial
seedings.
_ Phe Wdissolution" of an unincorporated body appears to me
rtﬂ Presenﬁ oo legal difficnlty whatever. Tt is mevely s legislative
directiun that ‘the body shall not be allowed to conmtinue 1o exighs
Qihg:hddY-iS not & legzl persons, and the tdicsolution! can be made
:eﬁﬁaétiﬁe enly by some other provisions dealing with the confuel of
‘;;ﬂﬁé:nstural'persona who constitute the association. There gie aome
Qﬁﬂviﬁions of that character in the Pegnlations which will be

~ considered in due course.




ﬁirected, nut enly towards ‘the punishmeny
Eut __’.’héc towsrds the prevention of the
;enemies iy subversive Bodiss.  Acdordingly,
_ maula‘t.:mn is ,}uut.uu.ﬂ by-the initial words of
c;aa..' Sacu-ri'ty- Actiy as wekl as by Lue final words

'}f -&f i:.ha&t section, whiech guthorises the Covernor-General

"b'n_a fqz-" :t_.‘he more effectual progecution ©f the wars

_”msh. 1nie“uatm_1 and allow the inspectioh of

et ' tigg S0 the affairs of an unlgwifnl Lody. This vegllation
S

my aucthm'laeu by sees S5(1)(g) of the Hational Security dct,

ﬁ:i:'l.;ég& :iért? should be held that the reguigtiong as & whole were

Reg. 3 provides that g body comperate whieh hgeg bDeen
hbﬂ gs;nnlaﬂiul body ifl registered as a compgny under -l
be wound up Ly a conrt of
1 to wind bp companies. If reg.
tiis provision empowering courts
8 eoppEny .«

l'?- The f5reh three parspraphe of regs € are as followsi-
M6-(1) Any person laving in his possession or cusk kody

Ay property wiieh immedigtely prior To tl uluS(‘.’,LaL.JIJ" pf a

Boay which hae been declared 1o be unlawiil yd 1to, oY WHS

iteed 4§ or on behalf 0fy or in the Intcrest : 3y 0

THag, Heldiby wustees Lor and on Le

dennnd deliver thst property to a peis

& Iindeter,

; {2) The aciknoul e-'.- ment - in W g Byt _-__ eyason 80 author—
il 1zed of tue recelit of amny sueh props 1 - nt
Aidcharye 4o the person delivering I




sion n! mustaay any such ,prnpertw
'M _e_a ga::.*t;r to any dealing with

e 1o power to detain property. If delivery of any
in pursuance of the Regulations, there is nothing
mven‘!: the owner from immediately recovering his
ey ave therefore of no utility in themselves. Their
1ificance ﬂepends upon reg. 6B, which authorises the

In My opinion these regulations are
.f-with reg. 6B in the sense that they would be quite
ile apart from reg. 6B and are intended to operate only

» the application of rez. 6B. In @y eopinion they

gee reg. 2(2)), declare that any persons specified in the
ith respect to any account specified, trustees for a
Such @ declaration, the regulation provides, shall, as

the persons specified (e.g. the persons in whose name a bank

ands) and the person on whom the notice is served (e.g. a

At first sight there may be some difficulty in seeing how such
But it should be realised that

L1 or in the memes of agents or trustees who will hsve no apparent
" connection with the unlawful body. The real bank account of a spy
" organisation will not be in the name of the organisation, but in the

neme of some person or assocliation which will present an innocent




. 6(1) =pplies only to property which in fact belonged

an unlawful body and to property which was in
ﬁar that body. (Property includes moneyand funds
| of being the subject of ownership - reg. 2). Thus
ensble any Commonwealth authority arbitrarily to
held by one person for another are in fact held
' ZI-‘E- only simplifies procedure for determining the
. of the moneys. When the meaning of the regulation

. there is, in my opinion, no ground for objection to its

Mediately priar to its having been declared
if a linister by order so directs, be occupled
th& _pmvi_sians of the order B0 long as there is

erests of":, tha baﬂy, and wnich wes thereln ixm:ﬁdlately
ody having been @eclared to be unlawful,"

\ relates to real property. It does not, nor does any

s e»&l‘{:h for & particular period.
Aﬁ at present advised, I can see no objection to the validity

""-'_,__mgﬂatiem providing for the occupation by Commonwealth authorities of

: "f._'j of -m;s:h premises by that body. But under the regulation the
‘;;rmgea ‘may be occupied so long &s there is in the premises any property




11 baﬂy. The regulatien, for example,
known in Victoria as the quarantine
ngmusea under the Police Offences Act: see
secs. Ijﬁ#l&ﬂ, In other words, the=occupatien
lation has no relation to actusl or probable unlawful

. Accordingly in my opinion reg. 6A is not suthorised
of the Commonwealth.

' tiut all property taken possession of or delivered
anthariaed 'b:r &a person in pursuance of the
rfmte& tc the King for the use of the King and shall,
atien, be condemned. Further provisions of the
. a Cormonwealth suthority to destroy or deal with such

The property is divided into

wh;l.eh the Attorney-General or an authorised person is
éﬁ belonzed to & declared body - such property may hbe
L o otherwise dealt with as the Attorney-General directs; |
whieh the Attorney-General or an authorised person is
: i not beleng to such a body, and which consists of
ch he is satisfied were used or intended to be used
onnection with the activities of the body, or which, in his
domn, ecate unlawful doctrines - such books etc. may be
soyed or otherwise dealt with as the Attorney-General directs;

| the remainder of the property may be returned to the owmers or
WM&E dealt with as the Attorney-General directs.

alation ‘applies only to property taken possession of or delivered
'nf the regulations, that is, to property referred to in reg. b.
, therefore, only to property which (see reg. 6) actually
tﬁ, :ér was used by or on behalf of, or in the interests of', the
'ﬂéﬁ?: ‘or was held by trustees for it. As already stated, the
; e‘bc. s of property under reg. 6 must be determined in the
y way by e court. The question arising under reg. 6B is whether
ercy ma‘ar be forfeited to the King.
 The objection taken to this regulation is that the forfeiture
w:fty bnmgtng about an extinetion of proprietary rights involves

.01' judicial power, so that under the Constitution of the




ted only by a court exercising the Judicial

= Constitution, sgetion 71. Thies objection is,

y met by the clear decision of five Justices of
_:Rn@ha Ve Krenheimer, 29 @, TiuRa 529, where =

m&sﬁd a;gainst ‘regulations made for the purposs of

illes Peace Treaty. In the Joinl judgment

Rich and Starke JJ. at p. 337 it was stated:

Higgins J., in a separate
Pl _32{.@' that he eoncurred in the opinion that the

by other than CommonWealth Courts. He said @

1&1 finding as to rights, it is in defiance of admitt:ed
give the property of 4 to B is not a judieial prace&d;l.ng"

If.l,s -ca_.a&. is decisive against the ob_ Jection raised. IE

bed in the regulation can be forfeited to the King, there |

tion to it being dealt with by any Commonwealth authority in
Eer:!.’had by the regulation.

= ‘R‘B& 5%(3) is a provisien purporting to validate seizures made

‘E.‘E.a gm_enqement- of the r_egu]_.ation. The validity of this provision

ued and I express no opinion upon it

The other regnlations the validity of which was discussed in

1 relate to some form of advocacy of "unlawful doctrines'.

ibits the printing and the publication of matter advocating any
_doctrines. Reg. 8 prohibits meetings for the purpose of
= '%ﬁng unlamal ‘doctrines. Reg. 9 prohibits appeals for funds for the
era ce of unlawful doctrines. Rege 11 ensbles a Ninister to prohibit B

e ho’ clmg e'r' meetings at which a Minister is satisfied it is likely that

- Unlawful doctrimes is defined in the following manner in reg. 2:-

"iunlawfnl doetrines' ineludes any doctrines or principles which
. wWere advocated by a body which has been declared to be unlawful,
and any doctrines or principles whatsoever which are prejudicial
~to the tlefence of the Commonwealth or the efficient prosecution
of the war,"




tsoever which are prejudieial to
or the efficient prosecution

=2 q:;- pz-inciplea aftvocated by a declared body,
rines or pringiples whatsaever. This inter-

would necessarily be included within the second

cirines or principles whatsoever'. Therefore, in

1 Parliament may legislate to prevent ﬁ-rqpag_a?nﬁa of

t@ the defence of the Comuonwealth or the efficient

wa?r. Regulations for that purpose are authorised hy
@ ity ;&ﬂt, section 5,

or principle which was advocated by a declared body.

ce ar&ﬁ ‘baﬂy advocated observance of the Ten Commandments,

L system, all these matters would fall within the definition
Qoctrines, Tt is, in my opinion, clear that the defence
not authorise the Commonwealth Parliament to prohibit the
such dogtrines or prineiples simply because it happens that
' é‘éﬁ-:"ﬁ&rﬁe&te.ﬁ.'b}r a declared body. In my opinion the
, B0 far as they depend upon this part of the definition of
ﬁﬂﬂ*ﬂ‘nﬁs, should be held to be invalid. The result is that,
exbm at least, the repulations last mentioned are invalid.
The question arises whether these regulations are completely
» of whether they are swed in part bythe application of the Acts
"ﬁ‘ﬁﬁﬁ-ién Act 1901-1957, sec. L6(k). This section provides that
shall be read and construed subject to the Act under which

"._!fl_hw are made to the intent that where .a regulation would, but for




he definition, as set out in (a) is rejected.

1 of the regulations in cases falling under (b),

far, as they apply in the case of unlawful doetrines
second part of the definition. Thus regs. 7, 9,
(b)) should be read and aﬁplied as if the first
of unlswful doctrines were struck out. Weither
e partial invalidity of these regulations as to
8 etc. can, in my opinion, affect the validity of
They are completely severable from all the other

b of Australia, The plaintiff claims an injunction to
Gonmomealth, its servants and agents, from econtinuing to
‘upon the Company's property, and it also claims damages for
: !Ehe glleged trespass consisted in facts done by servants of
s Commonwealth in pursuance of the Netional Security (Subversive
ﬂom) ‘Regulations.
The Company is incorporated under the Associations Incorporation

Tt has rules and regulations which malkel

(This Bociety has been declared an unlawful body under |
The plaintiff association was in exclusive occupation of land

The hall was used as &




e e T ——— -—

ite themselves Jehovah's Witnesses.

were held in the hall, at which

| upon the doctrines, beliefs and teachings of

the -Guvsrnur-c%aneml_ declared by an

ﬁ% __.’f&ha- xi._st:em.e of the plaintilf conipany and of the _
o 5 knowm as Jehovah's Witnesses was
the Commonwealth and the efficient
the same day the Attorney-Genersl of the
Lo an officer of the Comonwealth to take
A 1l. An officer of the Conmonwealth
L Kingdom Hall in accordance with the authority

subsequent occupation constitute the trespass

¢ Ghe fpllow_ing facts :=-

€s are an association of persons loosely
ustre and elsewhere who regard the literal
Sible as fundamental to proper religious beliefs. |

‘s Witnesses believe that God, Jehovah, is the supreme
Satan or Lucifer was originally part of God's
feet man was placed under him. He rebelled
S ownl organisation in challenge to God and
Bas ruled the world. He rules and controls
L agencies such as organized political,
bodies. Christ, they believe, came to earth
1d devole themselves entirely to serving God's |
d that He will come to earth again (His second
begun) and will overthrow all the powers of evil.

lead Jehovah's Witnesses to proclaim and teach
and by means of printed books and pamphlets that
er organised political bodies are organs
ously erned and identifiable with the Beast in.
' the Bool of Revelation.

i ovell's Witnessea are Christians entirely devoted
of' God which is "The Theocracy!, that they have no part
of the world and mist not interfere in the
tween nations. They must be entirely neutral
le drafting of men of nations that go to war.

wherever there is a conflict between the laws of
ristien nust always obey God's law in preference to
we of men, however, in harmony with God's law the
God's law is expounded and taught by Jehovah's

hey refuse to take an oath of allegiance to the
i tituted uman authority though they do not object
. in & Court of law to speak the truth nor do they
protection of the King's Courts or other constituted human

is also stated in paragraph 15 of the case :-

sald incorporated association and the association of persons
3 Jehovah's Witnesses proclaim and teach matters Prejudicial to




and the efficient prosecution of

'orth in paragraph 9 of this case,
* bellevs are but primitive religious

. ;ﬁlﬂw that the doctrine that the Commonwealth is
; to .W{;.d@.ﬂﬁnee of the Commonwealth
was, in this case, Tull justification for the
in @eciding that the existence of the

o 'blmwﬁﬂ%emtion of the guestion to the Governor—

3 are actually drevm. The first principal

+ the Commonwealth may legislate to punish subversive acts, 1

ate the existencsof any subversive bodies, whether those
g 6#- not. The next prinecipal argument i1s that in

] ﬂ&'_',-_pf the Comstitution.

 have given my reasons for the opinion that it is within the

er '.é;s'i-nian that the exercise of this power in the case

organisation does not infringe section 116.

e ;
opini should be given to them are as follows :-
- e

n 1. Is the fdelaide Company of Jehovah's Witnesses
orporated & party competent to maintain that the Mational Security
rsive Associctiom) Regulations, the said Order in Council, and
Be Dircction of the Attorney-General above mentioned conbravene
the provisions of sec. 116 of the Constitution?
' . 1s ‘obvious that a compeny cannot exercise a relipglon. In
. the United States of America it has beern decided tl only natural
. persons, and not artificial persons, such as corporations, have the
- priv: €= end immunitiecs of free speech and of assembly under the

. Constitution: see Hugue v. The Commitiee for Industrial Organisation,
307 A.S. 496 at 51L. j :

. To the objection that the plaintiff company is not entitled to the
protection of eection 116 of the Ceommonwealth Constitution the answer
" has been made and, in my opinion, effectively made, that in thls case
| the defendant justifies under certain repulations what would otherwise
' Haye been & trespase; the plaintiff contends that those regulatlons
lare iavalid beeause they have been made in breach of section 116 of
- Constitutions If they are invelid for this or any other reason
' the defendant sheould not be allowed to rely upon them, I can see no
- answer to this argument.
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P JEROVAH'S VITNMESSES TCORPORATE

Wi O AUSTRALTA.

RIGH 7.

ﬁy (swhverélve Assoeciation) Regulations cnﬁtnaveneﬁ

rgnd that dhe regulations are outside the

In one sense the pmrovision is very wide

lt is wide in tbe area of rellgﬂous faith which

a e fresdom of
. £y a mistake for the Court to lay town gensral on
‘gHbgﬁlﬁs to the effect of sec. 116. It is typically a
e developed by speeific
Plieable to the particular facts of the given casés. Tn the
..}ﬂﬁﬂgﬁﬁﬁ'been.ﬁurnished by my brother Starke, Trofl whom the
By Wilh g precise accounit of the Deliefs professed by
3 who faxm Ghe Incorporated company - the plaintiff in this;
I% 18 to the facts 80 stated that we must apply sec. 116. e
',he-regulatlnnsfaasume that in other respects they are valid and
fﬁhg*oﬁeﬁat&on of thosé reghlations on those facts would
contained in seecs 116. The only part
. i thatiwhienh
Sely prevenis the Commomweslth #rom mal cing a law prohibiting the
exercise OF &ty relifion.  The rest of the provisions of the section
48 Lo the relevant part of the prohibitions T
t'halieve that the suppression of the plaintiff corporation pilohibits
:$£ﬂée exeveise of any part of the religiong faith gsseribed by the case

_tp Shie individual corporators,. Sir William Foldsworth, History

that "religious 1iberty
laitland Constitutional Hisbtory

0y Pe S20.  Phia, however; does not afford an unlimited licence




;_&gp;r-._e- on :una_equre i fachy lor is belleved
o be open to assault. = The guestion vihethen

ttr society is a guestion of the timeg snd is

.n;f-ft.hg__ mom_ent, whatever that right may bDee. - The
’ eivil and erimingl towards 211 rgligiuns_dﬂpenda'
g .t Btate. Any regulations, therefaere;
-gmrﬁment o prevent persons or Lodies Trom disseminghe
plee or doetrings on those prejudicial to'the
. th or the €Zficient prosecution of the war do not

ﬁéearding 3 T consider the reculations in gliestion.

of the Commonwealth may be
Bsame time as the freedom of religion is safeguard. Tree
51 13 not absolute. It is subject to powers and pestrictiond
esﬁeant'aal $o Elie preservation of the commanity. Freedom

on may Hot be invoked to eloak mnd digsemble subveraive opinions

‘and operations dangerous to the common weal.  Any competi-

v the Comstitution can.
0l and made cobpatible. © They co-exist without invasion of the
r&apectwe spheres of action.
?Elm' ﬂﬁﬁ:-hﬂw’e’?_&_r, eatislicd that the Hational Security (Subversive
tiqns} Begulations gre within the defence power of the Federal
'I‘héy are so widely expressed and the material parts are so

-

yiey (o this point o my brother
I ‘ansueyr the questions submitted s

4]
Ves with vegard to regulations 2 o 6H ineligive;
Yess

F finmd 1% unpnécessary to answer auestions 3 and 6.




3 to or in the possession of the plaintiff company

and its exclusion therefrom. The Commonwealth justified under

ﬁa National Security Act 193901940, the National Security
( ive Associations) Regulations and an Order in
W‘i}. and direction of the Attorney-General made there-
The plaintiff compeny contends that the Netional
Security (Subversive Associations) Regulations and the
Order in Council and the direction of the Attorney-General
are unsuthorised by the Constitution and the National
Security Act 1939-1940, contravene the provisions of S. 116
of the Constitution invalidsting any lew for prohibiting
the free exercise of religion and impinge upon the judicial
~ Power of the Commonwealth, They also contend that the
Netional -:Becu;z'-ity' (Subversive Associations) Regulations
do not extend upon their proper interpretestion to the
Plaintiff,
1. The velidity of the National Security Act 1939-
1940 was not disputed and could not be disputed in this
Court in view of its decisions (Wishart v Fraser, 64 C.L.R.

o
fi

= =N




g Co. Pty Ltd. & & Meskes. ¥

. d um him by the National &em:ritx Act,
m their velidity has been supported (Farey v
521 G5B, 433; Andrews v Howell, 65 C.L.R. 255;
Commonweelth, L8 C.L.R. 336; Silk Bros. Ltd. v
tricity Commission, (1943) L9 A.L.R. 142,

‘The National Security Act 1939-19L0 suthorises

eneral in Council (Acts Interpretation Act
s "Govemor—ﬁenaral“} to make regulations

tlw public esfety and defence of the Common-

Extraordinary

rs "are given....because the emergency is extraordinary",

1t they "are ii:'n_ite.d to the period of the emergency"
'-""_e v_nmdersan, (191;2) A.C. 206, at pp. 212,161;

 (R._v Hal __'-, (1917) A.C. 260, at p. 270; Victorian
Emaerm & General Contracting Co. Pty. Ltd. & Meakes v

‘ Dignen, 46 C.L.R. 73, &t p. 8L). BStill the Governor-Gemeral

19 & subordinate asuthority and cen no more transcend the

Dowers contained in the Constitution than can the Parlisment
itself. Conseguently the regulations must be "with respect
 to" defence: they must in substance relate to defence

5"9‘.:'5,: to use the words of the Chief Justice, have a "peal

2 comnection with defence” (Victoria v The Commonwealth, L&

?’r" _ ‘A.L.E. 336). No general test applicsble to all cases can be

N i st .

%H, 1&1& down. The true character, object and effect of the
_-L .

PR




: regulation can only, as has been said, be
. an examination of the legislation or the
g 1& its entirety. Moreover, the Governor—
exceed the powers conferred upon him by the
ecurity Act 1939-1940 itself, which, as already
- linited to regulations for securing the
and defence of the Commonwealth. And this,

n Council or other public authority, can be
wer if -,.a'rﬁi-trary or capricious. In other words, if

' 'an :lnvalved ‘such appreasive or gratuitous inter-

¢ such rules". A regulation of thst character
d not be & law or a regulation "with respect to defence"

or for securing the public safety or defence of the Commonwealth

_fﬁl&t‘t Ty . Na_-ler-, 13 App. Cas. 4L6, at p, Y452; Widgee Shire
' ﬁonm-.n v Bonney, 4 C.L.R. 977, at D. 983; Kruse v Johnson,

 (1898) 2 9-B. 91, at p. 99; R. v Broad, (1915) A.C. 1110, at

._2344_2_,_&__ R. v Halliday, (1917) A.C. 260, at p. 272; Reference

S ~re Chemical Regulstions, (1943) 1 D.L.R. 248, at Be 256)« It

- would be more than snabuse or misuse of power: it would be

Be:remi Power.

_ The Courts must not, of course, forget that those who

are responsible for the national security must be the best

. Judges of what the netional security requires, but still in
Australie neither the Parlisment nor the Governor-General in

Council cen trenscend the Constitution nop can the Governor-
Ganeral transcend the powers cenferred ugon him by the National
Becurity Act 1939-1940. Thus, to suggest an extravagant illus-
’bmtia_‘n, 8 regulation under the National Security Act that

8ny person who the Governor-General declares has acted, in his

‘opinion, in & menner Prejudiciel to the dsfence of the Common—




fety and defence of the Commonwealth, because
vy and cepricious nature. It would not do to

It should be noted that the
curity Act 1939-1940 continues in operation "not
1 six months after His Majesty cesses to be en-

ral declares to be in his opinion prejudieial
e dbfaneﬂ of the Commonwealth or the efficient bro-
tha war "is hereby declared unlawful". @tend-

mm&y, (1917) A.C. 260; Liversidge v Anderson, (1942)

C. 206). But it is not the declaration So much as the

kﬂﬂhﬂﬂ& of the declaration that have been attacked. Any
'%ﬁﬂw'in rsspect of which a declaration is made is by force of
u  &Bclaratiqn. dissolved. A regulation providing for the
: prhe&utienary detention of individuals has been upheld under
ﬂfﬂviaians Such as in the National Security Act (See cases supra).
- 1361 80 I apprehend, could regulationa controlling the activities
. :Q? ?Eeratiqn'afsany:hody mentioned in the Subversive Aasaciatibns
:l“{LﬁhiéhB 88 was done in the case of enemy subjects by the
ng with the Enemy Act, No 14 of 1939, S. 13. But here are
?Qgﬁlatians of & temporary cheracter which dissolve the body and
}ﬁﬂﬁﬁﬂ 1%t up. Further still, any person, including & B8nlk, having
_ !m Ms Dossession or custody any property which immediately




stees for and on behalf of that body, shall
Mm %._i_i_a_::ls‘ ‘property to a person sufihorised by the

. writing served on any person declare that
ified in the notice are, with respect to
pecified, trustees for any such body, and
‘is conclusive evidence that those persons
ses of the body with respect to any moneys standing
.. , of the ‘account. And any property taken
:mr or delivered to a person authorised by the
s forfeited to the King for the use of the Common-
ﬁis not a precautionary detention of property
1"“1"'-‘-' of Property to the Crown, though no offence
‘The matter is entirely one for the discretion
i‘éivaﬁ, regardless apparently, except by the grace
executive, of obligations to creditors or others or
interests -g_f'pe;»s_ana in property used by or in the
' tB of a declared body. Any house, premises, or place

Tl ; & A regulation might be legitimate, if merely precauntionary,

_but the operation of the regulation under consideration is
. to forfeit Property to the Crown even though the property be
hat that of the declared body but only used on behalf of
~or in its interests. Further £ti11, a person shall not
puhlish or broadcast any unlawful doctrines or hold or convene
‘any meeting or with any other person assemble in any
place for the purpose of advocating




prejudicial to the defence of the Common-
-.;;:éjerﬁ'giaﬁt prosecution of the war. So the
sj}' n--'-i;i_ge-igredf body whether they be religious,
, economic or Social, innocent or injurious, are
ited, whether they be or be not prejudicial to the

the Commonweslth or the efficient prosecution

In themselves the regulations are arbitrary, capri—

&nd oppressive. Bodies corporate @nd unincorporate

ut out of existence and divested of their rights and

ﬁ%hthe defenae of the Commonwealth or the efficient
msewbion of the war. Accordingly, in my judgment, the
gulations are beyond the power conferred upon the Governor-—
ameral in Council by the National Security Act 1939-1940, end,
; eyen if enacted by the Parliement itself, they would, I
venture t"_o think, transcend the powers conferred upon the
.'Egriiamen'ﬁ by the Constitution.

It was eu,_g‘gested, however, that the regulations are
not wholly bad but are seversble (See Acts Interpretation
Act 1901-1937, SS.15a, 46 (b)). But these regulations
ere B0 bound up With invalid provisions that they cannot
be seversd. Notwithstanding the presumption in favour of

divisibility which arises from the legislative declaration,
the Court cammot rewrite a regulation snd give it an effect
altogether different from that sought by the regulations
viewed &8 a whole (See Railroad Retirement Board ¥ Alton

e T A e

| Railroad Co., 295 U.S. 330, at p. 362; Australian Railuays




ommissioners; L4 C.L.R. 319,
tion, in S.116, enacts :-

!«mms any religion, or for imposing any
*ire igious observance, or for prohibiting the
| free exercise of any religion, and no religious
test shall be reguired as & qualification
. for any office or public trust under the Common-
wealth." '

s It wes contended thet the Subversive Associations

stions contravened this provision and were therefore void. |
“iﬂw I take --thlis- case can be resolved without
e to the constitutional provision. But, as the
* was argued at some length, a2 few observations upon
ﬁﬂsﬂhjmt are ﬁerhapa desirable. The Commonwealth is
 prohibited from making sny law for the establishment of any
_ igion or prohibiting the free exercise thereof. The
‘Mliamn'b is given no express power to legislste with
' | re&gﬁﬁ‘t to religion, but it has many other legislative powers.
o And those other powers csmnot be exercised in contravention
~ of the provision for religious liberty or freedom protected
5 and guerantesd by the Constitution. But liberty and fresdom
in .;aﬁ organised community asre relative &nd not absolute
) The present Chief Justice of the Supreme Court of
the United States observed in his dissenting judgment in
the case of Minersville School District v Gobitis, 310 U.S.

586, at pp. 602-3, "Concededly the constitutional guarantees
of personal liberty are not always absolutes. GCovernment
bas a right to survive snd powers conferred upon it are

not mecessarily set at naught by the express prohibitions

of the Bill of Rights. It may make war and raise armies.

‘9o that end it mey compel citizens to give military service,




3y and presumably those also which are
a_puhlin safety, health and good order."
 liberty and freedom predicated in 8,116 of the
o .Iia&pjx-anﬁ'freedgm in = community organised
 Constitution. The constitutional provision does
unsocisl sctions or actions subversive of the
Conseguently the liberty and freedom
guaranteed ‘and protected by the Censtitution
to limitetion which it is the function snd the
ﬁx of ‘the Courts of law to expound. And those limitations
r aueh as are ressonably necessary for the protection of
ﬁgqmmﬁnity and in the interests of socisl order. There-
e there is no difficulty in affirming that laws or regu-—
one may be lawfully made by the Commonwealth controlling
 the activities of religious bodies that are seditious, sub-
 versive or prejudicial to the defence of the Commonwealth
-Jﬁi the esficient prosecution of the wer.

The eritical question is whether the particular law,

 &s in this case, 1S reasonsbly necessary for the protection

-jer'thﬂ community and in the interests of social order. In
”ny opinion the present regulations, if they had been within
gnmer, would not have transcended those limits. The
Gonstitution of the United States of America contains &

I_pnovision substantially the same as that contained in

; . B 116 of the Comstitution. But I shall not go through the
.Amgnican Cases which may be found at large in Willoughby
‘on the Constitution of the United States, 2nd Edn. cap.65,
épilﬁﬁ, end in Wiilie on Constitutional Law, cap-. XvVir, XVIII,
athp.LU77-513 and in the late cases of linersville School
Q;gzg;gg;g;ggggggg, 310 U.8. 586, slready mentioned, snd
 Jones v Opelika, 316 U.S. 58l4, where the main Americean

deeisians may be found; see also Jemes v _The Commonweslth




' upon the judicial power of the Common-

. Indeed, = remarkable feature of the
; xmmber of conseguenaas that follow the

: -;Q %
Mf ﬁﬁa‘b does not impinge upon the judicial power,

Roche v Kronheimer, 29 C.LR. 329,
_ uagativsa the contention so far as this Court

The questions stated should be snswered as follows:-
1. Yes.
2. To.
3. . Ho.
4 (a) Unnecessary to answer.
(b) Yes.
5.(a) Unnecessary to answer.
(b) ves.
(e) Unnecessary to answer.

6. Yes.




WeTIERNAY 'Fa”

';nldm Lhe snswer ghould be o« T agrse

+

be o. | The repsoms
_.fnam thexgerms ot the Regulations thst none o
' exercise of any religionts
£ the Regulations is o amm the
ulle: exereise. of any relizion

ng constitutional guarantes of

ﬂIn'myiapinion the ansver ‘ghould be Mo The gles-
Bpen the Interpretstion of the provisions of Ssetion 116,
ﬁﬁtérfErence by the Commonwesltl with the free exencise
; Thelgeetion’ eregtes B Pestriction both on lepislsg-

“tive poviers

Zzlative powers
law with respect
a8l or with respect
bt 22 it gnewers’ to ‘the
for prohibiting the free sxeveise bf any relisiont

Section 116 it violates the Constitution and is

ﬁﬂhé-ﬁarws of the Opder in Council ghow that there is s cenflict
ﬁﬁééﬁ’@he“eiiatence of e bodles mentioned in the:Order and the
'ity OF the Commomwealth zgainst the enenmy In these circumstances
It would be contrary to well settled principles

the Court, to question dn wentime ths opinion of the Lsecutive which

&

ie declared By the Order in Council. The Exseutive is in & betten




m.:s.w 'ﬁxa_ome:ticea described in the cage stated

Boea e 'Gonstitution deprive the Lxecutive in [
aanure the saflety of' the Comuonwealth ag
.a»boﬁy whoge exigtencs is prejuidieigl to

b and the efficient prosscution of the

In my opimlen Section 116 does net gceording
on extend to the execufive action whdch Ime been
ugﬁ@in$iﬂf. I agree with the rezsons witich the
"givéq-for genying that the words of Section 116 on which

[ the free exencise
E ggree Witk the answers and reasagns of the

QU T shall add that by Section 5 of the ligtional
5 Parlisment delegsted to the Executive its own legislative
L the ﬁﬁé&ﬁ 1imited:bv that Section. Regulations 3iand 4 are
.iiﬁld and within the aefence power of the Commonvealth.
'-pﬁﬁﬁibla ablse of the power conferred on the Bxeeutive is not an

See dclray V. United States§

g-p% Internal Revenue v. Kentucky Distilleries, and Warehouse




ES INCORPORATED.

Williams J

~ The Questions asked in the Case stated relate

h of Australia seeks to justify what would
tain trespasses committed ageinst the plaintiff.
‘The plaintiff is a body incorporated under the

s of the Associations Incorporation Act (s5.4.)

< was in exelusive occupation of certain lands
known as Kingdom Hall situated in Sturt Street
The Hall was used
place for an association of persons known as
a?l’i‘ﬁmasea. The Association held meetings of a
character in the Hall whereat hymns were sung, prayers
a’nﬁ &1&9;&111'855 delivered upon the doctrines, beliefs
ngs bff Jehovah's Witnesses.
. By an Order in Council made on 17th January
i@.ﬁﬁr@rﬂ&f—@enﬁralﬁ after reciting regulation 3 of these
ations, acting with the advice of the Federal Executive
eil, declared that in his opinion the existence inter alis
" the -bz{gaﬁ-i';sia.ftian or organisations known as Jehovah's
eaﬁes or Witnesses of Jehovah was prejudieial to the
a of the Commonwealth and the efficient prosecution of
We By a direction of the Attorney-General made on the
mﬁa "d};_-tq, after veciting regulation 64 of these Regulations,
‘Eheae:llamtion maaa.ls;} the Governor-General, and also reciting
. that immediately prior to the date of this declaration the pre-
£ mises in Sturt Street, Adelaide, were occupied by the organisa-

'ﬁiﬁnbr organisations known as Jehovah's Witnesses or the Wit-




hjlugﬂﬁﬁﬁuﬁﬁ=ﬁeﬁdiﬁﬁg; in the interests of this subversive

-: ion of, control and oceupy Kingdom Hall, that

thun' 'axﬁapt with the consent of the Inspector, be in

S Government of the Commonwealth is a satanic government,

ses object to take the oath of allegiance or to assist in

- Non—c “@pgr&ﬁiqn=iﬁ'tha prosecution of the war and a propagation
aﬂ=& helief that no benefit will flow from defeating the enemy

Hﬁﬁﬁﬁ have an eroding effect on the national war effort.

On these facts my brother Starke has found that

=

_%h& plaintiff and the association of persons known as Jehovah's

fl&tnaaaes Proclaim and teach matters prejudicial to the defence
ol 2 of the ﬂamuonwaalth and the efficient prosscution of the war, but
';‘*tint otherwise their doctrines or beliefs are primitive religions
Baﬂisih.

The plaintiff's cause of action 1s that it Was in
exelusive oceupation of the Hall gnd that the defendant, the
Commonwealth of gustralia, unlawfully trespassed upon and dis—
possessed it. The defence of the Commonwealth is that it acted

laﬂﬁﬁilz under the powers conferred upon it by the Hational




| ‘3..

. As to the first of these contentions. Just as the
IZ_Eeﬁﬁ& of the powers conferred upon the Parliament of
.'iﬁ'coﬁstituticp, however absoluts their
‘be ascertained, as in any other document, in the

Sﬁzihé-whqie of the Comstitution; 8o must the meaning

& practical instrument of government, within the
3'0£ which laws ean be passed For organizing the citizens
civilized community,

not #nly gnj@ving raligious tolerance but slso DOssessing adequate

s relating to those subjects upon whieh the Constitution
'Vﬂeeﬁgniaea that the Commonwealth Parliament should be empowersd
'gia;gteuzn order to regmlate its internal and external

'-TB. (The-detanmination-of the meaning of an ordinary

ﬁmﬁiaagy papulaz-aeespﬁauipn at the date the Statute was passed .
“ﬁi'thgedata'of the Constitution it would not have been considered
- 1n a popular sense to have beenén interference with the free
exercise of religion for the legislation of the States to have

. ineluded lawe (as in fact it did) waliing poligamy or murder a crime,

although 1t Was still 2 ftenet of some religlous beliefa to practise
y@ligamw Or human sacrifice. Such laws would be classified ag ordin-
ary sseular laws relating to the worldly organisation of the




i as having any connection with any observance which

Br ":t-'g-'h- eommunity would consider to be an exercise
THB '}ishf- to the free exercise of religion con-—
_'Eﬁugtitntien pos‘bulatea a continuous right to such
| onwealth which will survive the ordeal of war.

the safety of the nation is in jeopardy,

s’ laws which become necessery to preserve its
not be laws for prohibiting the free exsrcise of
There are many conceivable cirecumstances in wartime
: might ‘become necassary for the military authorities
 physical possession even of churches and obher buildinzs
] is prectised, and & laW enabling the military
to do so would not be a law prohibiting the free
Bf :ﬁli__—_g_"ién. It is impossible, in my opinion, to

emned in every instance as an emanation of 3atan. The easy
MW&Q:& of a British community often permits bodies with
»aae& ‘heliefa to flouri sh in its midst in times of peace, although

_'ﬂi is tha Bsuzl practice of such bodises to accept the benefits

~ but to refuse to shoulder the responsibilities incidental to
E-iﬁiﬁéﬁshﬁ‘b in sueh a community. But the activities of such

_ bodiss can be subversive of good government even in peacetime,




3 %h mem 8 aarioaa menace. If the regulations

3 as were reasonably rsquirad to praven-h::

onwealth during the war, they could not be

.116, even if they interfered incidentally
s that some persous in the community considered to
reise of ;!Bii_g_:ian;, beecause in its popularT sense
s and doctrines would not be considered to be
@ activities carried on under the cloak
The attack on the regulations as an infringement
therefore fails.
%0 the second contention. A state of war,
. prolonged the duration of conflict such as the present
e, does nobt continue indefinitely. Because war promotes

ions, sbnormal means are reguired to cope with

ce power enacting wany laws in times of war which woanld
ond its scope in times of peace. As my brother Dixon
1;n .&Mraws v. Howell 65 €.L.R. 255 at p. 278, in discussing
fence power :— "In dealing with that constitutional power,

must be remembered that, though its meaning does not change,




facts. The existence and character of hostil-

Whether it will suffice to authorise s given
dappnd upon the nature and dimensions of the
hat calls it forth, upon the actual and apnrehended
\g;ﬁggng;gsﬁgud course of the war, and upcn the

ftﬁhat;are-inqiden% thereto.™

5?,“'$ state of war. therefore, justifies legislation

’ﬁﬂéﬂiﬁh.ﬁarligment,=in.the-exerci5e of the defence
:f'ﬁﬁkeé many inroads on rersonal freedom. and which

r.?agﬁwiétionslon the use of property of an abnormal

ce fﬁﬁbr; The substance and purpose of such a law would
'ﬁtﬁJé?gaﬁize‘the Commonwealth as a military state and not to .
: fhkz the neeessary steps fo prepare for war; but it is a valid
Hﬁéﬁciae of the Bower To call up 21l or any citizens between

thﬂse ages for continunus military service for the indefinite
ﬁekiod af the war

S0 bodies corporate and unincorporate and individuals
may Prefess ideas Or carry on activities which in times of peace
may be harmless, but which in time of war may interfere with

the successful defence of the Commonwealth.

It is recognised that the ianternment of such

;Pﬁrsons On mere suspicion without trial Ffor some period not

. Bxceeding that of the war upon the opinion of a Minister that

"§hs¢r Idberty is prejudicial to the safety of the realm is a

a0 valid exereise of s pleaary administrative diseretion. The




'&ggéét&ry of State for Home AffaiTs ex parte
';ﬁﬁ I&'ét-pps. 19-25. It is the exercise of an

mlar locality 4t some particular form of work

dith the prosecution of the war. Tt is also an inter~

'gigreme_iﬁrm necessitated by the same emergency to
‘to undergo internment. Such an interference was
by) Lord Macliillan in Liversidge's case st 1.257 to be,
 :_n with conseription, a relatively mild precaution.
The right of the Commonwealth Parliament o

‘Rustralian citizens to serve in the armed foress or

given, it is egually clear, as this Court has decided,

.Ehat the‘r;ghtto intern other eitizens of the character mentioned

Smust also exist: ex parte Walsh 1942 4.1.R. 357. But an Act whieh
.“v_ﬁiad%hat if, in the ‘opinion of a Minister, the existence of any.
i'gﬁé&kﬁéfﬁihﬂlvi&uals was considered Lo be prejudicial to the
'géiéngejaf the Commonwealth during the war, these individuals were

fﬁ?tﬁﬁiﬁh to be cremated and all ‘their property confiscated to the
:zﬁfnwn, would be such a complete destruction of the personal

aﬂﬁ Proprietary rights of individuels for an offence of such an

inﬂefinite nature that it would go so far beyond anything that

has rsasanably reguired for the plurposes of meeting the

abnormel conditions crested by war.

' The same prineiples must apply mutetis mutandis

RS Ponty. [ Nearily all piehts of property arise. uider the




14 at pps. 19-21. Tt is the exercise of an

*f_légality.at-sume particular form of work
'iﬁﬁpftﬁp prosecution of the war. It 1s also an inter-
Tfﬁ&sfﬁéé&ém of individuals in a somewhat different
re extreme form necessitated by the same emergency to
_ﬁhﬁh'ﬁé;unﬁe:gefinternmsnt. Such an interference was
‘by Tord Mackillan in Tiversidge's case at. p.257 to be.,
‘ﬁaﬂ with conseription, a relatively mild precaution,

The right of the Commonwealth Parliament to

n-some.form of work connected with the presecution of

is, of course, aasolutely clear; and, for the reasons

ﬂ_that if, iR the opinion of a Minis iker, the existence of any
%ﬂ@y ﬁffﬁﬁﬁividuals:was considered to be prejudicial to the

1.;}§g£gncejéf the Commeonwealth during the war, these individuals were

. forthwith to be cremated and all their property confiscated to the

Crown, would be such a complete destruction of the personal
;Eg@ proprictery rights of individuals for an offence of such an
;ﬂaefihite'nﬂture'th&t it would go so far beyond asnything that

©  Was Treasongbly required for the purposes of meeting the

abnormal conditions created by war.

The same principles must apply mutatls mitandis

: Lo property. WNearly all rights of property arise under the




__Bf fhe States. Nost corporations are
unﬁer ﬁtate laws, end the rights of the corporators
 depend upon these
‘khs dmty.or the Commonwealth under sec.119 ol the
'ﬁﬁ%prgﬁggx every State against invasion. 'This-duty
51n.axder to preserve the Constitutions of the
ights_ef eitizens and corporations under the Laws
. For' the purbeses of defence the Commonweslth can
."Eaaf ﬁar pass legtelation affecting the rights of the

'heiz citizens and corporations under State laws. te

%hs Cammonwealth 65 .CLL.R.373 at v.468. But the
_ﬁé‘ hieh it can entrench upon these rights 1s limited by the
ﬁeaessities of defernice during the 'period of the war,
&s»nbces&ary for the Conmonwealth to acquire such property,
ﬁaaso subject to seo. 51 (xxxi) of the Constitution. = But
.;faeﬁ.that the corporation or individual or body of
S is carrying on some-activity, which in the opinien
;Eh@iiament or of some Minister is prejudicial to the defence
_'; ﬁbmmnnwaalth, cannot, din my opinion, reasonably require
%wﬁha~6nmmonweglth:shquia enact that the property of such
rroration body should be forfeited to the

't&nd'tﬁe Tights of all cormorators and ereditors in that

g T ﬁwaggrty under State law completely destroyed.

Under: the Stbversive Begulations, 3 to 8 inclusive,
”ffhe Governor-General , by Order published in ‘the Gazette,
.-GGCIarea that the existence of any body corporate or uninesrporate
" 13 preTudieial Lo ‘the defence of the Commonwealth or the prosec—
Pﬁigﬂ Of the war, that body Decomes an unlawful bedy and| is
fliﬂisaalyed by foree of the geclaration (repulations 3 and 4).
ffAmw doctrines or princivles which were edvocated by that body
. become wnlawful ang any printing or publishing or such doetrines
'fbw Drincipies becomes Umlawful: and no person shall hold or
convens any meeting or with Eny other person assemble in any
Place for the purpese or advocating such doctrines (regulations

7 and 8). Any Minister can order any person to deliver any




: | #h.raspect to sny bank account §o specified trustees
‘an& that declaration shall, as between the persons s0

: Any property taken possession of or
[ tc & person thereby authorised by a Minister in
of ﬁﬁé'reguiations becomes forfeited to the King for

s such of the property as the Attotney-CGeneral or an

person is satisfied belonged to the body which has

‘IEﬁE activities of sueh a body, or which, iu the opinlon of Tthe
h:jittbﬁney-ﬁeneral or an authorised person, advocate unlawful
- doetrines, may be destroyed or otherwise dealt with as the
Rttorney-General directs; and the remainder of the property nmay

be returned to 'the owners thereof or otherwise dealt with as

'_' the Attorney-General directs (regulation 6B).

This Brief analysis of the contents of these
‘regulations 15 sufficient to show that the purpose of the enact-
"f';ngsauthority was, by the mere foree of an order made under
. regulation 3, instantly to dissolve the body and to place the
'aisﬂoaal of the whole of its ggsets and certain assets of third
ﬁartiés-in the absolute disceretion of the Attorney-General, To
veet in police officers esnd the Attorney-General judicisl powers
not subjeet to appeal of determining the ownership of property

| and to placde a complete veto upon the dis gaemination of any




to be unlawful: The definition of "uhlawful

?udaa any dootrines or vrineiples which were

 elassifications of unlawful doctrines, the one a more definite
class consisting of those doctrines which wers advocated by a

 ::whieﬁ has been declared to be unlawful, and the other a

':iﬁ@iﬁ'inﬂefinite class consisting of any doctrines which are

. prejudicial to the defence of the Commonwealth or the prosecution

of the war whether advocated by the unlawful body or not. .
Hegulations 7 and 8§ wonld operste whether a body has been declared
nhiaﬂfﬁi or not. But a2 proseention for = breach of these
regulations would have to aver that the doctrine was unlawful
o $Eanse-1t was prejudicial to the defence of the Coﬁmoqwealth or
the prosscution of the war, where it could not be averred that it
. had been advocated by some body which had been declared to be
“unlawfel; whereas, if a body had besa declared tp be unlawful,
would only be necessary to aver that the doetrine had been ad<
voecated by that body. If there was any intention apparent in
the context of the regulations =a a whole that any limitation
was to be placed on the wide meaning of many of the expressions
which fhey contain, 1t might be permissible Lo consbtrue the

definition in this narrow way. even st the risk of dping some




 its language, to avoid a capricious snd sbsurd
: ht,fﬂrm indicating any intention to nerrow the

such expressions the context indicates en intention
lations the widest possible operstion, without

ga 'be!-.ng hed to what the possible repsrcussions of
fon might be. The definition is therefore wide

 include perfectly imnocent prineiples and doctrines
d Wﬂbm which has been declared to be unlawful., As
gion of Jehoveh's Witnesses is a Christian religion, the

that the Associstion is an unlawful body has the
afmhg the advoeacy of the principles and doctrines of

ietian religion unlawful and every Church service held by
- in the birth of Christ an unlewful assenbly.

Apart

m teken by the Commonwealth against the plaintiff fell
within the ambit of regulstions 5 end 6(A), also contended that

these reguletions were severable, even if the remainger of the

‘regulations or some of them were unconstitutional. Regulation

6(A) provides that eny house » premises or place or part thereof
 which was occupied by a body immediately prior to its having been
. @selared to be wilawful may, if & Ninister by order so directs,

be occupied in accordence with the provisions of the order so

; long es there is in the house, premises or place or part thereof
- any property which s Minister is satisfied belongs to, or was
used by or on behalf of, or in the interests of, the body, and
which wes therein immedistely prior to the body having been
declared to be unlawful. The right to occupy a house, premises

or other plece given by the regulation is wide enough to authorise

an occupation of any premises, whether owned by the unlawful body
or not,

80 long es there is on the premises eny property which a

Minister was satisfied belenged to or wes used by or in connection

with the body. As a purely temporary occupation pending dissol-

ution of the body, the regulation might be justified as an .
j / edministretive




1=.

Yy &8s to the ownership of the property or the premises
1d be an attempted exercise of the judicial power of the

01 k ‘kh by a Minister snd therefore unlawful. It is
sible, in my epinionm, epplying the tests of severability
%o by my breother Dixon in The King v. Poole ex parte
No.2) 61 C.L.R. 634 at pps.651-663 to sever regulations 3
in this way, as the effect of this would be to give
1lations a completely different operation from that
t?luy would have as part of the regulations as s whole.

As to the validity of regulations 3 to 8 considered

3 m‘- There is no doubt, in my opinion, that the Common-
' weslth 18 Justified under the defence power in times of war in
-Dg possession of and controlling during the war the property

~ of orgenisations whose activities are prejudicial to the defence
- Of the Commonwealth or the prosecution of the wer, in confis-
 esting eny litersture which is being used to promote subversive
doctrines, end in preventing such bodies from holding meetings;
but the vice of these regulations is that the conseguences to

& body to those interested in the property of & body as shere-
holders end creditors and to third persons which flow from the
declarstions ere so drastic ang permanent in their nature that
they exceed anything which could conceivably be required in
order to sid, even incidentally, in the defence of the Common-

wealth. Even if a narrow construction could be plsced on the
definition of "unlawful doctrines”, in which event regulstions
7 end 8 might be velid, regulations 3 to 6B would 8till be
objectioneble, The Governor-Gemersl could form an opinion
thet the existence of & body wes prejudicisl to the defence of
the Commonwealth or to the efficient prosecution of the war on
en slmost indefinite number of wholly undefined grounds. To
‘quote the words of Lora Wright in Liversidge's case at p,270:
E ‘ "There 18 no hard snd fest issue of fact, such as there is in

' the trisl of a specific charge or indictment. nIt could be an
e offence for a corporation to oceupy too meny buildings or to

/  employ




poration een be dissolved but to the right of

am‘l the creditors upon a dissolution. None of

litors may have been eware of eny conduet of the cor-

ich could be prejudiciel to the conduct of the war.

eholders were aware of any such conduct, the rights :
ity who might have dome all they could to oppose it

be forfeited in the seme way as the rights of the majority

d of or condoned it. Such a holoceaust of proprietary

d not, in my opinion, conceivebly be required, even

1y, for the purposes of defence.

Regulation 5(a) provides that (1) where a body
orporate which has been declared to be unlawful is registered

ipeny under the law of eny State or Territory a Court of
 that &fete or Territory which has jurisdiction to wind up

_ shall, subject to this regulation, have the same powers, |

 eand ﬂu Pprovisions of the law of thaet State or Territory
rﬂathg to companies shall apply, es if a winding up petition
had been duly presented to the Court by the company snd the

~ Court hed mede sn order for winding up the company; provided

'_'ih‘:t it shell not be necessary for the Court to make sn order

that the ecompeny be dissolved (2) the Attorney-Genersl may by an
order sppoint & person to be & 1iquidator of the company, and

such a liguidator shell be the sole liguidator of the company

end shell have ell the powers of a liquidator or offieisl
liguidator eppointed by the Court. But the powers of the Court
y L% under this regulation would be subject to the right of the

Commonweslth to teke possession of eny property whether belenging
in law to the unlawful body or not under the other regulations

/ eand




The Powers
pum be confined, therefore, to distributing such

' the body as were not taken possession of by a
2d by & Minister and thereby forfeited to the

en invelid exercise of the defence power. I express

. to m vul:l.d:l.ty of the remaining regulations.

€ unnecessary to discuss at any
m to which the regulations are invelid because
8 the judieial power of the Commonweslth,
_am be exercised by this Court, some other fedesrsl
t created by the Commonwealth Parliament, or some Court of
”j%, State auly invested with federsl jurisdiction: The

. '“f_tut_un sees. 71 and 77. The meening of judieiel power
1 discussed by this Court
cent decisions of the Eing wv.

in many cases ineluding the

Federal Court of Benkruptey ex
'Mmtain 59 C.L.R. 556 at PP8. 575-576:

- and Pear Marketing Board v,

Australian

Tonking 66 C.L.R, 77 at PpSa.
; 103 and 104: and Silk Bros Pty. Ltd.
nission of Vietoria 1943 A.L.R. 142,

V. State Electricity

It i8 as clear "as
mlight" that the determination of the controversies

mdﬁ could arise under regulations 6(4) and 6B(1) end 2 would

. bean exereise of judicisl power so that these sub-regulations
‘would be invelid on this ground,

mid because it

Regulation 6B(3) is slso

ie made to operate retrospectively in bresch
of the provisions of the Acts Interpretation Aect 1901-1937
 sec.48(2)(a).

In my opinion the questionsshould be anawered as
follows:-

(1) Yes
| (e (2) nmeo
(3) Does not arise

R (4) (e) ena (b) Yes at least as to regulations
bl i . 3 to 6B inclusive.

(8) (a) Yes (‘n) Yes (c) Yes
(6) Does not arise




ONAL SECURITY (GENERAL) REGULATIONS.

e et e

TION UNDER REGULATION 5

erests of the public safety, the defence of the

ealth, and the efficient prosecution of the war and
ining supplies and services essential to the life

1. I reguisition all the property (other than land),

" ikﬁresnsever situated, of or under the control of Sport Radio
Brosdeasting Co, Ltd,

2. I aunthorize every person being a peace officer
appointed in pursuance of the Peace Officers Act 1925 to
‘seize and remove 21l or any of that property for the
purpose of giving effect to this requisition, and for that
purpose to have at all times full and free access to, and
to have power, if need be by force and with such assistance
&8 is necessary, to break open, enter and sesrch, any premises
or ﬁl‘gﬁe-, in or at which that property or any of it is
situated or he suspects that that property or any of it is
situated,

3. For the purpose of ensuring that all property
reguisitioned in pursuance of this Order shall be safely
and securely held for snd on behalf of the Postmaster-
General pending his determination of the purpose for which
znd the manner in which that property or any of it is to be

'naedcr dealt with, I erder that -
/(a) no




qut@ersm shall, without the approval of the
 Postmaster-General, remove any of that property
 from any premises or place in or at which it is
: P _@ﬂm;ﬁaﬁ ‘at the date of this Order;

_ of this Order may enter any premises or place
in or at which that property or any of it is |
gituated or he suspects that that property or
any of it is situated and remain on those
premises or at that place for such period as
‘he thinks necessary; and

i ﬁ!ﬂ any person so authorized may, if need be by force

and with such assistance as is necessary, prevent
‘any person from entering upon any such premises
or place or eject from sny such premises or place
any person cbstructing or sttempting to obstruct
him in the exercise of his duties under this
Order, or interfering, or attempting to inerfere,
with any property on any such premises or at

any such rlace,

Dated this day of June, 1943,

Postmaster-General,

Similar Orders made in respect of Port Augusts
Broadezsting Co., Ltd., Airssles Broadcasting Company
Pty. Ltd.




‘that the Netiohal Seeurity (Subversive Association)
Regulation did not contravene 116 of the Constitution:

1 ‘the Order in Council snd the direction of the
ney-General did not contravene 116 of the
Eion;
{3) that the Regulation 6 ) is invalid and is beyond the
" power conferred by the Constitution and the National

t the Order in Counecil and the direction of the
—Generzl were beyond the power conferred by
National Security Act, and in respect of the
ection beyond the powers coaferred by Regulations,
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“OMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA.

CROWN SOLICITOR'S OFFICE,

CANBERRA, F.c.T,

14th June, 1943.

: __-E&ha_tralfs Department,
A.c.T.

WANY oF JEHDVAHS WITNESSES INCORPORATED
v. THE COMMOD ". RALTH OFF AUSTRAITA.

m. Deputy Crown Solicitor, Melbourne, telephoned to me
= that the judgment of the Full Ctmrt had been deliv-

ed 1e case a‘hat.ed herein. The answers to the guestions in
case stated are as follows :-

@) Yes.
L5k (2) To.
3 N : (3) TNo.
g @)

(a) As to Regulation 64. Yes.
As to Regulation 3 to 6 and 6B. No answer.
(b) Yes.

s)
(a) Ko answer.
(B) Yes, in respect of order and direction.
(e) In respect of order, no answer.
In respect of direction, Yes.

(8) Yes as to both associations.

The case was ordered to be remitted to Starke J. for
appropriate order to be made on application of either party.

- - W

(H. F. E, WHLTLAM)
CROWN SOLICTTOR.
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ase was ordered 4o be remitted te Starke J. for
4o be made on aprlic-tion of elther party.
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ing from |
practical

0 s, but
ead, it seems clear

3 the improbability of secur-
: full amount songht by way of
wlun lonns, the Government must
fall back wpon credit rolesse | time
~whien that policy is apt to be partieularly
‘dangerons hecanse the unemployed have
bgem hzorhed imro industry, and eivil
production is on the decredse. Morcover,
the Government admits that it has al-
veady releazed £70,000,000 or £80,000,000
in the form of treasury-hills. Tn addi-
fiom, the note issne has been increased.
by £32,000,000 since thiz Government
saspmed office.  Alrendy there is great
(discomtent and ularm at the rising pric

T per cent., a fa

considerable nnrest

wite that their price @
il b o i

epréciation o
that people on smallet incomips have tn
i in life assurance companies anil
vings. In the words of the Now
il Times of 29th Jo Iy last—

! v which, as T have said,
* of the most veliahle papers in the
United States of Ameviea, makes this
UNIMEr T -
(e factors operating i
tioun, whicl  threate
el more cleay
L At the
rowth of

ie ususlly the
present time, malnly because

r expenditure by hor
thi civilinn po

e produ of

i 1 be spent,

linn spending-

her be tapped

possibilities

[HIWer Mt
Iy diript
or jmnilnt

a is excellent. So far both coun-
have been sble to velease credit to
idle factories and unemployed per- _
o undertake war work, buf clearly
tion is changing dangerously.
onr leader laughs at in-
fation wherens the President of the
United Sta tes of America has found that
the inflationary  measures which were
adopted in that country after the Brent
depression ten years ago brought the
United States of America out of its difi-
= far more slowly than was the case
h our system of combining deflation

i in what was known

1 Plan. To quote the- Now
Témes, the President has taken * com-

mand of the fight against inflation

1= baftli
Clomngn
dang

¥

ave the country
5 anto which this country
ing. I donot condemn a policy of credit
velease undey all cirpumstances, for there

rush-

mny  be mstanees  in whieh that
e would be valuable and safe: but T
helieve that ‘in both the Unifed States
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" ADERAZDR COMPANY OF JE4OVAL'S WEITHSSSES INGORYOZATED
5= Vo THS COMNOL ALTR FF AUSTRALIA.

-

Fou that the judguert of the High Court on
Stated heroin wac Gelivered this morning.

he Oxder of the Court was Liat the questions in the
as follows i~

Yes

Tio

%o )

As te (a) -~ sa to reg. GA - Yen
, S8 U6 regee O to O and 62 ~ Ho answer

Ag o ib) - Y68,

&a to (@, - lip chower

A to (b) in zespect of the order snd the

Qyection -~ Yas.
48 to (¢) in respect of the onder - 5o anewen:
in resgcct of the direskion - Yess
Toe ds $o both sssocistions.

&L eapy of the Remacus fop dudgment has beoen supplied to
Kagwles 8ircet in Melbourne and olee b the Poctomeatap-

18 reforerec to provious corvespoadence herein,

ke X emilose Ui oiler coples of toe Reasons for Judgment
Mh fommedlng two coples $o Syanoy.

_Be  ATSer the Order of ihe Ouurt bad bedn Jdelivered, iim
S5 Stare mméaawm& Tt tae perties cowid move Tap judgment
e

The § TV
Attornuy. Genrrnd’s Dopartenoat
\Fe T ulAUsKEn ) Tor yout ioiormation

Depusy drown Soliciters I .

i Crown Jolict
15 JUN 1943 i'
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1 1
coherence,’
"To belie

Y or petty, can
shall be erthodox

, Satd that *
& most villified
ity in history
i to the
aranteed by our Con-
He zaid that, were hiz “purely
personal  attitude relevant,” he : gl LA
Would. whole-heartodly Eoniate: gl - i
himself with “the general libers b .
tarian views In the Court's opinion,
representing A they dn  the
thought and ection of a lifetime, "
But, he vontniued, saluting the:
flag did not curh religipus beliefs,
and West Virginia had power to
make the regulationg without vio-
lating constitutional rights," o =T
“It |5 self delusive to believe ! S R,

FOR INFORMATION SOLICITOR GENERAL




F AUSTRALIA. Ze g
INVESTIGATION BRANCH,
&TH FLOOR, COMMONWEALTH BANK.

PITT STREET anD MARTIN PLACE,
Box 42697, G.P.O.,

SYDNEY. L7th Mey, 19L3.

JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES.

reference to your minute D.155/Gen/2 forwarding
d of Ilhthilay, 1943, I feel that T must

1 ramifications of the unlawful organiza-

in erder to demonstrate what is entailed

torney-General's instructions as set out in the

‘the advent of Security Service, my Officers have
ith the genersl sctivities of Jehovah's Witnesses.
Security Service have, however, maintained a clese
eir doings and have noted their activity in
-, eireles. I attach hereto a list of business
and property which, according to Officers of Secur-—
specialised in Jehovah's Witnesses matters, are be-
e owned snd eontrolled by the unlawful Watch Tower

. Phis list was obtained sfter conference with Senior
cers of Securlty Serviece, particularly for the purpose of
sing the most suitable action Af the High Court judgment
‘avourable to the Commonwealth. It is noted that Bonnyrigg
g Co. appears (although the list was prepared in the last
.~ few deys) despite the kmowledge that there might be outward
~ signs thet this concern was disposed of. In addition, Austin
Engineering Co. is shown although this business is now ostensibly
( the hands of one Delandro who was not known te be comnected
he Jehovah's Witnesses organisations at the time of the ban
but was at that time well knmown as a garage proprietor in Sydney.
Security Service Officers believ’ee however, that Delandro is con-
frolled by or working for Jehovah's Witnesses.

The extent of the list elearly shows that an army of
‘guards would be reguired for thorough steps towards preventing
assets being disposed of. Such steps are, therefore, lmprac-—
ticable. To inguire now with & view teo furnishing evidence &s
to the present conneciion between business concerns and/or prop-
erty anl the wnlawful organisations involves risk of the leaders
“being forewarned of possible Commonwealth action and might pre-—
eipitete action on their part at places which will not be guarded.
In all probability such inguiries, if now undertaken, would not
‘be completed before the judgment is known end, consequently, we
would then be without a complete plan of action. It is unlikely
Prom our knowledge that such inguiries would result in other than
‘merely circumstantial evidence being cbtained and our position
would be mo better than it is now. In any case, 1t does not seem
thet we should trust outward signs that a business or property
connected with the organisatiop has been dispesed of. We belleve
Jehoveh's Witnesses' Brooklyh” ¥adguarters favour disposing of
ecommercial interests, but I feel sure that atlsast some of the
Jehoveh's Witnesses leaders in this State would hesitate to forego
+this luerative and comsiderable sige line with 1ts material reward
=nd confine themselves exclusively to explaining the Bible for mere

spiritual reward.

1t seem= to me that the only practical way of dealing with

/the positien




gh 1 deelgion will ereate = -
ereste of the wnlawful organize-
ole thing te be unravelled
Senior Officers of Security
peet of the printing establish- ' |
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29th Maerch, 1943,

i O? MBVAEB WITNESSES INCORFPORATED V.
m COMMONWEALTH oF AUSTRALI A.

_ The case stated pursuant to Section 18 of the
1903~-1940 fiis Honour Mr. Justice Starke, wae heard
11 C consisting of all the Justices of the
7 . and 12th Marech, 1%30

Mr. W.E. Fullager, K.C., with him lir. H.G.Aldermen
sel, instructed by Messrs. Remington & Co,
agents Messrs. Pearce and Webster, appeared for
Mr, C.A. Weston K.C. with him Mr, A. R.Taylor of
for the defendant,

Mr. Pullagar opened by reciting the facts snd
nal Security (Subversive Associations) Regulations.
the South Australian Act under which the Plaintiff
and the Chief Justice remarked that the rules of
?:t agx:.u- to be within that Act, although that
o here.

Mr, Fullagar's arguments with some elaboration,
sm course as those presented by him at the original
action before His Honour Mr. Justice Starke. He argued
e Regulations were bad a8 being wide enough to allow
_ of religious bodies and the prohibition of meetings
y religious purposes, and for the propegation of purely
' 8« The Chief Justice pointed out that %he logical
- application of the Regulations, as at present

8 that advocacy of the Ten Commandments was now illegal.

Mr, Fullsger's arguments were set out in detail in
m dated 1st December, 1942,

Mr, Weston has kindly supplied me with a summary of
ente, of which a copy is forwarded herewith.

e Conty GEORGE A, WATSON,
Aenpval's Department
ke : Deputy Crown Solicitor,

For your inforipatitin
7 Grown Solisitor

0 1043




_ ml.fg_mega afford a defence although other Reg- -
y be invalid, :

) f' Amendments.,

-

St ?‘Wmnﬂ 3 and 6A are a law for defence and not a law
' the prevention of the free exercise of any religion,

If subversive action csan be prohibited, the extent of the
prohibition and the choice of means to attain it are a matter
for the Legislature and not for the Court,

'~ If Regulations 3 and 6A mlone would be velid snd any one or f
 more of the other Regulations is or are invalid Regulations 3
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2Lth Pebruary, 1943.

B COMPANY OF JEHOVAL'S WITNESSES INCORPORATED

-

to inform you that iate of hearing of the

With reference to my memoranduwa o you of the 22na

(F. P. CLAUSER)
Depuiy Crown Solicitor.

The Secretary
Attorney-General's Depastment

Crawn Spliizer

)5 FEB 1943°




3‘-“ Your intormation

N/n Bolivitor 5

®4 FEB 1943 22nd February, 193.

COEPANY OF JUHOVAN'S WITNESSES INCORPOIATED
W THE COENONWRALTY OF AUSTRALIA.

*-ﬂu 10th February the Principal Registrar of the
m& me fs!:a.t fis Honour Vr. Justice Starie had

-~ "pirvect this cése be placed in 1list of appesls for
m:-e Full Court at Pebrusry Sititings 19L5.

" "Bireet that Cormonwceltlh do print this case and
1 referred to therein and lodge six copies in
- for the use of the Court and justices.

"Direct that eoch perty pay obe half of costc of
ing in the first instance and that the ultimate
of the costs of printing be reserved Tor the
. who disposes of the case.

"he Coammonwealth to supply plaintiff with &5 many
ed copies as it requires at reasonasble rates.”

48 far as 1 can see, His Honour made pracilcelly no
o ﬁw Case, as the result of the submissions by Counsel

The (=nnexures to the Case ordered by His Honour weze
and Regulations of the Adelaide Cormany of Jehovah's
sporated and the Order in Council and Direction of
pral of 17th Jarmary 1941.

Lo In m:me with the dirvections of Mr. Justice Starke,
' been printed end copies have been se:ved upon the
A@m;a for the Plaintiff's Selicitors and copies have been
to the Deputy Crown Solicitor, Sydney.

Pl Ttgn
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No. 11 or 1941,

ADELAIDE COMPANY OF JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES

INCORPORATED
Plaintiff

and

THE COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA
Defendant.

Case Stated Pursuant to Section 18 of the

Judiciary Act 1903-1940
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Plaintiff
and
THE COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA
Detendant.

Case Stated Pursuant to Section 18
of the Judiciary Act 1903-1940

PEARCE & WEBSTER,
1941 Queen Street, Melbourne,;
Agents for—
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Hurston, Fartridge® Co. Pty Ltd., Printers, Melbournoe,




THE COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA
Defendant,

ited Pursuant to Section 18 of the
Judlcxary Act 1903-1940

No. 1.

&éa%E STATED.
: February 1943 [ STATES—

'delalﬂe Company of Jehovah's Witnesses Incorporated is an
wcorporated under and pursuant to provisions of the
Iﬂmﬂmh&‘n Act 1929-1935 of South Australia (No.
, No. 2246 of 1935).
> rules and regulations of the Association filed in the office
| trar of Companies pursnant to the said Act are attached
-.tb:m farm part of this Case.

3. The association so ineorporated was in exclusive uccnpatmn
‘of certain land and buildings known as Kingdom Hall situate in
.Sturt Street, Adelaide in the State of South Australia.

4. The hall was nsed as a meeting place for an association of
_persons known as Jehovah's Witnesses.
5. The association held meetings of a religious character in the
hall whereat hymms were sung, prayers offered and discourses delivered
upon the doctrines, beliefs and teachings of Jehovah's Witnesses.
. 6. The association so incorporated has no register of members.
It ‘comprises an indefinite number of persons, some 200 to 250 persons
who attend meetings at the hall and profess the beliefs of Jehovah’s
Witnesses.
¢ Jehovah's Witnesses are an association of persons loosely
thronghout Australia and elsewhere who regard the literal
retation of the Bible as fundamental to proper religious beliefs.
8. Jehovah's Witnesses believe that God, Jehovah, is the supreme
ruler of the universe. Satan or Lucifer was originally part of God’s
crgamza.tmn and the perfect man was placed under him. He rebelled
against God and set up hig own organization in challenge to God and
through that organization has ruled the world. He rules and con-
trols the world through material agencies such as organized political,
religious, and financial bodies. Christ, they believe, came to earth
to redeem all men who would devote themselves entirely to serving

Case Stated.
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R e i thas He will gome’to earth again (His b=
!-’.:!-"’il a5 __h%‘;;n“a?ﬁﬁ begun) and will overthrow all the powers e 16. The said incorpP
o beliofs lead Johovah's Witnesses to proclaim and teach CGouneil, and the sayl Di
“arally and by means of printed books and pamphlets ized by the Constitutic
Empire and also other organized political bodies ‘contrayvene the provisio

“tan. unrighteously governed ‘and identifiable with wpen the judicial powe

he '1_3t-':'1; .chna;gtgr-: of Eﬁhjt; %nok of _R‘t?veia-tim}. that the Nﬁtip‘“n} Sectl

t Jehovah's Witnesses are Christians entirely devoted not upon their proper €

‘of Giod which is** The Theocracy, tha_t they have no as the said mcnrp,m'at_.

t in the political affairs of the world and must not interfere in the 10 known as .,iehO\'_?,h s W
anct manmer with war between nations. They must be entirely ~ Upon the (.-asef &ll';
peutral and not interfere with the drafting of men of nations that go the F ugcf:li :h; :_l'gbl

porated a |
Seeurity (5
Order in O
General ab

. Arso that wherever there is a conflict between the laws of
; v Glod the Christian must always obey God’s law in pref‘er'e‘nue
man's law. All laws of men, however, in harmony with God’s

==

~ law the Christian obeys. God's law is expounded and taught by sec. 116 of
) “Jeho s I;mit:nms' e ) . o 2 D;_) {\ile Natis
ccordingly they refuse to take an oath of allegiance to the King g 20 A e o 8l
or other constituted human authority though they do not object to t’;?nsn-nviz;i
‘take an oath in a Court of law to speak the truth nor do they refuse D :lIe id
“the protection of the King's Courts or other constituted human ; i ttz)l;:::e\'-(
‘amthority. . ) : gl thereof 50
10. On the 17th January 1941 the Governor-General acting with e
the advice of the Federal Executive Council pursuant to the authority Witnesses
\conferred npon him by the National Security (Subversive Associations) ihie Con*s{i
‘Regulations, declared certain bodies including the Adelaide Company 4. Avothe Nak
‘of Jehovah’s Witnesses Incorporated and the organization or associa- B e msrd
tion of persons known as Jehovah’s Witnesses prejudicial to the 30 30 R oT
\defence of the Commonwealth and the efficient prosecution of the war. P (a) The
A copy of the Order in Council is attached to and forms part of (b) The
this Case. ! = 5. Is the said
~ 11. On the 17th day of January 1941 a Minister of State, namely Attorney-
‘the Attorney-General of the Commonwealth, pursuant to the authority either afl
‘conferred upon him by the said regulations, directed an officer of associatio
the Commonwealth to take possession of, control and oceupy, certain Bevond &
_premises inchiding the premises mentioned in paragraph 3 hereof and E-,;) The
known as Kingdom Hall. (h) The
A copy of the said Direction is attached to and forms part of 40 40 (c) The
this Case. Re
12. Accordingly on or about the 17th January 1941 an officer 6. Do the sa
 of the Commonwealth entered and taok possession of the said Kingdom Regulatic
Hall and has ever since excluded therefrom the Adelaide Company of the said

4—-“—-—-....)

“Jehovah’s Witnesses Incorporated and all persons professing the
'bt—-lteflsghf Jehovah’s g’itneas_es. :

13 On the 4th September 1941 the said Adelaide Company of .
Jehovah’s Witnesses Ilgcorporated issued a writ out of this Court Lot Eehcan AR C
against the Commonwealth and delivered a Statement of Claim
“claiming an injunction to restrain the Commonwealth and its servants 50
‘and agents from continuing or repeating the frespass before men-
tioned., damages for the said trespass and other relief.

persons k

14. The Adelaide Company of Jehovah's Witnesses Incorporated e ARE :
and the association of persons known as Jehovah's Witnesses are EULES -AND -R_lE(".
y i I 5 : e : 50 JEHOVAFE
not: engaged in any seditious enterprise nor in the printing or publish-

ing of any seditious words within the meaning of the Crimes Acl 1. Limitation :
1914-1932. Incorpomted _sha-ll hi
L= 15. The said incorporated association and the association of Jehovah’s Witnesses
S o £V : ; 2, Management

" ; persons known as Jehovah's Witnesses proclaim and teach matters e Wg ent
i e prejudicial to the defence of the Commonwealth and the efficient 60 Jehovah’s Witnesses

he members of the
vequired shall be apy
necessary at a gener

| ‘prosecution of the war namely the matters set forth in paragmpl:n 9

A of this Case, but otherwise their doctrines or beliefs are but primitive
N - . "

EEY . religious heliefs.

Case Statad.




ction of the 31:!301'11«? Genaml are unauthor-

u and the National Security Act 1939-1940,
pmvmom of sec. 116 of the Constitution, and impinge

it of the € Commonwealth. They also contend

5 li_c'tl_dn irlt_»lnrle r.‘eligimls' ﬂﬂsm'.iatinns such
lmamciation or the association of persons

tie (“umpanv of Jehova.h’v. Witnesses Tncor-

pm*a.*ted a party competent to maintain that the National

‘Security (Subversive Associations) Regulations, the said

Orer in Couneil, and the said Direction of the Attorney-

General ahove mentioned contravene the provisions of

of the Constitution ¥

e National Security (Subversive Associations) Regula-

3 or any ‘and which of those regulations contravene
‘the provisions of seetion 116 of the Constitution ?

 the said Order in Council and the said Direction of the

Attorney-General above mentioned or any and what part

thereof sq far as they affect the said incorporated associa-

~ tion or the association of persons known as Jehoyah's

Wi contravene the provisions of section 116 of

the Constitution ?

4. Are the National Security (Subversive Associations) Regula-
tions or any and which of those regulations, beyond the
powers or authorities conferred by :—

() The Constitution.
(b} The National Security Act 1939-1940 ?

d Order in Counecil or the said Direction of the
A‘tﬁamay-Genera.l or any and what part thereof so far as
either affects the said incorporated association or the

: iation of persons known as Jehovah's Witnesses,
beyond the powers and authorities conferred by.:—
(a) The Constitution.
(h) The National Security Act 1939-1940.
(e) The National Seeurity {(Subversive Associations)
Regulations 7

6. Do the said National Security (Subversive Associations)
Regulations, upon their proper construction, extend to
the said incorporated association or the association of
persons known as Jehovah’s Witnesses ?

B o , (Sgd.) H. E. STARKE J.

10th February 1943.

No. 2.

EBI.ES AND REGULATIONS OF ADELAIDE COMPANY OF
JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES INCORPORATED.

1. Limitation: The Adelaide Company of Jehovah’ s Witnesses

Ineorporated shall have no doctrinal or other jurisdiction over any of
Jehovah's Witnesses in South Australia.

2. Management : The management of the Adelaide Company of
Jehovah's Witniesses Incorporated is vested in four trustees who shall
be members of the Incorporation. A secretary and other officers
required shall be appointed annually or at such other times as deemed
necessary at a general meeting,

Rules and Regulations.
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< <hull have the power to purchuse, liold, sell,
Jense thmeter of mortgnge land or buildings or property. The
rustees may hold o invest, monies nnd may issue interest-hearing

\debentures and may redeem debentures and for mortgages and do
i matters or things as they deem fit with the approval of the
' Representative of the Wateh Tower Bible & Tract

ﬁﬁm Strathfield, New South Wales. The signature of any
three trustees shall he necessary to bind such transactions.

4, The trustees shall be :

. Fraxk O'CoNNOR Frize ERALD,
~ Crange. South Australia. _
Sypxny Hagorn Joxes, of 22 Devonshirve Street, Hawthorn,
South Australia. ;

' Kinaspey Carxwere Symirs, of 176 Fisher Street. Malvern,

~ South Australia.
Jomy Kuxxepy Jaussox, of 30 Hewett Avenue, Rose Parl,

Y ~ South Australia. I

‘and shall hold office till the annual general meeting of members in
July 1940. The trustees shall be elected annually or at other times
‘as it becomes necessary through death, resignation or any other

Teason,

5. A two-thirds vote at any general nieeting may remove i
‘trustee from office provided notice of motion to that effect appeared
‘on the notice ealling such meeting.

6. Meetings : The annual general meeting shall be held in July
of each year.

7. A special meeting may be called at any time by resolution of
the trustees or by the secretary or the requisition of ten members
‘of the company.

8. At all general meetings of members seven shall form a guorum.

9. Notice of general meetings of members shall be given by
anneuneenient ab one meeting of the Adelaide Company of Jehovah’s
W{tnesaea Incorporated for two suecessive weeks.

10. General meetings shall elect one of the trustees to be chair-
man, but if a trustee be absent or refuse to act, any member may be
elected chairman.

11. Any member present at a general meeting may vote at such
‘meeting, In the event of any doubt arising as to the status of a
person claiming membership, the matter shall be decided by the
meeting : a two-thirds majority shall be necessary to reject any
¢laim to vote and or speak as a member.

12. Alteration of Rules : Any rule may be altered by resolution
of a special meeting provided that notice of a proposed alteration
shall have been given in accordance with Rule 9,

of 4 Marine Flats, Esplanade,

b No. 3.
i ORDER IN COUNCIL, 7
3 _ Dated 17th January 1941 STATES—
‘TF P ORDER
a5 Commonwealth of By His Excellency the Governor-
BT Australia to wit. (General in and over the Com-
| GOWRIE monwealth of Australia.
A5 Governor-General.
(N Waueseas by regulation 3 of the National Security (Subversive

Associations) Regulations it is provided that any body corporate or
4 unincorporate the existence of which the Governor-General, by order
(- published in the Glazefte, declares to be in his opinion, prejudicial to
the defence of the Commonwealth or the efficient prosecution of the
: war, is thereby declared to be unlawful :

" Order in Council.

10

30

40

50

§ 0

30

50

Now therefore 1, Al'ex-arﬂ‘_i

Governor-General pforesaid. @
_Eageml't.ive” Couneil do, by this
existence of the following had

The organization or o

nesses or the Wit
The Watch Tower Bibl
The International Bibl
The Adelaide Company
Consolation Puhlishing

is. prejudicial o the defence
prozecution of the war.

Given under my Han
this seventeentl ¢
One thousand 1
fifth year of His |

By His Excellency’s (

(L)

for Min

DIRECTION €
Dated

NATIONAL SECURIT
R

ORDER UN

~ Waaeress it is providec
(Subversive Associations) |
plage or part thereof whic
prior to its having been de
so directs, be oceupied in as
so long as there is in the
any property which a Min
by or on behalf of, or in t
therein immediately prior
unlawful :

Axp WnrerEas, by o
seventeenth day of Januar
one, the following bodies, 1

The organization or
nesses or the W
The Watch Tower 1
The International B
The Adelaide Comp;
(fonsolation Publish:
(hereinafter referred to as
declared to be unlawful ;

Axp WHEREAS, imme
the premtises situated at
oceupied by one or more of |

(a) 7 Beresford Roa
(b) 224 George Stree
¢) Ann Street, Bris
(d) 33 Sturt Street,
¢) 15 Catherine Stri
(f) 403 Elizabeth st




Witnesses of Jehovah ;
r Bible and Tract Society :
Student’s Association
: nycf_ Jehovah's Witnesses ;. and
Co.

to thigeﬁanqe‘ of the Commonywealth and the efficient
niy Hand and the Seal of the Commonwealth,
IS sevente nth day of Janmary, in the year of our Lord
thousand nine hundred and forty ome, and in the

‘year of His Majesty’s reign.

Excelleney’s: Command.
ey W. M. HUGHES

for Minister of State for Defence Co-ordination.

No. 4.
DIRECTION OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL.
Dated 17th January 1941,
/DIONAL SECURITY (SUBVERSIVE ASSOCIATIONS)
' REGULATIONS.
ORDER UNDER REGULATION Ga.

t is provided by regulation 6a of the National Security
Associations) Regulations that any house, premises or
t thereof which was occupied by a body immediately
having been declared to be unlawful may. if a Minister
ccupied in accordance with the provisions of the order
e is in the house, premises or place or part thereof
which a Minister is satisfied belonged to, or was used
Jf of. or in the interests of, the body. and which was
i€ wful ymediately prior to the body having been declared to be

Axp WaEREAS, by order published in the Gazelte dated the

~ seventeenth day of January, One thousand nine hundred and forty-

 one, the following bodies. namely :—
The organization or ‘organizations known as Jehovah’s Wit-
" nesses or the Witnesses of Jehovah ;
The Watch Tower Bible and Tract Society :
The International Bible Students’ Association :
The Adelaide Company of Jehovah's Witnesses ; and
] Consolation Publishing Co-
(hereinafter referred to as © the said subversive associations ™) were
eclared to be unlawful :

Axp WHEREAS, immediately prior to the date of the said order,
the premlses situated at the addresses hereinafter speeified were
oéeupied by one or more of the said subversive associations, namely :—

) 7 Beresford Road, Strathfield, New South Wales ;
(b) 22a George Street, Bast Melbourne, Victoria :
(¢) Ann Street, Brisbane, Queensland ; _
(d) 33 Sturt Street, Adelaide, South Australia ;
(e) 15 Catherine Street, Suhiaco, Western _Anst-r:lha .
(f) 403 Elizabeth Strect, Hobart, Tasmania.
Direction of Aftorney-General.
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W l aas | am satisfied that there was on each of the said
ich helonged to. or was used by or on hehalf of,

he said subversive associations and which Wit

to the said subversive associations having

ierirors I, William Morris Hughes, do hereby direct,

 (a) the Inspector, Commonwealth Investigation Branch. in
; Sf.a:t',er in \?’h.lch any of the said prenusea is situated

assistance as he thinks fit, fake possession L

aceupy the premises so situated ;
o person shall, except with the consent of the ssid
 Inspector, be in or on or enter or leave, the said premises :
,f,‘:} 10 property whatsoever shall, except with the consent of
spector, be brought into or removed from the
said premises.
D this seventeenth day of January 1941.
W. M. HUGHES,
Attorney-General.

Direction of Aftorney-Gleneral.
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No. 11 or 1941.

AIDE COMPANY OF JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES

Plaintiff
and
THE COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA
s Defendant,

tated Pursuant to Section 18 of the
Judiciary Act 1903-1940

No. 1.
h February 1943 [ STATES
ompany of .Jehovah’s Witnesses Incorporated is an
orated under and pursuant to provisions of the
poration Act 1929-1935 of South Australia (No,
2246 of 1935).
‘ules and regulations of the Association filed in the office
rar of Companies pursuant to the said Act are attached
1 part of this Case. .
: association so incorporated was in exclusive ocenpation
«of certain land and buildings known as Kingdom Hall situate in
Sturt Street. Adelaide in the State of South Australia.
: | was used as a meeting place for an association of
s known as Jehovah's Witnesses.
The assaciation held meetings of a religious character in the
" whereat hymns were sung, prayers offered and discourses delivered
- upon the mes, beliefs and teachings of Jehovah’s Witnesses.
6. The association so incorporated has no register of members.
t comprises an indefinite number of persons, some 200 to 250 persons
attend meetings at the hall and profess the beliefs of Jehovah's
Witnesses, '
- Jehovah's Witnesses are an association of persons loosely
ed throughout Australia and elsewhere who regard the literal
oretation of the Bible as fundamental to proper religious beliefs.
8. Jehovah’s Witnesses believe that God, Jehovalh. is the supreme
~ tuler of the universe. Satan or Lucifer was originally part of God’s
40 organization and the perfect man was placed under him. He rebelled
- against God and set up his own organization in challenge to God and
] through that organization has ruled the world. He rules and con
- trols the world through material agencies such as organized political,
F ; mhgieus,and financial bodies. Christ, they believe, came to earth
5 to redeem all men who would devote themselves entirely to serving

Cage Stated.
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IR S ir | that He will come to earth again (His
mﬂm&fl I::fg]?: L&I‘;‘i :‘ghlil';) and will overthrow all the powers

b s halinfe laad Jehovah's Witnesses to proclaim and teach
T?zesc ha[;?]fsrn&g g;h?ﬁ:gi; of printed books and pamphlets
i ﬂ!:; g,-m-ﬂ and also other organized political bodies
;ﬂ&‘atm unrighteously governed and identifiable witl)
e e 1506 apter of the Book of Revelation.
ath vah’s Witnesses aai? Christiaﬂst ﬁﬂf}ﬂsl}' ?evoted
s R it _is 11 The hencraey,' hat they have no :
0 emﬁgﬁ;ﬁigeggaggﬂlﬁhe world and must not interfere in the 10
I anngr with war between nations. They must be entirely
neutral and not interfere with the drafting of men of nations that go
to war.

Arso that wherever there is a conflict betwe.en_ the laws of
- v Giod the Christian must always obey God’s law in preference
to aw. All laws of men, however, in harmony with God’s
law the Christian obeys. God's law is expounded and taught by
Jehoval’s Witnesses.

Accordingly they refuse to take an onth of allegiance to the King 5,

or other constituted human authority though they do not ohject to
take an oath in & Court of law to speak the truth nor do they refuse
th protection of the King’s Courts or other constituted human
authority. : -

10, On the 17th January 1941 the Governor-General acting with
the advice of the Federal Bxecutive Council pursuant to the authority
conferred upon him by the National Security (Subversive Associations)
Regulations, declared certain bodies including the Adelaide Company

wof Jehovah’s Witnesses Incorporated and the organization or associa-
tion of persons known as Jehovah’s Witnesses prejudicial to the 30
defence of the Commonwealth and the efficient prosecution of the war,

A copy of the Order m Council is attached to and forms part of
this Case. .

I1. On the 17th day of January 1941 a Minister of State, namely
the Attorney-General of the Commonwealth, pursuant to the authority
conferred upon him by the said regulations, directed an officer of
the Commonwealth to take possession of, control and occupy, certain
glemlses including the premises mentioned in paragraph 3 hereof and
known as Kingdom Hall,

A copy of the said Direction is attached to and forms part of 40
this Case. :

12. Accordingly on or ahout the 17th January 1941 an officer
of the C_ammbnwé&l@.h entered and took possession of the said Kingdom
Hall and has ever since excluded therefrom the Adelaide Company of

Jehovah’s Witnesses Incorporated and all pe ing the
e e Wit.n'l"p .. d all persons professing th

.. 13. On the 4th September 1941 the said Adelaide Company of
Jehpvah's Witnesses Ineorporated issued a writ out of this: Court
against the Commonwealth and delivered a Statement of Claim
claiming an injunction Yo restrain the Commonwealth and its servants 0
and agents from continuing or repeating the trespass bhefore men-
tioned, damages for the said trespass and other relief.

14. The ;—'{dg%adde Company of Jehovah's Witnesses Incorporated
and the Association of persons known as Jehovah's Witnesses are
ir;:; zl;g:;gﬁd Jéldr_;btr_ly sedltméxs_entﬁrprise nor in the printing or publish-

g Of any seditious words within the: mean; 5 (i y
Yot 1o i e meaning of the ("rimes Act

15. The said incorporated
[persons known as Jehovah’s Wi
prejudicial to the defence of 1)

ssociation and the association of
Inesses proclaim and teach matters

1 e Commonwealth and the efficient 60
prosecution of the war namely the m

of this Case, but otherwise thej
re,bgwt:a beliefs,

atters set forth in paragraph 9
r doctrings or beliefs are but primitive

Cage Statad.
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16. The said ineorp?
Security (Subyversive Ass
Council, and the said ir
ized by the Constitutior
contravene the provision
upon the judicial power
that the National Secur!
not upon their proper ¢
as the said incorporate
known as Jehovah's Wi

Upon the Case abo
the Full Court the follo

1. Is the Adelaif
 porated a pa
Security (Su
Order in Cot
General abo
sec, 116 of |
2. Do the Nation
tions ot any
the provisiol
3. Do the said O
Attorney-Ge
thereof so fa
tion or the
Witnesses, (
the Clonstitu
4, Are the Natio
tions or any
POWErs- or al
(@) The C
(b) The N
5. Is the said O
Attorney-Gie
either affec
association
beyond the
(a) The C
(&) The N
(¢) The !
Re

6. Do the said
Regulations,
the said in
persons kne

10th February 1943,
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JEHOVAH'S

1. Limitation: T
Ineorporated shall have
Jehovah's Witnesses in

2. Management : T
Jehovah's Witnesses In
be members of the [y,
required shall he appoin
necessary at a genera]




siation contends that the National
t Regulations, and the said Order in
sn tion of the Attorney-General are unauthor-
tution and the National Security Act 1939-1940,
isions of sec. 116 of the Constitution, and impinge
ommonwealth. They also contend

_ v (Subwv Associations) Regulations do

roper construction include religions associations such

rporated association or the association of persons
ated | reserve for the consideration of
lowing questions of law :—

elaide Company of Jehovah's Witnesses Incor-

party competent to maintain that the National

"~ (Subversive Associations) Regulations, the said

n (founcil, and the said Direction of the Attorney-

above mentioned contravene the provisions of
of the Constitution ?

ional Security (Subversive Associations) Regula-

or any and which of those regulations contravene

rovisions of section 116 of the Constitution ?

tid Order in Conncil and the said Direction of the

. v-G al ahove mentioned or any and what part

thereof so far as they affect the said incorporated associn-

tion or the association of persons known as Jehovah's

Witnesses. contravene the provisions of section 116 of

 the Constitution ?

4 Are the National Security (Subversive Associations) Regula-
tions or any and which of those regulations, beyond the
powers or authorities conferred by :—

(@) The Constitution.
~_ (b) The National Security Act 1939-1940 7
5. Is the said Order in Council or the said Direction of the

either affects the said incorporated association or the
association of persons known as Jehovah's Witnesses,
beyond the powers and authorities conferred by :—

(a) The Constitution. : _

(6) The National Security Act 1939-1940.

(¢) The National Security (Subversive Associations)

o . ... Regulations ? :
ol | R 6. Do the said National Security (Subversive Associations)
§ N 7 Regulations, upon their proper construction, extend to
$ the said ineorporated association or the association of
R0 _persons known as Jehovah's Witnesses ?
xE oS (Sgd.) H. E. STARKE J.
i
g No. 2.

50 JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES INCORPORATED.
1. Limitation: The Adelaide Company of Jehovah's Witnesses

o

&= Incorporated shall have no doctrinal or other jurisdiction over any of

L v Jehovah's Witnesses in South Australia.

il 2. Management : The management of the Adelaide Company of
Jehovah's Witnesses Incorporated is vested in four trustees who shall

ol be members of the Incorporation. A secretary and other officers

et ‘reguired shall be appointed annually or at such other times as deemed

necessary at a general meeting,
g Rules and Regulations.

;ECZ

Attorney-General or any and what part thereof so far as

RULES AND REGULATIONS OF ADELAIDE COMPANY OF




Commonwealth of

“
es shall have the power to purchase, hold, sell,
mortgage lind or buildings or property. The

est monies and may issue interest-bearing

hold or i

mmmmd may redeem debentures and/or mortgages and do

el acts matters or things as they deem fit with the approval of the
jan Representative of the Watch Tower Bible & Tract
Strathfield, New South Wales. The signature of any
s trustee he necessary to bind such transactions.
4. The trustees shall be = ) )
Fravg 0'ConNor Frrzeurarp, of 4 Marine Flats. Esplanade,
Grange, South Australia. -
v Harorn Joxgs, of 22 Devonshire Street, Hawthorn,
KivesLoy Casxeare Syrmn, of 176 Fisher Street, Malvern,
~ South Australia.
Jomx Kexseoy Jamesox, of 39 Hewett Avenue, Rose Park,
shall hold office till the annual general meeting of menbers in
1940. The trustees shall be elected annually or at other times
s it becomes necessary through death, resignation or any other

5. A two-thirds vote at any general meeting may remove a
trustee from office provided notice of motion to that effect appeared
motice calling such meeting.

6. Meetings : The annual general meeting shall be held in July
of each year.
7. A special meeting may be called at any time by resolution of
‘the trustees or hy the secretary or the requisition of ten members
of the company.

8. At all general meetings of menibers seven shall form a quorum.

9. Notice of general meetings of members shall be given by
announcement at one meeting of the Adelaide Company of Jehovah’s

Witnesses Incorporated for two successive weeks.

~ 10. General meetings shall elect one of the trustees to be chair-

‘man, but if a trustee be absent or refuse to act, any member may be
‘elected chairman.

1. Any member present at a general meeting may vote at such
meeting, In the event of any doubt-arising as to the status of a

person. claiming membership, the matter shall be decided by the

meeting : a two-thirds majority shall be necessary to reject amy
claim to vote and ‘or speak as a member.

_ 12, Alteration of Rules : Any rule may be altered by resolution
of a special meeting provided that notice of a proposed alteration

'shall have been given in accordance with Rule 9,

No. 3.
ORDER IN COUNCIL.
Dated 17th January 1941 STATES—
ORDER

imonwealth o By His Excellency the Governor-
Australia to wit. General in and over the Com-
GowRIE monwealth of Australia.

Governor-Genersl,

WHEREAS by regulation 3 of the National Security (Subversive
Associations) Regulations it is provided that any body corporate or
unmecorporate the existence of which the Governor-General, by order
published in the Gazelte, declares to be in his opinion, prejudicial to
the defence of the Commonwealth or the efficient prosecution of the
war, is thereby declared to be unlawful :

Order in Council.
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. . Now therefore 1, Alexander
Governor-General nforesaid, aetl
Executive Council do, by this oF
existence of the following bodies

The Organization or Orgi
nesses or the \Witnes

\ The Wateh Tower Bible #

‘The International Bible S
The Adelaide Company ©
Consolation Publishing C
is prejudicial to the defence of
prosecution of the war.
Given under my Hand

1 this seventeenth da]

| (1.s4) One thousand nine

fifth year of His Mo

By His Excellency's €01

‘ g for Minist

DIRECTION OF
{ Dated 1

‘ NATIONAL SECURITY
RE

ORDER UND

WHEREAS it is provided |
(Subversive Associations) R
place or part thereof which
' prior to its having been dec
! 30 so directs, he accupied in ace
' o long as there is in the h
any property which a Minis
by or on behalf of, or in th
. therein immediately prior t

unlawful :
Axp WHEREAS, by ot
seventeenth day of January
i one, the following bodies, ni
The: organization or
40 nesses or the Wi
The Watch Tower Bi
The International Bil
The Adelaide Compa;
Clonsolation Publishir
(hereinafter referred to as *
declared to be unlawful :
Axp WHEREAS, immed
the preémises situated at f
occupied by one or more of tl
50 (@) 7 Beresford Road
(6) 224 George Streef
(¢) Ann Street, Brish
(d) 33 Sturt Street,
(e) 15 Catherine Stre
(f) 403 Elizabeth St




ore Arkwright, Baron Gowrie, the
al af fing with the dvice of the Federal
ouneil do. by this order declare that, in my opinion, the
Miﬂu‘-’!wlﬂg bodies, namely :—
Organization arganizations known as Jehovah’s Wit-
16 Witnesses of Jehovah :
I Tower Bible and Tract Society :
| The ! _-_dh%x;al'ﬁihle St,‘t;deﬂt’s'-_;kmciaticm;
- Aeetude Company of Jehoval’s Witnesses ; and
_Consolation Publishing Co.
g ‘ )\ the defence of the Commonwealth and the efficient
§ ﬁhﬁ'.wmf, i
Given under my Hand and the Seal of the Commonwealth,
this seventeenth day of January. in the year of our Lord
One thousand nine hundred and forty one, and in the
. ﬁft!‘VﬁM of His Majesty's reign.
By His Excellency’s Command,
W. M. HUGHES
for Minister of State for Defence Co-ordination.

No. 4.
DIRECTION OF ATTORNEY-GENERAL.
: Dated 17th January 1941.
- NATIONAL SECURITY (SUBVERSIVE ASSOCIATIONS)
REGULATIONS.
ORDER UNDER REGULATION 6a.
~ WHEREAS if is provided by regulation 64 of the National Security
(Subversive Associations) Regulations that any house, premises or
ace or part thereof which was occupied by a body immediately

r to its having been declared to be unlawful may. if a Minister
so directs, be oceupied in accordance with the provisions of the order
 so as there is in the house. premises or place or part thereof
- amy property which a Minister is satisfied belonged to, or was used

r aon behalf of, or in the interests of, the body, and which was
1 n immediately prior to the body having been declared to be

Axp Waereas, by order published in the Gazeite dated the
seventeenth day of January. One thousand nine hundred and forty-
one, the following bodies, namely :—

The organization or crganizations known as Jehovah’s Wit-
nesses or the Witnesses of Jehovah ; -
The Watch Tower Bible and Tract Society ;
The International Bible Students’ Association ;
The Adelaide Company of Jehovah’s Witnesses ; and
Consolation Publishing Co.
(hereinafter referred to as ** the said subversive associations ) were
declared to be unlawful :

Axp WaErEss, immediately prior to the date of the said order,
‘the prémises sitnated at the addresses hereinafter specified were
occupied by one or more of the said subversive associations, namely :—

~ (a) T Beresford Road, Strathfield, New South Wales ;

(b) 224 George Street, East Melhourne, Vietoria ;
(¢) Ann Street, Brishane, Queensland ; _
(d) 33 Sturt Street, Adelaide, South Australia;
{e) 15 (Catherine Street. Hu_biaao, Western Australia ;
(f) 403 Elizaheth Street, Hobart, Tasmania.
Direction of Attorney-General.




m:ms T am satisfied that there was on each of the said
_property ich helgnged to, or was used by or on hehalf of,
- inte e said sive associations and which was
to the said subversive associations having

iwrorp 1, William Morris Hughes, do hereby direct

{ai‘ %'.ha Inspector, Commonwealth Investigation Branch, in
~ the State in which any of the said premises is situated
ith such assistance as he thinks fit, take possession
31 and oceupy the premises so situated ;

shall, except with the consent of the said
ector, be in or on or enter or leave, the said premises ;
perty whatsoever shall, except with the consent of
id Inspector, be brought into or removed from the

eventeenth day of Jannary 1941,
W. M. HUGHES,
Attorney-General.

Direction of Attorney-General.
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Or AUSTRALLA,

NEW SOUTH WALES REGISTRY.
Now T or 1941,

ADELAIDE COMPANY OF JEHOVAH'S
WITNESSES INCORPORATED
Plaintift

THE COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA

Case Stated Pursuant to Section 18
of the Judiciary Act 1903-1940

PEARCE & WEBSTER,
191 Queen Street, Melbourne,
Agents for—
R. J. M. NEWTON,

Sydney,
Solicitors for Plaintiff.

H. F. E. WHITLAM,
Crown Solisitor for the Commonwenlth,
450 Law Courts Place, Malbourne,
Salicitor for Defendant.

Hurston, Partidge & Co. Pty Lud, Printers, Melboiene:




WEALTH OF AUSTRALIA.

SECURITY SERVICE,

Canberra, ACT.,, 25tn Jaruary,

"s Department,

ving £ile of pnansrs is now

Tours faithfully,




Ber your inforiintion

7

Crown Solioitar

25 NOV 1942
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Exanined by Mr.4ldercan:
lelaide Company of Jehovah's |
. Inexistence, you a:o

Witness, what was your religion?---I was

- mm you became 8 Jehovah's Witnes«?---Yos,

havi ‘devoted all your time to the work of the
ave not you? --Yes.

dy Victorisy N.5.¥. and South Australia,

ared a statement of your own religious
'ﬁﬁm of :Mnh{a nmmnﬂ-r have.

.?tm .t:uthi‘m of hi:n bolia:’u}ug: t::
‘aunsoclation of persons known as Jehovsh's
m.'ﬂmynt to the form of the

%o the substance of 1t; FEis Honor marked

; ?M“t A for identificetion, and heard

uzen the objection.)

ED FROM 1 P.}. TO 2.15 P.IL.

{cmrm on PAGE 3)

W.K.BCHNEBIDER XN, 23/11/42.







%m- _;;.u_;mirr body first

L on ho m Int whe refe——
a‘ﬁﬁm f e neg
ilm 'ﬂﬂk at land ln 8turt Street?---Yes.

' _of Jehovah's Witnesses contributed 1
1ike £2, M—-!u. - ‘

ith m- g
rwaer of the land; that was

——mT0S .

I thtnk. wag bullt very larrely by
p!' nnhqu of your organlsntlion?  -Yes,

nqt m ‘an adherent who could carry out the
the money was uped in paylng an outside
r wntnn or?---That is corruet,

was comploted, has the Adelalde Company
; -.t:::l tlnn?-—-‘!‘a. :

13 o m s to transact the business of the
’.... ! S 3 _'..

m at ﬁl !ﬂl. which we can see what your objscts
j mu m do?--~No, we have no mordl of

‘b ? m& nitt r ixecutive or
{:‘mu ummsffru."’ acig i a0

d-wnumm, Harcld A.Jones and Harold Wakefield
s o hu ‘monayy --I belleve it is in Xingdoa Hall or
ﬁ# ‘lim luh.
:h ull il the Savings Bank account?---The Adelaide Company

£ Jehovah's Witnesses Incaporated.

W.EK.SCHNRIDER XN. 23/11/42.
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' ! on M?—-—A wooden floor without
- h free gight of the speaker on the

«tn, a ﬂu front of the bullding.
. 'h ﬁm-—-ftt-

Mumuﬁlhhw on the fr nt of the
| ;htthmmmnouuqudumeonm
1 the earetaker. At the bsck, there ls
r room w as a lmlruoa and store spuce,

J M “ﬂhl M:I.l; nights at the hall?---Yes.
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-30 t111 5, study on the bible; 5 o'clock te 6, discussion

oh the daily text whilst tea was sarved; then ffom 7 to 8.30, (L

: th” a discourse by dise transcription or urhl discourse
-iu ven. On Monday nlghts, the exscutive and on
radars; thoss who 1 lived within the vicinity S5l the. elby
e there for study. It was known
- u a grow mttu.
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‘meetings - take --=T would
' _maftosﬁm%mn?ﬂ o

qmzu consist of?=---It consigts
robbesy or a parable or somze
hoaven, or sons mﬁ::i“.:n
or m able tople

hi’ urd books the book

uit u the ball, apart from the sccommodatisn
- pec -b; you have a gremophone?---Yas, with
e’

‘lhm who argued the cause bYefore the
uu su- hud of your world organlisstion

) :"fm 1916 to April of last year, when he died.

) discuss are recordinge of speeches
b T}f'u Mttd States and Ehcn lmported to

 {COTTHUED OX PACE 9)

W.K.SCHNEIDER XN. 23/ 11/42,



the #‘Mh'a ¥itnesses in
(ﬂ'ﬂ: to witness)V---Yes,

t foclety.” That 1s the
the United statles?e-eYos,

 Copy of the Hidle.

1 h erl of 147mee
s.m" e e,

I'Il' m lud to celebrate mhxu?
Ih‘ﬂ’ sir. Mu-ﬂ tomd 1 do not hnow if

. that was the religion. Is that

gonnm is now, do you mean
hagt bas been cencelled on
omnluunm...u; because




f - 35.

"m umm:
i t!tmsa)‘r--xu. M

: referring to ave at the hael,
petings at Eingdos Yell ies

mtyouhsvumans,
_r'ﬁ-'-\“a-d.

Ma mt any ateps ahea'm be tzken that
with the war effert of lustralis or

H:Mthm %o suggeat ﬂmtm'nuldhc
_mwm ugr effort ralled and we lost

digeuss at =11 whethor instralls should

rﬂn Australia winnis
m—-:y porsonal f.lﬂl‘
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- m mr :nliw then?---T1 an vary pleased.

llml m uzsuu thnt. any of Jehovah's Vitnesses

s lzt Moveular 1940,

Copies of “Hmtchtower™.

khoym as Xingdom lall in idelaide wera cecuplad by
“'I!ﬁil Conjany of J’ahonh's #ltnosses, wera thay

: m the order Mu made declaring the Adelalde Company
'_,_1 of M'l Witnesses to be pa unlesful body?-—Tes,

10. - ¥. K. SCHWEIDER, XXX 23/%1/42.




& person Mud to celebrats
!---I am not ngsutzag he has

stand to
ntunnnhu, dnuthori’;b
some yearst-—-lo.

m h tlll m of name from the Internaticnal
tien to J’M'a ¥itnesses in
of authority to celebrste marriages.

I m ’bht reference?---Yas,

tot=—-Tlo thcrutthatldnmt
a;guod ml-muuto
dnstralia

narricges hﬁn; celebrated by that
t time?--~No

that hsve bemn celebrated
since the name
Oe

{;::au have not celebrated any
7===T belisve not.

m of attitude on the part of your
: towards marrisge laws since the aame
's Witnesses wns takeni---ie.
m is that such marriages have not been celebrated?
m suggested that no marrisges have been

11, W, K, SCINEYDER, XxXN, 23/11/42,




3 T
I do not
tnassoe.

"L "y One volume of
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: sown, - Would you agree the
Company of Jehovan's (itmegses
' women who Jointly go ferward
88 end teaching of Jahovah's

¢ Pespect, sre they not?---Yes,

and doOT %o door to pablish thels beiisfer

L hﬂh:u: cohveris?---iis,

o publish their bellefs to other e
nm Beoverent?---Yas, -

40 they nobi--No, not overy ot
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Reat' s tsaching 8 is an agyressive
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ngs to the knowtedze of tne people of

claim thet mu l.l.‘tl.mn is not a religion, do
8% Bll%-=-1 would like to add something to

ot regard the word “religlon” as
: to mse the word “worship",

?%m:u.sn OF FAGE 13).

12+ W, K. SCHTSIDER, XXN, 23/1)/42,
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iztion want sut fop of
h"tﬂhﬁwhw.‘ie E

!tn may ¢all them such,
‘- Y08,

550 Tiolatie " Coorany oF
Ir -;hu

ah's &rves me
1Yy Iw%h luwr.ttlcar’
S "Yos, they are 21 menbers;
lldu

a‘r-—-!hau who
tar Jehnvah

‘bee ; wit by tell ot.hcrw
- " 3 ur
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;” illh I‘M'l I!tu!:ml from other Statsa, from other
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WK, BOMNUIDER XXN., V11/42,







weabion? That w28 the proclemation
s _

; gmmt Pritish Bepdrs

hat &n vou wylerstand
At the time . Jogus
mw

-
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1“ m.:, rnn., but you are a'wppw him?
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Land lv the proclasatins that the

is o Satan's beastly o suuuoh.
_'Marsw b, GOW Tm==] Would
gl’lthh lia

timist!nlutnrthi
rauin Lo be Christ's Xingden
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. %mmﬂ h’.{ththam'main{ s!x!a
W““’“‘

&3 quickly as pocsidle’---Not by

M 5" Plyalcal force of Jehoved's
: t: Jou 2re conkribubing o the downfall
he diggemination aad Lameldng
M—-— % necossarily,

L got my food, 1l-ing
z the protection or Che

sounsclentiously say thut
m. m a7 o @rt, the British dupire

mt $0 your 1ire unter the Sritish Bapiret—--Yea,
b 6. WX, SCHNSYDER, XX, 2311 /42,
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: - CORPANY OF JEMOVAN'S
wmzs.ass THCORF,

- and -~

THE COMMONWEALYH OF AUSTRALIA,

[DEH, Continuing ids evidence:
was l ':_ ﬂn esterday ebout the teachlngs of the
‘s nes {n nht:;lon to the iritish impire and
B T iee Stscsntnation of
. 85 natlion
hnhn - thc pubne. tions of Jehovah's Witnesses -
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ge 1 4::emu not intended to
h Empire is a wicked organisetion

w nun % am rel
on, Volume 2, at pege mhant
“!!in League of ¥a'ions i3 supposed
'tht alrﬂy and terrlterial
oy e =
se to visit this wicked
t3s them, 1t means their
at mean in plain Ml&sh?-.—
1, 1t means that shortly the
‘the British Nation will
% ﬂut whm we have long

expression “wicked
m,. u pm n!axuah?--ualﬂahnus -
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a
S S AR ...i.
m 1t memns that we are spu::m
itua) iﬁn@'l-'-n-ihl.
'nu' that the British Empire is
lng am go: nohg

‘m -Lh""m-muaen- with

muareh.m.rmutux

on earth, is it, to bring about that
soon as mcﬁu?--mmtaly no.

iy and the dissemination of
oo e Mﬂ: people that the Dritish

A uhkll muil be destroyedf=-loj
uhnmnmh lt again, if I may,

Shat answer to that questlon?---I thiak soy
8ing misunderstood. liis Majesty the Kiug,
vice and in Divine Service, praise the Iaﬂ
 and he himself says "Thy Kingdom Come*,
: 1y uey being the raler of the Dritish Enpm
j the Commr—ealth of Mations, looks forward to a
- &lmmmﬂmm as King will dl.s pear,
“ : l!awln-. for whieh he 1s praying, will take

appear from that, that His Nosty the King,
_ m-rmma:mm 12, over whom he rules,
wisked bmt!y, or something that should be
Z_. %-—v think you will agroe with me that when
‘Im' or "beastly” we speak in terus of
: Tfor monay, and selfishness, and
. is in that sense that the word
or the word "wicked" should be understood.

'_lt m to the 3ritish psoplef~--Becaunse we are taking

_® passage here, a propheey, which refers to the Seventh
© World Power, whieh we understand, according to literature,
'- ::m- to T te the Beition Empire, There are some others

I!nhtbmt--ru. There are other literatures,
indicate the other Nations. All nations will be
s uw and will disappear with Christ's Kingdom

coming on earth,

, !m teachings and 1iterature nmsmt Britain
- and America as the | i ruments of Satanj; that is so, is
it 20%? —=-Only in a spiritual seuse.

y sense?-=-llo, & spiritual sease,

put ﬂu.- to you that m literature abounds with refersnces
- such as I have just read from page 320 of “Vindleation";
~ that is 80, 13 it not?~~~I would say lio., It abounds
beeause there are amny bLooks on exhibit here, which do
ﬂ do wﬂdu but prophesy,

21, WK SCENLIDER XXN., 24/11/42.




: !lnl: nf xmuttmr

horns of thﬁ bm“—-—!hzt is symbolle
2ss of tha srztm Rnum.

‘ 'u mumc for it?-—-NYorldliness.

: Wuummunthzsmn-n
-!t *"Mnthl‘, would like to snhs%i.ﬁul.

du--l-x“ -

" 'tm n wrong, is it?---From own point of
- -:umm.ul.m e S

mm and America as being the twin
4 - beast, which repr-sents worldliness or
o3 3 s that so?-=-Yos.

hmuuwmumnm

any of these books
nmht:lm 30 and the

Mmmwnrur

mmmoau that u referred to "beast"
--d‘mmﬂm"ﬁmt ’{:Md litu'.vlr.cul's !

S.

lf'!l M tk book of Revelations, we can understand
. you mean by z-s? . %giMp“%tiﬂ’I
e a erence to ———l@0.
= mm that one wonld nedessarily have to have some
 help to mm the Dook of Revelations. It is
rall  that the Beok of !mhti.m 15
one of boaks to understand ¥ say
Gt i That 1% 18 st nmuu:iy ol Ao SHOREY
‘ Jehovah's Witnesses.

." mm tht it is, W ‘z please find that glusn
Al to which zzga e reference. (
h ) 3---Page Revelation 13, Light am 1.

22. W. K, SCHNEIDER m.m/uﬂa.




HAny whi.ah existed many years
tten?===That is mro:h '

Q& ihe mﬂst "In 199', and for some
: the sixth world gmﬁ dm to

in that empire") b-!as.

n referred; ls there a ing
: t: e:ofor'r-—-xu, this m
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'lhat ﬂn hnt would become slive mla.
| HIS : lhn.tht for a moment,  Will
S T = - m of Revelations snd t
L sSyabolicsl of the Eritish Natim and
States, and what you mean by 16%e- .
the one sing,

we ars discuss

Is Phe description of
fcal of the British Empire
ar ll mhh—! ’ 81’.

of what is known as the
hugﬂ-—tos.

there were s!.x other
bezst "---

sent th-, Eritain and m&u are xo snhlllan--!n.

=3 &W be. pm of the 6th World Power
,“ Z“ ﬂ! oR of Grest Dritsin and
' beast. Is that correctPe—-

0 fron how e to house in §.4.

proaching that
dllnu- m t Great Britsin ma other
- mla..t in the 13th Chapter

: .l:t h. !lluﬂhad. !0 prcaeh the

n mnhn.rt

tlm‘t--—!’u
tion nt it In the nnn ot



uﬂthnmnm.ruutth
d __mmmuwmingnt

: Hywwiumemborl-
has alresdy come,

ﬂ_ Mim hn!u ol bega ta

I sometimes

M as l’uumg de you noﬂ' You do
b word "destroyiee-Yes, I do.

hﬁ m.amum. Heve you gob

3 Irﬂmﬁmtaapaunnm
ﬂ

n ti - M are two words that you do not agroe with -
) ""“""’*- "wicked" and *destruction"?-—-Yes,

ﬁﬂllfht it conveys to the average wan the view
. the British is a wicked :hmg:na the sconer

“‘ t&h‘“’-“.o_

Iﬂh::t“r;: m %t is u?g::lnbla to
questions el aore

iy amurv, and as far s I zan follow Mr.

iy &"" nrmiuuun 1s working for tho incoalng
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d 1t 1s not desirabl ._. i

1 ud’ 11:, nn and good.

"!g“min on earth hes ever so
ve besn scting as the
Davil."  Phat 1s what you

ﬂt Beﬁh dastralis, is it aot?

W in this bﬁak That is so.
l_c_:, but the wan ia the streat mI& m

‘were sold in South Australia duﬂnz, say,
afore the orgunisation was declared to ba
-I have 1o record.

of publiestions, dogens of books and dszens of
i3 sold by your organisationPe--Yes.

ms were they not7=---The books, ¥
10T alght add why? R

bonlm distributed?=—-1 would suggest
mmm af "ugm#l and “Light® 2 por tu&f‘ '

Li‘“mnﬁhumtfw.dd call the
ur Assoclstion who go forth amongst the
thmuthﬂt then,

Te is u‘a"z muu 4n that book to whieh I
Your Honor's attention, at page 10 'hich
Passege appsaring on page
'mwmt- refers alse to Chapter 13

ong - "Acd I heheld another beest.....
1% refers to that ycuue&---

&-’an s.nd dmerica - that the Auuo-um-!an

e two horned beast, It 1s symbolical of these
_-nﬂ.m nown as the United Statss and

uhm whore the other refirence cotes from, at

‘Mu_mummuap of page 33.

ge that refers to Chapter 13 - the beaat with
s snd. tln Wn&. It refars to that chapter,

26. ¥. K. BCHEsIDER, XXN, 28/11/42,



lakc\t there 13 & h:l;
than the nere um.-mr
pressut.

_eoncerned with this witness® =i
; _ ) wod by which this information is 1
AR ynine b z set regard iis as subversive,
S as e 1t as subversive to work, by the
i e ation ] 1n!umﬂoh for the downfell of
s and the Bris w‘- fmpire, Mo said that

"!'m m RMQMXQ.
rwt hlbueutiun, 15 1% not¥e-~Yas,

-nh nr hogan. Is tkmt cmrraat?--z wiguld

!D t’hl date o»x.':sias. “{Bach Lo ?.'j'tna's's).
riog ta page z?'r---"co,:yrzg&»t 1933*

' W m presant war coumenced, ' Who
!wa Iuthur!'m.

Mum ar in .a.mmf--—l cannot tell you.
o5 of this in South Australls?---Yos.

b "Face the Pacts™ this passage appears:-
‘conbine is golng to get control of
iy g g gl Mg “:f.i
sva an epabine
Gerzany and ﬁ-m is thnt s807%==-lo, I Y
m another meaning o tha

m the Prime Ninister has ssid - -
: ~—The tatahmim epnbine would be the

b H on; soanerce and politics dmineting A s
: m and Azeriea, ruueatinz the e o

't M th. r:r-rn:wr on page 27 of this vooklet is to
g 27, We K. SCHNSIDER XXH. 24/11%



ALY ' ahmuhhhuom
_” hntrpuout m
: M to the witness. He
an., It is net eompletely

ely
I think 1t I p.l'.t
. thcn 1:. ”

_ 54 thi
3 ﬁﬁﬂlﬂti@h, for the dt'w:’hll of
the l‘riti!h Bmpire., Mo satd thit

AR, Is th&t-ﬁoru_c‘t?-_r-z wanld
Mahg 1E- - !

8 the date catside,  (Booh: to Withess).
rring €5 nage 279--~"Copyright 1732."

Nﬁu tht prwan war eu...mnnnd. Who
dge Rather

lﬂtnlh cr_in min?-—-l cannot tell yous
es of this In Gouth Australia?——-Tes,

:'q::-. "lme the Puets™ this muas- appearsi-
eombine iz going to get control of :

,  You cannot prevent 1%, Do not
fold swa) The totalitariea combine,

will
wes Germany aond {Wl 1s that sol=-=lioy I
‘was snother msaning to that. 4

mm the Prine Einister has said - =
r The totelitsrian combine would be the

1ion; comserce and polities dmionting
a.fm and America, regluedting the

Iaiua m swear $o thatle--Yes,

"m tnm a8 thy totallterian evdntries in
 yOu A0Y Fo—m _
!“o

-M the :ﬂlfu'orm on page 27 of this booklet 1z to

27, . K. SCHUSIOUR  XXN, 24/11



* to some othn 29! Maﬂ..-.n,
¢ and ;nrdbtbly Jupan,

m ln ny nind 'hatl'ur this uu.ll;
_ embim cf paiitics, uommnree and

m T dirostell your attestiod to Lhe

refordaee $o bthe Sotalitarian gowbine
tb G&mn;r and Italy?---I wus Hot sure,

e T T T e e R

——=im s

iR, ¥ thnught rnsuraseated ths !
,nuxim, poutiu and apu’mrae.

o marj.l;r reflerring to Gamm'
mu 20 it talsl absut the totalitarian

4t page 16 n rarer« to Cermany being 15 lire with the
: bnd Gréat Britain rapidlv moylng In that direction.

. hﬂ &mna the witness remembers sll thot Is 1A

k, a:t 1 notiee at 20 that they tallk about
itertan €sthelle eombine and that when bhat
~0f the Eritish Is)es

GO sz it ls certain to e

the liberties of tne p.apis will be at an end, A \
’ on at pege 27 that the totalitarian coublne

to gontrol of ingland and Anerlea.

m !huuu-p other passages to which T will vefar ia e
: mm Yoar Honor loek at pege 13, the second

28, W. X. SCHNTEDER, XX
24/11/42.




: = mhm varnnent
thnra no rightea go
rd 15} mmtmmmgim -~
insts of very wlghtwn i
_ ymlr bellef?---Yos, Sir. v

thst, youteach pecple not to and
of B Rttt Rapive, do yogr’nnt?-—- _

v e si’-’th r‘ueﬂ:ﬁsmn,

has also aeted in all the
?---*!eﬂ -

m orally and by the distribution |
; ‘the playing of gramophone reeords? -

' these beliefs of yours mtn neticm

-m lwktns romd o a
ness we appreciate the faet thet
the American Govapioment are
peoples in providing food and

 (CONTINUED 0N FAGK 30).
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you, that the last war was
fngiend for their own yurposest

e read the book ealled Vindication, have not

enber n-tlas that? Has not it been discugsed at
_ i-l-l'n, I canrot say that 1t has.
‘you this in Velume ol 1, page 326: "Then came the
r of 1914, in which imerice without just cause or
cIam not dlsputing thet it is there.
without just esuse or emz-_' raged in
t the moment, I cannot subseribe to that,
Wl ! "llitllt conflict caused the desth
ﬁ"!ﬂ to mourn their loss. In
h bleed and m--..{_m&l)-q. - th
ecollection of miv-—-: can

power", fave you no reco
fully say that I do not remenber.
mum 1t7--1 would rot say that.
agree with it? Jes this book Vindication been
il i1scugsed in Kingdon Hall?---T do not remenber . :
bas beenfreely sold there, has not it?-w-Tes.
ere were ma wn hand at the time when the Commonwealth
went into tion of the bullding?---Yes.
i 30. W. K, SCHNSIDER XN 24/11/42.




B

ol

age in sane volume ¢
z new crop :?“Meh.....(r:nda)?:f: .

m -
”, it‘;.:am J.g.;g ago; ?“ %

!’.‘I’ ‘have not you ,__..r.n .,'ﬂﬂl‘ & 880,

page 54: “lyre seems to
m mﬂl‘ Marine Mviﬂm..u
Py ot sem", noyonmwbuto ]
in, wl.‘g:-:t reading any w'z Tave
oy I have nnt.
rm tha word "Iyre®.

't pariicular passage makes refsrencede-—
11 'lgrm':mémm oy
toria 8 ] 2 wolld.
l.m:nsts of these orsan.tsnt:gm.

itein and dmerice; that Is to say, that

le Marine 1s one of "istsn's mstrunenhs?--ﬂo,
t In the natural sense; it is in in the
g i m in the m%tmi sense,

rd es the people of Cod during the lLast war?e--
Bed entered into &= vow or covensat to do

'm mow known s Jehovah's Witnesseate--Yes,
mm the last wari---Yes.

you now tio m passsge on page 59 of the sumo
:-191 that the seventh world power,
"1y the rine of Satan's organisation,
in scattering thn pecple of God™. Is that a
to a m of Jehovah's Witnessesi--1 mast

be m as u m. to the scattering of the peoples of
- and | » mey it pot?---I do mot know; I do

1ge a little fartzmr down: "The Worlad War
pst for the control of the commerce of the _
€085) eenes. . b0 COntrol the grest commerce of I
1 the earth”, Is that what has been taught b{m v
s ﬂ.m ln 2.4, and other places?---1 do not W,

. !l Ma bnok did not you't=-e! have forgotien what
in the book.

We K. SCRNEIDER, XXN, 24/11/42.



s e e T

-' ; Mu-m when did you last resd that?een | |
| Y - . ""'"""'

on page 4 of Gevernment: 'IM.W
first world POWOT . su » o (Fonds sevase
fcu' Thet is Britain, is e

'iu'm m "last world power” means?--I really
-nt say that when you read it.

%t world power is a refercnce to CGroat Spltain
IS, _--I did not hear you say "the last world

the blind m j
b 3 owers (reads).... the ditch U
T g that; 1t is rather s striking ﬂl‘lu?-— AT

Have you a
This booklet made 1ts appearance after
: ; of the war, did not {t7---Yes,
mcm&annlamn, I take 1t?
"mm to indicate to le how they
_'_._m-anrm »Za.’ and warlike
-To Christlans - not the publie.

2b) lel '. ‘Was not 1t?---I do not heve any recollection

. of this publication on hand at the Kingdom
-:_m,uﬂmh:tomrb-tvunazmm 250

32, W, K, SCHNEIDER, XXW  24/11/42,



J, the last peragraph: "There is now
e .lllﬂ.lll en .lrth.....(ruds).,“ o
 eorrectness of the position they teke
; was the real purpose of the pablication

m'ﬁ&mmumm they
_ Iﬂtﬂb;elhﬂ Mutnwny

'm_rmhhmmlymmlhthh
ed that thq should be entirely neutral.

utlmlduhtoauthtt
1 k aldermen yesterday was the
that we are not & religlous
-muﬁ uughuhthnnnutmtu

1 em asking you this questiom

: and I want you tn direct
nrr?;!.n stetenent, that "Jehovah's
the political offairs of this

s not it7e--Yes.

haye m they they do not owe any
the mtrr?-'-—-‘fo the Eing.

n I u monlu to you. Is thst correcti---1 am

_The -iﬁt'l Bave been stated over snd over sgain. You
_ ﬁlﬂtlnhuhrutytmtomiwgmm

33. W, K. SCHNBIDER, XXN 24/11/42,
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e _' n whiah your coneepticn of God's
s do m ints oonflictPee—

4 -. g AL E L EE Y .m‘cim‘

mm thet passaper-—Yes,

of the Oetit of Aliszlance to the sountry
Rg 83 & Very wrong ing to &oP~—=ln 50 for et
Wit are coneerned, yas, _ Rt

""d tness Shat bas Deen & '
aad I!- gznlghm th: M?nn :‘tﬁggfjﬂ--!u. |a

*ﬁé ;ﬂu- Tt Yas,

' andeaveured to induce every member of
':Ecm a withess of .rm:..f.zm, huf
converts.

l’. Schneider that Jahovah
d to take the etth m;huw-—-

»

1n w return for Jdlitary service.

our tellef ayve they should be neutral
Lﬁn apon this war ir aay cupacityfese

M not enlist and the s!:ould not subseribe to
-of the ﬂtat ond so fm'{ and they should be
y metural heve no oh:wtian to one
mmg in ona's name for registratiocn
Lale There 1= no confliet with t he word
m'

Mtj.ans?—-—!‘ru ay point ofview I wonld
Othars af .‘l'chwnh‘s Witnesges ere in

Rsp MM, I Just went to ask you one ether question

W.X. GCTEYDER, XXN.
24/11 /42,



m;;.";.. A 3“::.:';1,:'-
r into ﬂupu nttors so0 rur as tz
Iim. It coheeras us in so

our established Institutioae :
he Devil?---Fror a cgirltnal

BCHNBIDER
24/°1/42%



‘omasetion with the sals of 1iferatue.

and I thlak you answered in

Hall or in the
that answerte——Yus,

m this quuuam' Do you m
your answer was: Cash {n
!ﬂ?“"!"o

sking you this question: In whose name
gs and your answer was: The
t! l'ﬂwu'a Witnesses Incorporated?---Yes,

'-_-Wl!luwhnkumt In the name of the
WP olunn Witnesses Incorporated Peme=io,

or m 1% Lbelong to the Adelaide Company of
It was my money.

all to the Adelalde account of the Jehova
3 not at 11.

37 W. K. SCUNKIDER XXN. 24/11/42.




mma’:’:.;ﬁ:’ Afger |
MM the ques “IIWG” oz

w ntx ‘i.annsa-m Mm

% by Mr, Taylor 'ﬁl
passages marked t
were quoted

Of rmm with a list o
s which ecan go lato the uﬂaﬂhmi
m.mw withont the context.

I will have those lists

)t  Are these books In this sult eaze
m the remainder of the literature whiech
Iiudo- Hall¥e=-Yes,

: w of tmr (A discussion took place
Iﬁ; and ¥r, Alderman as to the relevance
*‘ hﬂtimta.imdmgsult case in

M are books whileh deal with the
i 's I’Itm:u?-——!u. (M-ntirﬁ.n;
-

Riche '."Iﬂ.tcha“ and “Snemtes".
: mm m,m thoyte-=Yoz.
_l;l--tp ‘that have besn published siuce the

w, but mlumv--xu.

"'hhutlm.bon am using the
aeel in um ith eit o1:‘:1.1 e ::‘ .
- G qdea w e er tical nations nor

AR e * l any religious organisation, t is purely showing the
B ol m of God as compared with carthly riches.

i And W : 3 what does that show?---Fandamentally
, es T are ngalnst the Kinglom of God whether .
s le or mm.
53 - gay that those beoks contals no stabtements
e -&U‘ ‘the Btate at all?--—-The book "liches" does not.

I“ﬂ‘ or $0 the greed of the modera State or people of the AT
Yo : #j the argument is not concerned with that idea?---Ho.

a - ¥ DARwETReS YYY __



--\‘Qsona.’-o.m m u'ﬂ "W

&
mm which
with thn

cl‘ nmu'* there is an attack om the

)s As to this nt "God", was it
om Kingdon Hall?-— : '

muﬁl to the mtd States. Is that
t:mummmm
T s as applied to Australia

A '-thrﬂmzmduth, 1941).
i ou_take that oath amongst your adherents in South

. -_-Miontdothtuapmtiu,m:twwu

!m Mng
thlﬂimg;r tothuhuhrn“

chuwt That is a form of oath that
Tlllt m are prepared to accept?---Yes,

! m this pamphlet.
. mn mvotca..m"“ 1.t ealled "God and th.
dtate", containing the form
; of uth.
I lﬁ tender the Year Book for 1942, Your Honor.

.ﬁ iu, that 1s -u-ua Hxhibit "pv,

39, W, K, GCEREIDER XN, 24/11/42,




he Lord may be expeeted

« . It 18 not for us

i lut we take this cecasion
' stand the British Government
Mg' of speech and freedom of mram.p

fo show th 'mmu teaching in these books

' hg mﬂl tig Yoaar Books of i939 and
Ohl' the prineiples upon which they

ml! ‘I'...---.m.:g{;ﬂ.‘ Books of 1939'19‘0

eatitled "Judge Rutherford Uncovers the
ished in 1940%---Yes,

m:lhhd ia 1940
entitled "J
Uneovers the

40, W, X. SCRMEIDER XXN. 24/11/42.
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i Mﬂl to the qusstioa as
der f'_j of what is sum.)

yesterday about
ﬁlthst thn lrit!sh Bopirée was
on® and so onfP<--Yas.

", at page 133, a deserijtion of
Devil's armlution‘ according to the
m m uing the phrase yesterday?e——

i The organisation is dus!.zmtad

sent Year mm over which Sstan 1s the Godf,,,
s 1 -&. "The invisible part 1; called
BCRUSH while the wisible is
_ hnltu mlﬂq to manl..x 2 Peter, 3 and 7.

: } your use of the phrase "Devil's
. 'i.n thlt 1iteratm 1t ineludes Heaven and

- nul,'z em you give us shortly the sense in
n® and "Barth™ and "The levil's organisation®
ummﬂmz sight refer to Lhe Bibls
trus words. This eltation from Peter refers
; will be done sway with but the Huvm
now by the same are kept
e, against the day of the :ndxmt
1y men, Nevertheless we, according
, Iook for a neéw Heaven znd z new Iiarth
m '
-mc in wnich you use ths phrase "Devil's
.i.n nar uﬁeratuu?

N 'Ehh Dov'l‘l organisation is an
that i of the Kingdom of God, That
7 Shatever the Kingdom of God

"'lbvil" in the sense in
lulish?—-! would ‘Say the
88,

ot mean it 1in the ver linhtaz sense in which it is used

a8 a ;utsu of plain English?---No.

t m tht you saild yester that you thought that
, lo: Savy were El'ﬁﬂ‘ ::.xd for a Satanie

M,. msEn M you said Yalttr on regard those troops
: Navies as instruments of tiay:mvil being used for a
tanic purpose?---I would sagpest Lhere that the troops

. W. K. SCHNEIDER, XXH,
24/11/42,




B B b
‘:‘{’r M are ?-“‘“!’:

dr country, they ere doing =
und Looking after the siek =

Jabicwan's Witnsssoe, maniiad seczs ko
L a B sense, ; --

ting into this theologieal
whiether the ballefs that
G the werld are subversive

That means yon would not
Wthing which was detrimental $: tha

g /- TR | mrqﬂ.iaqﬁgrnetu. %,
nswor in the negative was right, feom your
as it oot? Yoh do sot rega e ;
Subversive of the Commonwsalth of Australia?

O .

“meangs I think. = Ys that not how 7Fou

lagt night, T 414 not guits know :
/ Jou ragard as subversive -ag!t?im.g- _
“gontimanee o the Comacmwealth The
and &t Just conveyed nothing. cpNE

9 mpan that you do act rogard your
ctivitlos as detrimental o the
11, 'That 1s sour view?---Yas,

o, yesterday, sssented to the propcsition
23riga foru an sarthly ecpire vhere Satan
1ef offioer on eerth, in what serse d1d

mean that he had an office in ‘The 3trand or
London. I anderstood that to ba, sincs
ve explained, ls javisihle and heg &
_ 1t 1z regarded in ths Hosve s thst
ﬂ:;l__%kge faetions 1s worldly, amrighteous,

e finenslal cuibre, is ona of the sentres
thiat the. ldes?---Yos,

W X, sc::r';m-m, Xxn,
2811 /42,




_'l Witnesses lem-

!'_'_mm,mmtkjwmr

r&. B ased of Xinglon BaDite s

ged in m.‘ i
m funda?-a-T helped to, and

: wllectatl r:m J‘ohom‘s Witnesses?

B it e batlbons wa ddiis by
57=—-Yeos, a groat dal of 1t. _

deseription of the bullding?---Tes.
ceurabe,for our [Urposes’?e--Yes.

_' te value of the place?=--i conservative

4 be 3,000 '

-'mtt or Murn on prapurty

: m’ yes.

-

10 per cent

' m:m nnt it at that?=—-1 would mm
) wbmmul inquiries since the

1 were mtmutn in having the Adelaide
h's Witnesses incorporated?---I was one,

_ lt‘ the rules. (3ook to witnessz). iy friend
i‘n my p:reﬂng it mramlly, Yoar Honors

m’ l'nur Hancr would be intarested to read them,
unusual rules. The only object is a
:n,lbt‘l:ruImr.m.

43s

K.C. SuITH, XN, 24/11/42.




.-,‘-._"-__‘

e b B s v
glious -
That 1is one mrg:, it hn:.

_.-.wa. your wife, about the nilddle

’ m ‘exeluded by She H111taryPemeYes.

m anything other than r& :lgiou
W; :

-a--' let to the pu‘h}.:.e in any uy?....._nu,.

thmi-—on ‘Sunday afterncon and evening,
there was an Bxecutive meeting., ©On
thers was what we call a group neeting,
“of eight, nine or ten members living In thi
3 met thers for study, On Thursdays for a i _
2 WA tudy, and then once a month on Saturday Ak
after engaging in the serviece work ia the afternoon |
 returned to the hall for tea and there was
5 mtha work generally or olse there
by ane of tha Urethren or olse a
record by Judge Rutherford.

-.ﬂn m average, such a mesting on a Saturday
-Anything up to 100’1 expect,

.-_t&ur :_nudn_y onef-=-Bight, nine or ten,

' _Ms m amrnhrm!os.

ng of any sabatance that you want to corresetie-—-I
hifk of anything just now.

I think the Lilitnr ple cine to the plece.
enything asay? thay teok documents;
I naaarstami they ura fimuaial records,
t1eally think, that was all finsnclal roeoris
- u“ﬁh& transactions of the organisations

m mﬂ u“ tha officer who removed those? Wazs 1t
Pgan?---ie was there, but whether he was the one
e+ o for the removal I do not know, I understand
. | n:.um of the Attorney-General's Bepartment wes
M aﬂ.u. |
: ' mle plnuat wera ¥r, ¥illians of the Attormy—

44, K.C, SHITH, Xil,



-a-immtbrwrihm

‘bﬁ m tnh—d‘cs.

l7 wsﬁasaina and thae ey wuul:d.
4 va lock msic‘ie tha door tms P
Ionlﬁ not oporate the' kay.

‘Ghat ucemthn%—-ﬁn.

a policeman was sent with yon
h- wmim?-——&‘!mt ks 80y i

wore sllowed to remove your personel

-Ba wthing in the nature of personal
e were papers. in the wardrebe
In ths mgtahla, grivah papers, letters,
detoet !h whe was searc ing took rmm me, He
let me havs them,

'1‘17“.5‘ and I thinlk you went backs You were not
in the hall sgain til! the 27th Januaryl---ifo,
o= Bl rmu #r, Trozora I was not pormitted
hlll for any purposs without his pem.uiiun.

8 27¢h . mrx you were permitted to go in nrul
-musm Thareabsuts,

' Mﬁx»luaiond‘ the company fron the hall,

mh J’l.mry you have been excladed from the
er?~~-Abseluboly.

mmt everyona, as fer as yoa kuow?e—=Yes,

3 on tha 27 h Januery is it & faet that t hers were
' ﬁmt wm not there cn the 17th January?---

.: 4 bqlaagad to meshers of the orgsalsstion,
'8 = Eramophones and records, They were
"11, ‘waricus homes by the police and brought

45. K.C. SHITH xnl_ 24/11/42,




: {w. BN as & FEACOGEE
_ Btety of Tehowin'® - T

tﬂbh'lly to ln.t&rfera with
11-, 1 never heard 1t,

mllr ‘Io the answers he made to kir, Taylor?

'ﬂv‘“ m tht answers h. nade to the gaestions
ﬁ'. !hurlnr?-—ln some cases 1 did not agree

to you mtnrial on 'hiuah you

. or were they matters of
ﬂacggg& with m?--ahttaz-s of

utelnnnly for thn munx of the
¢ known as Jehovah's WitnessesPe--

tht were found in the hall were used
persons kuown as Jehovah's

(CONLIRUED ON PAGE 47),

K.C. SHITH, XM, 24/11/42.




, who sre the members of the Nl [R5

» Jahovah's Witnesses?---\le regard

ve uade s conseccration to do -
in our rcsence, snd to our Enowledpe, .

consecration by water imsmersion.

——Yes, those who have shown by
they heve dsvoted thelr lives
in the majority of cases
aken this step of immersion
eourse of action. ol
: glous velliefs?--Yes, those who
beliefs.
membership « just Indieative of
 of membership.

?--No, only voluntsary contributions.

ieetings?-—-Yes. We do not teke m collection

It is just a matter of esch one glving what
{nted, sre not you, with o11 theose who

» to0 Kingdem liall?=--Yes.

o are there voughly?=--200 to 250.

WXHIBIT 2. Commonwealth Government
Hlll; Cazette dated 17th Januery
1941, showing publication of
the opinion of the Uovernor-
Genera.

EXHIBIT 3, Order of the Attorney-
Generel &ted 17/1/41.

, That is my case, Your Honor.

K. C. SHITH,




maam m on fer he.‘aring in, ‘l:he Bé.gh Count
‘November 1942, before His Honour Mir. Justice
eontinued on 24th and coneluded on 25th -

e WeKe Fullager K.C. with him jlr. H.G.: Alderman,

, of Counsel, instructed by Messrs. Remington & Co.
Melbourne Agents Messra, Pearce and Webster,
mmm Mr. OsdAs Weston K.C. with him Mr.
‘_ mma br thﬂ;a Orrie&, appeared stl‘ the

,mf:r };.t;a’t e
Aidiriay ~At ‘the mu,mn’h a:r the h.aarimg the plaintiff
and . leave to amend 1ts 961;&11331;1011, and, & copy

{ its is Mmtm -The .defendsnt also obtained 1eave to
m ement of dsreme, by inserting in paregraph 2, after
m.;mt otherwise" the words "and the property mentioned

- ,times been on the said land and in the said

3 ant: 8lso applied for leave for notes to be taken

.-Mrl'eﬂ ‘28 the evidence, but such leave was refused,

ting that gnw the evidence could be taken, . :

.r*# e Md&m mpmad sm‘k ad.dre ed h:l.maelf to
results of the ewemw-aenaml 's order, He submitted ,
the crdinary Goctrines of Christisniiy were temets /
ﬂ, the 'Bihh was now & banned book, and it was
2y, & R priest, to preach such a doctrine
uﬁrm ~He jexpressed the view that, if a rel 1,;10.
‘be a cloak for subversiveness, or if, in addition
18, ‘2:body could be shown. to be subversive, an order
wwf ‘the Regulations in respect of the subversiveness,
,in respect of the religion. m Jehovah's Witnesses, he
‘are religious ‘and wholly so. At this peint His Honour expgease'
' the ease put, religion could not be separated fro

‘added that the only twe courses open Lo the .
€ o prove an infringement of the judicial power, or else
ulations were contrary to-Section 116 of the Constitution.
ted his vieéw was that Regulation 3 had, in‘its terms, no
tever to/Sectién 116y but whether the infringement of
'Eﬂ' te"m &nvmanneral andl mt to a Court wes

' u kl. 1985)

padl I:r. Alde contim:ing aubnﬂ.tted that ‘the Reg-

ne Wwere penal fn that: tﬁey operated to forfeit property by

> ¢ Also the Commonwesltly acquired property on unjust

terms, Hie'f stated that sn argument based on Section 51 (xxxi)

i ‘not’ be - mmnod., but he would have thought that the provision

ﬂl‘t‘&l ‘one. Turther, he did mot thimk an incorporated body

coulid n, and, in sny case, the free exercise of religion

m wszhly sanctiun seditious practices. Constitutional safe-
are necessary, but Section 116 does not mean exactly mt it
'3? s relim is se'd!.tim, n. must be suppressed. |

5 on the quaauom of the plaintiff's capaeity for
“W mtm Mg, Al8erman showed that the Asspeiations
Incorporation 4ct of South Australis provides for incorporation for
purposes only. - Also, he submitted that even if the religion
“the euppression was complained of were someone else's

fion, 1.e. the n'.ugion of the members, the plaintiff had suffered
Mages,

PeT. 06




] given hga‘;illiam Karl
of the Ila:l.n*ﬂ‘;"»A m
Jehovah as ulustmtin of the

81 mﬂ, tenete of the bedy, 9:

ed to the statement on »a

that, ‘the Bovernar—

« He eited Tiversidge's

snggested that His Heonour,

’.Re contrary to the House of

‘desired it to be argued

L Ahd 216 0P the constitution .
$5 (Enbversive 2 oeiatlons)

m tha npinion of thedcr .

2
B

i.on a£ Bacuiu‘t 116 T Westcn :
ee positiona $o wh!.ch the reg~-’
were - (a) if rveligior was used as.
n; tb) iT a body was religious,
sditiods; and (e). if the reli ion
‘theae ases, Section 116
sﬁﬂi o of the rem]lation.

'm wheth.en tahsa“pmr given. -
aerel infringed upon. tha ’ 7

to R. v. Beven (now renorted .
'!rhich #4Xe Court held that -

- i'h:nder the Navel Defence det

and submitted that, in

est ‘wes ‘whether the forfeiture B

& precautionsry or a- '

1  had been' adjnd;ic&hiqs

/a3 i,r that would hdve been
but it-was the regulation

Mp. ﬁeatun referrved, |
1wy Walldeh end. submifted that. the. .

then precantionary’ administrative

' He' submitted that they were preventive
‘eited the Tecent deeision of the Court in

eleas _!!m ntcmmt 033 Adela Penichurst, -

Ll TL S Tt v

‘In‘&omusian Mo, Weat@n cited the lune«-ica.n
_his arguments concerning Section 116, The

on vi' Untversity of Californin, 79 U.S.

T vi' Gobitis; 84 U.8., Law ¥d., and
ueion of theword "for" 4in Becthlon 116
rather than the effect of the law was the
Lutionald ‘The present regnlations, he seld,,
e defence o ‘the Gommonweal'thy and -1y, dhcidental
h religion eould not invelidstc it.

N |



ntifr ﬂ! a hltum bad]'.a ) ttea
‘4o his argument that 1t was the effec
: t which determined whether it was
that his argument on this point

did mot apply to6 the effect, rather than
it would have no mesning, As' the Comion-
=lmmtin ‘of-a religious nature, a-
‘of ‘a law of euch a nature would be
refore ‘be effectual only if 4t' aﬂ'ewh‘
a8 an interference with the free

e85 made to the mrican ca,ae or‘ :
tf-ﬂ- 353}! .

expressed the aion that it would be
mn down" 'in'a manner similsar to the
&u’i‘.w to aﬁmit the eviuame, mﬁ}eet

and X § o

a; bs E!neue:f Carnegie sml.th
]g:ns complained of, and the case-for
50 psms om &th Ii’o'tauhar, 19#4.2. =

mrmz- imraueme consisted of tewiering ‘the

eral’s Order of 17th January 1941,
of the Mtoﬁwm of' t!te ‘same: ﬂ&t‘e lr,
3 'Itm m

nw, ﬁmt&, mt the oplimom. ar.t' the

F&S ND' In suppert/of this argument, |
e to dge v, Apderson 58 P, LR 35, -His- Eomur
. Wt&d omwm not. umnﬂln,"m that the A
for his eanaiderat.zon was the validity of the order |

—

'mm uﬂmmm on: nmmmn svol
I¥st comterning Seetion 116 and! the.second on the
eral'e order was a! 'laurpanm or the |

M'mrat Hea@ he recapitulated his argument
 woe OF the ¥ord “for’ in Section 116, it was |
ut-‘?pf\ﬂ of legislation mh:teh mst be regarded
ﬂﬁd&f In support of this argument. he cited a <y
cases, | o which the references are et oub below, |
ises established thet principle for the United .
- Ay id not contsin the word ‘ror'ﬁf

S Ata Anbt Vot FEins t;m3he g°ff us,hﬁ «
S0rv t is pe Section
:‘3 ’mﬂ M" M should not be allowed to afford o L
i or mots Mﬂ*ﬁve to good orm sad t.he pma ann welrm !

|

_ M-’Ihghnatims, he aa:ld, m a Iar m iefenoe J
es, m not for the suppression of religion, ‘and, if they have i
:al effect which 1nfr1ngea cn the rree exercise of religion, |

: m:lute ‘them, : i

Ry CHis "mu- then statod, and repeated several timcs f
g M S,II !ﬂa ﬂﬁ stion was simply 'a matter of operati
flﬂ wzs ‘uﬁ% ;.'1 ‘wide to ‘allow the buppression of all .

ons, how could ﬂ: be good in the face of Section 116. At the

2 u. asppesred to him that the Governor-General, by en unexaminab
ly conld declare illegal such a body as the Roman Catholie

'% could say would he "pely upon the good faith of t

ld . -

aﬂ.ﬁcﬂ thmt it was erroneous .ko imagine that

']'). ltﬁ




; % thet power, nhe Lthe othevs,
omztuum. Gamnmveqlth
- could

ntion ‘appeared ‘to be. oowi
, dnat;;x cg:dowe&ar-ﬂ:nqmi S0
e 8 nothing to prevent
-phem '-S; _and-this nsuiaticnpm;g
. __mggﬂre _proseribed, but it apponm_
' '__:lsm.um ans amh, !

refs His Homovr to f‘@etioax'
tnuon Aam:%mtu-la.:?. T, :

mrm to. in this .pertion of the
l} n {?B Tuf«.h- .‘-v )!' EPJQ-\SBK’ 7. 3
133 UeBe b3, Hders- .
330 .8, ¥, Farey v. .m;"!mth @1'C 1. R,
is R Ny ‘hmilt.on Ve niverait.., ot

mm the'a. pmceeuea to argue the queation
ral's order wss an.exereise of Judicial
m Aamiations Aet 1916,
»-the recent. application of irs,
3 detention under Regulation
; )-Regulations, Rex v. Hallldsy -
thnt the.

exercise of ‘a similar . -
¥alid ie each esse., Iurther,. Lg.:rersidga 8
idon that an order could be, made shere. a8
mao ible grounds to belieye" » vhereae
mmru the action.being taken on the
and eontained ne. rovision for the . N

‘any grounds;, en¢ vus therefore &, .
tlﬁs ﬂamtim fhan the:l: u,pq‘.‘i whicba thnt
% N ST 2grd byl re

v e

_& nelusion Mr. Weston raised the paz‘izxt of
_ ng: ‘dissplved by the Regulations, and,

: certain. S
_ W . md. haara miigi:i:’ T2

y oﬂoz mm the qwuo; at the meaning of
6%, He suggested that the .merican cases’

reation between .; m "s attitude to =
his and ﬂ:ai a mﬂ.t

o f

ikl.i. :!,n %g tﬁlatian 1;'0

s rﬁe Gomo‘nwealth hai! no pover
ﬂ'.ug;an, aaa uen 116 mast mean

the :

. alt W erai?uhcnld
Mbm religlion :
- the Reguletions are ir’ "usl. fsr—i'sm:h;.nx

m.'u be no doubt that they could operate to .
and that the existenee in the Regula.ions of

‘Anvelidate them irt-esp.ecuue of whether that
‘tutbm 15ed,

; : He m”-red to liyer p'. The state of Fte"bra.sks
2 DuS.390 at 399, hOO}, Hamilton v. The Univeraity of California
ey {28 ;@%ﬂ&5ﬂ'ﬂﬂ2 De Jonge .v. The State og nreg:;on ’2}% {155 %
' “at 362), Hardam v. Lowrj 1 U. By, L2 at 258-9) and Stromberg
7. The State of Califormia. s Homour here stated that spert from
the guestion of the M.Lcial power, there seemed Lo he 2o obicetien
- te m m nr tm regulstion,

R N Fullagar, however, ctated that 1t aprlied %o
j ﬁ} ﬂ.ﬁ;ma, prejudicisl or amm”'am Bo eould aprly fo
innccent acts, and eited Hsgue v. C.I.0. (307 U.B5..:9% at 515,518).




b ey T ey ] ) Y
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=i

pinion that the American cases showed that
yhibit unsocial acts even in the face of
and that, 1ike the "free trade” provisions,
not work if read abeolutely. He also
_the plaintif?, although probably not _
4y dangerous to the Commonwealth in time
2hneider v. The State of New Jersey
11 V. The State of Connecticut (301
Ildams (15 C.L.R.)

inged., He distinguished Penkbhurst v. Kiernan
20 cages, and referred to Wong Wing v. .S, (163
. that the confiscation provided for by the
¥e and not precautionary,
D reply Hr. Weston submitted that the regulation

not punitive and suggested that the definition of
_in Regulation 2, eould, in order to evoid an

‘be read by inserting a comma after "whatsoever."

_Honour reserved judgment, and enguired whether,
ning te a decision adverse to the Regulations,

Rim to refer the matter to the Pall Court. Fe

¥ the Jodieiary fAet, and pointed out the

obtaining a decision on appesl. Aftep Some
shich the plaintifT indicated that it

His Homour, and the defendsnt inclined in

His Homour said that he woula discuss the matter

‘before deciding on his course of sction.

I should be glad to receive

your instructions in this

S i GEORGE A. WATSOW,
ATl EEET) Deputy Crown Solicitor,

Zor instroctions.

I susgeest that a reference is preferable.

C A

(. F. B, WaITLAM)
CROWIY SOLICITOR,
3/1g/1%42,



refer to my telephone conversation with you in which you
t His ' ef Justiee Starke had marked on the draft
the following notes: :

L 1 of Mr, Weston's memorandum, Issue is joined upon
3 of the Replication,

8 2 and 3, 1Is there evidence of any other mattera?
e paragraph 4 of case is sufficient,

e no resson for sdopting the suggesiions made by Councel™,

~_ These notes have boen shomn to Counsel, who have made f &5
ons set hereunder in conneetion with the corments of His e

With reference to His Honour' ng paregraph 1. |
indum, Counsel points out that paragraph 3 of the Replieatii
‘rence to any seditious enterprise, but conserng itself ST

e religion of the plaintiff, TIssue is Joined thereon, bui
whether or not the plaintiff was engsged in a seditious a2
Decone an issue, Zvidenee given by witnesses fop the IS rany
ted to showing that it was a religious body, and the|
® ¢ ' on His Honour admitting the evidence
Jeetion, was 4 ed only to the guestion whether the
&ﬁ:uurr Was prejudicial to the defence of the Comm
leient prosecution of the war, .

__ Younsel sugrest that such matters aia not raise the
Rer or not the plaintiff was engaged in a seditious enterprise, an
Daragrach 13 of the case be deleted, ;

¥ith regard to His Monour's note on paragraphs 2 and 3 of ¥
um, Counsel are not the additions to |
4 of the case paregraph 3 of the memorandum,
8 of minor importance, as with the restrietive
N!Ilﬂ:anpmieﬂdf-ﬂ aont” |
baragrap @rs, taught and proeld o
whieh arc mjmtuﬁl to the def;nee of the Comuonwes]
of the war,

6. Counsel point out that the matters In paragraph O were
Prove ustrative only of the doetrines and teachings of **
plazintife, claim was made by either side : eamplete
and in detall, all the doctrines of the plaintiff and/or the practic
eonsequences of their application,

[ £ Evidence was given generslly of the beliefs of the plain
and the eross-examinztion was upon a A‘w of seleeted passages fro
eertain of the plaintiff's literature, and was for the purpose of b 5 B
strating, by sxmple, the nature of the doctrines subscribed to and
k For these reasons, Counsel have taken the view that pars

14 of the esse should not be ao phrased as to stete that the doetrin
mentioned in paragraph 8 are the only doctrines of the plaintiff, 7
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'ADELAIDE COMPANY OF JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES INCORPORATED v.

THE COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA.

Forwarded herewith are three copies of a memorandum
Counsel for submission to His Honour, Mr. Justice Starke,

g comments on the draft stated case herein.

Coples have been forwarded to the Deputy Crown
Melbourne, for transmission to His Honour through the

GEORGE A. WATSON,

; The Spore tary

Deputy Crown Solieitor,

Crown Solicitor




 this. Tt took wp the poaition thet the
Mﬂumm&hm wpen His Honous

“"MM&M“ their boliefs op
-*hnmupm religious beliefs, "







#huu&mmumum
Mmmmmttmm

dmg this, It took up the position that the
nﬁnmmmmwmm

#ﬂmmu‘muuuszm'
0 mﬁumumm-nwmm
'_"ma.am--
_mmmwnmmmp
"_-.ﬂmm-um-ummn
;_.,'..WMMummwm
 Gommomwealth and the effieient prosecution of the
_ wat same of which matiers are set forth ia paragraph
8 of this Case, but othervise their beliefs or
‘teschings are but primitive religious beliefs,”
 Zu___hat there should be added to clause 4 of the draft Case
. "snd the matters referred to in paregraph i hereof
were in common with the other teschings of Jehovah's
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CROWN SOLIEITOR'S OF’I'-'ICE.

-~ CANBERRA, a.c.T.
7th December 1942,

ﬁ.c‘T.-

OF JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES TNCORPORATED v
[ OF AUSTRALTA.

' proposed draft Case herewith.

'ch:pj.es have been sent to the Deputy Crown Solicitor, Sydney
ns to place before Counsel for the Commonwealth for

. <z 4y 28

(H. F. E. WHITLAW)
~CROWN SOLICITOR. e




3rd December, 1942,

9
AeCiT,

ADELAIDE COMPANY OF JEROVAR'S WITNESSES INCORPORATED
Ve THE COUIONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA.

———

: ! The Deputy Reglstrar of the High Court has in-
0@ me that His Honcur lr. Justice Starke proposes to
a Case in this matter for the Mall High Court purduant
on 18 of the Judiciary fAct 19001040,

His Honour has handed a draft of the proposed
ared by himself %o the Do uty Reglstrer to puss on to
S 80 that they may make any amendnents or comments

His Honour stated that he would be prepared to
' any amendnents; whether made by a letter to the
[distrar or by attendance of the Solicitors or Counsel Tor
‘the parties before him,

4, I enclose herewith five copies of the proposed
't Case, a3 I assume you will be forwarding eepies to the
uty Crown Solicitor, Sydney, to submit to Counsel for their
rvations.

ST I avadt your instmuctions as to amy further
~ action to be taken by me in the matter.

(F. F. CLAUSEN)
Deputy Crown Seligitor.




mmomum,m.mumm.

8+ The rules and requlations of the aAssoelation filed in

:';_-'“-MQNMM&W“W“MM
Agt are attached to and form part of this Case.
8« The Association go incorporated was in exclusive occu=

pation of certain land and dulldings knowa ss Kingdonm Hall
situste in Jturt Jtreet Adelaide in the Utate of South iustralia.
4« The ball was used as a meeting place for an assceciation
of persong known as Jahovah's Vitnesses.
S, The assoefation so incorporated hes no reglster of

members. It comprises an indefinite mwider of percons, some
800 to 250 persons who attend meetdngs at the hall and profeso
~ the bellefs of Jehovah's witnesses.

6. Jehovah'e vitnesses are an sssoeiation of persons loosely
erganised throughout /ustrelia and elsevhere who regard the
Adtersl interpretation of the Dible as fundemental to proper

religious beliefs. ;
7« Jehovah's Witnesses belleve that (od, Jehovah, is the

supreme ruler of the universe. oatan or Lucifer was originally
part of God's organisation end the perfect man wae placed under
hime Te pebelled against God and set up hie own organisation




erving Cod's will and purpose and that he will come to
f._.'.mmmmtwmmmw

_;_-.ummu*m Theoeracy”, that they have no part
'mm«m-m.amm:m interfere in the

"m-wﬁnmummmvw they do not object
Iﬁ_huuﬁunmcmuwmmmmraow
Tefuse the protection of the King's Courts or other censtituted

9 On the 17th Jamary 1941 the Goversor-Genersl ecting with the
~ @advice of the Federal ixecutive Council rursuant to the muthority
@onferred upon hin by the Fational Security (Subversive Asseelations)
‘egulstions, declared certain bodies including the Adelatde Campany
of Jehovah's Witnesses Ineorporeted and the organisation or assoeias
- tden of persens inown as Jehowah's “itnesses prejudieial to the
| @afence of the Commonwealth and the efficient prosecution of the war.
A eopy of the Urder in Couneil iz attached to and forms part




od and took possession of the seid ringdom Hall and
‘therefron the /delalde Company of Jehovah's
ted and all persons professing the beliels of

1 and 1te servants and ggents from contimuing or repeating
before mentioned, damages for the sald trespass and

L ammuam'- witnesses are not emgaged in
_,mwu.mznmmwmmmuww
A -ummmwwm»tmwrm

-mmunmuwmutwmmummwm.
18+ The said incorporated assceistion comtends that the National |
Security (Subversive Ascoeistions) Regulations, and the said Order in
| Couneil, and the seid Direction of the Atternoy=Ceneral are unsuthorised
by the Constitution and the National security Act 10301940, eontravene
- the provisions of See. 116 of the Constitution, and impinge upon the
_demcmmxm. They alec contend that the National
| Security (Subversive Assoefstiens) Regulations @o not upos their proper |




m.-mm“mumm
L ',uﬁ-muunpmmmu

Mﬁmum. 116 of the Constitution?

_hﬂmwanmmmuunmmmor

"'mnmmmmmumwwmmtpm

.MMMuthqmmmdm«-ponw

'Mwﬁemmn&mﬁpmmhomu

Jehovah's Vitnesses, contravene the provisions of Sece 116
 of the Constitution?

«Ib Are the National Seeurity (Subversive Associations)
mnwmmmamm‘um,mm
the powers or authorities conferred byi=

(a) The Cometitution?
: (b) The Matfonal Security Act 1999-1040

lo ubmmhmzwmummmum
Wuwmmpmw“mu
either affocts the said incorporated assoelation or the _
assoclation of persors known as Jehovah's u!tmm.W
- the powers and authorities conferred Lys=

(a) The Constitution
(b) The National Security Act 1930-1940

(e) 1The National onuﬂtL(mwnMn
Asaociations) tions?
-l. Do the said National Security (Subversive Ascoeiztions)
- Regulations, upen their proper construction, extend to the
sald ineovporated assecintion or the ansoelation of peraons |
know as Jehovah's Witnesses. "




; in soaneetion with Zhis matte
the ‘has been listed for hearing in
.zm, Ric Honour Wr, Justice Starke,

E.CG. 9as indiceted that he will be waudle o _ =it
consultation with the Snalieltn:-(kmam.
.c. to represent the Commonwealih,

a1
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THE COMMOMWEALTH oF AUSTRALIA,

Defendant,

sbreak of the present war, on 3rd September 1939, |
_' Iium; Security Aet No. 15 of 1939 expressed
_' Mh;u for the safety and defence of the s
= m "_I'I:lmuncn during the present state of war® | £
ation on 9th September 1939, Section § of that
ﬁlr Governor~General power to meke regulations,
O there were made under the Tational Security
'!mmt.m (Subversive Associstions) Regulations,
-n: the Commomwealth Gasette, amd therefore oum

or uninco te, the existence of
W order m lhd in the Gazette,

on, prejudicicl to the defence of the
m mum ot the war, is hereby

& respect of which a declaration is made in
m.a regulation shall, by force of

: lved,"

gi&m Mtl 17tk Jenuary 1941 and published in the

on » sume day and expressed to be made in pursusnce of

: hm mmﬂmm Geclared that, in his opinion the

.d‘ 'm Mﬁru wes prejudicial to the defence of the

wars The bodies
-qmmzan or mniuum known as Jehoveh's ¥itnesues

8 of Jelovah; The Wateh Tower Bible and Tract Sceiety;

!Il iln efficient prosecution of the

__m ‘Bible Students' Assoointion; The Adelalde Comvany



ﬁ, w m ntsmx Security (lrummn Assoc-
: mm as fozm-:-
: or place or part thereof which
.101: prior to ite having been
may, Af & Minister by order so directs,
ccordance with the provislons of the order so
i e house, premises or pluce or zm thereof
; .. Minister ie satisfied belonged to, or was
m of, or in the interests of, the body, and
1 mu.u prior to the body having been
' "'pt that regulation, the Attorney-General on
m. #n order wherein, after reciting -
lons of the regulation;
ni' the mmhﬂmul'l order of 17th January
1 premises were immediately prior to the date of
u&wa by one or more of the organisations
tn ilu m:'nm\-mcu]. t0 be unlawful; and
ace on each of the premises of property which

lt:lm to or was used by or oa behalf of or in the
: Mtu of such unlawful bodies, and

) wes present on the premises immediately prior to
- sueh bodies having been declared unlavful -

: m' were included as the operative words:=

;m. I; William Morris Hughes, do hereby direct

&. , Commonweslth Tnvestigation Sranch, in the

: e ln mu m of the sald rremises is situated ehell,
asalstance s he thinks fit, take possenaion or,

m eccupy the premises so n&ntaa;

2 -"{mi Yo nrlou ahall, except with the comsent of the said Inspector,
or on or enter or leave the snid premises;

y whatsoever shall, except with the consent of the

sal Iﬁm’ be brought into or removed from the said

Om 19th Pebruary 19;é & ¥rit was leeued out of the New
'nn Registry; of the High Court by Yechoveh's Witnesses, Watch
; m Bible & Tract Society, Internationsl Bible Students' Assccdation,
34 msn Publishing Co,, Adelaide Company of Jehoveh's Vitnesses,
m Mﬁn‘ CGo. Proprietary Limited, Sport Radio Broadcaste-
4‘ Company Limited,Atherton Tablelande Broade:sters Proprietary
m Port iugusts Broadeasting Company Limited, and Alexender




intiffs, against The Commonwealth of iustralia snd S N
‘that the Wations) Seeurity (Subversive
Regulations arc ultra vires the Commorwenlth

in that they contravene Section 116 of the
lon in that prohibit the free exercise of

! \ mmt the Regulations are ultra vires ao far

' ay and do prohibit the free exerolse of religion,
| that 80 much of the Regulations end orders and declar-
n ide thereunder a2 msy be velid have no application
ivities and exerciaze of the plaintif’s or any of

tion that the order and declaration of 17th Jenuary
invalid;
that the seizure, detention and oceccuration
mts of the real and personal property of the
5 wae unlawful and a trespass;
tion thet the purported revocation by the "ost-
QGeneral of the brosdcasting licences held by Alrssles
g Co. Proprietary limited, Sport Radio Broadeast-
) Limited, Atherton Tablelande Broadcasters
Limite and "ort Augusta Broadcasting Company
¢ was voild and of nc effeot;

declaration thet the use and occupation by the Postmester-

eral of the premises and equipment of Atherton Isblelands
Brosdcasters Proprietary Limited was iflegal and e trespses;

8. Damages,
ﬁm is informed thet of the five plaintiffs who were not
‘ to be unlawfal, Alexander MecOillivrey, who e sinse deceased
§ Jm and &n ordained Minister of Jehovah's Witnesses. He was
‘ém of The Wateh Tower Bible and Treet Soclety, and of the
mteraational Bible Students’' Associstion and sued om behalf of him-
fﬁ_iﬁf ‘," m the other members of Jehoveh's Witnesses. ?g:'ﬁ'emiung

N, Ol' eontrolled by or on behalf of Jehovah's Witnesses. Iach
rl Mth business of commercisl broadcssting stations, for the
atrmtm the religion and teachings of Jehovah's
PEred | m- On Sth Jenuary 131 those plaintiffs were directed to
T m "Mut.n. and on 7th February 1%4#, their licenses were
Bl Cowneel has herewith a gopy of the Statement of Cl.rsill snd

; i '_.' Statement of Defence in the action, es well ne o copy of the



i . ik
of 17th January, 1941 and the Attormey- :
m&'nmm of Mption was issued msking

_ 1ing '-th:.t defendants, pending the hesring of
 agaivet the plaintiffs in pursuance of the

re discussed; (2) restraining the defendants, pending
#m | mm. obstrueting the full and free exerclse
of their religion; restraining the defendente fron

n of the plaintiffs propert;.

: M His lmw- ‘mdvenced the suggestion that the whole
miiafeﬂ the Court in a simpler manner if sn
pespasc was instituted in the neme of one of the limited
se premises had been entered, The matter was adjourned
y 7.5 20
194X to enable Counsel for the plaintiffs to
 suggestion. “4s Honour's suggestion arcse out of his
informed as to four mattersi-
he extent to which unincorporated and voluntary organisations
Joined as plaintiffs, snd upon what suthority could euch
. un, not being legsl persons, be joined;
Now could 1t be said that incorporated bodies have religlofs
Belifs; | '
how eould it be shovn that Alexender HacOillivrey, deseribed
s suing "for himself and for sll the other individual
members in Australia of the above bodies, organicstions and
companies” was suing in s representative ecapacity;

l} m ‘en injunction be ed when the action was
‘&uu. uuamfov tu-lf’m " kR

 On 22nd jugust 1941 the motion was djemissed with eosts.

¢4 gide ] On 4th September 1341 there was issued out of the Few South
m of the High Court a writ of summons, wherein the

3 m m of Jehoveh's ¥Witnesses Incorporated claimed against
the Commcmwealth of Australia -

i3 ' 0 "’lo 4 perpetusl injunction restraining the defendant its

& Salys ~ servents or agents from continuing to trespase upon the
~~ land and buildinge known as Kingdom Hsll situste at Sturt
‘Btreet, Adelaide in the State of South Australia;
t. Damages for the said trespass;

- 3. Sueh further and other relief ms the nature of the ¢usefn,
g require.”

ek An spyearsnce was entered on 9th Oectober 1941 snd the

m of claim wes delivered on Lth Geptember 1341, with the ¥Writ.




-(é-bmun maezaumj Regulations, in so
: ibu making of the order are contrary to Seotion

'_m 1; the hpnnman that the p!.a!.ntifr was
] m- & ulu!ma body devoted solely to the exercice
: Mﬂl ﬂu allegation that the defendunt's setion

: “ ﬁ hﬂkﬂlﬂ -nm with the exercise of religion
(% 10 constituts aay saswed to the Defence,

i‘l m-muu is a joinder of 1ssue on the Rejoinder and
ed on the 24th November 1341,

ST 100 Damndies 301 14 was erranged between the parties

H m should be stood over generally, to be restored to
ii& n sevendeys' notice,

‘ ﬁl 29th October 1942 an spplication was made by the

to m nu Court for reatoration of the matter to the list



m mmh. therefore, to submit eertain
with & view to showing, to some extent, the history
‘of the orgenisstion which msy be deseribed as Jehoveh's

t should be noted that the term "Jehovah's Witnesses"
wman: to describe the sdherents to the beliefs of
s Or, alternatively, may be used to deseribe the members
¢ w« uﬁm: engaged in prectising and advocating
pte of the body. Furthermore, the Jehovah's Vitnesses,
_.h-mummumman of an organised body,
tﬁymummw m-mn. they deny that



'l.n..l. in 1909, Similarly, in later jears

3 =mm Imupantea. 8t111 ;aur on 30th

ety became vegistered in London U,R.
:Msnnzmmmumermmw
m Mta dssociation. From such beginnings
hl! extended to practicelly all parts of
‘m i!m control being exercised by the hesd

J vh "organisation” st Brooklym, NeXey UoB.de

ook The object of the origined Pemnsylvenien body was

"?Li% The purpose for which the corporation is formed is,
m dissemination of Bible truthes in various languages
h l_ of the publication of tracts, pamphlets, papers
ﬂmm documents, and by the use of a1l
: m lewful means which its Board of Directors, duly
3':'.' mﬂm shall deem expedient for the furthersnce
ot th purpose stated.” ;

Cleuse 3 of the Memorendum of Association of the

'm The eb:ut. for which the Associstion is estab-
'. lished sre:-

(a) To promote Christian knowledge by the dissemination
of Bible truths, orally and by the printed page,
and by mesns of the distribution of Biblees end the
printing and publicstion of Bible astudy helps,




nox Mng upon the sbove objects
e _' m ‘and to print, publish display

cm!.m or pﬂﬂhm that msy seem
"'hmamobmﬂ m aof them,

 caleulat, -mmmwmucrmmmm.
ﬁmmnm«rmmo, hire or
‘Otherwise m,. and to sell, exohange, surrender,
"lll-» mortgage, charge, convert, tum to account,
%ﬂl# &nd deal with any estate or interest in

| o8y lands, bullainge, essements, rights, privileges,
 mortgages, debentures, options, contracts, licences

¥ . or other rights, ana any real or persenal property
of eny kind Recessary or convenlent for the attaine
‘ ment of the objJeets of the Association ment lonmed
- An paragraph 3(a) hercof, and to erect, construct,

¢ 'm' alter, furnish, meintain and improve builde
| ings of a1) Kinds,
. Ib-ﬂd:c donstione to such persons and in such cases,
- .n_lhgl__!_“hv of -uh or other asaets, as may be




m. or otherwiss m,

_Mﬂﬂwﬁniuuﬂmwm, |
'mmcu.mummm-amm :
‘mtmm :

:M “llvmm a8 are ineidental or gune
'hMutmmwgm '

H'm mubject to the jurisdiction of the Gharity
® or Bownd of Bdugatien for England and Wales, the

mmm.u the incorporation of the Associs~

a Iﬂ diminigh or impair amy control or suthority exercise-

.gw the Ohancery Divisiom, the Gharity Comndssioners or the

{ d'm-urmmnmnm.msm shail,
M %7 miah property, be subjest folntly and sepevately to



mw dostrines and all elaiming to base
mmmmu. m.mmmwu

wﬂd is of firet importence to gain a knowledge and
mucmumuumummum




m and o1l things therein. Among others Me created
m and l‘h Mn overeser or mrlom of earth's ereation.



m end m:m-d %0 a lingering death”,
ng Lucifer's rebellion his name was changed so
he boeame imown as Satan, Serpent, Dragon or Devil, Satan

: : Although Satsn hed been sentenced to death
4 delayed the execution of that sentence of death
) time as the Devil might heve full end fair opportunity
ite the fallaey of his challenge, For this reason
to the Devil, sddressing him under the symbol of an

y ruler, to wit: "But for thic esuse have I alloved thee
_mhmumm-rwm;muouermt
“ﬁwﬂmﬁ-hwmwmnx the eerth”
. It is elaimed from the foregoing that “in God's
ﬂwmmmmnupm1moatmumnantheunh

~and that this must be done irmediately preceding the time
- when Jehovah God would exercise or demonstrete his unlimited
~power against Satem snd his cohorts”,

After the rebellion Jehovah God "announced his pur-
pose to produce a royal seed, that is a great ~overaing power,
which would set under Jehovah's command and would destroy Saten
and €11 his power”, That seed was Jesus Charist who justly
reoeived the title "The Faithful and True Witness", "Every one
who 18 a faithful follower of Christ Jesus, and who iz therefore




mm = &t least up to 19k - Beten
m fon in debeuebing the hearts of men by

_.mmhummmmm
,m«m "Uptotbpm

_wmwmﬂmto.mmm
H'ﬂ & Pelation of the story is not only tedious
Beve unnecessary, It 1s sufficient to say that
 methods have been by means of the three aystems
nﬁmummmwhm. (From the

!‘ﬁh at ome who is mot a Johovsh's Witness, ollegations




MMmﬁ-umW.

M 0 1ife and 011 the riahts ineident thereta,

*he Lord and try to ao the right shall

and at the end thareof will
. %m&mm the earth, Man, then fully

and haviag
peace shall




The promise

.’“-‘- M. shall live and not die.

m lliltm of Hell mnd that Lucifer was cast
.ZM thereto;
. The Teinity;
_ The existence of the Holy Ghost as an independent
~ Divine Person;
5 4 m Divinity of Christ either before or after His
. - Bie rmmctm end aseension by His own Divine
7. The imortality of the soul;
That man is made of e body snd soul;
The Beatifie Vision;
Purgatory;
The existence in heaven of the soula of men;
_ The Sacramental ayuu. exeept, perhaps, Baptism,
hm the above list, selsctions have been made at
 random; the doctrines cited should be interpreted in the
senses ador ted by recognised Christien religions; and the list
18 by no means sxuaustive - for example, Fehovah's Witnesses
deny such Catholic dootrines as Papal Infallibility, Apostolie
Succeesion, the Assumption, ete,

It seems appropriste to quote the following deseript-
~don of what the author salle "Rutherfordiem - The Oreat Anti~




"It is aati-Chriet, Anti-Chureh, Anti-Olergy, anti-Ssbbath,

) hu-lun-h. anti-Prohibition, anti-League of Nations, anti-
everything that orgenised Christianity stands for."

BN e hatn sheret eaviter 1n these Tastrustions tat the

n
i

".-‘- mm' has now extended throughout prastically the whole

1“ tm is evidence that the Australlan section of the "organis-
'nlm' 1s such that its existenee was prejudieial to the defence of
ﬁn Commonvealth or the effieient prosecution of the "ar,

EhLr The Commonweslth forms part of the terriroty of what
dﬂ be nuol the Australssian section of the "organisation,”

Australia Hong Kong

Burma Malays

Fiji ' Netherlands kast Indies
‘maagh Indo~China New Zealand

. and was eontrolled from what was known as the "Theoeratic Embassy"™
7 Beresford Road, Strathfield, under the leadership of a man named
Alexander MasGillivray, now deceased.
¥aeGillivray wae & Scotehman, and he came to the Commonwealth
in or about 1930, to a'sume to eontrol of the “organisation.” For
that purpose he was the Attorney under Power of Attorney given to him
by the English body, the Intermaticnal Bible students Assoclation -
an assostation ineorporated under the English Companies Act.

' The “"Organisation" extends throughout the length and breadth
of the Commonvealth, and 1t would seem that the title generally used
is that of the Wetch Twoer Bible and Tract Soeiety, Neither that
Soeiety mor the nternational Bible Students Association is registered
in the Registrar-Gensrsl's Office. Although usually the State
"organisations” are unregistered bodies, nevertheless, there are
at least tio registered bodies, 20 that they are legal entities.



1a m of IS i thonass. suimrmorated
soe 18 Tngorporaticn Aet 1929-1935 of South
» of the present ,laintiffe - and the Tnter-

nte Assosiation of Western Australia In-

It has ite own farms, the produce from
t& members who usually live in community

~ But, of scourse if a verson so informed em-
alleged truth, iz 1 reasonsble that sueh & peseon
e services to the "organisation®., The extent of his
nl the use to which his services might be put determine
ces asked of him. The ultimate object is probebly
m should engage in witnessing - that is, dis-
Iitl! truth either by the distribution of literaturs,
Playing gramophone reeords of Rutherford's speeches, engaging
S ia tngdor Mﬁt‘. M his duty might extend to the carrying
. d’ M = and so on, Pull-time witnessing would be im-
| Prasticsble, of course, with meny Jehovah's Witnesses. Some of
ﬁﬁ. -I be llll'hd, and becsuse of ecomomic eonditions could
r !llt m in spere-time witnessing; the same would apply
it ﬂl. to married women and to Jehovah's Witnesses -hose services
are wn-u in an sdministrative eapacity. Some, again, are
-m a8 priniers, timber m1ll hands, mechanics, olerical
| Workers, ste, But all Jehowah's Witnesses woul! do sons wite
_ messing evem if only in their spare time.




ming what 15 known as a "Sethel” Family or
' '_uhm receive wages; to each an

ﬁ-i,l m: work apart from its own
‘and M profits are made. 1IT necesssry, s separate
» e prepared in relation to the financial

-l the Australasian section of the "organisstions.”
of m, they are separate entities. They are Alrsales
g m mnﬂlhrz Limited, incorporated in Mew South

.- Imwu in Quecnsland, and Port Augusta Brosdesating
'“bin Iimited, incorporated in South Australis. These companies

s

- the radio ststions known respectively as £HD, SKA, LAT snd
ﬁu shares of each company sre held by leeding witnesses

H an order made by the Chief of the Navel Staff of the
i hl*ﬂ Auptrolian Nav,, easch of the sbovementioned broadcasting




. M‘ in his affidavit in support of
. an interim injunction, which hee been
ndl mn:vm stated:-

'ﬁpﬂm of .‘rahm‘s Witnesses, The sole aim
008 m whut; of the msid voluntary Association

: 'G lﬂmtim is drewm to the comtention of the

1t the plaintifr, being sn unlawful body and @issolved,

: Wlﬂ cannot sue. iny submissions on this
mwm“m decislon of the Court as to

o } of the orgsnisation is very extensive, ané has been
"“‘ a view to obteining therefrom illustrations of the

e M P+ 26,27,
' :-' "hat 15 the great erisis nov impending?
_ It da a time of trowle that will completely wreck ever; state
_ ﬂ institution of the word, destroy religion and religious




m 1M|wmromnorsn the nations

m upon destruetion, "
- ®Sush work" (i,e. of Tenovsh's Titnesses) "1a

’ ulmmiu the people of God's pursose to
mﬁm 81l other instruments of the Devil,"™
#z.m see lnddoelaro that this is the day of

| ﬁl(ﬁ that socn he will destroy ever; vestige of

_'-'.j ﬁ 8 m aﬁlﬂ!u the wicked mile of thige L[ P
- hs Tirst vorla power. That government defied
: m end mﬁu persecuted and oppressed those people who
fh_l. “That wu power was destroyed. The eourse taken

mlm Fegypt was followed by other worla powers,
Assyris, Babylon, ¥edo-Persia, Greece and Rome......All
lhnmn went to destruction.
¥ .. W dominate the peoples
m claim to be Christisn nations, but the; proceed exnctly
4 m to th Seachings of Jesus Christ.........In all of
'# m- religion is employed as a means to keep the
M i lgnorsmce of Jenoweh's truth........the religions

Today the nations
of the earth, These

nn precticed by the governments of each art dismetricelly




i m have s!.mn: foiled. A1l must
nam and oomnl of men have fanna. to
' i aﬂaﬁu&m government " 3

v

_ "Monarchies, democracies, aristocracies,
m, mu and Weszis, and sll euchlike efforta to rule,
m m away at mmn end will soon be forgotten”,

f‘* lﬂr _h all Mtl.m are against the Theoeraey, will all be

.L»r

Vi m ""f?" will be destroyed, but not sll people of all




LI0 cl* mm the validity of the National Security
-.m-um) Regulations,end of the orders made there-
m‘u the whole organisstion of Jehovah's

-ﬂkw&u no point will be taken so faphs the
ﬂtﬂh plaintife with the organisation is

concerned,-
m to above concerns itself wisn the linking
ature to the organisstion,
. me from the literar; publications, certain
#_m other sotivities of the orgenisation can be maduced
€. Counsel's attestion w11l be drawn, in conferemce, to
mm of the Muun 8z to which evidence can
4y and approrriste action will be taken 1n accordance with

: mmwmn.

The plaiatiff has alleged that the Regulation
%ﬁnm-ﬁoﬁm&mlnm on the ground that they

i m Section 116 of the Commonwealth Constitution. That
'-;ﬁ!ﬂn provides:= :

‘lh Commonwealth shall not meke any law for establishing any

m. or for imposing religious observance, or for
mlhj the free .:i of any religion......"

. mmm-mhumbeasmdmphmurr
I'u)r in partieular ere "for prohibiting the free exercise of
m* Ia this comnection Counsel is edvised that,

44

on
'L Oecasions eince the organisation became unlawful, Alexander




y of” mm ¥. Russell Cantwell, Conneeticut
Vol. 126 p. 1 to 8 and 310 y,3, Pe 296, in which

‘A8t & munieipal law imposing certain

upon solicitations for religious

infringement of the constitution,

Mna Sehool District v. Gobitis, 310 u.a. 586
|| #8¢ concerning the achool ceremony of saluting the Flig.

T 5%5 m ¥. United States, 95 1,5, 15;
(sl |
' .E»._‘ m . m: 133 U.8. 31;

nes i Judgments were delivered
ﬁm June 1342 by the Supreme Court of the United States,
and of which

il b Judgments a copy 1s available for Counsel's

¥ Counsel 1a also referred to the case of Herbert v.
{&1 BL.L.R, p. 370) in which the Supreme Court held that
2A of the New Zealand Public Safety Emergency Regnlations
: uwa, being reasonably capable of being a regulation

1. Mmmumu the public safety or defence of New

3 Mﬂuﬂu maintensnes of publie order or the sufficient
m of the war,

<. Other imericen caces ememug Jehovah's
mz- Fieholls. v. School Committee
MV. Landstrom (120 A,L.R. 646).

Titnesses
of Iymn (110 A.L.R. 377); and

It 1s thetontention of the Commonwealth that




lnl ntlur profane, as opposed to snered,
ﬁn subsequent polie; has been to allow the free
. m of their religion, but to prevent anything
'mmmmmrtmmmortha

m::. the setion was taken by the Commonwealth
mm power, Lo secure the defence of the

-fm that, in time of war, the defence power is
_mtﬂum undresmed of in time of pesce, and is
h such & way as to deprive persons of eertaln liberties

A law such as the National Security Act and the
‘and orders made thereunder, is avowedly masde, in time
‘and omly for the duration of the war, for the protection of
» 80d is therefore an exereise of the defence power, Tt

reise of ite religion has been interfered with, the defendant

m,lmthemtthu the lew concerned is an exercise of
ol bm power, and 1s not "for prohibiting the free exercise of
q m-w and that, if it incldentally infringes on such

Counsel has raised the point that the validit; of
mlm may be attacked from anpther engle. The point may
tusnm the executive has no power tc frame a punitive, as

' nm from & precautionary regulation, which rould have a
?ﬂiﬁu result without the intervention of the Judiciary. In this

] -‘m the difference between the National Security (Subversive




that the latter preserves the right by which
hed, ﬂ'm the former ymrport to dissolve

o _mnwumtmumm

g \liﬁ-naﬁw to be ocousidered the question of
'inem-Gmmmo into the cvidence upon

'al scted in meking his order of 17th January

Ml and that the Council wes of the opinion
‘i_tm to the Governor-General was justified,
It 1= pointed out in this comnection that, in ex
 (a reported in 41 K.B.D. 72) the Court of Appeal

g 1lation 18B(1A) of the Defence {auuaml) Regulat ions,
h moke the order If the Secretar; of State had
The Court held that it was not its
. I'WWNM@M!’.M Seeretary of State

_ _V'Ia have ressonable maﬂ, or any grounds for his opinion.

A1l metters of formsl evidence have been provided
lﬁ m matter will be hesrd in Nelbourne on 23rd Tovember 1342
m will please appear Tor the defendsnt.



o, 5 of 1941,

ﬂiwtl:b'ltﬁh Tower

’b:w * Trect -ety, Internstional
 Bivle sgmma' Aaammgagi. n,
s g o

Compeny of Jehove a!.‘ i

Redio Broadcasting Compeny Limited
Atherton wab%we; mﬁeut»:‘ 1
Froprietery » Port Augus

' Broadoasting Ucompeny Limited, sna

- Alexander lee“illivrey for himself
and for all the other 1m1um
members in Avetralie of the sbowe
bodies orgenisations and companies,

Plaintifes

The Comuoaweslth of Australia and
the Post Master Cenernl,

sh's Witnesses is a mumerou class of |
ippers having no rules or constitution of menber— R ?
"""_ammum:wmummc | ed
&Mmammm wlaahebd‘ut

i-tm th to Divine preaent but in its general
88 & oreed aad bedy of doctring for the spiritual




: '-m which distinguishes the religlous faith
; ; ym by Jehovah's "itneases,

'mM“mm Company of Jehovah'e 'itnesses" is a

2

‘?m assoolation insorporated wnderthe Agcoeisiions Incor-
_ ’mm 1929-1935 of South Australia and is composed ex-

, :_ m of members of the elass of Jehovah's Witnesces, The
TR m m objeet purpoge and agtivity of the said voluntary
Mﬁtﬂl anl of the nsald members in forming it and carrying

“ on is the exercise of the religion of Jehovah's Witnenses,

i e
i
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Mstm Go, Proprictary Limited" ,
g Oompeny Limited," "ithewton Teblelends

_;"lm‘hﬁ liability companies inecorporeted in

tutltm to sue im and by their sata corporate
H M in which are owred or sontrolled by or on

_ tn um issued to them by the Post lestep
__ m ng stations were mainteined and used
l -r-d Y

m of mthg the religion and teachings of

z -ﬂm&n Hee®111ivrey is a member and en opdained
'M’s Witnesses, He is alszo & menber of the
mxt and Tract fociety and of the International

, Mﬂdlth and is suing herein on behalf of
u-u m individual members in Australis of the

'mmu 3 of the num Securd

: ions) Regzulations it 1o pmtzl.w

' it » DY N,w pnblm in

: o

'» m to be in hi his opinion, m:uaiain

th or the
m, is thersby Geclared to ‘be unla'g?‘

re 1 Amumanmw Baron Cowrie
‘Denerel aforesaid, aoting wiih tno adviee

ve Counoil do, by this opder declare
on, the existence of the following

on or organisations known asg
ﬂhnsu or the Witnesses of Jehowah,
Tower Bible & Tract Soclety,

Bible Students Aezoeliation,
of Jehovah's 7itnessas, and Consolation

b G e




; Cammonweslth,
' M annrorm
u?&‘n‘m ﬂ; £ our

W, N, BUGHES,

ister of State for Defenece Co~ordination,
pmtshlll with the purpose and

‘ uﬁ mm all the exercises and

_'ot the m:l Opder the cwmmealth of
y end by force or the threat of forece
| and prevented members of the Plaintiff
ﬂiw-pmi_c worship snd rrovmm the -

1th r qlnanm Jenuary 1541 wrongfully
upo ;ﬁﬂm-lnis.atmmum in New Jouth Wales and

snamwa the occupants of the premises
: a -unu mmm part of the mnmu




th on end sinee Jenuery 18, 1941 wrongfully
n and cccupied and trespassed wpon premisss owned
| by the Tnternatiemal Bible Students' Asgoolation
me in the State of Vietoris.
2941 the Commonwealth for the purpose alleged in
11 hereof ¢ ongfully and without lawful authority
by order to Girect the plaintiffe Airsales Broad-
o, Proprietary Limited, Sport Redio Prosdeasting
Limited ted, Atherton m Teblelands Broadcasters Proprietary
and Port Agusta Broadcasting Company Limited Lo close
ive brosddasting stations operated by the said
 and to cease to transmit programmes therefrom. The
18 submit that such order was void end of no effeet
_m it was made for the purpose of suppressing the
0 .: ) of the said broadcasting stations as stated in para-
8 hereof and secondly because the said order wes made
m suthority having regard to the true meaning of

gfu entered upon and took possession of and trnpnul
#ﬂ ﬂn premises owned snd ocoupied by the plaintiff Atherton
_m Broadeasters Proprietary Limited at Atherton Queens-
o .W and wholly exeluded the scid plaintiff snd its servants
.(Hitml and the oceupants of the said premises from such
' m including the residentisl portion thereof which exelus-
| fom of the said plaintiff by the defendants is still continuing.
o BN On Pebruary 7, 1941, the Post Master General with the object and
| m of suppressing and preventing the religious activities
of the plaintiffe end not otherwise purported to revoke the four
‘1icences for wireless broadessting then current in favour of the
~ plaintiffs Airsales Broadcasting Co, Proprietary Limited, Sport
 Radio Broadossting Company Limited, Atherton Tablelands Hroad-
easters Proprietary Limited, and Port Augusta Froadeasting Come
~ pany Limited in respect of the broadeasting stations omned
M mnmw each of them respectively.




21,

e PR —— e e B < A

6.
By reason of the premises, the Commonvealth snd the Post Waster

' Qemeral have wrongfully probibited and obstructed the free

exercise by the plaintirfs of thelr religion,

'm Defendants are still committing and threaten and intend
unless restrained by this Court to continue the commiszcion of
the trespasses and other wrongful acts herein set forth to the
further serious injury and demage of the plaintiffs,

In addition to committing the wrongful acts hersin speeifically
alleged the Commonwealth with the object and purpose herein-
before mentioned snd in purported pursuance of the order set
forth in Paragraph 10 hereof has on and since denuary 18,1941
entersd upon occupled trespassed upon and converted to its own
use other land buildings equipment and chattels belonging to

‘the plaintiffs.

THE PLAINTIPFS THEREFORE CLAIN: -

(a) A declaration that the National Security (Subversive
Assoelations) Regulations are ultra vires the Common-
wealth Parliament because they contravene Section 116
of the Commonwealth Comstitution in that they prohibit
the free exercise of religion.

(b) A Geclaration that the said regulations are ultra vires
and invalid so far as the regulstions and orders snd
declarations made thereunder may and do prohibit the
free exercise of religion snd that so wuch of the
regulaticns and orders or declarations made thereunder
as may be valid have no application to the plaintiff
bodies or to the plaintiff MaeGillivray.

(8) A declaration that the order and declaration of 1 th
January 1941 purporting to be made under the ssid
regulations and purporting to have the effect of
rendering unlawful the organisstions mentioned therein
is invelid.

(@) A declaration that the purported revocation by the Fost
Master General of the broadcast licences held by Adirsals
Broasdeasting Co, Proprietary Limited, Sport Radio Broad:
casting Company Limited, Atherton Tablelands Broadeaste

Proprietery Limited ana Port Augusts Broasdeoasting Comps



for m to end conversion of the B i
| and property, and for all other acts of the defendants
: mmamma to be unlawful.

_ FRANK LOUAT,
Counsel for the Plaintiffs,

| num of 17 0'connel A B i Skttt
the m phmm






Nos 8 of 1941,

JEHOVAR'S WINNESORS, WATCH TOVER
BIRLE * TRAQT SOCIETY INTTRVATTONAL
BIBLF BTUDITRSY AS30CTATION,
CONBOLATION PUBLISHING co, ILBEI.AH:F
COM ANY OF JRHOVAM'S WIT)Hu 878
S RO IEED INCORPORATED, AIRSALWS BROADOASTING
11§ 23418 : ﬁﬁh:Sﬁﬁﬁﬁiﬁ“ﬁﬁxzké*ésﬁﬂnnffP?ixmrn
5 ]‘ i fir! ™ ATHERTON TAR LA DB BROADCASTERS

o T BTl PROPRIFTARY LIMITED, PRy AVGUTSTA
BROADDA' TING C“WP'FY LIMITE o4 SIS i

ALRXANDER MACGILLIVBAY for himself
and for 811 the othep individuel
members in Austealiancf the pboye
bodies orgenisntions &nd companies

54 ST Plaintirse

PCLTA iR SR
=fnd-

THE COMMONWYAL/™M Op AUSTRALIA and
the POSTHMAS TER=GENARAL

De fendante

plhintu‘r Jehovah's Witnesene is n numerous

haﬂng no rules p eeuatituticm of

.-ungm the aereudanta g4y that they do
"EHD aa&d G}Iantinng or any port of‘ any of

.

tm mﬂd pmaruph £ nllegos that the
B %i&tjﬂtr 1; 8uch asscciation is the

X e 1y




1! ﬂlaﬁ.on to the interprstation mentioned in
1 iil Qtntmnt of Claim,

wa zfq;zs,-gs_o_n of the plaintirf Jehovan's
®8 matters and thinge which do rot constitute the




‘Ué’!&ﬂ‘lm e preligion or purt of a religion.
@o 00 mach of parageaph 9 of the Statement of

gulations and not otherwise and save ne aforesaid
deny ft}‘i@@"_'ﬂiiecnfzom in the eaid peragrapb and

B SRS

b S

~and in ;ewm mwr to so much of the sald paragreph
the members of' the

parnose of

_W‘". tﬁnt the defendants prevented

: Wm 'mm mts:'ing or nging halls for the
ny that they

ﬂm‘f H‘.l.igﬁ.nuu exercises and devotion de
Oﬁ’ M 80 mwntea the members of the plaintiff

Muhn tharuata agthorined under

and in accordanc




4,

sln necordance with the said lset mentioned
wmapw,lca. In further snewer to the said leet
the defendants say that the booke papers and
heé to were dulr taken possessicn of by a

ccords o€ r&th the mvisions of ncgulatton
"".mmty {mmuiva ﬁasoemuoﬂs) Reg-




' tirf Iutamtinnnl Bihle Studente’ fsecciation

mm in pmgmph 15 of tha Statement of
qnl mw one of the anegat ions.

1 i
JIE
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K
i
F
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"mn#nmg of the Tele»z-apn Act 1909 and o

: t\?uﬂh Jay of Januspy one thowaand rine :
el

ﬁM mww oi‘ the Govenor General in and over

h in his opilalon rendered it desirable in
;ﬁa iutkmiss an ‘officern of the drfendant Commo.=

'-Lﬁﬁdfeontmol thereof by order dnly fnde under ' ' 2

R
Miﬂﬁ xwtmntiened Aet so directed and thepe— j e
3 “ed o8 aforesaid took
hes cuntinued in con-
otherwise, Save as
dw the anegauans contained in the gaid
Meach ‘and every one of the said allegations,
zmh 18 the defendants say thet the

'ww re:ﬁemd to were duly revolked by the Nist

u or-t:h.e Natlonal Security (General)

aww a8 aforesnid the defendants deriy

® 'Mnn oenupiad. or of which possession
m of" m :ln moordanos with the provisions

'm It aﬁdnam the defendants deny the allegations
m_.ﬁﬁ Iﬂtmtiom paragraph and ereh and every one

g m mt that Jehovai'e Witnestes, Watch Tower

ltf; Tuterantional Bible Btudents' Aspocintion, and




4 ‘ p
s ? &5
Y h‘m dhc}.nsa no right entitllog them to soe

ir said names and the defendants further sube

: é:;n.n ae seks for sn injunction in respeect -oif
ﬂﬂé‘@ 53“ fﬁﬂh in paragraph (i0) of the

eghd ko show thet the order and declareti n se' forth

2 claim for relief upon the gronnd thet nothing

i




"'-ﬂff,
WWMﬂuem mﬁuafﬁh A

day of ¥ay 1941,

Coursel for the Defendante.




g order declasre
of the fellowlng

ﬂ‘: of the Componweelth and the
i:hmwgntwgu. r
‘Gay of Jamuary - ar our :
»d mine bundred snd forty-one, mnd



_Mq nmnuom that sey house,
rw ‘whioh was oveupied by a body
having iﬁou @eclared to be unlawful may,

e ceenpied in secordmnce with the

U' or on behalf of, or in the intereste of,
&Mn Mlately prier to the body heving

ﬂm thouuud nine hoadred and forty-one,

ﬁ;lmlntions kpown ne Jehovah's ; b
tregses of Johowvah,

lw! Teaet Gocintys BEd : Ol
m thm' mqutntiam

1 -5@--“91&8!@6 that there woe on erch of the onid

" which te:.onw Lo, or wos used by or sp hehal? afy

ﬂ“ﬂuu of the sald subversive assoeintions sod which




utmtea umx.
& posseseion ot. :_,-.- -l
o.lawdl _ [§53% Al tglieed

n conment of the said i ke
”W&Quﬂ. tﬂ“i

#@ + with the eonsent of
0 or removed from the

'.!’

e

Gy

& __;,’q

e, .ra{,. )

. ""Q.'-f""']l'l‘ -I'-. X




m‘mﬁﬁm b

| letasaer.

m {olu s rw'ﬁ*.e..'m m? msmaz.z.\.
3 etondant,

of mt’m*‘f We cowoand you thot within
o this weit on ou laelusive of the day

s 1L T —

"'ma an op esrance to be entaped for voa

mn- in sn action qt the auit of

“‘,’,{ J. . WARDMAN, .
' atrict Regivtrar, : : ] Tt

: twelve cphndnr B ml:h,a 3

y withing eix oﬂandu

_-!.._';:'ml, including the

be Mmd b the Defendant either
at the ‘nhtrict &agﬁ.ntry of tha High

Wmo ua st :ebn npt ion be
ed or ot the Principal Registry




a
-

cdnt!‘u‘nilﬁj to Areryass .
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mmtm sssoedation imeorporated under the
Aot 1929-1935 of Jouth rustrelin and entitled

8 Plaintiff was i exclusive possesson and
Mn lni buildings kuown se “ingdom Hall

ide in the State of South iustralia.

. : 1941 the Defendant by ite eervent
m entered the seid land ond buildlngs of i b

0 and intends to repeat and continue the ..
restrain the Defendunt ite serventes aemd |
relief as the nsture of the cdse ny require
day of SEPTHEMBER, 1541,
hia i3 R, O, M, TENOON :
¥ Solieitor for the Flaintiff T
ISR 17 0'Connell street
PR g Sydney,
a mtmt of Claim is Filed by TMussell Jaek Nillep
.r': M of l? 0'Connell :trewt, sydney, the solicitos
ﬁ%‘ﬁ#& abovenimed Plaintify, >
m.'”'gsz.)‘ .
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| fm:z' e o smovats Vi
it Izmox?om‘m. . i L=y

SR it S .
i m COMNONMEALTH OF AUSTRALIA,

_ ORDER.
By Iis Frxeellency the uovcmar-

: AN in aud over the
PR : Oommonwenlth of Australis.

falation 3 of the Hational Security
. one | hmlotlems it le provided that
te or unincorporate, the existenes of which
» by order publiehed in the Oazette,
> be in :m opinion, prejudicial to the defence of
llh'ﬂh or the efficient prosscution of the wnr, is
, 1 to be unlawfals
ifore 1, Alexender Core Arkwrircht, Baron
nersl aforrsnid, reting with the
tm Pederal Rxecutive Council do, by thie order
m An my opinion, the exietence of the following

L e
- Th mntm or organiestione known s
L h'e Witnesees op the Witnesses of
E m 'rem Bible and Tranct Society;
Internstional Bible Studente' Associstion;

The Adelaide Company of Jehoveh's Witnewses: and :
m:tut:ton Publishing Co.

ial to the defence of the Commonwe  lth and the




the Peal of the amumnlth.
GP#'N' Jannary, iu the gear of -
¢ nine hppdred and Torty-ons, snd
r of m Majesty"« relgne 1

' '_'_-_oanr & Cormand
.Gm

hnlmﬂ to beo unlawful snd war Jiesolved.

‘mumt deules the allegat lon contained fn

ed paragraph and each and every one of the

o paragraph & of the Gtitemont of Glaie the defe




- of Gatw hesln the defondent
L1shed 10 the Oomsonverith

T ! s I

and by Toree of regulations
3 f\émﬂﬂ Ageacintions) Reg-

=l T ¥

el
| %

th dsy of Dotober, 1941,

D W e iaK)

\Soliesitor Too the Commonwealth
_ ahdl Solicitor for tne Defendent,
0, Gommonweslth Bank ‘Chsnbers,
ClO8=130 FAtL dtreat, Sydney.




5 CONPANY OF JEROVARYS
SES 1ICORPORATED

DEPERNG E.

H.P.E, WHITLAM,
Crown Solicitor for the Commonwealth,




--,.'""u“‘“"" tl!nt on and ;prlor to tm

| meventeenth day of jaunary 1341 the
y«ln}u!m wos 8 society or cmsnna.m-

myn !ncamrnted under the prwiniou

aﬂ' M Agsociations Incorporstion

: Aet' 192941935 of South Auetralies

X h m. ap aforesaid the plamtiﬂ' join

m on the Defence herein.

'-8._ Ta farther nnsm to the Date'aea and

| with reference to the Order of ﬁm

| seventeenth day of January therein

| set forth the Plsintiff says that the
five bodies or ng:a.tiom referred
to by neme fn the said Order inelud-

~ ing the plaintiff were at all material
u;-u nuginas hnﬂ:an or organisat-

fons devoted to the exercice of the

Miatm. relizion of Jehovah's :
ws_inaf-iu- and that tha sole sim ob=
jeat purpose and activity of the esid
‘bodies or orgenisaticns snd esch of
them ineluding the plaintiff wee at &

 materinl times the exercise of the

. eald relijion,




THok -:lng md prowntmg all the ns.a
. exereiges and sctivitice of the

bodies or organisnti-ns rnmed in
| the snid Nrder including therein

the ure mnd oscupstion by the plaie= =

tiff of the epid land anG btmildinse
in the manner audl for the pupcoge

ment ioned in pnra@rﬁph 4 heveofs

\§n farther ancwer to Lhe Defence the
‘piaintn’r submite thet the eald Ordez
of the seventasnth dayr of "ommrr
| 1941 and the National Security
(subversive Assoeintions) Reg-
© ulations so fas no they parport te

e suthoriee the daking of the eaid

'Gﬁwump&et of tha boueau
muﬂm tm&ia nmﬂ m £
rary to mnm 116 of the
"th Gﬂubﬂtut:l.an ln tut




| % :




B 219th Y OF  NOVESBER 19b1,

mmmmmwmum
mumuw 3, and 4, of the Replication

(2.7, 5. WRITLAM)
£l Crown Solieitor for the Comonwealth
T 1 sl 3olleitor for the Defendant
i Componwealth Benik Chambers
108-120 ittt Strect,
Sydney.

-
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LA Weston, K.C.

Crown Solicitor for the Commorsweslth.
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UNDER Ui, NATIONAL SECURITY
ACE 1930+
L NDR-GE RAL in and over the Commonwealth
‘pmlin,_._acﬁng with the advice of the Federal Exceative
iy make the followins Regulations wader the Nafional

Governor-General,

: ﬁ?"iﬂigszmHengy"S--C?ommand,

for and on behalf of fhe
for Defence Co-o

Numoxar Srcvarry (Rerssraresest iy Crvie Estrrovarest)
Reeuratrons.

tions may be cited s the Napional Security cittion.
ivil Employment) Regalations,

2—(1) In thes Regulutions, © war sorfice " nieins— Dafultion.

() the service of 4 member of the @itizen Forces when called
out for war service in pursufince of the Defence Aot
1903-1939, or during continuoy : training under that Aot
or the Noval Dafence Aot 191 B-1034, o' the dir Foreo

At 19235 or E\
(%) the continucus service under any of those Acts of any

:.Eerson who volunteers and is aficepted for sueh seivies
uring the present war, ¥

rendered war serviee,
*person. for the timn
;

h . k.
(2)) Any reference in these Regulations tc‘i‘iuu employer shall, in

relation to any person who 'is| rendering or ha
be construed s meluding a reference 1o any

- (4) carrying on any undertalcing oy servige in which the first-
mentioned person was employved imr?diuteiy prior to the
commencement of his war service; Yor

* Notiled 10 the Comingnicenlth Gozeree on , 1080,
I]M&.—-:-S}‘BE.II.JH}?B,-——PN(F . LR 5P :




89th October, 1942,

| ADELATOE COMPANY OF JMNOVAN'S WITWESSES INCORPORATID
s THE COBDTWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA.

m the ALt nareGonernl woe in Malbourne at‘:ﬂﬂ'hly, he
M6 80 Sake the accesoary sclion Lo iave thic sotion heard

‘Sowrt befare the and of the yoar

. Be Tha seticn wee ingbltuted in the Mew Jeulh Wales Remdatey
wﬁ 1 agcewrtained fveuw the Jopuly Coowa Solicitor, nay

April 1948 e Justice Stario haf dlrected that
@d0 an aobion by cebovai's rituesses aud Cthers v. The
il OF Austwalis and another should be baiten out of the Court f
Bl B0 BuL Peslored Lhereto until id days’ motice of I
Oued be gilven Ly either of the partios. <

_ 8 A Chamber Sumwns saa taken out Ly me on tho SS%h O

y #¥duci Regdelay ol deilourne anldng for an Order thot
. = i B0 the oaues Ligl Tor trial and that a date a
: e £or the heardng oi e achion. .

& I el compunlocted witd r. Aldormien, Counsel for the
2 o0 whe 15 ia Helvourne, ami had Informed hinm of the pro
B8 _Ebe dddorman sS0%ed Ghot he woudc s000PY gerv oef
wiich was ddrocted to Moe bedole lewton, the pledis

" Oe UM wowmdng Nr. Aldcymen end Heedl appsarad bLefove Hip N
v Justice Siarke in Chambere on Ghe hgaring of the Summors.

Axlor leoussloy vossitde Gates for srisl of ke action,
Salalof Lot &8 he prolubly would not bubrocseding 4o
Wouls restore the action %o the Aiet of censse Tor &

NG ans thob e would w0 1t ps oo s pogaitle, probabiy
sonclusion of hearirg of the indictments in the Canteans
Uz el W e iy houevey, thot in the
ény Of the Caniocus cases Wreaking dOWN or not beiny proessded
Sonld Foey Lo procoesd with ho trdal of thie actlon,

Rotious that If the plalntif? was

8 actlon, proeeedings woeulc net be continued in
8 Uitneases & OrFe. Ve The Cowsnseaith of Anstwelis &

i M%’
—— _J;w

Aoz, e
_P...'F GBU!BF'MS Dﬂ%ﬂn‘ (F. ) ¥ CT-MW]
‘3;:: Df0rmanion : Deputy Crown Solieitar. ; ,

il =
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Ch;m i‘ﬁfim‘l
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SECURLTY SERVICE

Canberra, AC.T., 17th Septemberl9 42,

d to refer to your letter of the 22nd Nay
in regard to the abovementioned matter, and
the - paragraph thereof wherein you stated as

made shortly by the other side, I
her steps should not be taken by the
have the claim struck out for want of

you may now consider whether the time has not
hen r;ze definite zction should be taken to have this
k out?

A Wm. Jd. MaeKay.7
Director-General of
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. COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA.

[TORNEY-GENERAL'S DEPARTMENT.

EM
MINUTE PAPER.

The organization known as Jehovah's Witnesses
and its associsted bodies were declared unlawful on
i?th January, 1941.

On 19th February, 1941, the organizations
concerned issued & writ against the Commonwealth and,
on 22nd August, 1941, this action was dismissed. In
dismissing the action, His Honour Mr. Justice Starke
suggested that the guestions at issue could be more
readily determined by & simple action for trespass.

The Adelalde Company of Jehovah's Witnesses
Incorporated issued a fresh writ on 4th September, 1941,
claiming a perpetual injunction against the Commonwealth
from continuing to trespass on its land and damages for
such trespass.

This action came before the High Court on 29th
April, 1942, Counsel for the Commonwealth was instructed
to oppose any adjournment and to do everything possible to
bring the matter to finality as soon as possible. Counsel
for the plaintiffs applied for an adjournment on the
ground that great difficulty was being experienced in
presenting its case by reason of its attorney, Mr.
Alderman, being ill with dengue fever.

The Court directed that the causes be taken out
of the Court's list for trial and not restored until
fourteen days' notice of restoration be given by either
i party. His Honour intimated that Counsel for the
plaintiff should inform the Commonwealth of any progress
mede by Mr. Alderman in recovering his health,

The Director-General of Security has inguired
as to when the case is likely to be heard as he has a
number of matters outstanding which could be readily
dealt with if he knew something definite in regard to
‘the disposal of the appeal.

Mr. Alderman telephoned me from Adelaide on

16th July.stating that he was proceeding wish-Mrr—dFustioe

to Darwin on official business and, on his return,
he would be going to Port Moresby on Commonwealth business.
He expects to be absent for about two months in all and
is desirous that the case should not come on in his
absence, Mr, Aldermen again referred to the possibility
of a settlement.

| It is now sixteen months since the original writ

was issued and, as the High Court will be sitting 1n Sydney
only next month, instructions are desired as to whether

the Commonwealth should, in view of Mr. Alderman's r?quest,
give notice of restoration of the cause to the Court

1ist. 3 M ’t&T:.)E L

% . - gf‘




3 The organization known 88 Jehovah's Witnesses
4f 0 -« .. and ite apsociated bodies were declared unlawful on
st iy " 17th January, 1941. '
; On 19th February, 1941, the organisations
¢ » . . . congerned isstied & writ against the Commonwealth and,
il i ; ""on 22nd August, 1941, thig sction was dismlaesed. In
ey : ’ Tg:;uissing the action, His Honour Mr. Justice Jtarke
o Rl S e ; gested that the guestions at imsne could be more
N B readily determined by a simple action for trespass.

ey : The Adelaide Company of Jehovah's Witnesses

: “Incorporated issued & fresh writ on 4th September, 1941,
gl o : claiming a perpetual injunction egainst the Commonweslth
e Tfrom eontinuing to trespass on its land and damages for
R e such trespass.

F R . Thie action came before the High Court on 29th

i e o e ol April, 1942, Counsel for the Commonwealth was instructed |
. to oppose eany adjournment and to do everything possible to

bring the matter to finality as soon as possible. Counsel
for the plaintiffs applied Tor an adjournment on the
ground that great difficulty was being experienced in
presenting ite case by reason of its attorney, Mr.
Alderman, being i1l with dengue fever,

The Court directed that the causes be taken out
_ of the Court's list for trial and not restored until
© 7 'fourteen daye' notice of restoration be given by either
party. His Homour intimated that Counsel for the
“plaintiff should inform the Commonwealth of any progress
made by Mr, Alderman in recovering his health.

The Director-General of Security has inguired
as to when the case is likely to be heard as he hae a
number of matters outstanding which could be readily
dealt with if he knew something definite in regard to
the disposal of the appeal.

Mpr. Alderman telephoned me from Adelaide on
16th July,stating that he was proceeding with Mr. Justige
0'Bryan to Darwin on official business end, on his retarn,
he would be going to Port Moresby on Commonwealth business,
He expects to be absent for about two months in all and
A8 desirous that the gase should not come on in his
absence. Mr. Aldermen again referred to the possibility
of a settlement,

It 15 now sixteen months since the original wrig
was issued and, as the High Court will be eitting in Sydne-
only next month, imstructions ere desired ae to whethep
the Commonwealth should, in view of Mp., Alderman's reques
giv: notice of restoration of the cause to the Court's '
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P

with this
Order,
consumption,

nwxmwmmmuwm
National umg (Tea Control) Regulations, the Tea Control
the following Order -

m 1s This Order may be cited as the Tea Control Order Noe 3,
 pefinitions. 2., In this Order, unless the contrary intention eppears =

"household consumption” mesns all ormm:{:ion of tea, other
than tea consumed in any hospital, public or charitable
institution, boarding esteblishment, residential
establishment, cafés, restaursnts, or similar cztering

establislments or consuned by group ©of conswners
w:hwmm neﬁ?}ormmmtm

"Rationing Authority” meens authority sppointed by the
Board to be m’natzom ﬁhonw ggﬁ"max of

be 8. Except under and in accordasnee with the provisions of
iined or Order, a person shall not obtain or gttempt to obtain any
lied only &u%nnﬂer gnid a retailer shall not supply, or offer
ttempt supply, sny tea for sny purpose vhatsoever.

54

o) Exeept 8s horeinafier provided, any person over
years of age shall be entitled to a retion of two ounces of
for household consumption per fortnight.

~ (2e) A pereon entitled to a ration of tea shall register
retailer for a pericd of six monthse

&) Rationa for houschold consumption msy be purchased
retailer once each 4 wecks or fortnightly at the
dlscretion of the retailer.

(4e) annmormwmmnm
_ ] the registration of himself and the other
of his family or houschold.
: (5.) T™e person responsible for registration shall lodge a
declaration with one retaller in sccordance with the form set
in Fom 1. in the Schedule to this Orders

Tea for 1. :: Sub, to sub-paragre 2.) of this paragraph,
m:-:.: end Edor)ur tl‘:e:taﬂ and mup:f(am)r loxosp‘.lt:lpox- mb%

4]

{5

2

:

charitable institution spproved by the Ratloning

&ﬁh ghall be entitled to a ration of two ounces of tea per
tutions. fortnight.
2e

(
the bagls of the
inmstes of the ¢
1842,
mauhmt n to be made on behalf of any such

+ shall be lodged with one wholesaler Or One
le mllhmmmmuthmmm.z.mm
T

and
to this

) The mumber of persons so entitled shall be determined
da number of members of the staff

ave
staillagimg during the fortnight ended 29th
io

;

i
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218t May, 194518

e request eontained in mny

i i could you l=t me have some
18 to when the anveal of Jehovan's Witnesses 1a

' heard,

Yours faithfully;

Wime [T, MacKay ,
DirectordGensrsl of Security,
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il
~/ In reply thereto, I desire to state that, by
order da 17th January, 1941, this organization

on-existent and 1t is accordingly not posaible to

al a8 goon as possible. ounsel for the plaintiffs ap=-

n adjournmend on the ground that great difficulty was
being experienced by reason of thé 1llness of the plaintiff's
attorney, Mr. Alderman, who was ill with dengue fever,

. TheCourt direcred thet the causes be taken out
of the Court's List for Trisl and not restored until fourteen
days' notice of restoration be given by either party. His Honour
in ted that counsel for the plaintiffs should inform the Com=

. th of any progress made hy Mr. 4 man in redovering his

e : It is quite apparent that the plaintiffs are not
enxious for the actions to be brought on endthat ir. Alderman's
illness was only an excuse to prolong the present admittedly
unsstiisfactory state of affairs.

. Mp, Aldermen went to Darwin with Mr.Justice Lowe
the first week in March - over two .ni s 2g0 - and his attack of

' ¢ fever appeers to be rather protracted. It is suggested
Adelaide representative sghould make inquiries as to
dermen's present state of health.

\ Seerctary.




e King’s Most Exce}lent Ma]esty the Smm.ta
of Representnmm of the Gommunwealth of

ie citﬁ@'_'a_-‘_!”tﬁé Lm?n Aet (No. 4) 1941, ! ‘Short title.
| come mt«; operation on the day on which i{'. Comuericemant.
s L

nd apphed D\;t. of the progerds of ‘any T s
;W of this Art ‘or of any other Act, the' £ '““’m i

'__forwmpm*puﬁes

By Authority: L.F. Joux monwealth Government Printer, Canberra.
[134}—150/16.12.1041.—F.7145.




The Bocretary

Generals | Department

Altorney

For your inkimastion

= (rowen Solicikor

7




minute dated 20th April Torwarding

; 1043,
the Deputy Crown Solicihor, Sydney

; z ’ 4 L
> plaiatiffe would probably apply for an sdjourmment
ﬂﬂ'&iﬁﬂme mattﬂr?
Ly thereto, I desire to state that the Acting
directed that, if any such majournment ie

5 to be opposed and that everything pessible
to bring the matter to finality as soon as possibles.

Sed) Gea S. Rrowie:

Seerebary. 7

.
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The organization known as Jehoveh's Vitnesses ¢
¢ m waﬁa bodies were declared unlawful on 17th

, i9th Februayy, 1941, the orgenizations

concerned hsmﬁ a writ agaﬁ.nst %hu Cormonwealth eleiming

M the National Security (Subversive Assoclations)

§ _ were ultra vires beceuse they eontravense

n 116 of the Constitution in that they prahibit the

e -exercise of religion. On 28nd Aupust, L this
was dismissed with coats against the pm.num.

_ On 4th September; 1941, one of the plaintiffs,
the Ads Comp of Joﬂovah's Witnecses Incs s.am
a Iresh writ oﬁ-ﬂ the Commonwealth claiming damages
for trespass e

Gounsel for the erpanigetion recently 1nfomd
m the Gommonwealth thp his clients were

with the Cormonweslth'e rsmt at-uwe.e u'd.s
mmwmmthM bring the actions |
on immediately.

The Crown Solieitor has asked for instructions
as to the attitude to be edopted in the event of the
ﬁmmtmmummmmortmwnm

The mum is wnsatisfactory from
%ﬂmlh's 8 -

mmmmmlwedtow&m
w teken over by the Commonwealthe The '
Comonwealth of looking afte: the Strathfield

p!lum is stated to be £87 per week.
Judge Rutherford is dead, his ¥¢

Although -
:ln recent monthe have been most active and many cmiunba
have been received regardins their anté-war sctivities. '

I recormend that, if eny adjournment of the .
action is amnea for, 1% te opposed and that everything
possible be done to bring the matter to finality as soon f
as poscible. J



S UNDER THE NATIONAL SECTRITY
ACT 1959-1040,%

ENERAL in ang over the Commoniealth
acting with fhe ‘advice of the Foderal Eseeutive
ke the following Reg tlations undey the Natignal

*

Governor-Genepgl,

9 is ‘saneﬁﬂe:r]';_ by AEidantol
and inserting in fheir ules, Toat,
i AT, respeetively, ! el
ional Security .'(Supph_’_mem-ary_) R'egulntli_nn;s ,’fﬂre
g at the end thereof the following rogilntion ~o
( issio withont resard to the figaneinl T"'ﬁl'fri':'z'.:'[ﬁ?
Aus- w‘.II\:n “dl‘
Armen 1 ireseribed ﬁuini':;:}ooi the
or wife gy of & member of the Ferce
he Hve se

*9y Exeept a5 preseribid by sub-regulation (5.) of'this regulation,
expinge to be horme: by the Commomwenlth, in ¢t of cach person

Whoze ransportation o Ausivalia is an thorized, shhll he
(a) the cost of that person’s 1spATtati moit
cconomical means of Colveya i v the

mission, from the Pers e of wesidence abroad

~* Nottled In the Comuionicoalth Gueirin
1 :n:;usfg;y Julow 1040, No. 308, ua oy

i
il I-‘p Statutory Rotes 1}
40, 2xa, e T ERP T b 1041, Now. 75, 88, 100, 1410, and 24p,

T —20,) 11 ) 4L —Fice 5n,




23rd April, 19 42,

s received from the Commissioner of Police,
imation that persons are visiting certaln
| tralia in an endeavour to enlist members
Witnesses. Brigadier-General Leane goes on Lo

T am of the opinion that to permit this is not in the
dnterests of the conduct of the war. May I be informed
plaasa what action 1t is intended to take?"

I have looked at Regulations 5 and 4 of the National
rity (Subversive Associations) Regulations, as well as
ions 8(1) and 8A, and would be glad of your advice
or there is any legal ground upon which action
be taken against persons seeking to enlist members for
; isation. The Regulations deal primarily with the
meetings and T can guite realise that the wording
on 8(1) "or wilth any other person assemble" mignt
. that two persons can constitute a meeting. However, in
e of one member of the iliegal body approaching a non-
member, it would hardly constitute an offence of two persons
agsembling for the purpose of advecating an unlawful doctrine.

Perhaps you would be able to give me some indication
a‘a to the probable date upon which the appeal of Jehovah's
Witnesses, wnich is now pending, is likely to be heard. Thare
are mmher of matters ocutstanding which could readily be
alt with if T knew scmething definite in regard to the
d pnﬁal of the appeal.

Yeours faitpfully,

Wim. J. MacKay,/ .
Difector-General of Security.




17th April 1942.

ﬂiﬂﬁ anuun& in tu-tn:::r milutea for
astice dur current sittings in

ngs were recently mentioned in a conversa=-
m for the Witnesses of Jehovsh and

. for the Commonweslth. Dr. Louat said

e uthﬂll with the Commonwealth's present
that they were not snxions to bring the
edintely. [Nevertheless they will not

nitteu are in abeyance pendimg the decision of

] pmhp aga:&nst MacGillivray and Rees on
o] t charges; an

n by Rees for exemption from MilitarynService.

hese matters were eecured by MacGillivray and Rees
that in the High Court proceedings, the High Court
i m the following questione, inter alias-

2.-m'!num Security (Bubversive Associations)
Fal jone are valid; and

he* beliefs etec. of the Witnesses of Jehovah
g‘ religion (Rees claims to be a Winister
' be

S T ohm)) xhll to receive your instructions urgently as
the attitude to be adopted in the event that any etep is taken by
on behalf of the plaintiffe to postpone the hearing of the High

FEORGE A, WATSON,
*&u \,.‘ . s Deputy Crown 2 icitor

dt;}),, '; < Attomiies-Ganenalls Tepartment o ﬂ!‘ﬁ//v
s neg_crmlﬁ—a Wﬂam [

W
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B T ) e 19th Novenber, 1941.
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MPAD JEHOVAR'S WITNESSES INCORPORATED
o&mnﬂ OF AUSTRALIA.

e e e e

§ herewith for your informetion a copy of the
herein.

GEORGE A, WATSON,
Deputy Crown Solleitor,

7
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e to vas made ond published by the Governor
e advice of the Fedsrel Executive Couneil in
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: and Solicitor for the Lefendsnt,
- % ith Bank Chambers,
o i 108-120 P1tt Stveet,
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H. ¥. B. WEITLAM,

QOrown Solicitor for the Commonwealth,




COMMONWEALTH CROWN. SOLICITCR'S OFF
. COMMONWEALTE BANK CHAMBERS,
108-120 PITT SIRERT,

13th Novemher, 1541,

2 4

ANY OF JEHOVAH'S WITNESSES INCORPCRATED
COMMONWHALTE OF AUSTRALTIA.

your information = capy of the

GECRGE A. WATSON,

Deputy Crown Solieitor,




To, 11 of 1941,

, day of November one

. s@mits the sllegation that on and prior te the
I_ . seventeenth day of Jenmary 1941 the plaintiff wes a

_' _""'urthmaim Incorporation Act
mﬂmmtnua.

il

ﬁhﬁ-«em seventeenth day of January thereln set
forth the Plaintiff says thet the five bodies or
organisations referred to by name in the seld Order
 including the plaintiff were at all material times
B religious bodies or organisations devoted to the A
e e i exercise of the Christien religion of Jehoveh's Witnesses
R i and that the sole aim object purpose and setivity of |
B M0 E o'l the said bodles or organisations and each of them
| ‘ ineluding the plaintiff was et all meterisl times the
exercise of the said religion. T

& Tn further answer S0 the Defence the pleintiff says that [N

the said Order wes made with the object of suppressing

and preventing all the seid exercises end setivities of

aul o the bodies or orgenisstions named in the said Order
"' ineluding therein the use and occupation by the plaintiff
TS of the said land and bulldings in the mamer and for the |
o | purpose menmtioned im paragraph 4 hereof,

E. In further answer to the Defence the plaintiff submits

that the sald Order of the seventeenth dsy of Jenuary 1943

R #h National Seeurity (Subversive miatim)m._
g _atiens so far as they purport to suthorize the meking ef

the sald Order in respect of the bodies arm.m'

therein nemed are contrary to Section 1‘1::!.';“

Sasretoc of pelisien: oal aro thbrBRore void God OF ne

 seventh day ¢, 1941, (aﬂ- Re ﬂ

i ¥
| i il
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o8 5D v, THE CORMMOMNEBALTE
I m ACTIOR NO.11 O 1941).

;mm&amumnoftm following documents:
mm Q#M 1‘?. 1 Jultl.an Yo. 5/18L1;
66 in Action ;s and
to phiuuﬂ" & Solleitor dated 30th Oetober, 1941,
QEORGE A, TATEON,

Deputy Crowa Solieitor,




S04k Setoder, 1941,

el hes advised thar 1t 13 uot competent
ﬂmmm“m,"mmm

Yours ’
e ¥, 8, WRITLAM
Srows 3o116103r Tor tng Comsonwenith,



No. § of 1941,

JTHOVAR'S m WATCH TOWHR BIBLE

Ap TRAST 8001 IONAL BIALE
AS: mx GoNSOLATION
mu!s et ts TR

AIRBALRES BROAUCASTING Q0. VRUPRIETARY
COMPANY LINITYD, ATIERTON TABLRLANDS

BROADCASTERS PROPRIETARY LINMITSD, PORYT |
&mp. mmummm COMPANY LIVITHD

individual
memders organieations and Corpanies,

Llaintiffe,
- and -

THE COMMONTALTH OF AUSTFALIA and
THE POOTMADTIR=G - ALy

N RN T ik )

£} DAY Ul AT RN T b
TN HURDR D AN FOSTYIE

UEOr MOTION made on the eighteenth dsy of August 1941, end
< this day, before this Court on beholf of the sbovenamed *laintiffe
) 1n pursuance of Sotice of Hotion f
thirteenth day of August 1941 v anlm
-tﬂmummmtwmmm
sworn the thirteenth dey of iuguet 1941 omd the effidevit of
r ¥illiam Joseph “oberts eworn the eighteenth day of August 1941
S5 and both filed herein LD UPQN W AMING Ur, lLouat of Counsel for
| the said Flaintiffs and ¥r, Mitehell of Fing's Counsel with whom
wee NP, A% Teylor of Councel for the abovenamed Defendants TUlE
mmmmunmmum
N gy IR that it be referred
hﬁmmatmmutuauuntqzm“su
} of the Defendents of smd ineidental to this Motion and thst euch
| soste when so taxed and sllowed be paid by the following Plaintiffe
nsmely, Meleside Company of Jehovsh's vVitnesses Inmcorporated




mmmmm
y idmited, Fort Auguete Broadessting Compeny Limited and
muwm-rummm







h -ﬁ?uiﬂ#'ﬁmmmmwMINlm
rf was & society or organization imeorporated usder the
s of the Lsscolatlona Incorporation Act 1920-1935 of South

-‘m«!’mﬂmuu the sdvice of tle “ederal Exeoutive
 Gounef hmdmumﬂwmmrmm
hwﬁmm {Bubversive Asscelations) Regulations

W** ﬂmm*mm te be published In the Commenwealth
'~ Gezette sa order in the following terms:iw

r!c!a!!

i1s Ixcellency the Jovernor-
amlxauﬂacrth
Cosmonwealts of dustralis.

Ia =y opinion, the existence of the following

w‘ or ovganxisaticns lnoun as
'- Witnesses or the Witaesses of

The m Tower 2ible and Tract fScelety;

The Interzatiomal #ibls Stadents' Lssoslation;
?he Adelaide Joupany of Jehovah's Witnessas; ang
Consolation Publlahing Co.

s prejuilolal to the defence of the Cosmonweslth snd the




; theroupon declared to be unlewrul and was dlssolved.

or to paragraph 3 of the Statement of Clatm tae defendsnt |
od by the platetir? immediately prior to its having
red unlawful ss aforesefd and thereupon the Attornes-
ene: _Ifﬁi-mwnmmtman certeln property
B fhe se1d prautscs belouged to or vas used by or on benall of ar
.*'fm-rn-mram-mmmmtnm

. esewpled by & pereon suthorized by the ssld Attormey-Oenerel in

 aroressld the derendant denies the sllegations contatned in parae

e 5 ,'-‘larh-mcmumu svery one of the
3. In sagwer to paragraph 4 of the Statement of Cleim the defendsnt
denies that 1t Istends or threatens te remaln In oceupetion of
the sald lsnd and dulldings exespt in purswance of the order in the
last preceding paragraph hereof referred to and seve af aforesald
1%t denles that It threatems or intends to repoat or coutimue the
4o _In further answer to the Statsment of Claim herein the defendang |
submits that by fores of the order published in the Tommonweslth '
fasebts sot out in peregraph 1 hereof and by force of regulstlomy



Mt ';:rumwﬁ

and for the Defamdant,
Commonweslth Bani Chawbers,

105-180 Pitt Street, Sydnoy.




5. P, U, WHITIAN,
Crows Solieltor far the Cosmoowealth, | :




s JEHOVAH WIT *-.;'*-r JCORPORATED v« THE
e DWRVEALTY. -

| Deputy Crown Solieitor, Bydney, has agked
pg relating 0 the action taken in Adelaide

| the above body being declared illegal be

shall be glad if you will ask the Inspector,
‘orward at once to the Deputy Crown Solicitor,
8 papers relating to thie particular matber.

2 Sydney sittings of the Hlgh Court commence
Sy

Set.u"e‘l:rax'gf,_r (7 -

(e




HE REVERSE OF THE PREVIOUS PAGE
NOT BE RELEVANT TO THE FILE

) i order is contravenad
ﬂ}{ll be guilty of an

ficer may, in relition to nny vessel,
such force, as appear to fhat person to he
¢ ompliance with any order under
£re auy cdntravention in
be ease of the vessel, for
fience effectually ito be taken.

‘this regulation -s-]m\ll

the water ns those

taking off from, o

- he purjposes of this regulati

water while 1 contact therewit

,E&ﬁpt under permission granted by or on behalf ‘(:I-f the fomtactor,

de.

-~ mark or other apparetus
ding navigation in or on the
altered or removed; and |
€ mode of exhibiting or
beacon, marine mark or
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A R> October, 41

‘to my memorendum dated 23/9/1941 forwarding
3 the Australian Legation, Vashington, stating
pind  the Gobiti's case were being
these ha been received and are attached hereto.

have asked the Investigation Branch to forward
: the papers sg to the action taken 1n Adelaide
uoon the above company being declared illegal.




have been

and efficient nse of any:
¢ with whicl uny ship
3 oand
BTy matters for which it
ATy or expedient for

made 50 as to apply

0 ienlar ¢lass, and so as
rither wherever it or they may bhe
d on such vogages, as nre specified

to sen in contra-

sgulntion, | the master of the

nagement 'fhet;eof- shall sach be
|

to any ship, take

him to be ressonably
er under this regnlation
on in respeet of this
abling proceedings




I vefer to my mecorendun doted 28/0/1941 forwerding
| from the Australian Legation, nehingtony et
pne regerding the Gobiti's oo wers buﬁ
=r S 20w boen regeived and aré attsehed heretos
i I have asied the
you direet the papers a8 to the action taien in Adelaide

: tlon Lxmach to ferward
consequent uoon the above coxpany being decinrad 1llegale




. PAGE IS THE REVERSE OF THE PREVIOUS PAGE
AND MAY NOT BE RELEVANT TO THE FILE
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T or any person thereto authorized by him, may, if
lie intevests of the public safety.

; directions for pro-
xhibition or op on of, or Thquiring
concealment of, the making of any

chii £ or operating, auy sicl light, buoy,
er apparatus,
i tion given nnder ik 18 regulation,
with in the ease of any light, buoy,
ratus, the person responsible for tle
o Maring mark or g pparatus; as the
ce ngainst the Act; and, in the
¥ direction reqiring  the
light, buoy, b
v, without prejud
; spect of the offeng
cessary for'securing complianes with tle ¢
\_-egu]atiun'a, the Minister yuay, if it Meistires for
Lo expedient for the safety of ships St of
p‘t-rsnns on board such ships so to do, =i,







4-C.T. 10th October, 1aj.

They General's Department.

———

Jehovah's Witnessaes.
—=_CV21 s Witnesseg

ference to my minute of I7th September, 1941,
F telecram Np. 746 from the Australianp
rewith the two

rt Tegarding the 'shove

Loby @
shing: i, I now forward he
United States Supreme Cou

-T2 H%

Secretary.
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ISl Attt adewilad sodall sue Wacage LECTSH GO S ML 5K
S s er to my memorandum dated 3rd September, 1941,
. . istating that I had causéd a cable to be sent to the Australian
Sl Legation, Washington, for information ae to the activities of
4ol Jehovah's Witnesses in U.SiA, and particularly as o whether
Nl the Dies Cormittee had considered the matter.
TR TR T e N i e SR L J avrdlf -
¢ ~ The following replies have now been received from
wgols oo the Awstralien Legations- - Fpei g ORI

s @ucling

Leiar wpe ol 5o fYoup telegram Ho. 768 @ Dies Gommittee considered
2. [ rquestion but hese not reported., Tope to secure
1o o 'confidential memorandum of evidence shortly. United
o . lo0 o0 3tates stopped dlscussions of BSoeiety in eonnection
gelpy o0 with flag saluting in schools in Gobitis versus
wedia e 4 3. School Society June Sprd 1940,  Two coples
of opinions bheing sent by next alr mail dueé Sydney about
September 27th." S

=suiolfliss 28 gl Huavaled o By ue L

Dated 20th September, 194 -

D LS Ry SO -
gy telegram 746, Confident that memorandum from
Dies Committee will be sent by next air mail arriving
~-8ydney about October ilths ~It contains inter alia
following pointsi=. B &l

e~ AR *-;J";""ﬂ‘rau:engr ngu-u. --Socaemea o;o rﬁﬂ' <
~— ., /elaggification for all members as.pi 8 g10mn.
0 a7 /g %n o% granted for a few special sections - other
members had to register as conscigntious objectors.

it oo ..(8) War Departient confidential view is that witness
- are fapatics but not under Naszi or Communistie influence, &=
el R AR /some

¢

5
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but in the rfirst mtm« gmt MIW made
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The dates Rl‘a&'ﬁ‘s: a@poz-t} are dates between the 1st
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1933-1943. This seetion is as follows i=-
- da._mmtm.mmmuuwnbu
at 'Mhmmupﬂnmmumm
but hmwMtMIMMthhq
ﬂhhﬂhwnmnt.mmmm
”wmarmt.“
ﬁm«mwmummmmut
July snd the 15th Augusty 1941 and the question to be

.Mh‘cﬁnmnuormmmmmamms

that period. Rates of duly en ihe export of copre are

gmposed by seotion 5 and the Third Sehedule of the Customs

Updinance 39354_3201- seetion 5 is as follows:-

Mtormaammdtmhﬂuummllbe
charged, collocted snd paid on all goods dutiable under
mwmmmmwmmam
that date,".
The Third scheduls, 50 far as rolevani, is as fellowsiw

The Third Schedale.
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In my opinicn the effect of sectien.5 whem read in
congubatioh with the Third Sehadule is thet there 1s mn
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AUSTRALIAN LEGATION, WASHINOTON. SEORET

Date Sentz 1.371’.‘-1& - 20/9/41.
Date Rgcd: 21st September, 1941,

o
My telegram 746, Confident that memorandum from
ttee will be sent by next air mail arriving Sydney
5 ' It contains inter salia following points:

iive services Socisty tried to get classification
=5 5) of religion. This was only granted

1 sections - other members had to register as
tious objectors,

War Depertment confidential view is that witnesses are
ut not under Nazi or Commmnistic influence, Some
rities tske contrary view., Dies Committea's
‘Tound no evidence that they were "under eny foreign

Most newspaper articles heve taken Committee's view

oring difficulties caused by the Society and in
_emphasising that in the event of war it will no
y lergest number of and most troublesome conscientious

——

‘The Sscretary,
Attorney-General's Depariment,

Referred,

Depf. External AffTalrs.
' /9/4

22/9/41 7
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[ EGRAM.
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LEGATION, WASHINGTON, SEORET

Date Sgnt: 1.87 p.m. - 20/9/41,
Date Recd: 218t September, 1941,

x
legram 746, Confident thst memorandum from
11 be sent by next eir meil arriving Sydney

11th, It contsins inter alis following pointe:

_service, Society tried to get classification
3 plllare of religion. This wss only granted
sections - other members had to register as |

Deg is that witnesses are
not under Nszi or Commmnistic influence, Some
ties tske mtr.ar{ view, Dies Committee's
found no evidence that they were "under any foreign

(3) Most amm articles heve taken Committee's view
ugh deploring difficulties csused by the Society and in
' cases empissising thet in the event of war it will mo
_supply largest number of end most troublesome conseientious

' & Jehovahs Witnesses
 Gopy to: : g
k.ﬁ:"a Dept. 22/9/41.

—




{ Dies Committee considered
Hope to secure confidential
United States stopped discussions
on with flag saluting in schools in Gobitis
1 Society June 3rd 1940, Two copies of
nt by next air mail due Sydney about September 27th.
AUSTLEG,

17/9/41 .

rney-General's Department.

Referred, -

MMT 7/9/u1.

B
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DATE SENT: 5.3 p.m. 16/9/41
RECD: 17th September, 1941,

telegrem No, 758 @ Dies Committee considered
'U’Gi T eﬂ'.sg Hope to secure confidential
; ' tly. United States stopped discussions
nection with flag saluting in schools in Gobitis
> School Society Jume Trda 1940, Two copies of
by next air mail due Sydney abogt September 27th,
AUSTLEG,

17/9/11.




Licitor's Office,
lc Chambers,
[2C it Street, Sydney,
5th September. dali4, -

{SUBVERSIVE ASSOCIATICNRS) REGULATIONS:
OF JEHOVAR'S o SSES ING, v. THR

8 been tendered tc me for acceptance of service
&nd Stz nt of Claim issued out of the High
the abovenamed plaintiff againsi the
tralia.

ke, that the guestions =t issne
and the Commonwealth could be
ple action for trespassz.

sued in pursusnce of a sugrestion

f the writ and Statement of Glaim are
our information. KXindly let me have
 to aceeptance of service,

CEORGE A. WATSON ,
Deputy Crown Soliciter.

al's Department,
A5 G

£ Writ and Statement of Claim herewith.
icitor has been instructed to accept service

(F. F. E. Whitlsm)
Crown Soliecitor.

9th September. 1941.




lgh Court of justralia in en action st the suit of Adeleide

. pe i .,.umnwgmnhutuﬂm
: ia QND TAKE VOTICE that in default of your o doing

.ﬂMMmmmﬁW“ﬂ“‘“’“’

M ~The Right Nonoursble sir John Groig Latham, G.Cel.G.,
4 mm-awmmanmnm.mrm
"-#W‘hthmﬂ@“mtm

nine hundred and forty-one. (L.8.)
(sal-.g Je Gu HARDMAN,
Diatriet Registrar.

g ﬁw neither resides nor carries “1::’“::’ t_:. the
lew South Weles its appearance at option
:' : gy Prineipal Regletry

:
i
i
:
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. Such further and other relief as the mature of

m

-







WITHESSKS
Haiatifg,
THE COMMONVEALTE OF AUSTRALIA,
Lefeadant.

*Mﬁcw-. We command you thot within
W%mﬂmmt-mmurmm

"Iﬂmcmn-uunummcqmnu

Wy %mwm therein, snd judgment mey be given in your
b8 s ~ absence.
© witaess: The RAght Nonoursble sir John Greig Latham, G.0.¥.0.,
e Chief Justice of Our said High Court, the fourth
day of September im the year of Our Lord one thoussnd
uine hundred snd forty-one. (Le8.)

ﬁw neither resides nor carries on business in the
oL TRy )@ of Wew South \sles ite sppearance mey nt its option be
e sred st the plece abovementioned or st the Prineipal Registry
' } High Court st Welbourne.
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Nos 11 of 1941,
BETWEEN  ADELAIDE CONPANY OF JEHOVAH'S
INCORPORATED

THE COMMONWEALTH OF AUSTRALIA,

Lations Incorporation Act 1989-195! of South Australim
ﬂhﬂﬂ to sue in and by its said corporate namse

Brior to and at the time of the comnitting of the grievances
mm&m the Plaintiff was in exelusive possession

o ﬂ -uqmn of certaln land and bulldings known ae Kingdom
' © Hall situste at Sturt Street adelaide in the State of South
].. _,I__ - ] g I_l.-'..._n._ .'_’ I : .

e e - ey |

-7 2s___On end after the 17th Jamuary 1941 the Defendant by ite servants
i ' end sgents wrongfully broke and entered the said land snd

| buildings of the Plaintiff and excluded the Plaintiff therefrom,
| 4s__The Defendant threatens end intends to repeat and continue the

h—-&m injunction to restrain the Defendant its
mumnueummgwmnmgtu

Bs ___Domages for the said trespmss.

Be__Buch Turther and olher relief as the nature of the case
may require.

DATED st Sydney this Fourth day of September, 1941.

(Sgd.) R. J. M. NEWPON,

Bolicitor fer the Fleintiff,
17 0'Connell Street,
B8YDNREY.

This Statement of Claim is filed by Russell Jack Miller Newton
of 17 0"Connell Street, Sydney the sSolicitor for the

sbovenamed Plaintiffs,
HOTE:




IN THE HIGH COURT OF Amu‘,,
NEW SOUTH WALUS REGISTRY.

-

Wo. 1 . af 194a.

Red ., NEWTON,
golieitor,
17 0'Connell Styeet,




18 & voluntary asscelstion imcorporated under the
Incorporation Act 19:9-1935 of South Australis
'mumhmwsnmmum
"nta-u.-rm-nmuuutumm
ationed the Plaintiff wes 1o exelusive possession
'_..-ﬂM¢m-1mmmuamm~m
T ﬂmnmummnumtuu-uotmm
“ﬂmmzmmxmmwmthum
ﬂwmmmmmmclmm
lﬂ-ut&nmwmmnnmmm
Mmm-:utmummmumtu
de__i perpetual injunetion te restrain the Defencant ite
oy R Servants and agents fros continuing or repesting the
saild trespass.
Se__Reeh further asd cther relief ss ths matare of the cese
Way require.

unmmmm«a»m. i941.

(Sa8.) R 7, M. NEOTON,

Gslieiter for the Flpimtiff,
17 o'gonsell street,
SEYPHENRY.

n' -cmunm':rnm:na:a:gxnm
o*Gonnell Sydaey t golieclitar for
mm







ADELAIDE COMPANY OF JEHOVAH'S
WITNESSRS INCORPORATED

Elaintiff,
ANp THE COMMONSEALTY OF AUSTRALIA,
Defendant,

mnammmmu incorporated under the
i ons Incorporation Aet 1929-1936 of South Australie
¢ B -ﬁmmnmumwaum-wam

'ﬁnlﬂthﬂuetthc—l%tudtnmmm
Rereinafter mentioned the Plalntiff was in exelusive possession
and oceupstion of certsin lend and buildings known es Kingdom
Hell situste at sturt Street idelamide in the State of South
So___0On end sfter the 17th Jamuary 1941 the Defendsnt by ite servents
and sagents wrongfully broke and entered the eaid lend and
buildings of the Plaintiff and excluded the Flaintiff therefrome
4. ___The Defendent threatens and intends to repeat and continue the
da___A perpetual injunction to restrain the Defendant its
servents end agents from continuing or repesting the
seid trespasse

Bs ___pemages for the said trespass.
Se____guch further and other relief ae the nature of the cese

may require,

DATED et Sydney this Pourth day of September, 1941,

(804, ) Re J, M, NEWTON,

goliecltor for the Flaintiff,
17 0'Connell Street,
BYDUNEY.

This Statement of Claim i1s filed by Russell Jack Willer Newton
of 17 0'Connell Street, Sydney the Solicitor for the
gbovenamed Plaintiffa,




Ned 0. HEVTON,
solieiter,

17 o'Comnell strect,
S¥pmey. R7091.




Dated 3rd September, 1941.

ses Watch Tower Bible and Traect I
s are contesting constitutionality of
declaring them unlawful as contravention
tion. Has question as to whether they are
ody and as to their nen-religious activities ever
governmental investigation in United States.
- 1-American Propaganda consider the matter.
by Air Maid any relevant report also forward
" Dies Committee Report and annexures.

ept. (their memo. 631 of 3.9.41).




F EXTERNﬁL AFFAIRS.

LEGRAM.

Dated Sra Septembe, 1941.

mm'. Witnesses watch Tower Bidle and Treet
associated buodiies are contesiing constitutionalivy of
: setion in declaring them unlawlul as conwraveniion
& of Constitution. fas guestion as Lo wuather they are
fzdous bedy and 256 Lo Luedir non-r-li ious acr..i sities sver
By movermental investizalion is 35 Liateg.
Mtue on Un=-ame:ican Frop nda o ne mutler.
snd forward by Adr Waild any relevanc report also forward
of' Dies Commitiee He ort anl niunexures.
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Trode Marks Aot
to -- to the Territories of

acs, the Governor-
_advice of the Federal
he powsrs conferred by
de Marks Act 1005-103%

o= dnted the thirteenth
sand nmine hundred and
ay of December, One
enty-two as on and

i, One thousand mnine

o Matt 4
ﬁrstdnyotA

thirty-five, apply t
rtyaud Norfolk Island.
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es, the Attorney-

in pursuance of
Mmmor 1936-1941, do
ce shall apply to she

f the Aus-




G

29th An uet, 1341,

. JENOVAR'S wITNESOSS AND OTHERS w. THE COMMON " EALTH
2= L OF AUSTRALIA AND ANOTHER.
_ In the Defence delivered herein, it lLs stated that
8 of Jehovah's gm-, ‘ho:a‘ ‘l.:’th- oa::;nlrmig and
d m ,'_to--rtMm ra and ngs which
te the exereise of a nit on, including statewmenta
mﬁm‘:‘u be adoptad b '1.,L e m mm
at ¥ eltizens rnment
tional institutions an! movements snd the attitude to
towards the law of the land and towards theip

~_ In conneetion with the above aspeet of the nefense
KeGe has coted that pernape in the United gtates
' in Hew fealand or in Canada, there exists

Shivo ir. ¥itehell further 8 that the Commonwealth
itie Il‘: eonslder it to be des that sppropriate
Lor addressed to

: nlor a its representatives in America, New

- | %ealand and Canada, with a view to ascertalning whether e compilation
e Terred to avove ‘nl been made in any of these osantriss and if so
| %o arrenge that s copy thercof be ostalned,

AR S _ OEORON A. WATSON,
D T ' Deputy Crown Solicitor,




1 refe 0 your memorandum dated 5th June, stating that

'8 opinion, the High Court may require an affidavit that

- ete. on which the Executive Council acted was studied
: dth-mmthatmc-mnmofapman

he advice tendered to His Excellency was Justified.

artment of the Army that the organization be banned. These
‘have been obtained and I attach hereto Secret Army file

398. Special attention is invited to the minute dated
er, 1940 by the Chief of the General Staff recommending
organizations in question be banned. Please treat Army

When Full Cabinet had decided the matter, the usual procedure
effect to ? Government S 'alﬂ'?:;ision was takani. A mee:i.ng of
ive Council was on January, presided over by Senator
(Deputy of the Governor-General) with the following Ministers
ent:—~ The Treasurer (Mr. Fadden), the Minister for the Army (Mr.
ler :i ﬂ? Minister for Air (Mr. McEwen) and an Assistant Minister

~ All these Ministers had been previously present in Cabinet
when the matter was considered and were fully acquainted with all the
faets. It is not the practice for the Departmental papers to be
‘esented to the Exscutive Council when meeting to give formal effect
a decision arrived at by Full Cabinet. When, however, a
recommendation to the Executive Council is mage by an individual
Minister and not as a result of a Cabinet decision, an explanatory
memorandum for the information of the members of the Executive Couneil
is submitted to the Couneil and sametimes an individual Minister's
recommendation is rejected as happened last week when a recammendation
by the Postmaster-General for an amendment of the Wireless Telegraphy
Regulations was not approved.

Regulation 3 of the National Security (subversive Associations)
Regulations provides that any body, the existence of which the Governor-
General, by order, declares to be in his opini prejudicial to the
defence of the Commonwealth or the elent prosecution of the war, is

declared to be unlawful.

: Wn is different to regulation 18B (1A) of the
Defence (! ) Regulations considered by the Court of Appeal in
ex parte Lees (41 K.B.D,72) referred to in your memorsmdum. In that
case there was power to make the order if the Secretary of State had
to étc. The Court held, in Lees Case, that it was mot
a uire into the grounds on which the Secretary of State

had come to his belief.
In the present case, the Governor-General has stated his

/opinion




the organizations have been declared
be sutmitfed, if the voint arises

the Court to go bohind that statement

ty (Subversive Associctions) Regulstions do

' —~Gomsral should have reasenable grounds
on.

o - the fulleat informatiecn should be 7

made
Propose to ferward to you in the next few

Deparvtmental Files from the Prire Hinistsr's
oartmens of the Azay and the Department of the Favy.

d iff this memorandum is submitted to Me.

dviee obtained as o whether the Cormonwealth's
could in eny way be strengthened by a regulation
1 Security Aet.

(sgd.) Geo. S. Knowles.
Secretary,




) et oy Mg
)y the Minister rurmt.ﬁ‘a Army (Mr,
Hr, HcREwen) and an Assistent linister

5 had been previowsly present in Cebinet when
11y acquainted with all the

iom %}g of the Defenece |
=t - S AQMJ.'.{__
e s |

B (
ieve ete, The Court held,
0 inguire into the grounds on
belief, Vi
B2, ﬂm has stated his opinion
thatiti'—‘mtf mxtIMm
» L 4% 15 roper for the (

tional ‘Security alve Associantions
the Gowmr-aemal @au_ld have reasonable

. _In order that the fullest ultomtim aghould be made available

to I, I : 0 forward to you in the next fevw daoys certain
further hﬂr;ci.mas from the Prime Minister's Department, the

BT
ﬁ gt \ L
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L.10.39
.IJ-:..*-I'aaE-BS"_ =

29.8.39
1'.4_ 5.39

4.10. 39

-.ll-_c‘l 0.39

Haval inanecial Regulations i2.12. 38
{Gemp ete Reviaien)

“validity of regulation 20,6.39
" -1;‘-19 of Hilitary Finsncial
Reglﬂationa

il Air Ea_i'c_fe__ Regulations - Re long 14.8.39
- gervice leave on resignation

_ Sergeant Shephard - Court Martial 6.9.39
Proceedings

iuam:k' ni':&!&@  H. Porter — ex Staff Cadet - Claim 6.9.39
£ mﬁm < B0 o My T Eor Gompenaa;bion on Diacharg,e

4.10.39

__-Jhweni}:a Oﬁfen&era Ordinance - A.C.T. 24.6.39
--Amendment of Crown Lends Ordinance, 24.7.39

-T-
Ba.'acatien ‘Regulations - A.C.T. 25.8.39
56/1 171 ay-'-la-wul',.- Canberra Community Hospital 8.9.39

33/1821 Amendments to Pire-arms Regulations -  19.9.39
New Guinea

33/503 -.Amendment - Canberrs Community 22,9.39
Hospital Ordinance
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JEHOVAE'S WITNESSES.

to B.Q. MeIeSe 8065 of 10 Octﬂber. "0[ t‘ “
nﬂ.’r—it&ai of the above organisation in this Commend
N. Command M.I, ©/6/566 of 14 Sep. 40.

. ' that in a list of 560 names of members of
!.in m-ma as supplied by 1.8.G.8., BE. Commsnd, 90
W.ng:duf“ cars which were noted as being ueduta
ral Witnesses in Brisbane between 18 Oet. end 21
were registered by persone with nemes of elien origin.

_';p a recent search of the home of one Jehoveh's Witness of
s ten county maps were discovered and there was evidence
15 had been ordered from the Lands Depsrtment. The

) given was that these maps were to be used for allocating areas
muun of literature.

' The Brisbane branch of Jehovah's Witnesses operate a banking
which on 9 June 30 was opened with the Commomwealth Bank of
in the name of the International Bible Students Asscciation
celesia, On 19th Jul 40 a cheque was drawn for £366. O, 7 in
of three members of Jehovah's Witnesses and this cheque was paid
° mﬂ Bankcing Co. of Sydnsy on 22 Jul 40 to a joint account
. three men opened and which could be operated by aany two of
7 Oct 40 the account was altered to be known as the F.R.Ha &
and to include a fourth member. By the withdrawal of £556.0.7
ace standing to the credit of the original account was reduced to

-~ In the course of a conversation with an agent, the State
treasurer of Jehovah's Witnesses stated that the crganisation expected
some sotion by the suthorities to suppress their activities, but that
‘they were prepared and would continue their worlk.

_ This would appser to explain the withdrawsel of funds from the
‘banking sceount of the orgeniseticn end the placing of these funds to the
~ eredit of individnal members.

_ The meeting place for the convention which begen on 18 Oct. 40
was kept e secret which was only divulged to members a day or two prior
to ths opening of the convention., At the insugural meeting, which was
ﬁy open to members, it was expleined that this secrecy was to pravent

"enemy opposition" from knowing of the convention as had the "enemy
mﬁtﬁn‘ knowr: 1ty #o hall would have beesn available in Brisbane.

1 At this meeting, Lloyd Berry of Sydney, one of three senlor
m Ot the organigation stated: "We are up againet a strong enemy
thnnfoz-e get rid of all books on hand. If we are defeated,
be temporsrily, There will be ways and means of earrying onJ'|
mnt m informed that the Military authorities were the "enemy

M a gession on 20 Oct 40, MeGilvray, another of the senlor ° ot
=5 leaders of the organisation, warned members not to discuss the war when L '

% '*-Hmuins' and on mo account to approach & soldier. He added that
members s not support eny charitable organisation, but should give
MP money solely to the cause of Jehovah's Witnesses. With regard te
' of the Nationsl Anthem st the concluaion of brosdcasts from
thnu' rad.’m station, 4AT, the spsaker said that thle was required by the
 Government. "There is no law to say you have to listen", he sald and addeq
that Jehovah's Witnesses could choose betwsen sitting, atnnding up or
1lying down when the National Anthem was played. He stated that, in Blg |
w the miw for playing the National Anthem from radio stationg
not exist for long. /A%

i
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ok an 10 Deli40, 1% win stated that Jenovilitg
S eatig M ‘:’fmm ::- Nn-gizn 80 a3 to avedd
their organisation from being declaped
14 a:m that they owed no allegiance to any King,

ding session, MaGilvray stated that the Brisbane
M:Mm i:’-;m r:dma in mug; tg:gnuatbtuu
ed and rea ‘or rgency. e Brisbane
"Ini t»% would heve had uspe for it at the

announced on the last day of the convention that

Witnesses had only four groups operating in Brisbane
mmquantm%. '

 observed that throughout the convention, every effort
. any persons other than members from obtaining
ve to the sessions. The mesting place was kept
members did not know where the convention was to be
b two daye before it began. The door of the hall was
only members were admitted and outside the hall a watoh
on all persons loitering in the vieinity,

n 22 Oet 40, when 28 internees were being transferred to
s Mansuelo Dalla-Costa, who gave up gold mining in North
® Join Jehovah's Witnesses and for some time has been
throughout Australia "witnessing", was aware that the
being made, despite the fact that the internees had been
: Dalla-Costa, who travelled to
made repeated inquiriss at
_ ‘orm entranes the
_ in did arrive he watched them
: made no attempt to establish contact with them.
» may have been due to the fact that portion of the
ele > eivili end an adequate guard was present
approaching the internees. Dalla-Costa stated ¥
%o Sydney to continue his work for Jehovah's Witnesses
address as G/~ Watch Tower, Strathfield,

(sgd.) @, M.
Major.
Genersal Staff,




ting proper we were informed by a sister Mrs. Greem =
leac of the movement in Australia had made a hurried |
1ast week, remaining for 3 days. o bl

r was opened by W. Funnell who lead the singing of
introduced Lloyd Barry, from the Wetchtower Press,
who took charge of the meeting.

s and booklets were on ssle, but we were unable to
he Informant” which is iesued only to the leaders of
I was informed by Bro., T. Bridges, leasder of the Ipswich
book contained instructions for the prosecution of
‘Only four copies eome to Brisbane, and the reason they
‘to the public, was that "the enemy” would get hold of it,
mation in an attempt to nullify their efforts. Bridges
for permiesion to lend me the book, but was refused.

ﬂiﬂ >ints of the meeting were as follows:-
mmhy of catholiciem wes the main enemy of the movement.
; come what may, and however hot the opposition they must still

of their followers had been made in 8ydney, and this wag
on at present in Cenberra. They have nothing to fear,

‘friends on the Csbinet who were not afraid to fight for them.
a remark by a woman sitting near us "Good old Billy Hughes. "

1 3 not taking strict action against them, as the other
s k they had a more sensible Government under good
The conclusion drawn was thet Forgan Smith was on their side

e now claiming to Ministers of Religion so as to ayoid
g end to keep their organisation from being declared
alleglance to sny King, but were completely neutral. No
underatoed the real mesning of neutrality.

_ - 7. There would come & time, as shown by the Bible, when their activities
F, 3 um ‘would 2e. They would not actuslly cease to exist, but would
e ; “on individuslly, as they would have a new and glorious work to do.

If declared illegal they would still find some way 4n which to contimue.
&

8. The short notice of the convention, less than a week, Was NecesSary,
80 that no action could be tsken by the suthorities to debar them from
renting & hall or building in which to hold their gathering.

T

9. The sale of books, booklets and magazines must be prosecuted with the
groatest energy, ss there would be only & ghort time before Armageddon
when they would be prevented from selling.

a  The booklet "Uncovering the Fifth Colwm" must all be distributed

=

' 1 Oct 40, to make way for an important new publication which would -
be ready by then. il
_ 1i. In Peb 40 they had only 4 groupe operating in Brisbane but now had -
Fl.. -. '_ | ) . !

B A5 e 100
”b claimed t they Witnesses were right behind the Nazi
; *The enemy” hey v : A

oty
.y




8 J.W.Book published in 1934 in evi o
‘th since 13&5 the Nazi ;‘m “
and the Witnesses were now 100% against them.

$1d Work, and how to introdues thﬂirqhtﬂ# oty
1ic, gaining inereased sales and bringing further

g commenced with a study of the booklet "Neutrality®

even as Christ was not a Pacifist, Jehovah's
Christ were not Pacifists. This was an answer
) v ed to have them deelared illegal. In faet (44
11" against the devil and his engels so how can we oo

1 expression used later in the meeting by Mr. ‘

#itnesses were the only true neutrais at present. The
_ 1ty and was not scorned ss they were. Anyhow the
° commercially so how could they be reslly neutral,
17 verse 16) "They are not of the world even as I am
hay This b':mﬂi:d nalugi:gr Jahm?i:iﬂﬂmsaﬂv and must
ey ong to no e oFr Do e arty, therefore
' Eing. Their only duty was the proel%nntiun of the !

~take no part in war between nations. Nation will rige

and the Pascists say "We expect to rule the earth™ while

8cies say "We will rule the earth" but what do the Seriptures

12 verse 32 "Fear not litile flock, for it is your Pather's

to give you the Xingdom," This is of course a promise to
-

_ The question "What constitutes Satan's Eupire?" was hurried oves

__ Study of "Neutrality" ceased with the arrival of ir. MoGilveray
whose address took chiefly the form of Answering & number of questions
‘wilch had been asked previously by members of the audience,

mmm,..

1. That they must on no account witness to soldiers in uniform, and
must be particularly careful as sometimes men im plain clothes might be
~soldiers on epeeial duty,

2. They must be completely neutral, and at no time when witnessing
‘shoul w into an argument on the war, or anything worldly. If
re.0e or enyone else challenged them take out the Bible and witness to |
~them. The police had no right to molest Jehovah's Witnesses in any wey \
- were acting with due respect to the laws of the country.

3e M trouble develops in any particular area do as Jesus did, leave
‘that locality and witness elsewhere, ;

*\h Do mot contribute to any so called charitsble institution as the
only true charity on earth was "Jehovah's Witnesses." Let each and every
one give their money entirely for the advencement of their organisation.

It was a Commonwealth law that the National Anthem must be played
over ell Broadcasting Stations. As they owned no allegiance to any earth
Eing they could please themselves whether they stood up, sat down :

RIS, 8% 1) coBl? HE8S 355°9,8P2n,bS hor, vhen, thers woud-be no

2
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8 being protsoted by God because she had not endeavoured
“Witnesses. So long as they continued to do this
, but if otherwise look outl

om Ludge Rutherford in U.S,A. to McGilveray was resd by
(McGilveray) was the only one who knew how important they
ed the Witnesses to hold ell their money in Avetralia to
in these perilous times. &

» gtated that as Britain was the only nation ngms.ag for
receive some portion of Divine protection. "

ing unsnimously decided to forward a cable and a letter to
jerford as a message from the convention, A collection box was
ple for donations to defray the cost of same. :

r continued his address with an attack on "Truth" and
uﬁoﬂ, who were giving them the best advertisement they

; hem publish what they like, he said, they are not

pdvised them not to build a Hall at present as

answer. He ¢
important things to do with their money.

ythered the impression from those around me that the real ides wa
ey were declared illegal the hall would be so much wasted cash i
 MeGd lveray attacked the Heirachy of Roman Catholicism denouncing ;
1 a* a Catholic and a puppet who did as the Pope directed him.

he night meeting, slso conducted by MeGilverasy was practically a

s gathering, with the address taking the form of an exhortatiom
follc %0 be of good faith, and fear not for Ged was with them.
_ m C ls the close reference was again made to the attacks on them
- by Smith's Veekly and Truth.

Ly The impression gained during both meetings was that the mentality
EN ¢ m‘wganﬂm of whom the majority appeared to be country folk, was
' a poor quality. They were apparently quite honest in their beliefs,

but a type who would swallow blindly a good tale so long as 1t was well
told, while the speskers with the exception of a few bresks, endeavoured |
to create the impression of loyalty to Britain with a view, probebly, to |
influencing the authorities to ellow their organisation to continue. _-

oAy  Sunday night's meeting terminated with an invitation to membera to
& attend a wind-up party at Granville Strest, Wilston, on Monday 21
' Oet 40 commencing at 1300 hrs. Ve were successful in obtaining an
4nvitation from Bro. Bridges and arrived at Wilston on times

"
vy A

| A brother, Mizk O'Halloren, had taken i1l last night, and HMre
i MeGllw was not able to attend this gathering till about 1500 hrs.
' When he arrived he spoke of the success of the conventlon as a whole,
ut stated that Brisbane lacked one thing. In gydney they had formed
 "Units” each of which was fully equipped and ready for eny emergsncys i
Brigbene had only formed such & unit they would have had use for it
Sundsy night when three men were hanging round the hall taking the
numbers of the cars. If had only known snd a unit was availables he
‘would have come down from the platform taken them by the scruff of the
neck, and told them with a few strong adjectives where they got off. Get
- work he pald form these units and fight like Hell against the devil

g

: He informed me that ke was going to Calrns on Wednesday mornip Q
3 but had not finslly decided if he would go by car or plane. His 2 *

(original




a to the s ty when %
of their organigations.

23, group leader, Ipewich
f Britain appeared to wi
ter for study is
"of Jehoveha Witnesses stated
» to the natioms of the w:ﬁ.
book was written during
on the 1ist, Rome is the

and ig of the seventh (verse 11)
‘seventh (which 18 the British) then

. other aspscts of the case were

t I =m epparently too dull to
-able explanations end translations he

(Sgds) R. D. CAMPBELL,
G_Pi- F. Ss Ps

0 the best of my Xnowledge and bellef the statements
“dated 22/10/40 are true.

0e o As WARDL
(Sgds) H /39‘1' L,
gergte FuS.Pe




Title
[ Jehovah"s Witness]: Investigations into Australian Activities - Adelaide
Company of Jehovah®s Witnesses Inc V The Commonwealth of Australia.

Series number
A467

Control symbol
SF43/39

Contents date range
22 Oct 1940 - 10 Jul 1944

Access status
Open

Location
Canberra

Barcode
99461



